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A bstract

The standard m odele�ective potentialis calculated at �nite tem perature to

orderg4;�2 and a com plete zero tem perature renorm alization isperform ed. In

com parison with lower order calculations the strength ofthe �rst order phase

transition hasincreased dram atically.Thise�ectcan betraced back to infrared

contributionsfrom typicalnon-Abelian diagram sand totheinfrared behaviourof

thescalarsectorclosetothecriticaltem perature.Severalquantities,e.g.surface

tension,latentheatand �eld expectation valueareanalyzed foran SU(2)-Higgs

m odeland for the fullstandard m odelin detail. An explicit form ula enabling

furtheranalyticornum ericalstudy ispresented.

1O n leavefrom Institute forTheoreticalPhysics,E�otv�osUniversity,Budapest,Hungary

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9403219v1


1 Introduction

Recently ithasbeen clari�ed thattheelectroweak phasetransition playsan im portantrole

fortheobserved baryon asym m etry oftheuniverse [1](fora recentreview see[2]).

Severalapproaches have been used to determ ine the details ofthe electroweak phase

transition.Im portantresultshavebeen obtained by useof3-dim ensionale�ectivetheory [3],

�-expansion [4,5]andaverageaction[6].Thereisalsoagrowinginterestinlatticesim ulations

ofthephasetransition [7].

Perturbative calculations ofthe �nite tem perature e�ective potentialofthe standard

m odelhave been carried out using the one loop ring sum m ation [8,9]to order g3;�3=2

(g denotes the gauge-coupling and the top-Yukawa coupling). Two-loop sum m ation has

been doneto orderg4;�in [10],in which scalarm asseshavebeen neglected with respectto

gauge-boson m asses,and by useofanotherapproxim ation in [11].

However,there isa need to extend the work ofArnold and Espinosa [10]to a com plete

g4;�2-calculation.TheanalysisoftheAbelian Higgsm odelhasshown,thathigherorder�-

correctionscan changetheg4;�-resultforthepotentialand surfacetension signi�cantly [12].

Despitethegeneralscepticism concerning thepredictivepoweroftheperturbativeresultsin

the�4-theory,notethatcalculatingfarenough in theresum m ed loop expansion theobtained

e�ectivepotentialsuggeststhecorrectsecond orderphasetransition.FortheZ 2-sym m etric

�4-m odelone should go to the order �2,while for the O(4)-sym m etric �4-m odeleven a

�3=2-calculation issu�cient.

The calculation ofthe g4;�2-potentialforthe standard m odeland itsdetailed analysis

are the m ain goalsofthe present paper. A system atic expansion in coupling constants is

perform ed taking into account the e�ects ofinfrared divergences [9]and keeping the full

dependence on theHiggs�eld ’,itszero tem perature vacuum expectation value v and the

tem perature T.The e�ect ofthe higher order �-corrections is found to be im portant for

realisticHiggsm asses.

Theprincipalm ethod ofthecalculation,based on theDyson-Schwingerequation forthe

derivative@V=@’,isexplained in sect.1forsom egeneraltheorycontainingalltheim portant

featuresofthe standard m odel. Essentially a sum m ation oftadpole diagram sisperform ed

[13]. The application to the standard m odeliscarried outand the renorm alization atzero

tem peratureispresented.

In sect. 2 the pure SU(2)-Higgsm odelisanalysed in detail. Using the surface tension

and otherphysicalquantitiesa com parison ofthe di�erentordercalculationsisperform ed.

In contrastto theAbelian case,heretheg4;�-potentialsuggestsa stronger�rstorderphase
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transition than theg3;�3=2-potential.Im proving thecalculation from orderg4;�to g4;�2 a

stronger�rstorderphase transition isobtained forboth the Abelian and the non-Abelian

case. Ofcourse, this e�ect questions the reliability ofthe perturbative approach. The

increaseofthesurfacetension istraced back to theinfrared featuresoftypicalnon-Abelian

diagram s. The observed num ericalim portance ofthe �-corrections has its roots in the

infrared region aswell.

