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Self-consistently improved finite temperature effective potential for gauge theories
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The finite temperature effective potential of the Abelian Higgs model is studied using the self-
consistent composite operator method, which can be used to sum up the contributions of daisy and su-
perdaisy diagrams. The effect of the momentum dependence of the effective masses is estimated by using

a Rayleigh-Ritz variational approximation.

PACS number(s): 98.80.Cq, 05.70.Fh, 12.15.Ji

1. INTRODUCTION

It has been recently conjectured that the observed
baryon asymmetry might have been generated at the elec-
troweak scale if the phase transition is strongly first order
[1]. Unfortunately, when the temperature T is close to
the critical temperature 7, the finite temperature
effective potential Vy(¢), which is an important
mathematical tool in the study of the phase transitions
and can be used to determine their order, cannot be eval-
uated reliably using the ordinary perturbative approach
[2-4]; in fact, at these temperatures certain multiloop di-
agrams become non-negligible even when the coupling
constants are very small. In particular, by using power
counting it has been argued (4,5] that when T ~ T, there
are important contributions from the infinite classes of
daisy and superdaisy diagrams (represented in Fig. 1),
which render the ordinary one-loop approximation of
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FIG. 1.
grams.

Examples of (a,b) daisy and (c,d) superdaisy dia-
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Vr(¢) unreliable for all ¢ <T. Therefore the contribu-
tions for these diagrams must be added to the one-loop
result. The corresponding improved approximation of
Vr(¢) is expected [5,6] to be reliable (even when T~T,)
for all $>gT and up to order g*, where g is the biggest
coupling constant of the theory.

Because of the recent interest in the electroweak baryo-
genesis, several techniques of evaluation of the contribu-
tion of daisy (and superdaisy) diagrams to the finite tem-
perature effective potential for various theories have been
presented in the literature [S—21]. In Ref. [19], in a study
of the A®* scalar theory, Pi and I used a method of
resummation of the daisy and superdaisy diagrams which
is based on the generalization at finite temperature of the
Cornwall-Jackiw-Tomboulis [22] effective potential for
composite operators Vy(¢,G). For bosonic quantum
fields ®(x), V(¢,G) is given by

Vi(d,G)=V4($)+1TrinDyG '+ 1Tr[D'G —1]

+Vro)(6,G), (1.1

where [19,21] G is a possible expectation value of
To(x)P(y) (here T indicates time ordering), D, is the
free propagator, D is the tree-level propagator, ¥V (¢) is
the classical potential, and Vy(,)(4,G) is given by all the
two-particle irreducible vacuum-to-vacuum graphs with
two or more loops in the theory with vertices given by
the interaction part of the shifted (& —®+¢) Lagrang-
ian and propagators set equal to G.

The ordinary effective potential V,(¢) is related to
Vr(é,G) by the relation

VT(¢): VT(QS,GQ) s

SV(6,G)
8G

(1.2a)

=0. (1.2b)
G=G,

Using this formalism, it is easy to see [19,20] that the
resummation of the daisy and superdaisy contributions
corresponds to the following approximation of the finite
temperature effective potential:

Vi(¢)=Vi™(¢,G,) ,
Vie(é,G)=V 4(¢)+ 1 TrinDoG ~ '+ 1 Tr[D 7'G —1]
+[V7o)(8,G)]

(1.3a)

0gh) (1.3b)
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SVr(¢,G)
8G

i.e., the expression for V;(¢) given by (1.1) and (1.2) but
with Vr(,)(¢,G) approximated by the leading two-loop
contributions in G.

The primary purpose of this paper is to address some
technical issues which often arise in the application of
this composite operator method, but are absent in the
leading order calculation for the A®* theory presented in
Ref. [19].

The most important technical complication is the
momentum dependence of the effective masses (defined in
the following section in analogy with Ref. [19]), which
appears when diagrams of the type in Fig. 2(b) are includ-
ed in the approximation of Vr(,)(¢,G). In the leading or-
der calculation for the A®* scalar theory, such contribu-
tions can be neglected. However, unless one assumes that
the gauge coupling is much smaller than the scalar self-
coupling, in the study of gauge theories diagrams of the
type in Fig. 2(b) contribute in the leading order. In the
recent literature the importance of the problem of the
momentum dependence of the effective masses has been
often pointed out [11,17,20], but no consistent solution
has been yet developed. As a consequence, in most stud-
ies the finite temperature effective potential has been cal-
culated using the ad hoc substitution of the effective
masses by their value at zero moment. I show that the
structure of Eq. (1.3), in which the effective potential is
obtained as the solution of a variational problem, natural-
ly leads to a variational approximation which allows one
to estimate analytically the effect of the momentum
dependence of the effective masses. For definiteness and
simplicity, I illustrate this technique by studying the
high-temperature effective potential of the Abelian Higgs
model, which has been the subject of numerous recent in-
vestigations [13-18], especially as a toy model of the
standard electroweak model. My variational approxima-
tion of the daisy and superdaisy resummed effective po-
tential of the Abelian Higgs model agrees to order e
with the result of the “improvement of the one loop” per-
formed in Ref. [9]. Moreover, I use the terms of order e*
and higher in my result to estimate how important the
full higher order correction can be expected to be and to
show that an accurate evaluation of the effective potential
at the critical temperature also requires appropriate han-
dling of the momentum dependence of the effective
masses.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, I derive

Ses

(a) ()

=0’

(1.3¢)
6=6,

FIG. 2. When diagrams of shape (b) are included in the ap-
proximation of Vr)(¢,G), 8Vi*(¢$,G)/8G contains contribu-
tions from self-energy diagrams of shape (a), which lead to
momentum-dependent effective masses.

