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A bstract

Tt has been suggested, in connection with electroweak baryogenesis in the M Ini-
m al Supersym m etric Standard M odel M SSM ), that the right-handed top squark has
a negative m ass squared param eter, such that its eld could condense prior to the
electrow eak phase transition EW PT).Thus color and electric charge could have been
broken just before the EW PT . Here we Investigate w hether the tunneling rate from
the colorbroken vacuum can ever be large enough forthe EW PT to occur in this case.
W e nd that, even when all param eters are adjisted to their m ost favorable values,
the nuclkation rate ism any orders ofm agniude too an all. W e conclude that, w ithout
additional physics beyond the M SSM , the answer to our title question is \no." This
gives constraints In the plane of the light stop m ass versus param eters related to stop
m ixIng. However it m ay be possbl to get color breaking in extended m odels, such as
those w ith R pariy violation.
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1 Introduction

The baryon asymm etry of the universe (the excess of baryons over antibaryons) is a very
Interesting puzzle, and it is exciting that its resolution m ay involve only electrow eak physics
which iseither known or testabl at colliders In the near future. T his is because electrow eak
physics has the potential for satisfying all three of Sakharov’s conditions i1 for baryogenesis.
The rst, baryon num ber nonconservation, occursbecause ofthe anom aly and the topological
structure of the vacuum in the SU (2) sector of the electroweak theory [_2]; further, baryon
num ber violation becom es quite e cient at high temperatures, T > 100 GeV [B]. The

second condition, CP violation, is present but insu cient in the m inin al standard m odel
f41; however, there are new sources in som e extended m odels which allow for enough baryon
production.

T he third condition is that baryon num ber violating processes are out of them alequilio—
rium , at the m om ent of baryogenesis. E lectroweak physics can assure this as tem peratures
fall through the T 100 G&V range if the Higgs eld gains a large condensate at a rst
order phase transition. To avoid the relaxation ofbaryon num berback to zero In the broken
phase, the H iggs condensate h must satisfy h=T > 1:1 []. Such a strong phase transition is
not guaranteed, but it depends on the exact values ofm asses and couplings. In the standard
m odel it does not occur; w ith the current bound on the Higgsmass, my > 955 GeV [,
there is no phase transition at all ]]. However, in the m inin al supersym m etric standard
model M SSM ), ifthe m ostly right-handed scalar top quark (enceforth stop) is su ciently
light, then the phase transition can be strong enough §]. @ light eft-handed stop is disfa-
vored by its contribution to the precision electroweak rho param eter.) For thisto occur, the
right stop m ass param eter m [2] m ust be negative. Ifm ixing between right and left stops is
neglighble, the m ass of the light squark satis esm ? = m{ + m{ at tree kevel, so the lightest
squark is Iighter than the top quark. If the left-handed stop is su ciently heavy, m o > 1
TeV, then is radiative correction to the H iggs boson m ass is large enough to satisfy the
experin ental lim it on m , even though the other top squark contrbutes negligbly tomy .
T his appears to be the scenario for electrow eak baryogenesis requiring the least additional
physics.

Ifm? is su ciently negative (@t tree kevel, ifm 3 <  (@=6y’)m: ), then there is a
seoond, m etastable m nimum of the electroweak potential, in which the stop eld but not
the H iggs eld condenses, and charge and color, but not SU 2), eaxr are broken. At very high
tam peratures the only m inin um ofthe free energy is the sym m etry restored one, but ifm [2] is
negative enough, this charge and colorbreaking (CCB) m Ininum m ight becom e m etastable
at a higher tem perature than the conventional electroweak EW ) m inimum . This opens a
qualitatively new scenario, rst explored by Bodeker, John, Laine, and Schm idt EZ], and
also discussed recently by Quiros et al. flQ]. The universe begins at high tem peratures in
the symm etric phase. As i oools, at som e tam perature T, the ocolor breaking m inin um
appears, and shortly thereafter, at T, the universe converts to this phase via a bubble-
nucleation-driven rst order phase transition. Later, at a tem perature T, the electroweak
m Inimum becom es energetically com petitive w ith the symm etric phase, and at T3 its free
energy equals that of the color breaking m ininum . Finally, at som e lower tem peraturs

W e denote by Thue, the tem perature of nuckation of electrow eak bubbles from the sym m etric phase, in



Thues s the free energy di erence between the m inin a becom es su cient to allow nuclkation
of bubbles of the EW phase out of the CCB phass, and ekctroweak symm etry is broken
and color symm etry restored;r_“. B aryogenesis could occur In this transition, which can be
very strong. It also has a novel and rich phenom enology; SU (3)enr 1S broken to SU 2) in
the colorbreaking phass, and num erous m ass eigenstates di er between the phases. The
In plications for baryogenesis have not been studied In detail, although they could be very
Interesting.

But before studying them , we should rst ascertain whether this sequence of phase tran—
sitions can actually occur. W ith the current, very weak bounds on the physical stop m ass,
there is no problm m aking m % negative enough; and there is a range ofm % values where
color breaking would occur at a higher tem perature, but the globalvacuum m ininum would
be the EW one. But this does not guarantee that the phase transition would have oc—
curred coam ologically. For the case of the conventional electrow eak phase transition, or the
transition to the color breaking phase m entioned above, there is always a tem perature w here
bubbl nuclkation becom ese cient, sim ply because the sym m etric phase eventually becom es
goinodally unstabl: the eld can rolldown instead oftunneling. O n the other hand, for the
CCB to EW phase transition, both m inin a rem ain m etastable down to T = 0. Tk may be
that, at som e tam perature, tunneling out of the CCB phase occurs relatively quickly. But
it is also possible that the CCB phase m ay satisfy Yoda’s principle; \O nce you start down
that dark path, forever w ill it dom Inate your destiny." T his paper attem pts to determm ine
w hether the nucleation rate is ever fast enough for escape from the CCB m Ininum .

The e ciency of nuclkeation of the stable phase is controlled by the action of the lowest
saddle point con guration interpolating between the two m Inima, in the Euclidean path
integralw ith periodic tin e of period 1=T {11]. At low tem perature the tim e direction can be
approxin ated to be in nite, which allow s one to recover the resuls of Colem an and C allan
fl2]; in this lim it the criticalaction hasthe orm S = C=g? and the tunneling rate is therefore

exp ( C=8), where g° characterizes the coupling constants of the theory and C is a real
num ber which depends on the shape of the e ective potential. At high tem perature, the
saddle point solution does not vary in the very short) Euclidean tin e direction at all, so
the action is S = E=T m=gT,wih m gh a characteristic m ass scale In the problm
and h the sgparation ofthem inina in eld space. This kads to a nucleation rate w ith the
param etric orm exp ( C’h=gT ), where C ° is another fiinction of the shape of the potential.

Ifthe twom inin a are nearly degenerate, then C ° isnum erically Jarge and C iseven larger.
Ifonem ininum isaln ost spinodally unstable, C and C ° can be an all. H owever the potential
must com e fairly close to spinodalbefre C °becom es as anallas O (1), which m eans that in
practice nucleation is very slow except neara spjnodalpojnt.'fI F igure 1, illustrates this point

the case that color breaking does not occur rst.

2To be precise, a Jocal, gauge symm etry is never \broken" in the sense of not being a symm etry of the
ground state, and no gauge invariant operator unam biguously distinguishes the phases. In fact, for som e
values of the couplings, the electrow eak \sym m etric" and \broken" phases are not distinct at all, and there is
no phase transition as the tem perature is low ered fj]. H owever, for the case at hand the sym m etry restored
and broken phases have a good operational de nition, in temm s of gauge invariant order param eters lke
H YH , and there is no problem in distinguishing them .

