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In a weakly rst order phase transition the typical scale of a subcriticalbubble calculated in our
previous papers tumed out to be too an all. At this scale quantum uctuationsm ay dom Inate and
our previous classical result m ay be altered. So we exam ine the critical size of a subcritical bubble
where quantum -to—classical transition occurs through quantum decohere nce. W e show that this
critical size is aln ost equalto the typical scale which we previously obtained.

I. NTRODUCTION

N on-equilbrium electrow eak phase transition is crucial for successfiil electrow eak baryogenesis E}]. So far, there are
three aspects for clarifying the structure ofthis rst order phase transition {1)calculations ofhigher loop corrections
'Q], 2)lattice calculations B] and 3)subcritical bubbles EJ:] {. The st two aspects are necessary for the quantitative
construction ofthe potential. H ow ever, the last aspect is them ost in portant for clarifying the non-equilbriuim nature
of the phase transition.

In this paper therefore we shall discuss the phase transition w ith a given potential and concentrate on the third
aspect. Existence and nature of supercooling is clari ed through the strength of the them al uctuation In the
sym m etricphase. In a fam iliarexam ple, them al uctuationsyield \bubbles" in boiled w ater. T he bubbles perpetually
repeat expansion and collapse by strong surface tensions. If the occupation ratio is too large, further criticalbubble
cannot be created even if the potential has barrier between two vacua. A m odel of the therm al uctuation has been

rst proposed by G leiser et al EZJ:]. They assum ed O (3)-symm etric con guration w ith the spatial scale of the order of
the correlation length. A fter this work fiindam entalprobkm s have been actively nvestigated ] @] [11.

R ecently, we have estin ated the typical size and the strength of the them al uctuation in the m inin al standard
m odelby using the subcritical bubble of O (3)-sym m etric con guration and statistical averaging m ethod fé] [-'_7:]. The
typical size of the bubbl tums out to be an all com pared w ith the correlation length and thus the strength of the

them al uctuation becom es large. T he conclusion is that the electrow eak phase transition is rst order one w ithout
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supercooling and therefore the ordinary electrow eak baryogenesis cannot work.

However, we must worry about the an allness of the bubble because, as we w ill see soon, the num ber of states
Inside a bubble calculated in the them alstate is O (1) at criticaltem perature. Thism ight in ply that the classical
treatm ent is incom plete. So we m ust estin ate the critical size w here quantum -to-classical transition occurs. (If the
size is am all the bubblk is quantum and if large it is classical).

T he rest of the present paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. IT, we review our previous study in which the typical
scale ofa bubble isestin ated and we point out that the num ber of states Inside a bubble istoo an all for its classicality.
Further, we estin ate the life tin e of subcritical bubbles. In Sec. IIT we derive the m aster equation for the reduced
density m atrix to discuss the classicality ofa bubble. In Sec. IV, we give the lower bound ofthe radius for classicality
com paring these tin e scales and show that the critical size is the sam e order as the previous one. F inally, we give a
sum m ary and discussion in Sec. V.

Hereafter the concrete values will be calculated assum ing the H iggs m ass is 60G €V and the tem perature is the

critical one at which two vacua degenerate.

II.THE TYPICAL SIZE AND THE LIFE TIM E OF SUBCRITICAL BUBBLES

W e review our estin ation of the typical size of the them al uctuation and estin ate the m ean life tin e of the

subcriticalbubbles. T he Lagrangian of the H iggs eld is given by
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A round the critical tem perature (T.) the ansatz,
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is reasonable because ; is the asymm etric value of the eld which ism ost expectable value. Inserting this into the

originallLagrangian,
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we obtain the H am iltonian,
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where ‘(T ) isthe correlation length. O ne can easily see that the averaged radius is am aller than the correlation length.

A sthe G aussian ansatz is in posed on the H iggs eld, the num ber of the state inside a bubble of this radiusbecom es
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In the them al state. Around T = T. the number is O (1) and it m ight in ply that our classical treatm ent is not

com plete.

N ext, let us estin ate the life tim e of the subcriticalbubble. T his tin e scale w illbe com pared w ith the decoherence

tine In Sec. IV.As
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holds from the E uleriagrange equation, we obtain the virial relation by taking the long tim e average on this equation;
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T hus the m ean life tin e of subcritical bubbles w ith radius R is given by
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As 2=3) «wR? 4=15atT = T., ue ( 15=2)R hols approxin ately.