Thecom pletestandard m odelresultsarediscussed in sect.3.Thelargetop quark m ass

leadsto a decrease ofthe surface tension. Nevertheless,the qualitative picture isthe sam e

asforthepureSU(2)case.

Aftersom econclusionsin sect.4 thecom pleteanalyticresultforthestandard m odelis

presented in theappendix.

2 C alculation of the e�ective potentialat �nite tem -

perature

2.1 G eneralidea

The e�ective potentialV is calculated using Dyson-Schwinger equations,as described for

theAbelian Higgsm odelin [12].A sim ilarway ofsum m ing thedi�erentcontributionsto V

forthe�4 theory hasbeen considered in [14].

Considera generalLagrangian with interaction term sgenerating 3-and 4-verticespro-

portionalto g2 and 3-vertices proportionalto gk�. A generic coupling constant g isused

as an expansion param eter and k� is a m om entum variable. Note that this structure is

suggested by the standard m odelLagrangian where the square rootofthe scalarcoupling
p
�,the Yukawa coupling gY ,the electroweak gauge couplingsg1;g2 and the strong gauge

coupling gs play the role ofthe generic coupling g. Here we give allcontributions to the

�nite tem perature e�ective potentialup to orderg4.Allcalculationsare carried outin the

im aginary tim eform alism .

Using thewellknown techniqueofDyson-Schwingerequationsthefollowing relation can

beobtained forthee�ectivepotential

: (1)

Here the internallinesrepresent allparticlesofthe theory and ’ isthe \shift" ofthe La-

grangian in the scalarsector. The two di�erentsortsofblobsare fullpropagatorand full
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3-vertex respectively.The�rstterm gives

A = trW (’)

Z
P dk

k2 + m 2
tree + �(k)

: (2)

In general,m ass,selfenergy and vertex W are m atrices. \tr" denotes the sum over the

suppressed indices. Forvector particles the selfenergies are di�erent for the longitudinal

and transverse part. They can be calculated using the corresponding projection operators

(see[15,16]).The’-dependence ofthepropagatorsisobvious.

TheDyson-Schwingerequation for�(k),to theorderneeded in thiscalculation,reads

: (3)

In thefollowing theindices2 and 3 denotethecontributionsoforderg2 and g3 respectively.

Thetadpolepartoftheselfenergy can bewritten as

� a(k)= � a2 + � a2(k)+ � a3 + � � � with �a2(0)= 0: (4)

In the standard m odelthe only nonvanishing � a2(k)-contribution is the longitudinalself

energy ofa non-Abelian gauge boson. It is introduced by the corresponding projection

operatorwhen applied to the fourvectorvertex. The m om entum dependence ofthe third

orderterm disappearsifk0 = 0,thusin theorderwearecalculating itcan beneglected.

The other part ofthe selfenergy,� b(k),has no contribution oforder g2 for scalars.

Nevertheless, for gauge particles those term s do appear. The leading order m om entum

independentpartof� b(k)willbecalled � b2.

Using thesede�nitionsand introducing thecorrected m assterm m 2,

m
2 = m

2
tree + � a2 + � b2 ; (5)

equation (2)can bewritten as

A = trW (’)

Z
P dk

k2 + m 2 + � a2(k)+ � a3 + � b(k)� � b2

= trW (’0)

Z
P
dk

 
1

k2 + m 2 + � a2(k)
�

1

k2 + m 2
� a3

1

k2 + m 2

+
1

k2 + m 2
� b2

1

k2 + m 2
�

1

k2 + m 2
� b(k)

1

k2 + m 2

!

: (6)

Here thesecond equality isobtained by expanding the integrand in g.Thisisbestseen by

considering thek0 = 0 and k0 6= 0 partsseparately.
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Observethatin term B of(1)thevertex need notbecorrected toobtain thefullg4-result.