30 ne could in aghe m odels w ith extra physics, for instance cosm ic strings coupling either to the H iggs
or stop elds, in which the phase transition could be stin ulated by \nuclation sites;" here we w ill consider
only the case w ith no additional exotic physics.
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Figure 1: The e ective potential at the nuclkation tem perature for the electroweak phase
transition, in the standard soenario where color breaking never occurs. T he barrier betw een
phases is an all com pared to the di erence In depths of the phases.

by show ing the shape of the potential for the H iggs eld at the tem perature T, Where the
H iggs phase nucleates out of the sym m etric phase, at a value of param eters for which color
breaking does not occur. O ne notices that the height of the \bum p" ssparating the two
phases is an all com pared to the free energy di erence V between them . This is typical,
and the value of of = V required to m ake the phase transition com plete is even an aller if
the strength of the transition m easured by hhi=T) is Increas=d.

The tunneling rate from the CCB to the EW m inhinum behaves sim ilarly, but unlke
the pure electroweak transition, its bum p height need not go to zero. M oreover the phase
transition is strong; hhi=T becom es quite Jarge by the tin e the critical tem perature for this
second transition is reached. This requires a very small = V, and we are right to wonder
w hetherthat w illbe achieved. H ence, ourain m ustbe to determm ine not when the CCB phase
tunnels to the EW phase, but whether i can ever do so, on coan ologically relevant tin e
scales. In Section 2 we m ake som e rough estin ates to determ ine what region of param eter
soace has the fastest tunneling rate. The construction of the nite tem perature e ective
potential is discussed in Section 3. T he details of how we com pute the tunneling rate liow
in Section ﬂ, w hile the technical details of the calculation of the critical bubble shape and
action are postponed to A ppendix A, and the renom alization group analysis needed to nd
the couplings of the tree Jevel potential is descrdbbed in A ppendix Bi. W e conclude that the
nuclkation istoo slow forEW bubbles ever to percolate, for any physically allowed values of
the M SSM oouplings.



2 Rough estim ates and the choice of param eters

Before constructing the full e ective potential, it is usefiil to discuss a rough approxin a—
tion which can give m uch analytic Insight into the dependence of the tunneling rate on the
m any unknown param eters of the M SSM . For this purposs, the m ost In portant tem s in
the approxin ate potential are those which detem ne the critical tem peratures T, T, as
well as the height of the barrier between the colorbroken and electroweak phases. These
are precisely the quadratic and quartic couplings that appear in the zero-tem perature ef-
fective potential, but w ith coe cients that now depend on tem perature. A m ore accurate

approxin ation would require the tem perature-induced cubic tem s aswell, but these are not
necessary for the analysis of this section. O nly in the ollow Ing section will we present the
fulle ective potentialw ith all temm s included.

2.1 P referred values of the couplings

At tree Jevel and in the absence of squark m ixing, and assum ing the A% boson m ass is lJarge
so that only one linear com bination ofthe two H iggs doublts is light, the e ective potential

fortheM SSM is
2 2
el h, 2 s 2 h. 4 4 Y2 2 .

V (h;s) = ?h ?s+zh+4s+zhs. @)
Here h denotes the H iggs condensate and s the right stop condensate, both nom alized as
real elds. The coupling between the h and s elds iswritten as , because of its relation
to the top quark Yukawa coupling y: = y?sin® , where is de ned by the ratio of
the two Higgs eld VEV's, tan = hH ,i=hH ;i. At leading order in couplings, and in the
high tem perature expansion, the them al corrections to this potential take the form of an
Irrelevant additive constant, plus them al corrections to the m ass param eters,

ITy= ¢ gT?; 2T)y= % @gT?: @)

The values of g, and ¢; depend on which degrees of fieedom are light, as well as their
couplings.

P resently we will relate the m asses and couplings of our approxin ate potential to the
param eters of the M SSM . First, however, we would lke to show how the tunneling rate
depends on the f and ;. The goal is to identify those values which give the m axin um
tunneling rate, which in tum will help us choose the param eters of the M SSM which are
m ost favorable to tunneling out of the CCB phase.

First we oconsider the locations and depths of the two m inina. The Higgs and stop

m Inin a, hg and sy, are characterized by

s

2
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S
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Vh;0) = —;  V(QOis)= —>: 4)
4y 4 5
Therefore am ininum is deeper ifthe relevant 2 is lJarger and the relevant is am aller. Since
the best case for tunneling iswhen the CCB m lnimum is as shallow aspossible com pared to
the EW one, tunneling prefers small , and 2 but large ; and 2.




N ext we exam ine the critical tem peratures. At tree level, the tem peratures T, T, where
the sym m etric phase destabilizes n favor ofthe CCB or EW phase, regoectively, are

©)

W e require Ty T, to get the rght sequence of symm etry breakings. A large value for
T. con ictswith the need to m inin ize i, 50 the optin al choice is for the phase transition
tem peratures to be aln ost the same, Ty / Ty . Thematio 2= { equalsc,=q, I thiscase; s
tunneling is favored by a an all themm al correction to the stop m ass, ¢, but a large themm al
correction to the H iggsm ass, G, .
W e should also consider the size of the barrier between the m inin a. It is highest for
large values of , because the large positive s°h? term in the potential prevents the two
elds from sin ultaneously having large expectation values. To see this, ket us nd the saddke
point of the potential between the two m inim a. F ixing s’=h? = R, then m inim izing V w ith
respect to s? at xed R, gives

= S_25n 4y
2 2.0 v
1 (f+R 27
) VR) = S — o (6)
4 +R +R? g

The saddk point isthem axinum ofV R ) over positive values ofR . Such a saddle exists if
the Inequalities

2. (7)
hold; ifnot then eitherthe CCB ortheEW \m nimum " isnot a Jocalm ininum but a saddke
point. This does not happen for any physically allowed param eters which give Ty > T, SO
In practice there is always a saddle. Tts depth is
2 2 .
s h y2 S s . (8)

v s h

V (saddle pomt) =

AN et

The inequalities {]) inply that both num erator and denom inator ofEq. {§) are positive, so
that its overall value is negative. Ifwe hod 1, ¢, Z,and £ xed, the saddke energy is
Iower for sn aller values of , rishgto zeroas , ! 1 .

Thuswe can summ arize our study ofthe sin pli ed e ective potentialby the cbservation

that tunneling is easiest to achieve foranall 4, large , small , and large g,=¢;.

22 Relation to M SSM param eters

N ext we w ill exam ine the physical bounds on these varables and consider the choices for
SU SY breakingm asses and otherM SSM param etersw hich optin ize tunneling from theCCB
phase.