ITII.THE DERIVATION OF MASTER EQUATION

In the previous section, we nd that the num berofstatesistoo an all for classicality and therefore classicaltreatm ent
m ay not be com plete. H ow ever, this aspect of the num ber of states is not com plete to determm ine w hether the system is
quantum or classical. In general, there are two classicality conditions: classical correlation and quantum decoherence.
The fom er condition is satis ed In the case when the sharp orbi In the phase space exists { for exam ple when
W KB approxim ation is good. Unfortunately, one cannot take the Im it h ! 0 now, otherw ise one cannot discuss the
tem perature dependent phase transition and the therm al uctuation vanishes. O ne should rem em ber the fact that the
rst order type e ective potential was obtained by calculating loop corrections. T herefore, we study m uch elaborate
determm ination based on the quantum decoherence E].
In this section we derive the m aster equation for the reduced density m atrix. For sin plicity, we consider the

follow ing action ofa singlket Higgs eld ;
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where isthe top quark which plays the role of environm ent. T he reduced density m atrix can be w ritten by
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W e used the Pllow ing notation: X = X X%and X¢ = ® + X 9=2. Further, we assum ed that the initial density

m atrix can be w ritten by
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where H ¢ is the Ham iltonian of the top quark. The above F [ ; °] is called as in uence finctional ['@']. Here kemels

Ak ®)andB & ) are calculated from one-loop diagram s, respectively;
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where S (¢ ) is the dressed G reen’s fiinction of top quark which has the expression
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and is the decay width given by ' 5T in the high temperature limit. S[ ] gives the loop correction to the

original potential and f (x) is Ferm idistrdoution (f k) = 1=( * + 1)). The above calculation is aln ost the sam e as
that of one dim ensional system w ith harm onic oscillators ﬁ_l-_'] A Iso, the calculation in the in uence functionalis the

aln ost sam e as the one in the in—-n fom alism i_‘/.].

A dopting the ansatz
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the propagator of the reduced density m atrix becom es
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In order to elin nate the radiis dependence ofthemassM R ) we Introduce new non-din ensional variables:
t
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In the high tem perature lim i, the m aster equation becom es
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where / (f2T2=48 2 )andb’ (£2T3 2=12 2). The derivation of this m aster equation is tedious, but sin ple,
and is perform ed by the sam e procedure of Ref. t_l-(_)']. The last tetm in the right hand side is com plicated com pared

w ith the ordinary cases. However, only the region z / z° is relevant for our purpose:
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Thuswe cbtain the fam iliar resut w ith an allextra term s. T hese extra termm sm ight have appeared because the ansatz

of a subcriticalbubble is not an exact solution ofthe eld equation.



IVv.FRICTION,DIFFUSION AND DECOHERENCE

In this section,w e exam Ine the validity ofthe classicaltreatm ent for the evaluation ofthe typicalscale ofthe them al

uctuation. F irst we m ust give the quantum decoherence condition. Here we de ne the follow ing quantity t_Li:],
op = Tr(: 4.1)

Thisisa de nitem easure ofclassicality: op becom esl forthepure state and 0 ifthe quantum coherence is com pletely

destroyed. T hism easure satis es the equation
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From thisone can read that the friction protects the quantum coherence and the di usion destroys it. T he tin e scales

for these two e ects are given by
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respectively. ¢ is the tim e scale that the friction recovers the quantum coherence and op is that the di usion

destroys the quantum ooherenoe'_: .

For decoherence and com plte classicalization, gp oc must be satis ed and this lnequality in plies the Iower

bound for the radius of a bubble,
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Furthem ore one note that the life tim e of subcritical bubbles should be longer than the tim e scale of the com plete

quantum decoherence. The nequality ¢p 1= Must be also satis ed, that is
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The both tin e scales do not depend on the coupling constant. T his com es from the high tem perature 1im it and the fact that
we take account into only the coupling w ith the one ferm ion. If one consider the interaction w ith gauge elds, the dependence
of coupling constant appear.



Unfortunately, In the above argum ent it has been a sin ple order estin ations and therefore we cannot determ ine the
exact value for the critical size. O n the other hand the average radis is IR iy 0012G eV * . Thus the critical size
w here quantum -to-classical transition occurs is roughly given by IR it .

T he above result suggests that subcritical bubbles should be treated by quantum m echanics and the typical size

should be calculated using the W igner function.

V.SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

W e estin ated the critical size w here quantum -to—classical transition occurs. It tumed out to be the sam e order as
the classical statistical averaged radius. T his m eans that subcritical bubbles should be treated as quantum system s
w ith dissipation at the critical tem perature.

A tthough we have treated the uctuations as classical In our previous papers, at least In the m inin al standard
modelwih my = 60G eV, they are quantum rather than classical. Fortunately, one can guess that the quantitative
result calculated based on quantum m echanics does not have drastic change on the typical size peside a factor of order
one) because the bubble is In the boundary between classicaland quantum region and then both results should be the
sam e order w ith each other. Hence we m ight conclide again that electrow eak phase transition in m inin al standard
m odel cannot accom pany any supercooling even if the potential is the rst order type.

In order to obtain the exact value for the typical size of the them al uctuation one m ust solve the m aster equation
or ollow the tin e evolution of the W igner function. A s one cannot takethe Im it h ! 0 In the present problem , the
equation forthe W igner finction does not coincide w ith the classicalFokkerP lanck equation obtained by reading the
In agihary part of the e ective potential as noise in the previous paper [-'Z:]. Som e higher derivative term s appear and
kft for the case n which one cannot h ! 0. M oreover, despie the tetrm (3.18) gives the di usion term In quantum
FokkerP lanck equation, the corresponding noise is not G aussian as in the previous paper. T hese problem s w ill be

nvestigated in our fiiture study.
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