2741

for the Abelian Higgs model the approximation of the
finite temperature effective potential for composite opera-
tors defined in Eq. (1.3b) and the gap equations (1.3c). Be-
cause of the momentum dependence of the effective
masses, the daisy and superdaisy resummed effective po-
tential ¥'*° cannot be evaluated analytically. In Sec. III, I
make a Rayleigh-Ritz variational approximation and
evaluate analytically the corresponding effective potential
in the high-temperature limit. Section IV is devoted to
the discussion of the results and the conclusions.

II. DAISY AND SUPERDAISY
RESUMMED EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL

In this section, using Eq. (1.3), I study the exact daisy
and superdaisy resummed finite temperature effective po-
tential for the Abelian Higgs model. Here and in the fol-
lowing sections, the analysis is performed in the Landau
gauge. Field theory at finite temperature T is described
using imaginary (Euclidean) time 7, which is restricted to
the interval 0<7=<1/T. The Feynman rules are the same
as those of ordinary field theory, except that the momen-
tum space integral over the time component k, is re-
placed by a sum over discrete frequencies k, =i7nT:

, (2.1)
f 277)4 TZf 27'r)3 g
where n is even (odd) for bosons (fermions).
The Lagrangian which describes the theory is
1 1 A
L=——F, F"+— O+ — 21— =t
4 wF a P, 0" om m2® 4 (g
—e€,,0,P <I>,,A"+Ee2<1>2A2—2—§(8 AM)?
—1,+aua#n , (2.2)
where
P=0,0°, O*'=(9?)?, a=1,2, b=12,
F,,=9,4,—3,4,, p=123,4, v=1234. (23)

4,, ®,, and 7 are the gauge, Higgs, and ghost fields, re-
spectively. Note that the ghost 7 completely decouples
from the rest of the theory. Because of the singularity of
the inverse of the gauge boson propagator in the Landau
gauge, it is appropriate to keep track of the gauge param-
eter £ and take the limit £—0 only at the end.

After shifting the Higgs field ® (i.e., ®;,—®,+¢, and
®,—>P,+4¢,) from (2.2), one obtains the tree-level mass
matrices

(m2),,=e*’g,, ,
Y u 123 (24)

(mé)nb:

A
_ 2, A
m+6¢

A
80b + —3_¢a¢b >

for the gauge and the Higgs fields, respectively, and the
classical potential

Vc,(¢)=—%m2¢2+ %qﬁ“. 2.5)
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The propagator in momentum space is given by N A

/ | S
k k >§ %
—1( 4. (0242 12 Y / \
[D (¢’k)]yv—(e ¢ k®) k2 guv { \J |
y \ )
K2 k .k o —
+ [=— -—e2¢2 kv
& k2 @ ®
(2.6)
[D7N¢:k) )0y =(m% ) — 8, k7%,
TN A
(D~ 1(¢;k)]au: —iek €8y / \\\ |
AAAAAAA —_—
\ / \\ S
where k2=k Lkt NS N
In the application of the composite operator method, it
is first necessary to identify, based on the magnitude of @ @
the coupling constants, the diagrams which give the lead- 3 Di I )
ing contribution to Vr(2)‘¢’Go ). As argued in Ref. [17], FIG. 3. Diagrams of order (a) A or (b,c,d) e* which contrib-

in order to justify the high temperature approximation ute to Vray.

and to have a well-defined loop expansion, one needs

e* <<\ <<e? however, the scenario is different depending  neglected. I study the richer scenario e’ <<A <<e? (the
on whether e <<A<<e? or e*<<A<e? If e><<A<<e?,  results for the other case can be obtained as the appropri-
V12 is approximated by the sum of the four diagrams in  ate limit of the results for e®<<A <<e?); in these hy-
Fig. 3, whereas if e* <<A <e3, the diagram in Fig. 3(a)is  potheses, V¥ can be written as

J

ViIE=Va(@)+ L TrinDyGy '+ L Tr[D "Gy — 1]+ V¥ (Gy)+ V(G + Vi (Gy) + V(G , (2.7a)
i (G)’“_$$ PG (@ +2G 0 (p)Gyy ()] (2.7b)
_ et
V(6= -8 gt $$G#v WP, 2.7¢)
Vi(G) z%ji €ab€ea(2p T 912D +9)7G ,,(9)G by (p)Ge(p +q) (2.7d)
P9
_e v
V(G :7§§Gacedb 2g +p)*(2q +p)'G,(p +9)G.(p)G 4(q) , 2.7¢)
where [see (1.3)] G, is the solution of
8Vres
=0. (2.8
8G )
Using (2.7), (2.8) can be rewritten as the following system of gap equations:

Uy =11y
Goy ') =Dy (k) =2 5=

_ A v
bl(kH-—6—§[2Gab(p)+8,,chC(p)]+e28ab§g“ G,(p)

+e2$eade,,c(2k +p)H(2k +p)'G,,(p)Gey(p +)

P
+e2$eadebc(p +k¥(2k —p)'G 4k —p)G.(p) , (2.9a)
?
G_'(k)=D‘1(k)—2L
i il 8G,, (k)

2
=D;V‘(k)+e2§g,wca,,(p)+ %jeabedc(zp +K),(2p +K),Goy(p)Ghe (p +K) (2.9b)
P P
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8V,
8G 1, (k)

=Da;1(k)+e2$eabecd(2p +k),(2k +p)*G g (p +K)G,,(p) ,
J4

G, (k)=D,!(k)—2
(2.9¢)

where V, =V + VP + V¥ + V. The diagrammatic representation of the various 8V, /8G,, is given in Fig. 4.
In order to study the system of equations (2.9), I introduce effective masses by taking an ansatz for the propagator:

2 Kk,
G ol =[M2K) = k2]t ., (k) + (M3 — k2], (k) + —kg——e2¢2 e (2.100)
Gazlz[‘/n‘zb(k)]ab _Sabk2 ’ (2.10b)
Ga;.l =_iekyeab¢b ’ (2.10c)

= (7 i) = k2= )
where t,,, and [,,, are defined by (N.B. {u,v}=1,2,3,4; {i,j} =1,2,3; k*=k;k’)

k'K’

8—=3

kK,
;=4 2.11)

tu‘v(k)ESy.iSVj 2 _gy,v—ty.v N

Equations (2.10) express the propagator in terms of effective masses Ji, (k) and are consistent in the Landau gauge with
Egs. (2.9). The two transverse modes of the gauge boson acquire the same effective mass /M, (k), whereas the longitudi-
nal mode has an independent effective mass /i ,(k), as required by the way Lorentz invariance is broken at finite temper-
ature [23]. Also note the symmetry of Eq. (2.9) under exchange of ¢, and ¢, (a consequence of the analogue property of
the propagator D) indicates that [M3(k)];,=[ME(k)],;.

Using (2.10) and the following properties of ¢, and /,,,

Lo (RN =—1,"(k) , t,MK)=—=2, L, (I™(k)=—1"k), LMKk)=—1, (2.12)

Egs. (2.9) can be rewritten in terms of the effective masses as
2€ac€bd ['/n%b(p)]cd +8ab { ['/n‘é(p)]cc —4P 2]

M) ] =
LMol Las (01—} (M) I —p) — (M) ] )

o2 A
m+6¢

A A
St i

1 1
—e?s, +
bg [J%?(p)—pz Mi(p)—p®

tu(p) l.,(p)
Mi(p)—p®  Mi(p)—p?
< €em €an [ MG(p +K) ], —84(p +K)?
(M5(p + k)] —p 2} [Me(p +K) ] —p} — ([ ME(p +H)] 1}
mZ( )cc_2 2
./lflf(k)=e2¢2—e2$ - . [ q>2P ] P2 . _
5 ([ Mo —p "} {[Me(p)lp—p} — ([ Me(p)]12}
(14p,)e?
4

+e2 ¥ ea€s(2k +p)H2k +p)¥
p

(2.13a)

Jewveac2p +K),(2p +R), W)
4

x €am€an [MG(D) ] pn —8aaD”
{[M%D(P)]ll_pz}{[Mé(p)]ZZ_PZ] — {[M5(p)]1n}°

x €pn€ci[Ma(p +K)]y; —8.(p +k)?
(M + 0]y =} {[Mp +K) ] —p*} — ([ Melp + )]}

(2.13b)

where s =t,1, p, =0, p;=1, W}*=t"", and W}'=1,,. In
(2.13) the Landau gauge limit £—0 has been taken; no
divergence occurs because of a cancellation between the
l/§ltcrms which appear in G, [as given in (2.10a)] and

D,

Equations (2.13) show that, because of the contribu-
tions corresponding to the nonlocal self-energy diagrams
in Figs. 4(c) and 4(g) [the last terms on the right-hand
side (RHS) of Egs. (2.13a) and (2.13b)], the effective
masses must have a highly nontrivial dependence on the
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FIG. 4. Diagrammatic representation of the integrals which
contribute to (a,b,c,d) 8V,/6G,,, (e) 8V,/8G,,, and (f,g)
8V,/8G,,.

momentum k, and this makes the search for solutions
very difficult. (Note that in the leading order calculation
for the A®* theory, no nonlocal self-energy diagram con-
tributes to the gap equation for the effective mass [19].
As a result, the gap equation can be solved analytically in
the high-temperature approximation.)