Inspection ofthe lastterm of(6)and term B of(1)shows thattheirsum isequalto the

derivative �@V	 =@’,where �V	 represents the sum ofalltwo-loop diagram s ofthe type

shown in �g.1.a (setting sun diagram s).

W ith thede�nitions

VR = �

Z ’

d’
0trW (’0)

Z
P
dk

 
1

k2 + m 2 + � a2(k)
+

1

k2 + m 2
� b2

1

k2 + m 2

!

; (7)

Vz =

Z
’

d’
0trW (’0)

Z
P
dk

1

k2 + m 2
� a3

1

k2 + m 2
; (8)

thepotentialcan begiven in theform

V = Vtree+ V	 + Vz + VR : (9)

NotethatVz can beidenti�ed asthesum ofallterm sbilinearin m assescom ingfrom two-loop

diagram softhetypeshown in �g.1.b.

Denotingby V3 thesum ofthetreelevelpotentialand theg3-orderpartofVR and calling

V4 thefourth ordercorrectionsofVR,

V3 + V4 = Vtree + VR; (10)

thefollowing �nalform ula isobtained :

V = V3 + V4 + V	 + Vz: (11)

Itisworthwhile to m ention the di�erencesbetween the m ethod given here and the one

presented in [10]. One advantage ofourapproach isthe absence oftherm alcounterterm s.

Theotheroneisthefactthatnodi�erenttreatm entofzeroandnonzeroM atsubarafrequency

m odesisneeded.Nevertheless,perform ingtherathertediouscalculation usingboth m ethods

theabovem entioned advantagesturned outto bem arginal.

2.2 Standard m odelcalculation

To �x ournotation theessentialpartsoftheLagrangian aregiven

L = LH iggs + Lgauge + Lfer mion + LY ukaw a: (12)

De�ning thecovariantderivativeas

D � = @� + ig1
Y

2
B � + ig2

�a

2
W

a
� (13)

5



theferm ionicand gaugepartsareunam biguous.TheHiggscontribution reads

LH iggs = �jD ��j
2 + �j�j

2
� �j�j

4
; where � =

1
p
2

 
’3 + i’4

’ + ’1 + i’2

!

(14)

denotestheHiggsdoublet.Allferm ionsexceptthetop quark areconsidered to bem assless.

Theresulting Yukawa Lagrangian reads

LY ukaw a = �gY
�q L

~�tR ; q L =

 
tL

bL

!

; ~� = i�2�
�
: (15)

Thecalculation isperform ed in Landau gauge.Tode�nethepotentialtotheorderg4;�2

theform alpowercounting rule

g1 � g2 � gY � �
1=2 (16)

isused.W eassum e�= �v 2 tobeoforder�,wherev isthezerotem peraturevacuum expec-

tation valueofthescalar�eld.Thisexpansion in thecouplingsseem sto benatural,sinceit

correspondsto thegeneralstructureofthetheory,described in theprevioussubsection.All

m assesaretreated sym m etrically asterm soforderg.Tothegiven orderthefulldependence

on tem perature,orderparam eter’ and v iskept.

This clari�es the way,how the generalconsiderations ofthe previous subsection have

to be applied to the standard m odel. The di�erent contributions to V	 are shown in

�g.2.Asusual,solid,dashed and wavy linesrepresentferm ion,scalarand vectorpropaga-

torsrespectively.In orderto m aketheexplicitcom parison with theresultsof[10]easierwe

follow thelabeling ofthesetting sun diagram sgiven there

V	 = Va + Vb+ Vi+ Vj + Vm + Vp: (17)

W e have included ghostcontributionsin Vm . Vp isthe scalarsetting sun contribution not

considered in thestandard m odelcalculation of[10].

