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In a weakly �rstorderphasetransition thetypicalscale ofa subcriticalbubblecalculated in our

previouspapersturned outto be too sm all.Atthisscale quantum uctuationsm ay dom inate and

ourpreviousclassicalresultm ay be altered.So we exam ine the criticalsize ofa subcriticalbubble

where quantum -to-classicaltransition occurs through quantum decohere nce. W e show that this

criticalsize isalm ostequalto the typicalscale which we previously obtained.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Non-equilibrium electroweak phasetransition iscrucialforsuccessfulelectroweak baryogenesis[1].So far,thereare

threeaspectsforclarifying the structureofthis�rstorderphasetransition {1)calculationsofhigherloop corrections

[2],2)lattice calculations[3]and 3)subcriticalbubbles[4]{. The �rsttwo aspectsare necessary forthe quantitative

construction ofthepotential.However,thelastaspectisthem ostim portantforclarifyingthenon-equilibrium nature

ofthe phasetransition.

In this paper therefore we shalldiscuss the phase transition with a given potentialand concentrate on the third

aspect. Existence and nature ofsupercooling is clari�ed through the strength ofthe therm aluctuation in the

sym m etricphase.In afam iliarexam ple,therm aluctuationsyield \bubbles"in boiled water.Thebubblesperpetually

repeatexpansion and collapseby strong surface tensions.Ifthe occupation ratio istoo large,furthercriticalbubble

cannotbe created even ifthe potentialhasbarrierbetween two vacua.A m odelofthe therm aluctuation hasbeen

�rstproposed by G leiseretal[4].They assum ed O (3)-sym m etric con�guration with the spatialscaleofthe orderof

the correlation length.Afterthiswork fundam entalproblem shavebeen actively investigated [5][6][7].

Recently,we have estim ated the typicalsize and the strength ofthe therm aluctuation in the m inim alstandard

m odelby using the subcriticalbubble ofO (3)-sym m etric con�guration and statisticalaveraging m ethod [6][7].The

typicalsize ofthe bubble turns outto be sm allcom pared with the correlation length and thus the strength ofthe

therm aluctuation becom eslarge.The conclusion isthatthe electroweak phase transition is�rstorderone without

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512304v1


supercooling and thereforethe ordinary electroweak baryogenesiscannotwork.

However,we m ust worry about the sm allness ofthe bubble because,as we willsee soon,the num ber ofstates

insidea bubblecalculated in thetherm alstateis� O (1)atcriticaltem perature.Thism ightim ply thattheclassical

treatm entisincom plete. So we m ustestim ate the criticalsize where quantum -to-classicaltransition occurs. (Ifthe

sizeissm allthe bubble isquantum and iflargeitisclassical).

Therestofthepresentpaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,wereview ourpreviousstudy in which the typical

scaleofabubbleisestim ated and wepointoutthatthenum berofstatesinsideabubbleistoosm allforitsclassicality.

Further,we estim ate the life tim e ofsubcriticalbubbles. In Sec. IIIwe derive the m asterequation forthe reduced

density m atrix to discusstheclassicality ofa bubble.In Sec.IV,wegivethelowerbound oftheradiusforclassicality

com paring these tim e scalesand show thatthe criticalsize isthe sam e orderasthe previousone.Finally,we give a

sum m ary and discussion in Sec.V.

Hereafter the concrete values willbe calculated assum ing the Higgs m ass is 60G eV and the tem perature is the

criticaloneatwhich two vacua degenerate.

II.T H E T Y P IC A L SIZE A N D T H E LIFE T IM E O F SU B C R IT IC A L B U B B LES

W e review our estim ation ofthe typicalsize ofthe therm aluctuation and estim ate the m ean life tim e ofthe

subcriticalbubbles.The Lagrangian ofthe Higgs�eld isgiven by

L =

Z

d
3
x

�
1

2
@��@

�
� � D (T2 � T

2

2)�
2 + E T�

3
�
1

4
�T �

4

�

: (2.1)

Around the criticaltem perature(Tc)the ansatz,

�(x)= �+ exp

�

�
r2

R 2(t)

�

; (2.2)

isreasonablebecause �+ isthe asym m etric value ofthe �eld which ism ostexpectable value.Inserting thisinto the

originalLagrangian,

Le�(R;_R)= L[� = �+ e
� r

2

R 2(t)]; (2.3)

weobtain the Ham iltonian,
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H e�(R;P ):= P _R � Le�

=
1

2M
P
2 +

2

5
M +

1

3
M �(T)R 2

= :
1

2M
P
2 + V (R); (2.4)

whereP isthecanonically conjugatem om entum ofR and M (T;R):=
15�

3=2
�
2

+
R

8
p
2

.In thecaseofthem inim alstandard

m odel,� becom es

�ew (T)=
4

5
D (T 2

� T
2

2)�
8
p
2

15
p
3
E T�+ +

1

10
p
2
�
2

+ �T ; (2.5)

whereD ;E and �T aredeterm ined by one-loop correctionsofelectroweak particles,respectively;D � 0:17,E � 0:01

and �Tc � 0:035.Further,�+ = 3E T

2�T
[1+

q

1� 8�T D

9E 2T 2 (T
2 � T2

2
)]� 51:4 G eV and T2 � 92:7G eV.