However, V7 could be evaluated from Egs. (2.7) and
(2.9) (after renormalization) using numerical methods.
The fact that the exact daisy and superdaisy resummed
effective potential is given by Eqgs. (2.7) and (2.9) is a first
important result of the composite operator method.

III. RAYLEIGH-RITZ APPROXIMATION

In this section I study V* analytically using the obser-

vation that an approximate solution of the variational
problem (1.3) can be obtained by evaluating Vi™(¢,G)
with specific parameter-dependent expressions for the
propagator G (k) and then varying these parameters.
This type of procedure is known [22] as the “Rayleigh-
Ritz variational approximation.” I shall take as the
parameter-dependent G (k) the expression (2.10) with all
the momentum-dependent ‘“‘exact” effective masses
M, (k) replaced by constant “Rayleigh-Ritz effective
masses” M. This consistently leads, as we will see, to
momentum-independent gap equations for the M, .

The present approximation is quite different from the
approximation which has been frequently used in the re-
cent literature, where one makes the ad hoc assumption
M, (k)=M,(0) in the gap equations for the effective
masses. The differences are twofold. First, in my approx-
imation the self-consistency between the effective poten-
tial and the gap equations is preserved, whereas in the
“M, (k)=JM,(0) approximation” this self-consistency is
lost. Second, as I shall argue in Sec. IV based on the
analysis of the results obtained in the following, some
average effect of the dependence of the diagrams in Figs.
4(c) and 4(g) on the external momentum is reflected in my

res

approximation of V¥, even though the Rayleigh-Ritz
effective masses are constant. In the M, (k)=/M(0) ap-
proximation, this momentum dependence is completely
neglected, leading to an uncontrolled (and probably large,
as argued in Refs. [5,15,17]) error in the evaluation of the
daisy and superdaisy diagrams. [The spirit of performing
the approximation at the level of the expectation value of
the Hamiltonian rather than at the level of the equations
that follow from varying the exact Hamiltonian is very
similar to the difference between the Kohn-Sham approx-
imation and the Slater approximation in Hartree-Fock
many-body theory: The former is an approximation to
the Hamiltonian expectation value, which is then varied;
the latter is an approximation to the variational equa-
tions. It is known that the Kohn-Sham method is better
[24]. This result should encourage the use of the
Rayleigh-Ritz approximation; however, because of the
differences between the problem at hand and Hartree-
Fock many-body theory, it does not necessarily imply
that the M, (k)~/M,(0) approximation be inadequate.]

The number of independent Rayleigh-Ritz effective
masses to be varied can be reduced by using the fact that
the symmetry of the Lagrangian suggests that V™ de-
pends on $>=@?+¢3 rather than separately on ¢, and
¢,. This invariance of V3 under rotations in ¢ space al-
lows us to perform the calculations starting from a diago-
nal tree-level mass matrix for the Higgs boson

—m2+%¢2 |6015b1

+ 8026b2 ’

A
m 6¢

and in this hypothesis one can consistently assume that
also the Rayleigh-Ritz mass matrix for the Higgs boson is
diagonal. This completes the definition of the variational
problem which is studied in this section; the correspond-
ing approximation of the daisy and superdaisy resummed
finite temperature effective potential can be formally writ-
ten as

VIS~ VIN$,G ({M,}])) (3.1a)
SV (¢,G ({M}))

| VIG M) =0, (3.1b)
[ SM" M= M

where
gM} E{Ml,Mz,MS,M“} = {Md,ny’Mt?MIE >
Vie($,G) is defined in Eq. (2.7), and G ({M }) is given by

-1 — _ 2__
G, =M}~k (kK)+(M}—k*),,(k)
k? kuk,
+ | = —elp? |, (3.2a)
AR e
Gy ' =8,18, (M3 —k?)+8,,8,,(M2—k?),  (3.2b)
G, =—iek, €, b, - (3.2¢)

The effective potential V*(¢,G ({M})) in Eq. (3.1) in-



cludes divergent integrals; therefore, a regularization and
renormalization procedure is necessary. The self-
consistency of Egs. (1.1) and (1.2) implies [22] that the
effective potential V (¢, G) and the gap equations are re-
normalizable. Such a renormalization has been discussed
in detail in the analogue study of the daisy and super-
daisy resummed effective potential of the A®P* scalar
theory presented in Ref. [19]. In that case it has been
shown that the only effect of renormalization on the
high-temperature part of the effective potential is the sub-
stitution of the bare parameters with renormalized ones.
This is due to the fact that the dominant high-

I
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temperature contributions to the effective potential come
from the infrared and are not sensitive to the ultraviolet
behavior [25]. In the following I shall assume that the
same applies in the case of the Abelian Higgs model, and
therefore, rather than performing renormalization explic-
itly, I will simply omit the (zero-temperature) ultraviolet
contributions and substitute in my high-temperature
effective potential the bare parameters with renormalized
ones.