Thecalculation needed forthetem peraturedependentm assesto orderg3;�3=2 issim ilar

to thatperform ed in [9,16]. W ith the help ofthese m assesone can evaluate V4 and Vz in

eq.(11).Notice,thatworking in dim ensionalregularization theleading order�-dependence

has to be kept in the plasm a m asses, because it gives �nite contributions to the order

g4;�2 due to one-loop divergences. The scalarintegralforV	 can be found in [17]. M ore

com plicated diagram s ofthis type can be reduced to the scalar case as described in [10].

These calculationshave to be extended to include allcontributionsoforderg4;�2. Aftera

long butstraightforward calculation the explicitform ula forthe potentialin M S-schem e is

obtained. This�nalresultisgiven in the appendix. Dropping the appropriate term sofV
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the lowerorderg4;�-result,asitisgiven by Arnold and Espinosa in [10],can be derived.

W ehavefound som em inordiscrepancies.A carefulcheck ofthedi�erenceshasshown that

som em isprints2 in [10]haveto becorrected to obtain com pleteagreem ent.

W e have checked our fullg4;�2-result using the m ethod of[10]. Zero M atsubara fre-

quency m odeshavebeen resum m ed and thenecessary tem peraturecounterterm shavebeen

calculated. The obtained potentialis in com plete agreem ent with the one we give in the

appendix.

Note,thattherearelinear’-term soffourth orderin thecouplingspresentin Va and Vz.

These term scanceleach other,thusensuring therelation lim ’! 0@V=@’ = 0 forallallowed

tem peratures. This cancellation is essentially the sam e e�ect which leads to a vanishing

third ordertransversegaugeboson m assin thesym m etricphase[9],asitcan beseen in the

contributionsofdiagram s�g.6.o and �g.6.tof[9].

The resultofthepresentpaperwith thewave function correction term of[18]givesthe

�nitetem peraturee�ectiveaction up to orderg4;�2.

2.3 R enorm alization in the standard m odel

In caseofthestandard m odelitisnotpossibletoavoid thezerotem peraturerenorm alization

justbysetting ��= 1=�.Thereasonforthatisthelargenegativeg 4
Y ’

4-term ,whichdom inates

overthe tree levelquartic term . Thisleadsto an M S-potentialunbounded from below for

m oderately largetop m assand sm allHiggsm ass.

W e perform a zero tem perature renorm alization in the on-shellschem e,asdescribed in

[19].Higgsm ass,top quark m ass,W -and Z-boson m assesand the�nestructureconstant�

arechosen asphysicalparam eters[20].Thephysicalm assesarethepolesofthepropagators

and � isde�ned in the Thom pson lim it. A m ultiplicative renorm alization ofthe coupling

constants,the tree levelHiggs m ass square �� and the physicalHiggs �eld is perform ed.

Thewave function renorm alization oftheHiggs�eld isde�ned asusualby

�Z’ =
@

@q2
Re� ’(q

2)
�
�
�
q2= m 2

’ ;phys

: (18)

No wavefunction renorm alization isneeded fortheother�elds,becausethey do notappear

in thee�ectivepotential.visde�ned tobethetruevacuum expectation valueofthephysical

Higgs�eld.Thereforeitneedsnocorrectionsand notadpolediagram shavetobeconsidered.

The correction to the electric charge �e is gauge independent [21],as it can be easily

checked explicitly using theresultsof[22].Thereforein thepresentcalculation theform ula

2� in eq.(8.2,8.3),eq.(A11)line9,eq.(A19l),eq.(A19m )line5,eq.(A19o)line2,eq.(A25)line2,eq.(A45)
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for�e from [19]isused.Thelogarithm icterm swith the�ve lightquark m assesaretreated

in the way described in [23], with data from [24], resulting in the vacuum polarization

contribution:

Re�

(5)

had
(M 2

Z)= �0:0282� 0:0009: (19)

The dependence ofthe one-loop selfenergy correctionson the gauge param etershasbeen

calculated in [22]forgaugebosons.Thereforethecorrectionsin Landau gauge,needed here,

can betaken from [22,25].Theselfenergy correctionsforthephysicalHiggsboson and the

top quark can be easily calculated in Landau gauge. Using these quantities the com plete

zero tem perature renorm alization ofthe potentialcan be done. The resultisthereby freed

ofany dependence on ��.

