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N on-perturbative lattice sin ulations have shown that there is no electroweak phase transition in
the Standard M odel for the allowed Higgsm asses, my > 75 GeV . In the M Inim al Supersym m etric
Standard M odel, In contrast, it has been proposed that the transition should exist and even be
strong enough for baryogenesis up tom g 105 G eV, provided that the lightest stop m ass is in the
range 100...160 G &V . H owever, this prediction is based on perturbation theory, and su ers from

a noticeable gauge param eter and renomm alization scale dependence. W e have perform ed large—
scale lattice M onte C arlo sim ulations of the M SSM electrow eak phase transition. E xtrapolating the
resuls 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. T his guarantees that the perturbative H iggs m ass

bound m y

105 G eV is a conservative one, allow s slightly larger stop m asses (Up to

165 Gev),

and provides a strong m otivation for further studies of M SSM electrow eak baryogenesis.

It is known from studies of prin ordial nuclkosynthesis
that there isa non-vanishing baryon to photon densiy ra—
tio intheUniverse, 10 '° (forrecent review s, see fli)).
Tt is one of the m ain challenges of cosm ology to under—
stand how such an asym m etry could com e about. Indeed,
di erent scenarios for producing > 0 abound.

Am ong allthe scenarios forbaryogenesis, one isunique:
the last instance In the history of the Universe that a
baryon asym m etry could have been generated, isthe elec—
trow eak phase transition @]. A 's such, this isalso the sce—
nario requiring the least assum ptions beyond established
physics. In principle, even the Standard M odel con—
tainsthe necessary ingredients forbaryon num ber genera—
tion: anom alous baryon num ber violation, CP —=riolation,
and an electrow eak phase transition providing for a non—
equilbriim environm ent (for a review, see t_:%]) .Once an
asym m etry hasbeen generated, it m ust also be preserved,
and this gives a strict constraint on how strongly of the

rst order the transition must be 'E:]. In fact, the con—
straint on the strength ofthe phase transition isthem ost
rigorous of the constraintsm entioned, since it concems a
them odynam ical equilborium situation after the transi-
tion, and equilbrium physics is m uch better understood
than non-equilbrium physics.

However, i tums out that on a m ore quantitative level
the Standard M odel is too restricted for baryogenesis.
Them ain reason is that the strength of the electrow eak
phase transition depends on the H iggsm ass, and for the
allowed values my > 75 GeV, there is no electroweak
phase transition at all @','5] T he existence of the baryon
asymm etry alone thus requires physics beyond what is
currently known.

T he sin plest extended scenarios that allow for baryon

asymm etry generation at the electroweak phase transi-
tion, have a H iggs sector which di ers from that in the
Standard M odel. A particularly appealing scenario is the
electrow eak phase transition in theM SSM [6{8]. Indeed,
it has recently becom e clear that the electroweak phase
transition can then be much stronger than in the Stan-
dard M odel, and strong enough for baryogenesis at least
for Higgsmasses up to 80 Ge&V [P{16]. For the lightest
stop m assm , lighterthan the top m ass, one can go even
up to 100 Gev f_l-j]: In the m ost recent analysis {_l-g'],
the allowed window was estin ated at m 4 75 :::105
GeV,m, 100 :::160 G &V . In this regin e, the transi-
tion could even proceed In two stages f_l-j], via an exotic
Interm ediate colour breaking m nimum . T his H iggs and
stop m ass window is interesting from an experim ental
point ofview , aswell, as the whole range w illbe covered
at LEP and the Tevatron [[8].

U nfortunately, the statem ent conceming the strength
of the electrow eak phase transition in this regin e is sub-
fct to large uncertainties. The st indication in this
direction is that the 2-loop corrections to the H iggs eld
e ective potential are large and strengthen the transi-
tion considerably ([0]. A fiurther sign is that the gauge
param eter and, in particular, the renom alization scale
dependence of the 2-loop potential, which are form ally
ofthe 3-loop order, are num erically quite signi cant @7_‘-]
Hence a non-perturbative analysis is needed.