W ebegin with . By Introducing m ixing between the left- and right-handed stops, it
ispossible to tune  to any desired value an aller than its zero-m ixing value, which at tree
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Figure2: A tree kevel correction caused by a heavy left stop at nonzerom ixing. It e ectively
low ers the quartic coupling between the H iggs and stop elds.

level is y* = 2m Z=h?. This is true no m atter how heavy the heavy (leff) stop is. To see
this, consider the tree kevel potential for the h and s elds, but also allow Ing for a left stop
condensate Q . The temm s In the potentialwhich depend on the Q eld are

Vs tht 2+ —20%+ y—pi—shQ + @*and0?h?;0% tems) 1 (9)
Heresn K= s + A .sin is the trlhear coupling between the right stop, keft stop,
and Higgs elds, which is a free param eter In the M SSM . The potential ism inin ized w ith
repect to Q at xed sandhby Q = ( ysh A”=mé 2)sh, up to corrections suppressed

by powers of h’=m j or s’=m? . At this eld value the Q dependent contrbutions sum to

( ¥sin® E?=4m?)s’h?. This is equivalent to a shift in the value of ,
K? !
e ectie) = y?sin® 1 — + ig%cos2 : 10)
Q

T his shift can also be understood as a consequence of the diagram shown In Figure 2. Iffwe
allow K*=m  tobeoforderunity thee ect issigni cant, while the corrections oforderh?=m J
or s=m § which we neglkcted only give high din ension operators suppressed by powers of
mj . W e ignore them in what ollow s.

The reduction of , is the only tree level e ect of squark m ixing, apart from the small
nonrenom alizable operators. By varying K=m we can therefore tune , to be any value
lower than its zero-m ixing value. H owever, there is an experin ental constraint; a top squark
lighter than 85 G eV is rulkd out [§]. This puts an upper bound on the pem issbl value of
K*=mj .

A Tthough we concluded the previous subsection by saying that m aking , am all should
be advantageous for tunneling, doing so also has a cost; by din inishing the coupling between
the H iggs and stop elds, it also reduces ¢,, m ore so than ¢ . This is because a triplet N )
ofthemn al squarks contribute to g, via the , Interaction, whereas only a doublet ofthem al



H iggs bosons contridbute to ¢ by the sam e interaction. M oreover ¢ is already larger than
G, , S0 the fractional change to g, iseven worse. This shift n the them alm asses goes in the
w rong direction so far as the CCB to electroweak tunneling is concemed. A dditionally, a
nonzero value of & changes other radiative corrections. B ecause ofthese com plications, we do
not try to predict the optinum value of X'; rather we w ill treat £?=m ? as a free param eter
and search for the m ost favorable value, within the range pem itted by the experim ental
bound on the physical squark m ass.

Next consider g, 1n,Cs, and g,. In the supersymm etric Ilin it the quartic couplings are
given in tem s of the gauge couplings (@° g, gs) and

|

F+ g%

2g%
= s 2 ; s= —+ — 11
h 5 5 11)

o |

but both relations, as well as Eq. f10), are violated below the m ass thresholds of heavy
particles. Them ost In portant corrections are those which involre g, and y. W e w ill system —
atically include all such correctionsto 1, y,and s.Howeverwe willbe less carefulw ith
themuch amn aller corrections of order g* and w illdrop the bottom and tau Y ukawa couplings
altogether.

Am ong the particles assum ed to be heavy, whose loop e ects change the tree level re-
lations (11)), the squarks of the rst two generations and the right sbottom are in portant
because of their strong iInteractions. Above their m ass threshold they m ake the running
coupling gﬁ (M) lamer In the ultraviolt, but they alsom ake () run faster in the sam e di-
rection; thus their absence, when the renom alization scale llsbelow theirm ass threshold,
causes the infrared value of 4 to be larger than is supersym m etric value; at one loop the
di erence is 1 !

s 2 %X ntdy o) 12)
g? 3 16 2

squarks

The term denoted by \O (1)" is actually zero in the DR renom alization schem e, which
we use, 0 we shall henceforth drop . The sum is over avors and chiralities, 9 in all.
The heavier these squarks are, the easier is the nuclkation; hence we take them to have
m asses 0f 10 TeV, since Jarger valuesm ay not be consistent w ith low -energy SUSY from the
standpoint of naturahess. Since gﬁ runs signi cantly between 10 TeV and the electroweak
scale, a renom alization group analysis is indispensable for detem ining the correct relation
between ¢ and gﬁ . In factwe w illperform a renom alization group analysis for allthe scalar
couplings, but In this section we jist present the one loop results to see which way couplings
arem odi ed, so we can choose the optin al param eter values.

C ontinuing the analysis of S=g§ , we next consider the e ects of gluno loops, such as the
diagram s in Figure 3. These correct 4, and also contribute to the light squark them alm ass
coe cient ¢ ¢ ifthe gluino is not heavy com pared to the weak scale. T he latter contridbution
is a function ofm 4=T :

2 g T S a— 3
2. 2% 2 @)
o= B4 &5 13
Clowno = 55 T e 13)

The term in brackets goesto 1 at smallm =T and behaves lke e ™~ for largem =T . In the
fom er case, the correction to ¢ is quite Jarge and tends to inhbi tunneling from the CCB
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Figure 3: G luino loop contributions to (@) the quartic coupling ¢ and (o) the light squark
them alm ass and wave flinction renom alization.

vacuum . Thuswe should try to suppress this them alm ass by taking the gliino to be heavy.
H owever, the gluno also shifts 6 =g,

6 s 68 ¢ . m
> 1 = - > ]I'lT . (14)
P _— 3 16

T he shift is large and unfavorabl for tunneling; it ism inin ized by m aking the gluino light.
The best value form 4 is around 600 G eV, which isas smallas it can be while still avoiding
a substantial correction to the them al stop m ass. Later we w ill show num erically that this
value really is optim al.

Sin ilarly, H iggsino () loops shift the stop quartic coupling and them alm ass through
the diagram s of F igure 4. T he correction to the therm alm ass, for H iggsinos that are light
enough to be present In the them albadkground, is

15)
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Figure 4: H iggsino loop contributionsto @) the quartic coupling ¢ and (o) the light squark
them alm ass and wave flinction renom alization.



Sihce we want tom Inin ize ¢, this gives som e preference for a heavy H iggsino. H owever, the
shift in  o=g? has the fom

6. _ 24j‘+8y29§h%'
% 16 *q2 -

H iggsino

16)

Since the coe cient is negative, the need tom axin ize ¢ m akes this favor lighter H iggsinos.
W e infer that, lke gliinos, the H iggsno should also be of intemm ediate weight for fastest
tunneling.

Tt ram ains to determm ine tan , the m ass of the heavy H iggs bosonsm 0, and the m ass
m, ofthe third generation kft squark doublt, ncluding the kft stop. T he contrbution of
the heavy H iggs bosons to g, tums out to be negative, and there is a positive contribution
to ¢ due to their Yukawa coupling, which is however suppressed by cos’ . Forthese reasons
it isbest to m ake them heavy. They also give radiative corrections which m ake ¢ larger as
m a0 beocom es heavier. The form is com plicated because there is another trilinear coupling
between the heavy H iggs, the right stop, and the lft stop. To avoid this com plication and
because a heavy m o is preferred anyway, we take the A% m ass to be degenerate w ith the
left stop squark m ass.