Clearly,the analytic expression ofthese corrections to the potentialis too long to be

given here. However,itseem sworthwhile to give the num erically m ostim portantpartsof

thecorrections,to enablea sim pli�ed usageoftheanalyticresultin theappendix.Asithas

already been m entioned,them ain contributionscom efrom theg4Y -correctionstoparam eters

oforder�(seealso [10]):

��=
3g4Y

8�2
ln
m t

��
; ��=

3g4Y v
2

16�2
: (20)

Introducing thiscorrectionsin allterm sin the potentialcontributing to order�and using

standard m odeltree levelrelations to calculate the couplings one obtains a result which

is\partially renorm alized atzero tem perature". The corresponding correction to the M S-

potentialreads

�V =
’2

2

 

���+
1

2�2
��

!

+
��

4
’
4
: (21)

Aswewillseeitlater(sect.4),thenum ericale�ectofthissim pli�cation isnottoo severe.

3 R esults for pure SU (2)-H iggs m odel

3.1 E�ective potentialand surface tension

Toobtainan understandingofthequalitativee�ectsofhigherordercorrectionswestudy�rst

thepureSU(2)-Higgsm odel.In thissection theadditionalU(1)-sym m etry and thee�ectof

theferm ionsareneglected.A discussion ofthissim pli�ed version m ay also beusefulin view

oflattice investigations,which willprobably dealwith the pure SU(2)-Higgsm odelin the

nearfuture.
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Therelevantpotentialcan beeasily derived from theform ulasgiven in theappendix by

perform ing thelim itg1;gY �! 0 and setting thenum beroffam iliesnf tozero.Throughout

thissection standard m odelvalues forW -m ass and vacuum expectation value v are used,

unlessstated otherwise:m W = 80:22GeV and v = 251:78GeV.Theparam eter��ofdim en-

sionalregularization issetto T = 1=�. Thiscan be justi�ed by the sm alldependence on

therenorm alization procedure.Thedi�erencesbetween theresultsobtained in thisschem e

and in a schem e with on-shellT = 0 renorm alization arevery sm all.Thisphenom enon has

been observed in theAbelian Higgsm odelaswell[12].

In �g. 3 di�erent approxim ations ofthe e�ective potentialat their respective critical

tem peratures are shown. The potentials to order g3;�3=2 and g4;� can be obtained from

[8,9]and [10]respectively. Each approxim ation suggestsa �rstorderphase transition.On

the one hand the criticaltem perature and the position ofthe degenerate m inim um seem s

to be quite stable,on the otherhand the hightofthe barrieris� 10 tim eslargerforthe

g4;�2 case than fortheg3;�3=2-potential.No convergence oftheperturbation seriescan be

claim ed forthegiven param eters.

A m oredetailed picturecan beobtained by considering thesurfacetension [26]

�=

Z ’+

0

d’

q

2V (’;Tc); (22)

which m ay be seen as a m easure ofthe strength ofthe phase transition. It can be used

conveniently to discussthepropertiesofthepotentialasa function oftheHiggsm ass.The

results are shown in �g. 4. Forvery sm allHiggsm asses the third orderpotentialgives a

m uch largervalue forthe surface tension than the m ore com plete calculations. The reason

forthat is the g4’4 contribution,which takes over the role ofthe tree level�’ 4 term for

sm allscalarcoupling.Thisradiatively induced quarticterm ensuresthat�doesnotincrease

forsm allHiggsm asses,a m axim um isfound. Ascould have been expected,correctionsof

higherorderin �do notchangetheg4;�resultifthescalarm assissm all.