The gap equation (3.1b) can be put in simple form by
performing the high-temperature approximation of

Vii(¢,G({M})). Using the well-known results [3]

2772 3 cap?
yT_yT+ (134

%Trln[kz—yz]E%$ In[—(naT)P—k>—p?]~—

1 19 |1
Q)= -—7-———5=— Trin[k2—y?
Y g(nﬂT)2+k2+y y ay{ =yl
T2
Co=— 2 ln + = +ln(47r) Y Euler

90
LTIy ‘Ca ,

24 120 3274%°

12 4 82 Py A (3.3)

[where o is a renormalization scale and as planned the (zero-temperature) ultraviolet divergent contributions have been
omitted], the high-temperature approximations of (TrInG ~!)/2 and (Tr[D ~'G —1])/2 in the Landau gauge are easily

obtained:
1TrinG 'L Trin[(k2—M3)(k*— M2 )(k*— M} (k*~M})]
77'2T4 T2 2 2 2 T 3 3 4 4y ngd
= = ey (MMM MY~ — (M + M +2M, S+ ML +aME+MP
(3.4a)
LT[ D7'G—-1]=1Tt[(D~'=G 1G]
=Hmi—M5HHUM ) +1m} —M2QUM,)+(e2$*~MHUM, )+ Le2p?— MPQM,)
T2 TM¢ T2 ™ Cq
=(m}—M3}) |~ +(ml—M} L ——M2
(mg s) 24 87 16 (m ) 24 8w 16172MX
° TM, g > TM; ¢
+2 2 2__M2 L IS IR ¥ 2] 242 2 — 2
(e*d 7) 4 - + 167_rZM, +(e*d*—M}) - o2 M | (3.4b)
where m3=—m2+1¢?/2 and m2=—m?+1$?/6. Note that in (3.4a) I neglected an unimportant infinite constant
¢ X

(i.e., independent of the effective masses) which appears as a consequence of the 1/& pole in the determinant of the G,
of Eq. (3.2a). In obtaining (3 4b) the limit £—0 presented no complication because of the cancellation between the 1/ §

terms which appearin D, — G,
it £—0 is also taken and no d1vergences appear.
ViNG({M

. [see (2.6) and (3.2)). In the following evaluations of V5%, V¥, ¥, and V¥, the lim-

1)) and V¥(G({M})) have the same structure as the two-loop contribution, which is discussed in detail

in Ref. [19]; their high-temperature approximations are given by

ViG({M

_AT? _ATAM,+M,)

2
ATM M,

J ))——[302(M¢)+392(M )+20(M )M, )]

ATAMZ+M3) | cq 1

432 1447 19272

288 ' 128 |’ (3.52)

.
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VI(GUM =S [20(M,)+ QM) QUM,)+ QM)

_e’T2 e’T(4M,+2M,+3M,+3M,) N e’T*(2M,+M)(M,+M,)

48 967 3272
e’ T?co(4M}+2M7+3M} +3M2)
+ 5 : (3.5b)
1927

The corresponding approximation of Vi'(G({M})), based on results obtained in Refs. [17,26], is discussed in the
Appendix; the result is

273 _ 22 2__ 2 __ 2
V5“(G({M}))z—e;£+e T (241;47,7 M) e'TM; 32271505 2M7) 1W,+A34;+MX
N e*TA MM, —MM,~MM,) N e’TXco+eg ) (Mj+M3)
3272 6412
e’TH(3ce, +8cq )M+ (3cg —4cq IME]
- a2 . (3.6)

ce, and cg, are defined in the Appendix.
Tes

Finally, the contribution to V7 from the diagram in Fig. 3(d) can be easily calculated by noting that Eq. (3.2) implies
that in the Landau gauge G,,=0:

ViG({M})=0. 3.7)

[Note that (3.7) is consistent with Egs. (2.6), (2.9¢), and (3.2).]
Using (3.4)-(3.7), it is now possible to express the gap equations (3.1b) in the form

M ~m,+ 1—7;+%2 T2— a—iln —MM’+A:;+MX > TM 4,

B —2_}; Ze% TMM)_{?T(MNLMIHZZ—WTzﬁiiﬁia;f} %M;tjx)’ (3-82)
M~ + %“ﬁ n LA;;,JFAA eZTM,—%]: M¢+M¥+MA’Z?Z:‘Z§‘ +C7”Af , (3.8b)
Mﬁze2¢2+f3iT2—e2 r%—%‘;—’ TM,—%Z;T(M¢+MX)+5§MT’3, (3.8¢)

where
a=[(cq+ce +co)/(4m)]+A[(dcq+9)/(T2me?)] .

Note that in these calculations one can assume that eT <¢ < T because, as already discussed in the Introduction, the
daisy and superdaisy resummed effective potential is expected to give a meaningful approximation of the full effective
potential only for ¢ > eT, and the daisy and superdaisy diagrams should be negligible when ¢ > T. This observation com-
bined with Egs. (3.8) justifies a posteriori the high-temperature approximations which I performed; in fact, the effective
masses in (3.8) are of order eT or e¢, so that M, \ ., /T <1 when eT <¢<T.