Now considerm, andtan .Wewanttan tobeamnalltom nimize ,,and orthesame
reason i would be advantageous to m ake m o light. H owever this desire is constrained by
the need to m ake the physical H iggs boson heavier than the lim it from direct experin ental
searches: my, > 955 G &V for a standard-m odelike H iggsboson, to which theM SSM H iggs
boson reverts in the lim it of large m 50 [§]. my can be made su ciently heavy either by
making tan orm o large. The question is therefore which param eter does less ham to the
phase transition if it is increased. To answer this, we m ust consider the radiative corrections
from the heavy squark to each coupling (@ssum ngm o = mg):

| " |

6 1 A:'Z A:4 ’ m
L -  12y' 1+2°5 o 8/ + (@=3)g m—2 (A7)
92 et stop 16 °gz ) mg m, ) '
1 4 _. 4 E* K" 2 Mo
( h)ef stop 2 3y sin 1+ 2—  — 121/2 h S h—: (18)
16 mQ mQ m¢

T he contrbution to ¢ is positive and therefore favorable to nuclkation. T he best combina—
tion is therefore to make tan smalland m o just large enough to satisfy the H iggs m ass
lin it; thism axin izes ¢ over param eter values where , is at its experim ental lower 1im it.
A s the expressions show , the contrbution to 1 is lJarger if there ism ixing. W e either take
tan = 25 and xm o to be them nimum valie needed to satisfy the lim it on the H iggs
m ass, or if the resulting valie ofm o exoceeds 10 TeV, we takem o = 10 TeV and tan the
an allest value which satis es the H iggsm ass bound. U sing the one loop expressions above,
the value ofm ¢ need neverbe 10 TeV , but in a renom alization group analysis, because y ()
is less than the tree value for large —, the squark m ass m ust be heavier.

Finally we must choose m asses for the W 1no, the B ino, and the sleptons. For sin plicity
we om it the skptons altogether, since their contributions are am all. W e cannot do the sam e
for the W ino and the B no because the lightest supersym m etric partner m ust be neutral;
som ething needs to be lighter than the right stop. Since the H iggsino has already been
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designated as m oderately heavy, som e linear combination of the neutral W ino and B no
m ust be the lightest supersym m etric particle. W e have chosen to m ake the W inos light; but
we have also checked that our results are quite insensitive to the values of the neutralino
m asses.

T his com pletes our discussion ofthe choice ofparam eters. W e have analytically predicted
the m ost favorable range for every param eter exoept the m ixing param eter £%=m 2 , which
must therefore be varied to nd the optin al value for tunneling. O f course, we will also
verify the predictions of this section by varying each param eter from its optin alvalue.

Tt is not clear whether any of our choices can be m otivated by a speci ¢ m odel of super—
symm etry breaking. But this is not the point; we want to identify the optin alvalues of all
M SSM param eters to cbtain the largest possible tunneling rate. Since the rate tums out to
be too an all, any further restrictions on the space 0f SUSY param eters from m odelbuilding
considerations w ill only strengthen our conclisions.

3 The E ective Potential

Here we discuss the e ective potential we use, paying particular attention to the choice for
scalar couplings and to the rather com plicated m ass m atrices which occur when there are
two condensates. The rst step isto nd them ass eigenvalues of all particles which run in
loops, as a function of the arbitrary badkground elds whose e ective potential is sought.
In the present cass, wemust nd the m asses as functions ofh and s, the H iggs and squark

elds. This task is com plicated by the large degree of m ixing between m any di erent avor
eigenstates when both elds are nonzero, but since we w ill num erically diagonalize allm ass
m atrices, this is not a problem in practice.

O nce the m ass eigenvalues are know n, the one-Joop potential can be expressed as

Ve h;s) = Vire T Veg: + Vl;vac+ Vl;therm : 19

Here Vi is the treedevel potential, Eq. (1), with couplings and m asses to be speci ed
presently in great detail, V... is a counterterm potential which could be considered part
of Vyae but is kept separate for convenience, and the rem aining tem s are the oneJloop
vacuum and them al contributions. The vacuum part is the C olem an-W einberg potential at
a renom alization scale —,

1 X . m?h;s) 3
Vijac Bjs) = 612 | m; h;s) h——— > 7 0)
w ith being + fOr bosons and for ferm ions in the sum over species. Each real scalar

or physical gauge boson polarization, and each helicity of a W eyl ferm ion counts as one
state. T he constant 3=2 would be 5=6 for gauge boson contributions in the M S schem e, but
in DR, which we adopt, all particles have 3=2. The them al part of the potential, before
resum m ation of them alm asses, is given by

T4 x 2

3 P p?+m? hs)=T .
dph 1 e i : @1)
@)3

Vl;therm h;s) =

i
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This is som etin es approxin ated by is high-tem perature expansion, but we also need the
correct values at low tem peratures. A convenient analytic form which is accurate at both
high and low T isgiven in ref. [L3]. To in prove convergence of the perturbation expansion at

nite tam perature, it is In portant to resum the them alm asses of the particles by replacing
m?withm?+ gT? in Eq. £1). The om ¢T? isonly valid in the high tem perature lim i,
0 we will Instead use a m ore exact determ ination, to be described below , for the them al
m asses of the H iggs and squark elds.

301 De nition of Viee and Vg

To fully de ne V. , we must specify the m asses and couplings In Vi, and which particles
appear in the sum over species of the one-loop part. T he two questions are related, since the
Joop e ects of any particles not explicitly appearing in the sum s should be directly ncorpo—
rated into the couplings 0f Vi . W € have chosen to exclude the follow ing particles from the
sum over soecies: st and second generation squarks, the eft-handed stop and Soottom ,
and the heavy H iggs bosons. Sleptons are entirely om itted, and light quarks and lptons
are counted only Insofar as they a ect the them al D ebye) m ass coe cients ¢ ;. A ll other
particles appear in the sum m ations: the gauge bosons, gauginos, neutralinos, H iggsinos, top
quark, right-handed stop, and light H iggs boson. In addition, the color-com ponent of the
left-handed bottom quark in the colorbreaking direction m ixes w ith the charged H iggsino
H; in the presence of the squark condensate, so it must also be Included. The decision as
to whether to lnclude particles explicitly isbased upon how large a contrbution they m ake
t0 V1 jthem » Which contains temm s of the form Tm ; at high tem peratures. Such a dependence
on the elds cannot be reproduced by the quadratic and quartic tem s in Viee. On the
other hand, particles w ith m asses much greater than T are negligble I Vi,mem , and their
contributions to Vi, can be expressed aspurely quadratic and quartic tem s for eld values
much less than the large m asses.

O ur choice for Vi is as follows. For the quartic scalar couplings , s, and p, we
use their values at the DR renom alization point —, in the e ective theory In which all
heavy squarks and the gluino and H iggsino have been integrated out. T hese are determ ined
by a renom alization group |RG) analysis, which can be found in Appendix B.. Applying
an RG analysis is in portant to get accurate values of the scalar couplings becausse ¢ is
not very sn all and because we have taken som e m asses to be very large, kading to large
hierarchies and large logarithm s. The di erence between perform ing the RG analysis and
sin ply enforcing the SUSY relations between couplings at the scal = is of order a 20%
shift in scalar selfocouplings, and the di erence between doing an RG analysis and a sin ple
one-loop m atch is am aller but still not negligble.

The result ofthe analysis is that the coupling , is substantially lower than its tree value,

y ()7 0771 ratherthan 1; this ispartly because oftheQ CD correction between the Yukawa
coupling and the top quark m ass and partly because ofa Jarge dow nw ard correction from the
gluino. Thevalue of  issurprisingly close to itsSU SY value using gﬁ atthe Z polk; typically

s/ 024. This is because of an approxin ate cancellation between positive contributions
from the gluino and H iggsino, which are naturally large, and negative contributions from the
heavy squarks which we have enhanced by choosing these squarks to be extrem ely heavy.
The H iggs coupling i, is expected to receive large radiative corrections, but they are not as
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large as usually expected, because of the threshold correction to the Yukawa coupling and
because the Yukawa coupling gets weaker n the UV . A s a result the keft stop m ust be very
heavy and tan must be about 3 to reach the experim ental Iin it on the H iggsm ass, unlss
there ism ixing.