T he purpose of this paper is to study the M SSM elec—
trow eak phase transition w ith lattice M onte Carlo sin —
ulations, and to extrapolate the results to the in nite
volum e and continuum lim its. Since the M SSM at nite
tem perature is a multiscale system wih widely di erent
scales from T to g2 T, and since there are chiral
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ferm jons, the only way to do the sim ulations in practice
is to use an e ective 3d theory [191 T his approach con—
sists of a perturbative dim ensional reduction into a 3d
theory w ith considerably fewer degrees of freedom than
In the orighaltheory R1{23], and of lattice sim ulations
In the e ective theory. T he analyticaldin ensional reduc—
tion step hasbeen perform ed fortheM SSM in [12{14,17].
Lattice sim ulations in din ensionally reduced 3d theories
have been previously used to determ ine the properties of
the electrow eak phase transition in the Standard M odel
In great detail R4{30].
In the regin e considered, the right-handed stop eld
U plys an Inportant role in addition to the Higgs
eld. The e ective 3d Lagrangian descrbing the elec—
troweak phase transition in the M SSM is therefore an
SU (3) SU (2) gauge theory w ith two scalar elds @%‘,37_‘-]
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Here DY and D$ are the SU (2) and SU (3) covariant
derivatives, and H is the com bination of the H iggs dou—
blets which is \light" at the phase transition point. T he
U (1) subgroup ofthe Standard M odelinduces only sm all
perturbative contrbutions @g], and can be neglected.

T he com plexity ofthe original4d Lagrangian ishidden
n Eqg. {-_1:) In the expressions of the param eters of the 3d
theory. A din ensional reduction com putation leading to
actual expressions for these param eters has been m ade
n EL]'] for a particularly sin ple case. Let us stress here
that the reduction is a purely perturbative com putation
and is free of nfrared problem s. T he relative error has
been estin ated in [14,17], and should be < 10% .

Tt isprohbiively tin e-consum ing to study the fullpa—
ram eter space of Eq. (-'14') w ith M onte C arlo sim ulations.
Thus, we only consider a special param eter choice: we
take a large left-handed squark massparametermg 1
TeV, vanishing squark m ixing param eters, and a heavy
CP-odd Higgsparticke (ma > 300GeV).We xtan =
3, corresponding to m g 95 GeV . W e then study the
3d theory In Eq. @), param etrized by the tem perature
T and the right-handed stop m ass parametermy @y
determ ines the zero tem peratu]:e right-handed stop m ass
throughm m?2 R % 2)1=2) | The actualexpressions
used for the dim ensional reduction are given in [3].

The philbosophy is now that we detem ine the non-
perturbative results for the continuum theory in Eq. @:)
through lattice sim ulations, and com pare them wih 3d
perturbation theory, em ploying the sam e 3d param eters.
To be m ore precise, we com pare w ith 2-loop 3d pertur-
bation theory in the Landau gauge = 0 and for the
M S scale param eter = T, valueswhich have been used
in fl8 aswell. Thisallow sone to nd out whether there
are any non-perturbative e ects in the system . O nce this

has been done, one can go back to a m ore com plicated
situation and study it perturbatively, adding to the per—
turbative results the non-perturbative e ects found here.
A s the reduction step is purely perturbative, the non-
perturbative e ects ound with the 3d approach apply
also to the e ective potential com puted in 4d {10,16,18].

To perform lattice sim ulations, we discretize the the-
ory In Eq. @:) w ith standard m ethods (see t_3-14']). The
lattice param eters are expressed in tem s of the lattice
spacing a and the continuum param eters through 2-loop
relations {_3-%'] w hich becom e exact in the continuum lim it.

W ell controlled in nite volum e and continuum Iim its
are essential In order to obtain reliable results. T hus, for
each point In the param eter space, we always perform
sim ulations w ith several lattice volum es and extrapolate
to the In nite volum e. W e use the lattice spacings ob—
tained through

6
S
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where g2, = gZ2T T is the 3d SU (3) gauge coupling
and a is the lattice spacing. The fact that we use just
two values of 5, only allows a lnear extrapolation to
the continuum linit 5 = 1 . However, it is understczod
analytically that the dom inant correctionsare linear (_32;
and m oreover, linear extrapolations work extrem ely well
for the case of the Standard M odel 2590

A 1lin all, we have performm ed 42 di erent M onte C arlo
runs: com binations of lattice sizes and param eters. T he
totalcpu-tinewas 7.5 nodeyearson aCray T3E.

T he physical quantities we discuss here are the criti-
cal tem perature T., the scalar eld expectation valies,
and the latent heat. Quantities such as the latent heat
enter, or instance, the estin ates for the nucleation and
reheating tem peratures (see, eg., 54]) , which are needed
to decide w hether the scalar eld expectation values rel-
evant for coan ology should be taken at T, or som e Iower
tem perature.