Equations (3.8) also indicate that M, <M b0l because only (3.8b) does not contain a contribution of order e2T?
moreover, (3.8a) indicates that M2 ~M? (they differ only at order A$%). Therefore one can make the approximations

M,+M,+M, M,+M, M, M +2My — M}

In|——=— |=In , =~M,+M, —M,, (3.9)

3T 3T M,+M,° M,+M,+M, X
which allows one to rewrite the gap equations (3.8) as
AL e 1 1, | My+tM
2 2 A et o 11 P TV x 2
Moo =mso* |75+ | T a7 7 3T e T
A e? ca My,
——TM yy——TM,+———, (3.10

247 Mo ™ M =2 2
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1 1 My+M cq M}
Miaelt+ |2 2 oM, + 2L 3.10b
ce T T % 4 M| T ¢TI (3.106)
c Col e’T cq M}
~e22+ T2 | L — 2\ Ty — E (M M)+ 3.10
et v 8r 1T gy (Mo My) T (3-10¢)

Using (2.5), (3.4)-(3.7), (3.9), and (3.10), one finds that the desired Rayleigh-Ritz and high-temperature approxima-
tion of the daisy and superdaisy resummed finite temperature effective potential for the Abelian Higgs model is given by

(omitting unimportant ¢-independent contributions)

l’CS 1
VIS, [Mo))= =S m+

2
2 g+ —sz(m ptmyt3e’¢)— I—ZT;(M;,O +M3 +2M3+ M)

22 2 2 2
2T 2M2  +2M2 ,— M%) |[M,,+M 2
4,0 X0 1,0 In 4,0 0| e T2 Mzo(M 0+M )
3272 3T 3272 ¢

_6_2 _}\'_ _T_z_M M _ﬂz_ &_ Cor M +a (M2 +M )

32 192 $07x0 2148 128 | A0 0T X0

€O yran2 L 0 o4 4 4 4

+ 8¢ M S(MG o +My o +2MY+ MYy 3.11)
v T

where My 5, M, o, M, o, and M, are the solutions of the
gap equations (3.10) and @@= —(ce, tce)/64

+(A/e*)cg /288 — L)

Note that in (3.11) all terms linear in the effective
masses have canceled out [27]. In the literature there has
been an extensive debate on the possibility that the
resummation of the daisy and superdaisy diagrams might
induce contributions to the finite temperature effective
potential which are linear in the effective masses. Using
the general form of the Rayleigh-Ritz approximation
with momentum-independent effective masses, one can
show [28] that a cancellation of the linear terms always
occurs.

The Rayleigh-Ritz variational approximation and the
high-temperature expansion have led to a great
simplification of the very complicated expression of Vi
obtained in Egs. (2.7) and (2.9). Still, as given by (3.10)
and (3.11), V7 cannot be calculated analytically, but now
the required numerical evaluations are very simple. A
first estimate of the effective potential in (3.11) can be ob-
tained analytically by using the approximations

Myo=~M,,, In(M3,/T?)~In(A/18+e%/4) ,
M ,—(e*T?/4+A1T?/18)!

in (3.10c) and M;,—(e*T?*/3)'/? in (3.10a). These ap-
proximations are reliable when ¢ << T [see (3.10)].

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

As discussed in the Introduction, the daisy and super-
daisy improved effective potential V;*(¢$) should give a
reliable approximation of the full effective potential
Vr(#) in the high-temperature limit, but when T~T,
one expects Vi%(¢)=~V,(¢) only for ¢ >eT,. This im-
plies that the evaluation of V*(¢) is sufficient in the in-
vestigation of strongly first order phase transitions [if at
the critical temperature the asymmetric minimum ¢, is

f

greater than eT,, Vi*(¢) should reliably determine the
existence and the position of ¢_.], but ¥V7*(¢$) cannot be
used to discriminate between a second order and a very
weakly first order phase transition. Recent models of
baryogenesis at the electroweak phase transition require
that this transition be strongly first order, and therefore
the evaluation of V7*(¢) for the standard electroweak
model should lead to a reliable test of these models.

Also note that, because I neglected the contributions to
Vr() from diagrams of order e* and higher (see Fig. 5),
the result (3.11) gives a reliable approximation of the full
effective potential up to order e’. The terms in (3.11) of
order e* and higher can be used to estimate how impor-
tant the complete higher order correction should be ex-
pected to be and to verify whether or not the differences
between the Rayleigh-Ritz approximation performed in
the preceding section and the M (k)~/M,(0) approxima-
tion used in the literature can result in relevantly
different physical predictions.