N ote that both the correction to  and the slower running of , are bad for the \usual"
scenario in which only the electroweak phase transition occurs. The lower | weakens the
electrow eak phase transition, narrow Ing the pem ited range of param eters; and the am aller
corrections to 1, require a larger hierarchy between the keft and right stop m asses to satisfy
the experim ental H Iggs m ass lin it, which increases the am ount of tuning needed in setting
the SUSY breaking param eters.

Having chosen the scalar selfoouplings in the tree potential, we now goecify the m ass
param eters. The value of ? is chosen so the m nimum of the tree potential occurs at
v= 246 GeV,and 2 isan hput variabl.

N ext we consider the countertermm potential, V... T he tree and one loop e ective poten—
tials Just described double-count the In uence of any heavy particlke keft out ofpart ofthe RG
evolution but included in Eq. £0), which in our case m eans the gluinos and the H iggsinos.
Hence we need to subtract o the extra contribution to the quartic coupling. A Iso, Eq. 20)
generates potentially Jarge nite corrections to the H iggs and squark m asses, and we must
Include counterterm s to absorb these. T he full counterterm contrdbution is then

Ve = Z .h?* = s s s°h?; 22
cit: 2 h 2 s 4 4 4 ( )
44 m m
s = gg;‘bgtg 4y og—L ; 23)
32 , m . m
v = ggﬁfsmz g — 4y s’ —I. (24)

The coe cients n Eq. 24) come from Eq. @0
m atrix, to ©llow in Egs. B0) and (32) below .

The H iggsm ass counterterm is xed by the condition that the treedevelm ininum ofthe
vacuum potential should not be shifted,

] and the expression for the fermm ion m ass

@Vl;vac
@h

(v;0)= 0: 5)

hV+

For the squark m ass temm , we choose the corresponding m ass counterterm s to cancel the
one-loop contrbution to the curvature at the sym m etric point:

@ 2VZL;vac
@s?

0 the param eter ¢ retains its interpretation as the negative curvature of the potential at
the origin.

©0;0)= 0; (26)

s

3.2 Field-dependent m asses

W e are now ready to tum our attention to the one-Jdoop contrbutions. The m ain challenge
here isto nd the m ass eigenstates in the regionswhere h € 0 and s 6 0, where them ass
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m atrices can becom e rather large due to m ixing between stateswhich ram ain separate in the
m ore fam iliar situation where s = 0. The sin plest exam ple is the H iggs boson, h, and the
squark com ponent in the colorbreaking direction, s. Their2 2 massm atrix is
|
. !
2= n(Bh? )+ 2 & yhs )

2 2 2
yhs st 3"+ 35 yh

@7)

N ext In com plexity are the gauge bosons. Because both s and h carry hypercharge, there
ism xing between the three kinds of gauge bosons when both elds are nonzero. Take the
colorbreaking direction to be a = 3 in the fundam ental representation of SU (3) with color
Indices a. Then the m ixing takes place between the B, W 5, and Ag gauge bosons (each
having three polarization sgates) , with m assm atrix .
ok i g@hj + 3 3‘282 1% gg“;lZ #5 9%’ :

M .= 8 2 9gh s d°h 0 § : (28)
0 e

In fact only two of the eigenvalues of (8) are nonzero, since there is still one linear com bi-

nation of generators which gives an unbroken U (1) symm etry, even when both VEV's are

present. There is also an unbroken SU (2) generated by A1, A,, A3, s0 these gluons ram ain

m asslkess. The four gluons A ;A 7 ram ain unm ixed, but get a m ass

mg= 1.5 : (29)

T he m ost baroque sector is that of the ferm ions. W hen s & 0, there ism ixing between
the charginos and the com ponent of the left-handed bottom quark in the color breaking
direction, i . There is also m ixing between top quarks, ve of the gliinos, and all the

neutralinos. These can be described by 5 5 and 15 15 M a’prana m ass m atrices. The
charginoby, massm atrix, n thebasis® , W *, K, , K}, , is

j l
0 m, 0 2 9

E mo 0 pE]_ 0 8

B o_ o}
M o =B 0 2 1 0 g; (30)

BPz2, o0 0 L s i

p%s 0
where we de ne
1 = %ghoos; Zzéghs:in;

i = 2dhos; $=1icdhsh : (31)

The spectrum is that of two D irac fermm ions and one m assless one. For the top-gluino-—
neutralino m assm atrix we have, n thebasist,, £, 9,5, % °, K%, Y,

. 1
0 $n1 0 0 Bss
g—ﬁ—yj%hl 0 X 29% &
B 0 G 0
Migo=f 0 22 0 om0 3 @2
B 0 m 1 2
: O 0 g
1 1 A
?y——SS g 2 0
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where 1 isthe unit m atrix in color space, 2 procts onto the color breaking direction, and
the subm atrices for the guinos and gluinot; m ixing are given by
0

1
0
o § : (33)
2=3

= O
o -

1
01 0
1 0
% 1 B
8; X=p_§gss@
X

=
w
I
3
w
HEEIH

1

F inally, ket usm ention the scalars which rem ain unm ixed: the 3 H iggs and 5 right stop
G oldstone bosons, w ith respective m asses (in Landau gauge, used throughout)

m? nb?® )+ 3 S (34)

m? = s I+ ;b (35)
A Iso because we work In Landau gauge, the ghosts are m assless and do not contribute to the
one loop e ective potential. This com pltes the list of all particles appearing In the sum s
for the oneJoop potential.

In com puting the above m asses, we evaluate the gauge, Yukawa, and scalar couplings at

a comm on renom alization point —, in the six quark plis right squark schem e, so the gliino,
H iggsino, and heavy squarks are treated as Integrated out. The scalar couplings are then
the sam e as the ones appearing In the tree potential. The value of ™ is a param eter of our
e ective potential. The ~ dependence should fom ally be a two loop e ect. However this
does not guarantee it to be as an all as m ight be expected. T he them al contributions are
form ally a one loop e ect, but because the theory has scalarm asses w hich are unprotected
from large radiative corrections (In the absence of SUSY , which them ale ects break), the
them alpotential can correct m ass param eters at order 1. The ™ dependence of the them al
part isonly down by one loop, so g, and ¢; depend on — at one loop. Varying ~gives a good
Indication of the sensitivity of our resuls to two loop them ale ects, In particular the two
loop e ectswhich x the one loop renom alization scale of cg and g, .

3.3 Therm alm asses

To com plte our construction of the e ective potential, we need to detem ine the them al
masses ;(T) which are resimmed In Vimem M%) by replacngm? with m? + ;. Tn the
high-tem perature lim i, these them al selfenergies, of the form ; = ¢T?, have all been
com puted in ref. {14], which show s the separate contrbution to each ¢; com ing from every
possbl particke In the spectrum ofthe M SSM .0 ne should om it the contrbutions from any
statesthat arem uch heavier than the tem perature. Forthose which m ay be on the borderline
for themm al decoupling, say particke j, we can ag their contributions by m ultiplying them
wih a coe cient 5, in the notation of {14].
T hus, w ith the spectrum we have assum ed, the thermm alm ass coe cients for the longitu—
dinal com ponents ofthe U (1), SU 2) and SU (3) gauge bosons B ,W , A) are, respectively,
@

o = ?—8(41+3H) (36)
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o 9

G A1+ 2 o+ ) (37)

G 13+ 3 4); (38)

6

while the transverse com ponents ram ain m asskss at this order in the couplings. The
functions Interpolate between 1 and 0 as the m ass of particke j goes from zero to In nity.
T he expression fora ferm ion is the bracketed part ofEq. f13), and the expression for bosons
is sin ilar but w ith the replacementsexp ®X) + 1! exp(x) land 12! 6.W e evaluate the
Debyemasssath= s= 0.