= 12;20; )

1. The phase diagram and the critical tem peratures.
T he generalphase structure of the theory is expected to
be the llow ing [l7]. The system hasa rst order transi-
tion at T, 100Ge&V ormy < 65 G eV . This transition
is strong even though m y is large, due to the stop loops.
Asmy becom es larger m I aller), the transition gets
even stronger, and then at som e point one m ay get a
tw o-stage transition. T he existence of a two-stage tran—
sition depends on the param eters of the theory, and for
large squark m ixing param eters the two-stage region is
not reached fl8

O ur num erical results are shown in FJgg: Tt is seen
that the phase diagram is qualitatively the same as in
perturbation theory, although the critical tem peratures
and the triple point have been displaced by a few G&V.
We have data at s = 20 only atmy = 50, 65G&V,
and the continuum extrapolation ispossible only at these
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FIG .1l. The phase diagram and the critical tem peratures.
T he continuous lines are from the 2-loop perturbative e ec—
tive potential in the Landau gauge. O pen sym bols corresoond
to in nite volum e extrapolations, and lled sym bols to con—
tihuum lin it extrapolations.
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FIG .2. The latent heat.

points. N evertheless, we expect sin ilar (an all) e ects at
the other points. A s of now, we have no clear theoret—
ical explanation for the discrepancy between the lattice
results and perturbation theory: the reason m ight be,
eg., a threedoop perturbative e ect, or a genuine non—
perturbative contrbution.

2. Latent heat.
Themain result of this paper is shown In Fjg.g:;, which
show s the latent heat. It is the m ost In portant gauge—

m,=1TeV, tap = 3 (n, = 95 GeV)
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FIG.3. The scalar eld expectation valies in the broken
phases at T..

Invariant physical characterization of the strength of
a rst order transition. W e observe that the non-
perturbative transition to the standard electroweak m in—
Imum at my < 67 GeV is signi cantly (wp to 45%)
stronger than the perturbative transition. In the regin e
my > 67 GeV where there is a two-stage transition, a
com parison w ith perturbation theory ism ore di cul as
the whole pattem is shifted to the right, but the qualita—
tive behaviour is the sam e.

3. Scalr el expectation values.

The Higgs eld vacuum expectation value vy is the
ob Ect by which one usually characterises whether the
phase transition is strong enough for baryogenesis [_2,'.}’],
the requirem ent being vy =T > 1. As such vy is, how—
ever, a gauge dependent quantity. If one com putes it
In the Landau gauge (vﬁ ), as is usual, then In tem s of
gauge-invariant operators the sam e expression would be
non-local. On the other hand, there is a sinpl local
gauge-invariant quantity closely related to vy , nam ely
H YH V2 =2. The problem wih HYH is that being a
com posite operator, it is a scale dependent quantity in,
say, theM S schem e. W e hence de ne on the lattice

1=2
Vi 2 H YHE (9§3) ; (3)
T T
which is a natural gauge-nvariant generalization of
vy =T, and can be m easured In sinulations. Note that
w ith respect to 4d units, there is a trivial rescaling by T
in the H YH appearing n Eqg. z_:’.).
T he num erical results for vy =T ;vy =T are shown in
Fig. -_3 Again, we observe a value larger than in per—
turbation theory In the regine my < 67 GeV . M ore—



over, In qualitative accordance w ith perturbation the-
ory, there is a rapid increase in vy =T, In the regine
of the two-stage transition, my > 67 GeV. The rela—
tive non-perturbative strengthening e ect is an aller than
for the latent heat, which is easy to understand since
L/ ©YH) v?2 P9, mplying L=l 2 w=vy .

In conclusion, at least for the param eter values studied

m 4 95GeV,mﬁR 150 :::160 G &V ), the electrow eak

phase transition is signi cantly stronger than indicated
by 2-loop perturbation theory. T his In plies that the pre—
vious perturbative H iggs and stop m ass bounds for elec—
trow eak baryogenesis are conservative estim ates. In par—
ticular, the electrow eak phase transition could be strong
enough for baryogenesis for all albwed Higgs m asses
In this regine tmy < 105 Ge&V) f_l-gl] Due to the non-
perturbative strengthening e ect seen, the stop mass
could be slightly larger than the perturbative value, up
tomyg, 165 G eV . For the an allest stop m asses, on the
other hand, there is the possbility of a two-stage tran-—
sition, n which the Higgs eld gets an extrem ely large
vacuum expectation valie.

T hese results provide a strong m otivation for precise
studies of the non-equilbrium CP -violating realtin e dy—
nam ics and baryon num ber generation at theM SSM elec—
trow eak phase transition.
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