The comparison of the Rayleigh-Ritz approximation
with the M (k)=~M (0) approximation is indeed the
next topic that I want to comment on. In addition to the
conceptual issues which I already discussed, probably the
clearest shortcoming of the M (k)=~JM,(0) approxima-
tion is that it completely ignores the contribution of the
self-energy diagram in Fig. 4(c); in fact, this diagram van-
ishes in the zero external momentum limit. In the
Rayleigh-Ritz approximation, the contributions to the

FIG. 5. Examples of diagrams which are neglected in the
present lowest order in the couplings approximation of Vr,,.
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gap equations which correspond to the diagram in Fig.
4(c) are the ones coming from 8V%' /8M,); Egs. (3.6)
and (3.8a) show that these contributions are certainly
non-negligible, and, in particular, for small e the term of
order

e*TM ,In(M 4, /T)~eIn(e)TM 4,

is the dominant term linear in M, in (3.8a). Even for
the self-energy diagram in Fig. 4(g), which does not van-
ish in the zero external momentum limit, there are
significant quantitative differences between the Rayleigh-
Ritz approximation and the M, (k)=M,(0) approxima-
tion. Clearly, the Rayleigh-Ritz approximation accounts
for some average effect of the dependence on the external
momentum of the diagrams in Figs. 4(c) and 4(g), which
is the origin of the momentum dependence of the exact
effective masses J (k).

These differences in the structure of the gap equations
between the Rayleigh-Ritz approximation and the
M, (k)=~M (0) approximation result in important quan-
titative differences at the level of the effective potential.
In Fig. 6 it is shown that the two approximations lead to
relevantly different predictions for the shape of the
effective potential at the critical temperature; in particu-
lar, the position of the asymmetric minimum ¢, differs by
20-30 %. Some physical phenomena at the phase transi-
tions depend critically on the value of ¢, (for example,
the rate of baryon number violation at the electroweak
phase transition is exponentially sensitive to ¢.), and
therefore Fig. 6 shows that an accurate analysis of these
phenomena requires a proper handling of the momentum
dependence of the effective masses.

Concerning the nature of the phase transition of the
Abelian Higgs model, it is useful to note (again using
eT << ¢ <<T) that Egs. (3.10) and (3.11) imply that (i) in
addition to the expected contributions involving even
powers of @, there is a negative contribution of order
e3T¢* to the effective potential, which comes from the
TM; term, and (ii) there is no contribution of order
e3T3¢. These observations indicate [5,6] that there is a

w
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critical temperature T, at which Vi*(¢) has two degen-

erate minima. From Eq. (3.11) it is also easy to realize
that ¢, >eT, when e?/A>>1, which indicates that at
least in these hypotheses the Abelian Higgs model has a
first order phase transition. This is the same qualitative
conclusion that one reaches using the one-loop improved
effective potential evaluated in Ref. [9]; indeed, it is easy
to verify that Eq. (3.11) agrees with the improved one-
loop result to order e3. However, it is important to ob-
serve that at the critical temperature the complete V3,
including the contributions of order e* and higher, is
relevantly different from the one-loop improved effective
potential (see Fig. 7); in particular, the position of the
asymmetric minimum receives a significant correction.
This should suggest some caution concerning the accura-
cy of recent predictions which have been obtained using
the improved one-loop approximation, such as the lower
limit on the Higgs boson mass for successful baryogenesis
at the one-Higgs-boson-doublet electroweak phase transi-
tion.

I conclude by emphasizing that the techniques dis-
cussed in this analysis of the Abelian Higgs model clearly
apply to any gauge theory. Apart from the obvious com-
plication of having to deal with a richer particle content,
even in the study of more complex gauge theories the ma-
jor elements of difficulty will still be (i) the momentum
dependence of the effective masses which is introduced by
nonlocal self-energy diagrams of the type generally
represented in Fig. 2(a) and (ii) the evaluation of diagrams
of the type generally represented in Fig. 2(b). Using the
composite operator method, one can do better than the
daisy and superdaisy resummation by going beyond the
present lowest order in the coupling approximation of
Vr(2). Also, my Rayleigh-Ritz approximation can be
improved [so that the effect of the momentum depen-
dence of the exact effective masses M, (k) is estimated
even more accurately] by using more elaborate versions
of the parameter-dependent expression for G; for exam-
ple, one can make the substitutions M2—M?+ Y, k* in
Eq. (3.2) and vary not only the M_’s, but also the addi-
tional parameters Y.

FIG.6. Plotat T=T,, e =0.2, and A=0.01
of  Av(d)=10"Re[V (¢)—V(0)]/T* vs
¢/eT, for the Rayleigh-Ritz approximation
(solid curve) and for the M (k)~M,(0) ap-
proximation (dotted curve).
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FIG.7. Plotat T=T,, e =0.2, and A=0.01
of Av(¢)=10"Re[Vr(d)—V,(0)]/TE vs

. ¢/eT, for the Rayleigh-Ritz approximation of

the effective potential, described in Eq. (3.11)
(solid curve) and for the effective potential
which is obtained by neglecting all the contri-
butions of order e* and higher in Eq. (3.11)
(dotted curve).
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(2p +q ¥(2p +q)

APPENDIX:
HIGH-TEMPERATURE APPROXIMATION OF V)

This appendix is devoted to the high-temperature ap-
proximation of Vi(G({M})=V{(M,M, M, M),
which is used in the calculations of Sec. III. As can be in-
ferred from Secs. Il and III, Vi (M,,M, M, M) is
given by

tl@) L)

2
e
v MM M= f
P q

M2 —(p +9)]

(A1)

Mtz_qz M12“‘12

The high-temperature approximation of V¢ (M #>My;M,,M,) has been evalauted in Ref. [17] in the limit M, =M.