In the high tem perature phase(T � Tc)the therm alaverageofR isgiven by

hRiT :=

R
dP dRRexp[� H eff

T
]

R
dP dRexp[� H eff

T
]

=

R1
0
dRR 3=2exp[� 2M

5T
�

M � ew

3T
R 2]

R1
0
dRR 1=2exp[� 2M

5T
�

M � ew

3T
R 2]

’
2
p
2

�3=2

T

�2+
� ‘(T):=

q

2D (T 2 � T2
2
); (2.6)

where‘(T)isthecorrelation length.O necan easily seethattheaveraged radiusissm allerthan thecorrelation length.

AstheG aussian ansatzisim posed on theHiggs�eld,thenum berofthestateinsidea bubbleofthisradiusbecom es

n(T)� (�1=2hRiT )
3

Z 1

0

d3k

(2�)3

1� exp[�
k
2
hR i

2

T

4
]

exp[
p
k2+ m 2

T
]� 1

(2.7)

in the therm alstate. Around T = Tc the num beris� O (1)and itm ightim ply thatourclassicaltreatm entisnot

com plete.

Next,letusestim atethelifetim eofthesubcriticalbubble.Thistim escalewillbecom pared with thedecoherence

tim e in Sec.IV.As

M V
2 = P V =

d

dt
(P R)�

dP

dt
R

=
d

dt
(P R)+

�

V
0(R)�

1

R

1

2
M V

2

�

R (2.8)

holdsfrom theEuler-Lagrangeequation,weobtain thevirialrelation by takingthelongtim eaverageon thisequation;

1

2
M V 2 =

2

15
M +

1

3
�ew (T)M R 2: (2.9)
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Thusthe m ean life tim e ofsubcriticalbubbleswith radiusR isgiven by

�life ’ R

�
4

15
+
2

3
�ew R

2

��1=2

: (2.10)

As(2=3)�ew R
2 � 4=15 atT = Tc,�life � (

p
15=2)R holdsapproxim ately.

III.T H E D ER IVA T IO N O F M A ST ER EQ U A T IO N

In theprevioussection,we�nd thatthenum berofstatesistoosm allforclassicalityand thereforeclassicaltreatm ent

m ay notbecom plete.However,thisaspectofthenum berofstatesisnotcom pleteto determ inewhetherthesystem is

quantum orclassical.In general,therearetwo classicality conditions:classicalcorrelation and quantum decoherence.

The form er condition is satis�ed in the case when the sharp orbit in the phase space exists { for exam ple when

W K B approxim ation isgood.Unfortunately,onecannottakethe lim it�h ! 0 now,otherwiseonecannotdiscussthe

tem peraturedependentphasetransition and thetherm aluctuation vanishes.O neshould rem em berthefactthatthe

�rstordertype e�ective potentialwasobtained by calculating loop corrections.Therefore,we study m uch elaborate

determ ination based on the quantum decoherence[8].

In this section we derive the m aster equation for the reduced density m atrix. For sim plicity, we consider the

following action ofa singletHiggs�eld �;

S[�; ; ]= S[�]+ Sf[ ; ]+ Sint[�; ; ]

=

Z

d
4
x

�
1

2
(@��)

2
�
1

2
m

2
�
2
�

1

4!
��

4 + i 
�
@� � f�  

�

; (3.1)

where isthe top quark which playsthe roleofenvironm ent.Thereduced density m atrix can be written by

�r[�f;�
0
f;t]=

Z

D �i

Z

D �
0
iJ[�f;�

0
f;tj�i;�

0
i;0]�r[�i;�

0
i;0]; (3.2)

where

J[�f;�
0
f;tj�i;�

0
i;0]=

Z �f

�i

D �

Z �
0

f

�0

i

D �
0exp[ifS [�]� S [�0]g]F [�;�0] (3.3)

and

F [�;�0]=

Z

D  f

Z

D  f

Z

D  i

Z

D  i

Z

D  
0
f

Z

D  
0

f

Z

D  
0
i

Z

D  
0

i�0[ i; i; 
0
i; 

0

i;0]
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0
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D  
0
exp

h

i

n

Sf
�
 ; 

�
+ Sint

�
�; ; 

