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Non-perturbative lattice sim ulations have shown that there is no electroweak phase transition in

the Standard M odelforthe allowed Higgs m asses,m H
>� 75 G eV.In the M inim alSupersym m etric

Standard M odel, in contrast,it has been proposed that the transition should exist and even be

strong enough forbaryogenesisup to m H � 105 G eV,provided thatthelighteststop m assisin the

range 100...160 G eV.However,this prediction is based on perturbation theory,and su�ers from

a noticeable gauge param eter and renorm alization scale dependence. W e have perform ed large-

scale lattice M onteCarlo sim ulationsoftheM SSM electroweak phasetransition.Extrapolating the

results to the in�nite volum e and continuum lim its,we �nd that the transition is in fact stronger

than indicated by 2-loop perturbation theory. This guarantees that the perturbative Higgs m ass

bound m H � 105 G eV isa conservative one,allowsslightly largerstop m asses(up to � 165 G eV),

and providesa strong m otivation forfurtherstudiesofM SSM electroweak baryogenesis.

It is known from studies ofprim ordialnucleosynthesis

thatthereisanon-vanishingbaryontophoton densityra-

tioin theUniverse,� � 10� 10 (forrecentreviews,see[1]).

It is one ofthe m ain challengesofcosm ology to under-

stand how such an asym m etrycould com eabout.Indeed,

di�erentscenariosforproducing � > 0 abound.

Am ongallthescenariosforbaryogenesis,oneisunique:

the last instance in the history ofthe Universe that a

baryonasym m etrycould havebeen generated,istheelec-

troweakphasetransition [2].Assuch,thisisalsothesce-

nario requiring theleastassum ptionsbeyond established

physics. In principle, even the Standard M odel con-

tainsthenecessaryingredientsforbaryonnum bergenera-

tion:anom alousbaryon num berviolation,CP-violation,

and an electroweak phasetransition providing fora non-

equilibrium environm ent(fora review,see[3]).O ncean

asym m etryhasbeen generated,itm ustalsobepreserved,

and thisgivesa strictconstrainton how strongly ofthe

�rst order the transition m ust be [2]. In fact,the con-

strainton thestrength ofthephasetransition isthem ost

rigorousoftheconstraintsm entioned,sinceitconcernsa

therm odynam icalequilibrium situation after the transi-

tion,and equilibrium physicsism uch betterunderstood

than non-equilibrium physics.

However,itturnsoutthaton am orequantitativelevel

the Standard M odelis too restricted for baryogenesis.

The m ain reason isthatthe strength ofthe electroweak

phasetransition dependson the Higgsm ass,and forthe

allowed values m H >
� 75 G eV, there is no electroweak

phasetransition atall[4,5].Theexistenceofthebaryon

asym m etry alone thus requires physics beyond what is

currently known.

Thesim plestextended scenariosthatallow forbaryon

asym m etry generation at the electroweak phase transi-

tion,have a Higgssectorwhich di�ers from that in the

Standard M odel.A particularlyappealingscenarioisthe

electroweak phasetransition in theM SSM [6{8].Indeed,

ithasrecently becom e clearthatthe electroweak phase

transition can then be m uch strongerthan in the Stan-

dard M odel,and strong enough forbaryogenesisatleast

for Higgsm asses up to 80 G eV [9{16]. For the lightest

stop m assm ~tR
lighterthan thetop m ass,onecan goeven

up to � 100 G eV [17]: in the m ostrecentanalysis[18],

the allowed window was estim ated at m H � 75:::105

G eV,m ~tR
� 100:::160 G eV.In thisregim e,the transi-

tion could even proceed in two stages[17],via an exotic

interm ediate colourbreaking m inim um . ThisHiggsand

stop m ass window is interesting from an experim ental

pointofview,aswell,asthewholerangewillbecovered

atLEP and the Tevatron [18].

Unfortunately,the statem entconcerning the strength

oftheelectroweak phasetransition in thisregim eissub-

ject to large uncertainties. The �rst indication in this

direction isthatthe2-loop correctionsto theHiggs�eld

e�ective potentialare large and strengthen the transi-

tion considerably [10]. A further sign is thatthe gauge

param eter and,in particular,the renorm alization scale

dependence ofthe 2-loop potential,which are form ally

ofthe3-loop order,arenum erically quitesigni�cant[17].

Hence a non-perturbativeanalysisisneeded.

Thepurposeofthispaperisto study the M SSM elec-

troweak phase transition with lattice M onte Carlo sim -

ulations, and to extrapolate the results to the in�nite

volum eand continuum lim its.Since the M SSM at�nite

tem peratureisa m ultiscale system with widely di�erent

scalesfrom � �T to � g2W T,and since there are chiral
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ferm ions,the only way to do the sim ulationsin practice

isto use an e�ective 3d theory [19].Thisapproach con-

sists ofa perturbative dim ensionalreduction into a 3d

theory with considerably fewerdegreesoffreedom than

in the originaltheory [21{23],and oflattice sim ulations

in thee�ectivetheory.Theanalyticaldim ensionalreduc-

tion step hasbeen perform ed fortheM SSM in [12{14,17].