However for the H iggs bosons and stops, there is an added com plication; the H iggs and
stop elds them s=lves give a contribution to the them alm asses, which are them alm ass
dependent. W e selfoonsistently determ ine , and ¢ so that they really represent the
curvature of Vi mem at the origin of eld space, by de ning

@2

h = @Vl;therm m?h;s)+ 1) Y 39)
@2

s = g Vimem MIGuS)H ) (40)

T hese relations are recursive, so they cannot be solved analytically, but they converge very
quickly on iteration. The sam e them alm ass values also apply to the respective G oldstone
m odes of the H iggs boson and the stop.

T he ferm ions’ behavior is infrared-safe and there is no need to perform any m ass resum —
m ation for them .

34 Two—loop e ects

W e have also considered the e ect of ncluding nitetem perature two-loop contributions to
the e ective potential. There are m any such diagram s, which either have the topology ofa
gure eight ( ) orthe setting sun ( ). In the latter, the trlinear vertex could com e from a
quartic coupling expanded around the arbitrary background H iggs or squark eld VEV'’s, or
it could represent cubic couplings nvolving gauge bosons or gauge bosons and m atter elds.
W ehave sin pli ed the com putation ofthe two-loop diagram sby ignoring the g° coupling,
which elin inates m ixing between the gluon Ay and the B and W ; gauge bosons. W e also
work only to leading order in the high tem perature expansion and treat only degrees of
freedom which are Iight and therefore In uence the strengths of the phase transitions out of
the sym m etric phase. T his is approprate if ourm ain goal is to understand these transitions
m ore accurately, and it allow sus to use the expressions derived in [g]. H ow ever this procedure
m akes two errors: it does not com pletely acoount for two-loop corrections to ¢ and g,, and
it becom es less accurate at lower tam peratures and larger eld values, where the CCB to
EW transition m ay occur. W e can com pensate for the st problem by seeing how large
a correction to ¢, must be by arti cially inserting a chift ¢ \by hand," but the second
error is m ore problem atic. However, In this regim e the two-loop e ects are substantially
an aller than the one-loop e ects, which we are treating carefully; and in any case the formm
of the twoJoop contributions are not known beyond kading order n the high tem perature
expansion so it isdi cul forus to do better.
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Because of these lim itations In the two-doop formulas, we consider their e ects to be
Indicative of what one m ight expect from a m ore carefiil treatm ent, but not necessarily
quantitatively accurate. T he good new s is that the two—-Joop e ects tend to m ake the tun—
neling from CCB to electroweak phases m ore di cult, thus strengthening our conclusions.
Tt seam s Ikely that the result ofa m ore accurate tw o-Joop treatm ent would be som ew here in
between those of the one-doop potential and the high-T expansion ofthe two—-Jloop potential.

4 Bubble nucleation from CCB phase

In this section we w ill rst discusshow to com pute bubble nuckation rates. Then we discuss
the two problem swe need to apply it to: the problem ofgetting into the CCB phase w ithout
getting into the EW phase rst; and the problem of getting out of the CCB phase to the
EW phase.

4.1 N ucleation rates

To ocom pute the rate ofbubble nuclkation at one loop, one should rst nd the saddk point
of the approxim ate e ective action

‘ s, 1 2 2 2 2
S = d dx > @h)"+ @h) "+ @ s)"+ @:8)" + Vikep;themar®is) : 41)

A fter nding the saddle point, one should next com pute the one-loop uctuation determm inant
about this saddk point, subtracting out those e ects already Included by using the one-loop
e ective potential. By incorporating one-loop, them al e ects into the e ective potential,
and then subtracting them o from the uctuation detem inant, one autom atically includes
the dom Inant e ects in the saddk action. The uctuation determ nant then servesto x the
wave function nom alization and account for an all additional O ( ) corrections which can
be roughly thought of as higher derivative corrections.

W e willm ake one sim pli cation and one approxin ation. The sim pli cation is that, at
reasonably large tem peratures, the saddle solution does nothaJ:y In the Euclidean) tine
direction, so the integral can be perfom ed inm ediately, 01=T d = 1=T, and exp( S)
becomes exp( E=T). This sinpli cation is strictly correct down to a tem perature T

! =2 ,wih ! the unstabl frequency of the saddlpoint. Param etrically ! my but
num erically it is sn aller, and the them al treatm ent works down to T < SG%V In our
1=T

case. W e can pn%pe its breakdown by com puting the vacuum action, n which , " d is
approxin ated by 11 d . W e nd In practice that the tunneling rate has always peaked at
tam peratures well above the tam perature where the them al treatm ent breaks down, so we
are not m issing anything by m aking this sim pli cation.

T he approxin ation we m ake is that, rather than com puting the full uctuation detem i-
nant, we approxin ate its e ect by the use of the one loop them al e ective potential and
by a choice ofwave function forthe h and s elds such that the curvatures of the potential
at the EW mihinum are the physicalm asses. This kavesan O ( ) error In the determ ined
exponent, from the eld dependence ofthe wave fiinction and from higher derivative correc—
tions. T he error is an allwhen the phase transition is strong, which indeed isthe cass, aswe
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w ill discuss below . O ur procedure also elin nates renom alization point dependence at the
one loop kvel

W euse the fullone loop e ective potential ncluding allSU SY partnersw hich give vacuum
radiative corrections Involving strong or Y ukaw a couplings. W edo not use a high tem perature
expansion or dim ensional reduction. T his avoidance of the high T expansion is appropriate
because nuclkation from the CCB to the EW m nnimum ism ost lkely at a tem perature well
below the CCB phase transition tem perature, asw illbe shown; hence, the eld condensates
are Jarge and the tam perature ism oderate w here the nuclkation ism ost lkely to occur. Since
the high T approxin ation isan expansion n yh=2 T orgss=2 T, its convergence is not very
good In the relevant regin e. In contrast, the loop counting param eter forperturbation theory
isg?T=4 g.sory?’T=4 yh,which issnall. Two-loop e ects are therefore not expected to be
very large. B ecause the twoJoop contributions to the e ective potentialhave been caloulated
only at leading order in the high T expansion, lncluding them m ight not really In prove the
accuracy of the calculation of the CCB to EW tunneling action. On the other hand, the
transition from the symm etric to the CCB phase occurs at a higher tem perature, so neglect
of the two loop them ale ectsm ay not be such a good approxin ation there: we m ake an
error In the determm nation ofthe phase transition tem perature w here the s condensate fom s.
But what really m atters is the error in the tem perature di erence between the CCB and
EW phase transition tem peratures, and we w ill study how in portant such an error is n due
oourse.

Super cially, it m ay seem that we have m ade contradictory approxin ations: the e ective
potentialshould not rely upon a large T expansion, w hile the bubble nuclation treatm ent can
do so. But the two statem ents are actually com patible; the high tem perature approxim ation
for bubbl nuclation has a much wider range of validity than the high T expansion of the
e ective potential. This is because the them al tunneling treatm ent dependson ! , which
though param etrically of order my is num erically sm aller. A lso and m ore in portantly,
the them al tunneling treatm ent rem ains strictly valid until T ! =2 ,while thehigh T
expansion oceases to converge at T m.= but starts getting large high order corrections
well before then.