�
� Sf[ 

0
; 

0
]� Sint[�

0
; 

0
; 

0
]

oi

= exp

�

i

�

�S [�]� �S[�0]� 2

Z

d
4
x

Z

d
4
x
0
A(x � x

0)�c(x
0)�� (x)+

i

2

Z

d
4
x

Z

d
4
x
0
B (x � x

0)�� (x)�� (x
0)

��

: (3.4)

W e used the following notation:X � = X � X0 and X C = (X + X 0)=2.Further,we assum ed thatthe initialdensity

m atrix can be written by

�[�i; i; i;�
0
i; 

0
i; 

0

i;0]= �0[ i; i; 
0
i; 

0

i;0]�r[�i;�
0
i;0]

= e
��H f �r[�i;�

0
i;0]; (3.5)

where H f isthe Ham iltonian ofthe top quark. The above F [�;�0]iscalled asinuence functional[9]. Here kernels

A(x � x0)and B (x � x0)arecalculated from one-loop diagram s,respectively;

A(x � x
0)= f

2Im [S(x � x
0)S(x0� x)]�(t� t

0) (3.6)

and

B (x � x
0)= f

2Re[S(x � x
0)S(x0� x)]; (3.7)

whereS(x � x0)isthe dressed G reen’sfunction oftop quark which hasthe expression

S(p;t)=
e��jtj

2!p

h�

� 
0
!psign(t)+ ~ � ~p

�

f(� !p + i�)e�i! pjtj

�

�


0
!psign(t)+ ~ � ~p

�

f(!p + i�)ei!pjtj
i

(3.8)

and � is the decay width given by � ’
f
2

8�
T in the high tem perature lim it. �S[�]gives the loop correction to the

originalpotentialand f(x)isFerm idistribution(f(x)= 1=(e�x + 1)). The above calculation isalm ostthe sam e as

thatofonedim ensionalsystem with harm onicoscillators[10].Also,thecalculation in theinuence functionalisthe

alm ostsam easthe onein the in-in form alism [7].

Adopting the ansatz

�(x)= �+ exp

�

�
r2

R 2(t)

�

(3.9)

and

�
0(x)= �+ exp

�

�
r2

R 02(t)

�

; (3.10)
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the propagatorofthe reduced density m atrix becom es

J(R f;R
0
f;tjR i;R

0
i;0)= exp

h

i

nZ t

0

ds[
1

2
M (R)

�
dR

ds

� 2

+ V (R)]�

Z t

0

ds[
1

2
M (R 0)

�
dR 0

ds

� 2

+ V (R 0)]

� 2

Z t

0

ds

Z t

0

ds
0

Z
d3k

(2�)3
X k(s)X k(s

0)[A (k;s� s
0)�(s� s

0)�
i

4
B(k;s� s

0)]

oi

; (3.11)

where

A (k;s� s
0):= f

2
�3

2
�
2

+

Z
d3p

(2�)3
Re

h

iS��(p;s� s
0)S��(p � k;s

0
� s)

i

; (3.12)

B(k;s� s
0):= f

2�
3

2
�
2

+

Z
d3p

(2�)3
Im

h

iS��(p;s� s
0)S��(p � k;s

0
� s)

i

(3.13)

and

X k(s):= R
3(s)exp

�

�
1

2
k
2
R
2(s)

�

� R
03(s)exp

�

�
1

2
k
2
R
02(s)

�

: (3.14)

In orderto elim inate the radiusdependence ofthe m assM (R)weintroducenew non-dim ensionalvariables:

z :=

�
R

R 0

� 3=2

and � :=
9

4

t

R 0

; (3.15)

whereR 0 := (R=M )1=2.De�ning U (z):= (4=9)R 0V (R),weobtain the action,

S[z]:=

Z

d�

"

1

2

�
dz

d�

� 2

� U (z)

#

: (3.16)

In the high tem peraturelim it,the m asterequation becom es

@

@�
�r(z;z

0;�)=
i

2

@2�r

@z2
�
i

2

@2�r

@z02
� iU (z)�r + iU (z0)�r �

�
2

3

� 2

�R0z� (
@

@z
�

@

@z0
)�r

�

�
2

3

� 4
�bR 4

0

16�3=2

"

z
2 + z

02
� 2z2z02

�
2

z4=3 + z04=3

� 3=2
#

�r; (3.17)

where � ’ (f2T 2=48
p
2�) and b ’ (f2T 3�2+ =12�

2). The derivation ofthis m aster equation is tedious,but sim ple,

and isperform ed by the sam e procedure ofRef.[10]. The lastterm in the righthand side iscom plicated com pared

with the ordinary cases.However,only the region z ’ z0 isrelevantforourpurpose:

"

z
2 + z

03
� 2z2z02

�
2

z4=3 + z04=3

� 3=2
#

’
1

3
(z� z

0)2 + O
�
(z� z

0)4
�
: (3.18)

Thusweobtain thefam iliarresultwith sm allextraterm s.Theseextra term sm ighthaveappeared becausetheansatz

ofa subcriticalbubble isnotan exactsolution ofthe �eld equation.
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IV .FR IC T IO N ,D IFFU SIO N A N D D EC O H ER EN C E

In thissection,weexam inethevalidity oftheclassicaltreatm entfortheevaluation ofthetypicalscaleofthetherm al

uctuation.Firstwe m ustgivethe quantum decoherencecondition.Herewede�ne the following quantity [11];

�Q D := Tr(�2r) (4.1)

Thisisade�nitem easureofclassicality:�Q D becom es1forthepurestateand 0ifthequantum coherenceiscom pletely

destroyed.Thism easuresatis�esthe equation

@�Q D

@t
= 2��Q D �

4

9

�bR 3
0

8�3=2

Z

dz

Z

dz
0

"

z
2 + z

02
� 2z2z02

�
2

z4=3 + z04=3

� 3=2
#

�r(z;z
0;�)�r(z

0
;z;�): (4.2)

From thisonecan read thatthefriction protectsthequantum coherenceand thedi�usion destroysit.Thetim escales

forthese two e�ectsaregiven by

�
�1

Q C
’ 2� (4.3)

and

�
�1

Q D
’
4

9

�bR 3
0

8�3=2

1

3
z
2 =

2
p
2�T�2+

27�3=2
R
3
; (4.4)

respectively. �Q C is the tim e scale that the friction recovers the quantum coherence and �Q D is that the di�usion

destroysthe quantum coherence�.

Fordecoherence and com plete classicalization,�Q D � �Q C m ustbe satis�ed and thisinequality im pliesthe lower

bound forthe radiusofa bubble,

R �

 

27�3=2
p
2T�2+

! 1=3

= :R 1 � 0:084G eV
�1
: (4.5)

Furtherm ore one note thatthe life tim e ofsubcriticalbubblesshould be longerthan the tim e scale ofthe com plete

quantum decoherence.The inequality �Q D � �life m ustbe also satis�ed,thatis

R �

 

27�3=2
p
30�T�2+

! 1=4

= :R 2 � 0:046G eV
�1
: (4.6)

�Theboth tim escalesdo notdepend on thecoupling constant.Thiscom esfrom thehigh tem peraturelim itand thefactthat

we take accountinto only thecoupling with theone ferm ion.Ifone considertheinteraction with gauge �elds,the dependence

ofcoupling constantappear.

7



Unfortunately,in the aboveargum entithasbeen a sim ple orderestim ationsand thereforewe cannotdeterm ine the

exactvalue forthe criticalsize.O n the otherhand the averageradiusishRiT � 0:012G eV
�1
.Thusthe criticalsize

wherequantum -to-classicaltransition occursisroughly given by hRiT .

The above resultsuggeststhat subcriticalbubbles should be treated by quantum m echanics and the typicalsize

should be calculated using the W ignerfunction.

V .SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N

W e estim ated the criticalsize wherequantum -to-classicaltransition occurs.Itturned outto be the sam e orderas

the classicalstatisticalaveraged radius. Thism eansthatsubcriticalbubblesshould be treated asquantum system s

with dissipation atthe criticaltem perature.

Although we have treated the uctuations as classicalin our previous papers,at least in the m inim alstandard

m odelwith m H = 60G eV,they are quantum ratherthan classical.Fortunately,one can guessthatthe quantitative

resultcalculated based on quantum m echanicsdoesnothavedrasticchangeon thetypicalsize(besideafactoroforder

one)becausethebubbleisin theboundary between classicaland quantum region and then both resultsshould bethe

sam e orderwith each other. Hence we m ightconclude again thatelectroweak phase transition in m inim alstandard

m odelcannotaccom pany any supercooling even ifthe potentialisthe �rstordertype.

In orderto obtain theexactvalueforthetypicalsizeofthetherm aluctuation onem ustsolvethem asterequation

orfollow the tim e evolution ofthe W ignerfunction.Asonecannottakethe lim it�h ! 0 in the presentproblem ,the

equation fortheW ignerfunction doesnotcoincidewith theclassicalFokker-Planck equation obtained by reading the

im aginary partofthe e�ective potentialasnoisein the previouspaper[7].Som ehigherderivativeterm sappearand

leftforthe case in which one cannot�h ! 0. M oreover,despite the term (3.18)givesthe di�usion term in quantum

Fokker-Planck equation,the corresponding noise is notG aussian asin the previouspaper. These problem s willbe

investigated in ourfuture study.
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