Latticesim ulationsin dim ensionally reduced 3d theories

havebeen previously used to determ inethepropertiesof

the electroweak phase transition in the Standard M odel

in greatdetail[24{30].

In the regim e considered,the right-handed stop �eld

U plays an im portant role in addition to the Higgs

�eld. The e�ective 3d Lagrangian describing the elec-

troweak phase transition in the M SSM is therefore an

SU(3)� SU(2)gaugetheory with twoscalar�elds[12,17]:

L
3d
cont =

1

4
F
a
ijF

a
ij +

1

4
G
A
ijG

A
ij + H

y
H U

y
U

+ (D w
i H )y(D w

i H )+ (D s
iU )

y(D s
iU )+ m

2
H 3H

y
H

+ m
2
U 3U

y
U + �H (H

y
H )2 + �U (U

y
U )2: (1)

Here D w
i and D s

i are the SU(2) and SU(3) covariant

derivatives,and H isthe com bination ofthe Higgsdou-

bletswhich is\light" atthe phasetransition point.The

U(1)subgroup oftheStandard M odelinducesonly sm all

perturbativecontributions[30],and can be neglected.

Thecom plexityoftheoriginal4d Lagrangian ishidden

in Eq.(1)in theexpressionsofthe param etersofthe 3d

theory.A dim ensionalreduction com putation leading to

actualexpressions for these param eters has been m ade

in [17]fora particularly sim ple case. Letusstresshere

thatthe reduction isa purely perturbative com putation

and is free ofinfrared problem s. The relative errorhas

been estim ated in [12,17],and should be <� 10% .

Itisprohibitively tim e-consum ing to study thefullpa-

ram eterspace ofEq.(1)with M onte Carlo sim ulations.

Thus,we only consider a specialparam eter choice: we

take a large left-handed squark m assparam eterm Q � 1

TeV,vanishing squark m ixing param eters,and a heavy

CP-odd Higgsparticle (m A >� 300 G eV).W e �x tan� =

3,corresponding to m H � 95 G eV.W e then study the

3d theory in Eq.(1),param etrized by the tem perature

T and the right-handed stop m ass param eter ~m U (~m U

determ inesthezero tem peratureright-handed stop m ass

through m ~tR
� (m 2

top � ~m 2
U )

1=2).Theactualexpressions

used forthe dim ensionalreduction aregiven in [31].

The philosophy is now that we determ ine the non-

perturbativeresultsforthe continuum theory in Eq.(1)

through lattice sim ulations,and com pare them with 3d

perturbation theory,em ploying thesam e3d param eters.

To be m ore precise,we com pare with 2-loop 3d pertur-

bation theory in the Landau gauge � = 0 and for the

M S scaleparam eter �� = T,valueswhich havebeen used

in [18],aswell.Thisallowsoneto �nd outwhetherthere

areany non-perturbativee�ectsin thesystem .O ncethis

has been done,one can go back to a m ore com plicated

situation and study itperturbatively,adding to the per-

turbativeresultsthenon-perturbativee�ectsfound here.

As the reduction step is purely perturbative,the non-

perturbative e�ects found with the 3d approach apply

also to the e�ectivepotentialcom puted in 4d [10,16,18].

To perform lattice sim ulations,we discretize the the-

ory in Eq.(1) with standard m ethods (see [31]). The

lattice param eters are expressed in term s ofthe lattice

spacing a and thecontinuum param etersthrough 2-loop

relations[32]which becom eexactin thecontinuum lim it.

W ellcontrolled in�nite volum e and continuum lim its

areessentialin orderto obtain reliableresults.Thus,for

each point in the param eter space,we always perform

sim ulationswith severallattice volum esand extrapolate

to the in�nite volum e. W e use the lattice spacings ob-

tained through

�S �
6

g2
S3
a
= 12;20; (2)

where g2S3 = g2ST � T is the 3d SU(3) gauge coupling

and a is the lattice spacing. The fact that we use just

two values of�S,only allows a linear extrapolation to

the continuum lim it�S = 1 .However,itisunderstood

analyticallythatthedom inantcorrectionsarelinear[33],

and m oreover,linearextrapolationswork extrem ely well

forthe caseofthe Standard M odel[25,30].

Allin all,wehaveperform ed 42 di�erentM onteCarlo

runs:com binationsoflattice sizesand param eters.The

totalcpu-tim e was� 7.5 node-yearson a Cray T3E.

The physicalquantities we discuss here are the criti-

caltem perature Tc,the scalar �eld expectation values,

and the latentheat. Q uantities such as the latentheat

enter,forinstance,the estim atesforthe nucleation and

reheatingtem peratures(see,e.g.,[34]),which areneeded

to decidewhetherthescalar�eld expectation valuesrel-

evantforcosm ology should betaken atTc orsom elower

tem perature.