If we wanted to perform a com plte two loop calculation we would need not only the
one lIoop uctuation determm inant, but also the two loop analog. T here are serious technical
obstacles to setting up such a calculation, and we are not aware of any work In the literature
which perform s such a calculation for any nontrivial saddle point n a eld theory. It is an
assum ption, perhaps jisti ed, that them ost in portant two loop e ects can be incorporated
by using the two loop e ective potential. This is what we do to com pare the one and two
Joop tunneling rates; the \two Joop" resuls discussed below still do not include even the one
loop uctuation determm inant.

42 Getting into the CCB phase: choice of g

A s pointed out in Section 2, we need a large enough value of 2 (the negative stop m ass
tem ) to get into the CCB phase before the electroweak phase transition; but too large a
value prohibits nuckation from the CCB to the EW phase. So what value of 2 should we
use? Shoe we are trying to see if nuckation from the CCB to the EW mininum is ever
possible, we should use the lowest pem issble value, that is the lowest value for which the
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Figure 5: Schem atic dependence of critical and bubble nucleation tem peratures for the
two com peting phase transitions (symm etric to CCB and symm etric to electroweak) as a
function of squark m ass.

symm etric to CCB transition happens before the symm etric to EW transition can occur.

At this point i is Inportant to distinguish between the critical tem perature T. and
the nuclkation tem perature T,,. for a phase transition. The crtical tem perature for the
symm etric to CCB phase transition, T, is the tem perature where the free energies of the
CCB phase and of the sym m etric phase are equal. H owever, the phase transition does not
begin until the CCB phase is favorable enough so that copious bubbles of the CCB phase
form . Roughly, this occurs when the tunneling action ofa critical bubble ofthe CCB phase
is an all enough to put one bubblk In each Hubblk volum e n one Hubbl tine, E =T '’
41og(T=H ),wih H the Hubbl constant. At the electroweak epoch, 4log(T=H ) ' 145.

Tt is convenient to de ne, not a nuckation tem perature, but a nuckation tem perature
range, w here the upper edge of the range is the tem perature w here there w illbe one bubblk
nucleation perhorizon volum e and the low er edge is w here the phase transition w ill com plete
and the old phase w illbe com pltely eaten up. These di erbecause the phase transition takes
much less than one Hubble tin e to occur. Ifwe de ne £ = TdE 4+=dT, then (1=f) 104
characterizes what fraction of a Hubbl tine i takes for the nuclkation rate to change
signi cantly. The upper edge of the nuclkation tem perature range occurs when E=T =
4og(T=H ) Iog(f) * 140. The single power of 1=f is because there ismuch less than a
Hubbl tin e in which to put onebubble perhorizon volum e. T he low er edge of the nucleation
tem perature range, where the phase transition com pltes, iswhere E=T = 4log(T=H )
41og(f) ¥ 110. The burpowers of 1=f are because the bubbles m ust nuclkate close enough
together to merge in 1=f of a Hubbl tin e; so there is one power of 1=f for each space
din ension and fortin e.
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T he crterion for the symm etric to CCB transition to occur rst is that the lower edge
of the symm etric to CCB nuckation band be at a higher tam perature than the lower edge
of the symm etric to EW nuclation tem perature band. That is, the symm etric to CCB
transition must com plkte before one electroweak bubble per horizon nuclkates out of the
symm etric phase. W e illustrate this in Figure §, which shows qualitatively how the two
critical tem peratures, T, and the corresponding bubble nuckation tem peratures, Tuuc is
depend on the right top squark m assm ... T he tem perature forthe transition to colorbreaking
(1) depends much m ore strongly on m . than that for the electroweak transition ). The
open circle In the gurem arks the region where the sym m etric to CCB transition com pletes
Just before nuckation of EW bubbles; it is the optim alpoint. This choice yields the m ost
shallow possibble CCB m Ininum and thus the greatest probability ofbeing able to m ake the
subsequent transition from CCB to EW phases. The position of the circle illustrates how
we choose m . once the other param eters of the M SSM have been speci ed.

W hat ifwepushed m . a Iittle higher? Then the unierse would pass through the diam ond
in Figure 5, where the nuclkation tem perature bands overlap. In this case several bubbles
of EW phase would nuclkate per Hubbl volum e before the CCB transition com plted. If
the CCB m ininum is desper at the doubl nucleation tem perature, these bubbles would be
absorbed by the CCB phase. But if, asm ay be the case, the electroweak m lninum were the
desper one already at this team perature, then these EW bubbles could continue to expand
and eat up the CCB phase. In this case we can get the phenom enology of EW bubbles
expanding into a CCB phase, without any CCB to EW bubbl nuclkations ever occurring.
However, this only happens for a very narrow range of values for i, and it also depends
on the EW m ininum being the desper one, which is not always the case. This scenario is
coan ologically viable and would be quite interesting, but it ishighly ne tuned. W ew illnot
address it further since the question we want to answer is whether we can get Into cur EW
vacuum after an epoch in which allof space is in the CCB phase.

43 CCB toEW transition

N ext, let usestablish the crterion for Judging w hetherbubble nuclkationsaree cient enough
to get us out of the CCB phase. A rough, conservative requiram ent is that the nucleation
barrierhasto be low enough to allow one criticalbubble of EW phase perhorizon volum e per
Hubbktine, E=T ' 4In(T=H ). A s long as the universe is dom inated by the energy density
ofthe plaan a, H T=m p1. However, at low tem peratures the energy density is dom inated
by the vacuum energy ofthe CCB phasdl, which is of orderm # . Thus the Hubble constant
never gets param etrically am aller than mvzq =M. Ifwe ramain In the CCB vacuum when
its vacuum energy becom es dom inant then the universe begins to n ate. If the nuckation
rate continues to be too an all at this point, the m odel is unacosptable for the sam e reason
that old in ation is [[5]. Hence a generous criterion is that CCB to EW nucleation never
takes place ifE =T rem ainsgreaterthan) 4Infm ,=my )+ 4N 10’ 170, where the extra tem
41n 10 is a cushion to lnsure that our conclusions w ill be robust.

“unless the CCB phase vacuum energy is negative, but then tunneling out of it would be in possible.
W e are also assum_jng that there are no big surprises waiing for us in the uctuation detem nant; but
this seem s lkely, see {L6].

20



Tt is easy to see that nuclkation from the CCB to the EW phase can never occur In —
m ediately after the CCB phase transition. W e already arranged for the symm etric to EW
transition to be slower than the symm etric to CCB transition; the CCB to EW transition
willbe even slower for two reasons:

1. The ssparation in eld spacebetween EW and CCB m inin a is largerthan that between
symm etric and EW m inin a;

2.theCCB m ininum isnecessarily desper than the sym m etric one at Ty, SO the poten—
tial di erence between the CCB and EW m inin a is an aller than between symm etric
and EW .

Both ofthese factorsm aketheCCB ! EW transition slowerthan thesymmetric! EW one.
T herefore if the tem perature T,z exists, where the CCB phase nuclkates copious bubbles
of EW phase, it m ust be considerably below T,,. The CCB and EW m inin a becom e ever
desper and the squark and H iggs condensate valuesbecom e lJargeras T falls, so the ssparation
of them Inim a beocom es Jarger. This iswhy the high T expansion is not necessarily reliable
at Tues s Whereas perturbation theory ism ore reliable than at the previous phase transition.