This picture changes drastically iflarger Higgs m asses are considered. In this region

higherordercorrectionsproducean enorm ousincreasein thesurfacetension.Thedi�erence

between the g4;�2 and the g4;� results looks very m uch the sam e as in the case ofthe

Abelian Higgsm odel(seethediscussion in [12]).However,in contrastto thesituation there

in the SU(2)-m odelboth curvessuggestm uch largervaluesofthe surface tension than the

g3;�3=2 result.

Letuscom pare�rsttheresultsoforderg3;�3=2 and g4;�2.Theincreasein thestrength

ofthe phase transition,studied already in [11],can be traced back to the infrared features
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ofa non-Abelian gauge theory. The crucialcontribution isthe one com ing from the non-

Abelian setting sun diagram (�g. 2.m ). Itproducescontributionsto the potentialoftype

’2ln(�m W )with negativesign.Thehugee�ectoftheln�m W -contribution tothecoe�cient

ofg4’2 can be understood by recalling that at the criticaltem perature the leading order

’2-term sessentially cancel. However,the ’2ln’-type behaviourcan notbe absorbed in a

correction ofTc,theseterm sincreasethestrength ofthephasetransition.Thee�ectbecom es

clearifone deletesthe ’2ln�m W -term ofVm by hand. The corresponding surface tension

isshown in �g.5 (long-dashed line).

W ecom parenow theg4;�[10]and theg4;�2 results.Thecom pletecalculation produces

contributionsoftype’2ln�(m W + m 1;2)with positivesign (seeappendix).Theseterm sare

com ing from the scalar-vectorsetting sun diagram s(�g. 2.a,b). In [10]scalarm asseshave

been neglected,resulting in spurious’2ln�m W -term swith positivesign,which reducesthe

surfacetension.Anotherim portantcontribution istheoneproportionaltog2(m 1+ 3m 2)m W L

from Vz.Thisterm com esfrom scalar-vectordiagram softypeof�g.1.b and itwasneglected

in [10]. On the relevantscale (’ < T)itproducesa very steep behaviourofthe potential,

again increasing thesurfacetension.Theobserved di�erence between theresultof[10]and

the com plete g4;�2 calculation presented here is m ostly due to these two e�ects,together

with thewellknown in
uenceofthecubicscalarm asscontributionsfrom V3.

Another interesting e�ect ofhigher order �-corrections is the com plete breakdown of

the phase transition ata Higgsm assofabout100 GeV,where the surface tension isvery

large.In thisregion theabovem entioned term ,proportionaltog2(m 1+ 3m 2)m W L,becom es

im portant.Fora tem peraturecloseto theuncorrected barriertem peratureTb,atwhich the

scalarm assesvanish for’ = 0,itproducesan alm ostlinearbehaviourin thesm all’ region.

This results in a potentialfor which at T = Tb the asym m etric m inim um is not a global

m inim um but only a localone. Note that Tb is the lowest tem perature accessible in this

calculation.In otherwords,thetem peratureregion in which thephasetransition occurscan

notbedescribed by thegiven m ethod,dueto infrared problem s.

In orderto illustratethepossiblee�ectsoftheunknown infrared behaviourofthetrans-

versevectorpropagator,thedependenceofthesurfacetension on them agneticm asscan be

studied.W efollow theapproach of[9],wherea m agneticm assm otivated by thesolution of

thegap equationswasintroduced.Thetransversevectorm asstakestheform

m
2
W =

�
g’

2

�2

+

 

g2

3��

! 2

; (23)

where 
 issom e unknown param eter. One can introduce thisrede�ned transverse m assin
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them ostin
uentialinfrared contributions,i.e.in them 3
W -and in the’

2ln�m W -term s.W e

show in �g.5 the resultsobtained for
 = 0,2 and 4.The qualitative behaviourissim ilar

to resultsfound in [9]. The m ain di�erence isdue to the factthatthe higherorderresult

suggests a stronger �rst order phase transition,thus for a given m H iggs a larger m agnetic

m assisnecessary to changethephasetransition to second order.