1.The phase diagram and the criticaltem peratures.

Thegeneralphasestructureofthetheory isexpected to

bethefollowing[17].Thesystem hasa�rstordertransi-

tion atTc � 100 G eV for ~m U <� 65 G eV.Thistransition

isstrong even though m H islarge,dueto thestop loops.

As ~m U becom eslarger(m ~tR
sm aller),thetransition gets

even stronger,and then at som e point one m ay get a

two-stage transition. The existence ofa two-stage tran-

sition dependson the param etersofthe theory,and for

large squark m ixing param eters the two-stage region is

notreached [18].

O ur num ericalresults are shown in Fig.1. It is seen

that the phase diagram is qualitatively the sam e as in

perturbation theory,although the criticaltem peratures

and the triple pointhave been displaced by a few G eV.

W e have data at �S = 20 only at ~m U = 50,65G eV,

and thecontinuum extrapolation ispossibleonly atthese
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FIG .1. The phase diagram and the criticaltem peratures.

The continuous lines are from the 2-loop perturbative e�ec-

tivepotentialin theLandau gauge.O pen sym bolscorrespond

to in�nite volum e extrapolations,and �lled sym bols to con-

tinuum lim itextrapolations.
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FIG .2. The latentheat.

points.Nevertheless,weexpectsim ilar(sm all)e�ectsat

the other points. As ofnow,we have no clear theoret-

icalexplanation forthe discrepancy between the lattice

results and perturbation theory: the reason m ight be,

e.g.,a three-loop perturbative e�ect,or a genuine non-

perturbativecontribution.

2.Latentheat.

The m ain resultofthispaperisshown in Fig.2,which

shows the latent heat. It is the m ostim portant gauge-
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FIG .3. The scalar �eld expectation values in the broken

phasesatTc.

invariant physical characterization of the strength of

a �rst order transition. W e observe that the non-

perturbativetransition to thestandard electroweak m in-

im um at ~m U <� 67 G eV is signi�cantly (up to 45% )

strongerthan the perturbative transition.In the regim e

~m U >� 67 G eV where there is a two-stage transition, a

com parison with perturbation theory ism oredi�cultas

thewholepattern isshifted to theright,butthequalita-

tivebehaviouristhe sam e.

3.Scalar �eld expectation values.

The Higgs �eld vacuum expectation value vH is the

object by which one usually characterises whether the

phase transition isstrong enough forbaryogenesis[2,3],

the requirem ent being vH =T >� 1. As such vH is,how-

ever,a gauge dependent quantity. If one com putes it

in the Landau gauge (vLH ),asisusual,then in term sof

gauge-invariantoperatorsthe sam e expression would be

non-local. O n the other hand, there is a sim ple local

gauge-invariant quantity closely related to vH , nam ely

H yH � v2H =2. The problem with H yH is that being a

com posite operator,itis a scale dependent quantity in,

say,the M S schem e.W e hencede�ne on the lattice

vH

T
�

�

2

�
H yH

M S
(g2S3)

T

�� 1=2

; (3)

which is a natural gauge-invariant generalization of

vLH =T,and can be m easured in sim ulations. Note that

with respectto 4d units,thereisa trivialrescaling by T

in the H yH appearing in Eq.(3).

The num ericalresults for vH =T;vU =T are shown in

Fig.3. Again,we observe a value larger than in per-

turbation theory in the regim e ~m U <� 67 G eV. M ore-
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over, in qualitative accordance with perturbation the-

ory, there is a rapid increase in vH =Tc in the regim e

of the two-stage transition, ~m U >� 67 G eV. The rela-

tivenon-perturbativestrengtheninge�ectissm allerthan

for the latent heat, which is easy to understand since

L / �(H yH )� �v 2
H [25],im plying �L=L � 2�vH =vH .

In conclusion,atleastfortheparam etervaluesstudied

(m H � 95G eV,m ~tR
� 150:::160G eV),theelectroweak

phase transition is signi�cantly stronger than indicated

by 2-loop perturbation theory.Thisim pliesthatthepre-

viousperturbativeHiggsand stop m assboundsforelec-

troweak baryogenesisareconservativeestim ates.In par-

ticular,theelectroweak phasetransition could be strong

enough for baryogenesis for all allowed Higgs m asses

in this regim e (m H <
� 105 G eV) [18]. Due to the non-

perturbative strengthening e�ect seen, the stop m ass

could be slightly largerthan the perturbative value,up

to m ~tR
� 165 G eV.Forthe sm alleststop m asses,on the

other hand,there is the possibility ofa two-stage tran-

sition,in which the Higgs �eld gets an extrem ely large

vacuum expectation value.

These results provide a strong m otivation for precise

studiesofthenon-equilibrium CP-violatingrealtim edy-

nam icsand baryonnum bergeneration attheM SSM elec-

troweak phasetransition.
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