The result of [17] is based on the observation that

V(MMM M., )= % QM) [ QUM )+ QUM )] — QUM QUM ) +(M? —2M 5 —2M3)O(M4,M .M )
+M—i:——i[ﬂ(M )—Q(0) [ UM,)— QUM )]+(——§‘—_—A—{’2‘—)i[®(M M, M)
M2 Y [ X MZ oy My
Y Y
—O(M4,M,,0)] J , (A2)
where Q(y) has been defined in (3.3) and
(A3)

. 1
=33 e ]

Equation (A2), combined with the high-temperature approximation of ®(x,y,z) which was obtained in Refs. [17,26] and
the corresponding approximation of Q(y) which is reported in (3.3), leads to the high-temperature approximation of

V‘Z‘)(M oM X,M},,M 1,). For the analysis of Sec. III, it is sufficient to consider the limit (M 6

this hypothesis one finds

M, 2 <<(M,+M,)% in
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V‘C’MMMM~2—~71+———T3MY TZMM ~-M M,~M,M,)
2( &My 7’)_e 288 487 327( é ¢ yy
M +M,+M
2 2 _ 2 14 ¢ X
327 2(M —2M3—2M;)In 3T
€a ‘o 22402 €O Laap2 2
+ TM:+——T*(M5+Mz) i, (A4)
96w 12872 4 w2 ¢ X

where the ¢-independent quantity cg is the analogue of
the ¢, of Eq. (3.3) and is expressed in Ref. [26] as a com-
bination of integrals which can be evalauted numerically.
[Note that in (A4), following the strategy outlined in Sec.
I11, T omitted some ultrav1olet divergent contributions.]

The calculation of VY (M¢,M ,M,,M;) is more
difficult than the one of V(C’(Md,,M My,MV) because
only when M, =M, the integrand in (A1) takes the simple
form which leads to the relation (A2). Rather than
proceeding to its explicit evaluation, I shall obtain the
high-temperature approximation of V(2”>(M¢,MX,M,,M1)
by using as a guide the result (A4) and by exploiting the
fact that VY'(M,,M,M,,0) and VY (M,,M,,0,M,)
have very different analytic propertles [N.B. Eq. (Al)
implies that VY (M,,,,M M M) =V (M¢,MX,M,,O)
+ vy (M,,,,MX,O M)).]

The first important observation is that terms of the

V(ZC)(M¢,MX,M7,,O)‘ In fact, this type of nonanalytic
term [29] originates from the peculiar infrared properties
of the diagram in Fig. 3(c) and it gets a contribution only
from the p, =0, g, =0 term of the sums in (A1). By look-
ing at the structure of [,,, one sees that
V(Z”(M oM X,O,M y) could not include such contribu-
tions.

Similarly, it is easy to realize that terms of the type of
the one in Eq (A4) which is proportional to
In(M,+M,+ (x (which is also nonanalytic) can only
contrlbute to V(M 4>M,,M,,0). This is best seen by
tracing back the calculation of Refs. [17,26] and noting
that also this term comes from the part of the gauge bo-
son propagator which is proportional to ¢

Fmally, one can note that the terms e2uT3M /481 and
—elcq T2M 2 /967* in (A4) originate from the following
contribution to Vi (My,M MM ):

type T°M +Myy can  only be present in
J
3 242
2 7 Mi__qz b [Mé_pZ][Mi___(p +q)2] g= OMd,(X) 144 487 96172
In the expression of V(M 4,M,M,,M,), the contribution (A5) should be substituted by
D D e
2 q Mr2_q2 P [Mgs_Pz][Mi—(P+q)2] g=0My =0
1 4ptp*l,,(q)
xi 2__ i 2__ .2 MZ_ + 2 —n _
7 M » (My—p°ll (p+q)°] |g=0:my, =0
¢ T2M,—M,) coT*2M}?—M})
2| T 4 0 t i . (A6)
144 48 9672
These observations, combined with (A4), lead to the conclusion that
22 2T (2M,—M,) (M}—2M2%—2M?2) M,+M,+M
(c) __eT” € : ! 22 e ¢ X’y : 4 X
V2 (M(b’MX’Mt’MI)_ 288 487 +e°T 32772 n 3T
e*T* (M M, —M,M,—MM ) N e’TXcg, +co ) (Mj+M2)
32772 647
T (3¢, +8cq)M2+(3cg —4co M}
e T [(Beg 8o )M+ (3¢ —4co M| ] (A7)

38472

’

where the ¢-independent quantities cg, and cg,; verify cg, +cg; =cg and, like cg, are given by combinations of integrals

which can be evaluated numerically [26].
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