A com pletefourthordercalculationofthesurfacetension hastoincludethewavefunction

correction term Z’(’
2;T)calculated in [18]. Using the resultsof[18]we have determ ined

� forHiggsm assesbetween 25-95 GeV.The num ericale�ectofthisZ-factorisvery sm all,

only 1% � 4% .

3.2 Further properties ofthe potential

Thelatentheatofthephasetransition isanotherinteresting quantity to becalculated from

thee�ective potential:

�Q = T
@

@T
V (’+ ;T)

�
�
�
Tc
; (24)

where’+ istheposition oftheasym m etricm inim um ofV .W ehaveplotted �Q asafunction

ofm H iggs in �g.6.Thelatentheatofthehigherordercalculations(g
4;�and g4;�2)increases

alm ostlinearly with theHiggsm ass.Thissom ewhatsurprisingbehaviourcan beunderstood

by observing thatforthose potentialsneitherthe position ofthe degenerate m inim um nor

theheightofthebarrierchangesigni�cantly with increasing Higgsm ass(see�g.4).On the

otherhand thecriticaltem peratureisessentially proportionalto m H iggs.

Forcom pleteness,the quantity ’+ =Tc,relevantforbaryogenesis,isshown in �g. 7 asa

function ofthe Higgs m ass. It is interesting to observe that the upper part ofthe region

favouring baryogenesis [2],i.e. ’+ =Tc � 1 atm H iggs � 40 GeV,coincides with the region

ofbestreliability ofthe perturbative approach.Ashasalready been pointed outin [5,12],

thisparam eterdoesnotre
ectthedram aticchangeofthepotentialatcriticaltem perature

introduced by higherordercorrections.

Now the question arises whether a good convergence ofthe perturbation series,which

can notbe claim ed in the whole range of� fora realistic gauge coupling g = 0:64,could

bepresentin theregion ofm uch sm allergaugecoupling constants.Thisseem sindeed to be

thecase,ascan beseen in �g.8,where the surfacetensionsoforderg3;�3=2 and g4;�2 are

plotted fora m odelwith a vectorm assof20 GeV,i.e. g = 0:16. In the used Higgsm ass

rangethetwo resultsfor� di�erby a factoroftwo atm ost.Therelativesizeofthisrange,

i.e. the ratio ofthe m inim aland m axim alvaluesofthe Higgsm ass,is4,which istwice as
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largeastherangeforthem odelwith m W = 80 GeV.

4 Standard m odelresults

In the case ofthe fullstandard m odelthe qualitative behaviour ofthe potentialis essen-

tially the sam e as for the SU(2)-Higgs m odel. The m ain di�erence is a decrease ofthe

surface tension by a factor � 4. This can be traced back to the large top m ass. Also

the characteristic pointsofthe surface tension plotof�g. 4 are shifted to highervaluesof

the Higgs m ass. W e show � as a function ofm H iggs in �g. 9. The com plete breakdown

ofthe g4;�2 calculation,observed at m H iggs � 100 GeV for the pure SU(2) case,occurs

atm H iggs � 200 GeV in the fullm odel. These quantitative di�erences do not change the

qualitative featuresofthe potential,thusthe discussion given in the previoussection does

also apply to the standard m odel. The di�erence between the fully renorm alized potential

and the partially renorm alized potential(see eq. (20),(21))isnottoo severe in view ofthe

hugeuncertaintiesstillpresentin theperturbativeapproach.Again,theposition ofthesec-

ond m inim um at the criticaltem perature,given in �g. 10,does not depend as strongly

on the order of the calculation as the height of the barrier. Unfortunately, the region

m H iggs � 40 GeV,in which the reliability ofthe perturbative approach is the best and

’+ =Tc � 1,iswellbelow theexperim entalHiggsm assbound.

5 C onclusions

In the previous sections we have calculated and analyzed the �nite tem perature e�ective

potentialofthe standard m odelup to order g4;�2. W e have determ ined severalphysical

quantities asfunctionsofthe Higgsm ass. However,to the given orderthe system atic ex-

pansion in coupling constantsdoesnotperm ita de�nitivestatem entaboutthecharacterof

the phase transition forrealistic Higgsm asses. This isseen from the factthatthe g4;�2-

correctionsarehugeand even thestep from a g4;�-calculation to thecom pleteg4;�2-result

changes the potentialessentially ifthe Higgs m ass is large. One source ofthe dram atic

increase ofthe surface tension are the infrared contributionsofthe typicalnon-Abelian di-

agram s.Quantitativeinform ation on a possible infrared cuto�,e.g.a m agneticm assterm ,

could increase the reliability ofthe calculation drastically. Forlarge Higgsm assesanother

infrared problem is connected with the scalar sector,nam ely the corrected leading order

scalarm asses vanish nearthe criticaltem perature producing an alm ostlinearterm in the

12



potential.Ithasto be concluded,thatalthough resum m ation techniquesperm ita system -

atic expansion in coupling constants,the num ericalresults stillpointto the unknown low

m om entum behaviourofthetheory asthem ain obstacleofany reliableprediction.
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A ppendix

Herethedi�erentcontributionstothepotentialdescribed in sect.2aregiven explicitly.The

form ulashavebeen sim pli�ed asm uch aspossibletoenableadirectnum ericaluseandfurther

analytic investigation. The authors3 areready to supply a FORTRAN code evaluating the

di�erent approxim ations ofthe e�ective potential(g3;�3=2; g4;�; g4;�2 pure SU(2) and

standard m odel,with com plete on-shellrenorm alization or partialrenorm alization) as a

function of’ and T.

Linearm assterm s,polesin 2� = 4� n and term sproportionalto the constant�� (see

[10]),which cancelsystem atically in the�nalresult,arenotshown and thelim itn ! 4 has

already been perform ed.Theleading orderresum m ed scalarm assesaregiven by

m
2
1 = 2�’ 2 + m

2
2 ; m

2
2 = �’

2
� �+

1

12�2

�

6�+
9

4
g
2
2 +

3

4
g
2
1 + 3g2Y

�

; (25)

whilethetransversevectorboson m assesand theferm ion m assrem ain uncorrected toleading

order:

m W =
1

2
g2’ ; m Z = m W =cos�W ; m f =

1
p
2
gY ’ : (26)

ThelongitudinalSU(2)�U(1)m assm atrix receivestem peraturecorrectionsin thediagonal

elem ents[8]

m
2
W L =

1

4
g
2
2’

2 +
g22

�2

�
5

6
+
1

3
nf

�

; m
2
B L =

1

4
g
2
1’

2 +
g21

�2

�
1

6
+
5

9
nf

�

; (27)

which resultin longitudinalm assesde�ned by
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B
@

m 2
W L � 1

4
g1g2’

2

� 1

4
g1g2’

2 m 2
B L

1

C
A =

0

B
@

cos~� sin ~�

� sin ~� cos~�

1

C
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0

B
@

m 2
Z L 0

0 m 2

L

1

C
A
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B
@

cos~� � sin ~�

sin ~� cos~�

1

C
A : (28)
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In thefollowing theshorthand notations

s= sin�W ; c= cos�W ; ~s= sin ~� ; ~c= cos~� (29)

areused.Evaluating thescalarone-and two-loop tem peratureintegralstheconstants

c0 =
3

2
+ 2ln4�� 2
� 5:4076 and c2 � 3:3025 (30)

areintroduced following[27]and [17]respectively.Now allthecontributionstothepotential,

which haveto besum m ed according to form ulas(11)and (17),can begiven explicitly :
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