W e can summ arize our procedure as follow s. T he vacuum theory retains one free param —
eter we have not yet xed, K the m ixing param eter. W e exam Ine values from zero m ixing
up to the largest A" that is com patible w ith the experin ental lIower lim it on the stop m ass.
At each value we nd them, which givesmy (physical) = 95 GeV and the smallest 2 for
which the CCB transition happens before the EW one. Then we com pute the tunneling
action from the CCB tothe EW m ininum fora range of tem peratures between T, and 5
G &V ,aswellasthevacuum (T = 0) tunneling action. T he bubbl action is determm ined using
a new and very e cient algorithm presented in Appendix A1 W e con m that tunneling is
always ine cient at T ,,a; IS rate usually peaks at som e Intermm ediate tem perature, roughly
(2=3)Tpuc1 - W e also con m that vacuum tunneling is always extram ely ine cient, so m uch
o0 that typically the them altunneling treatm ent gives the larger thence correct) value for
the rate down to tem peratures as Iow as3 G&V.

5 Resuls and Conclusions

In this section we present our results for the energy E of the bubbl solutions which in-
terpolate between the CCB and EW vacua, and show that E =T is always larger than the
value needed for the phase transition to com plete. W e w ill then discuss what kind of new
physics m ight be abl to change this conclusion, and the constraints on the M SSM which
our analysis in plies.

51 Resuls

U sing the one Joop e ective potentialw ith a renom alization point —= 150 G €V intemm ediate
between the top and right stop m asses, and at zero squark m ixing £ = 0, we nd that the
m Inimum valie ofE =T over tem peratures is 1340, giving a tunneling rate per uni volim e of
order T*exp ( 1340), which is drastically sm aller than the required value of T exp ( 170).
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Figure 6: E in units of 100 GV (solid line) and E=T (dotted line) as a function of
tem perature, for the crtical bubble m ediating the CCB to EW phase transition. The keft-
hand gure is for the case of no m ixing and the right-hand gure ism axin alm ixing, so the
right stop mass is 90 G&V . The vertical bar is Ty -

T he physical stop m ass In this zero-m ixIng case is 126 GV, which is Iower than m ight be
expected because of the large downward radiative correctionsto .

M ixing between the keft and right stopshelpsbut only weakly; m ixing m axinm ally so that
the stop m ass saturates its experin ental bound reduces E =T to 990, which is still far too
large to allow the phase transition to com plete. T he dependence of the tunneling energy on
tem perature is shown foreach ofthese cases in F igure &. T he energy of the criticalbubble is
large at high tam peratures and fallsm onotonically as the tem perature is reduced. Likew ise
the tunneling action is Jarge Inm ediately after the symm etric to CCB transition; in fact, at
zero m ixing, there is a range of tem peratures mm ediately below T,.,» for which tunneling
to the EW mihinum is kinem atically forbidden. W e illustrate the potential as a function
of H iggs and squark elds, both at T, 4 and the tem perature where E =T ism Inin ized, In
Figuresii and §.

To verify the argum ents of section 23, we have also checked that our choice of particke
m asses is optin al. In particular, if the H iggsino or gluino are allowed to be lighter i m akes
the transition m uch harder, and ifthe gluno isheavierthem nimum E =T also rises quickly
because of the large correction to 4. This behavior is shown in Figure 9. M aking the
H iggsino heavier has a lss dram atic e ect, but it is also unfavorabl to tunneling. To see
w hether the assum ptions about the other particle m asses are in portant, we have pushed
the superheavy squark m ass scale all the way to 10'° GeV, and the left stop m ass as high
as 20 TeV, obtaining a m ininum valie of E=T = 1010 in the zerom ixing lm it. This
dem onstrates that the choice ofm asses for the very heavy scale particles have no qualitative
e ect on our conclusions.

W e have also checked the robustness of our resuls w ith respect to changing the renor-
m alization point. The prin ary e ect of varying ~ is to change the them al contributions to
the e ective potential, as we have discussed. Setting = 90 G&V maises them ininum E =T
w ithout m ixing to 1490; choosing — = 500 G&V lowers E=T to 970 at zero m ixing, or 840
atmaxin alm xing. A 1l of these values are still far from that needed for bubble nucleation.
Varying the renom alization point roughly accounts for the uncertainty in ¢; and g, from two
loop e ects. The results from the recent paper by Losada [L7] show that the best value for
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Figure 9: M ininum value ofthe bubblk action, E =T , asa function ofthe gliino m ass, using
the one loop potential and at zero m ixing.

the renom alization point isa few times T, which isw ithin the range we check here; how ever
we were not able to use the explicit expressions from that paper because i m akes di erent
assum ptions about what degrees of freedom are heavy. It also uses the high tem perature
approxin ation, which aswe have stressed is not entirely reliable in the present context.

A nother in portant check is to see how two loop them ale ects change our answers. It
has already been observed In previous work that they strengthen the phase transition from
the symm etric to the CCB phase [§]. Thism akes getting out ofthe CCB phasem uch harder,
both because i increases the required value of 2, and because i m akes the CCB m fninum
desp already at a higher tem perature. A sa result, we nd thatw ithoutm ixing, them inin um
value of E =T increases to 3000. Even adding \by hand" a 20% dow nward contribution to c,
the action rem ains too high, with am nimum E=T of 1220. In fact, getting the m inin um
E =T down to 170 requires a \by hand" reduction to ¢, 0f45% , which two loop e ectsbeyond
our leading log treatm ent cannot possbly provide.

A Iso, m ixing no longer helps when the two loop e ects are included. This is because
m ixing weakens the electroweak transition substantially, since the strength of the latter is
set m ostly by the coupling of the Higgs to the stop, ,; but m xing has little e ect on
the CCB transition, since is strength com esm ainly from glionic diagram s and not from
diagram s nvolving . The two loop e ects enhance the CCB transition, and if it is very
strong and the EW transition isweak, it ism ore di cult to get out ofthe CCB m inimum .
W e illustrate this in Figure'd, which is the sam e as F igure 7 exoept that it is for m axin al
m ixing and including the two loop e ects.

W e m ight also ask, how essential are the experin ental bounds on the H iggs and stop
m asses to our result? T he bound on the H iggsm ass tums out to be inessential; allow ingm p,
togodown to 65 G&V stillgivesam ininum E=T = 660, using the one loop potential w ith
m ixing, the m ost favorable com bination. H owever, the bound on the stop m ass is essentiall
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Figure 10: Our upper lin it on the physical stop m ass as a fiinction of &=m,)?, or two
values of the light H iggs boson m ass, using the one-loop e ective potential. The region
m,. < 85 Gé&V is separately excluded by accelerator search lin its.

If the m ixing is Jarge enough, and hence , an allenough, then the second nequality n Eq.
(1) willbe violated, and the CCB \m Ininum " will actually be a saddle. However, at high
tem peratures therem ay stillbe a CCB m nimum . In this case the universe can go into the
CCB m inimum safely, because at som e tem perature the CCB m ininum becom es spinodally
unstable, and nucleation of EW bubbles is guaranteed to be e cient Jjust above the spinodal
tam perature. The required value for the stop m ass is about 60 G&V using the one loop
potential and about 50 G &V using the two loop potential.

The fact that color breaking is ruled out allow s us to exclude som e param eter values
in the M SSM , nam ely those for which the color breaking nuclkation tem perature T, uo IS
greaterthan that ofthe electrow eak transition, T, - T his condition Involvesm any unknow n
quantities, such as tan , the Higgs boson massm 1, the kft stop massm,, and the stop
m xing param eter X'. W e have illustrated the constraint by xing tan = 32, whik varying
KE=m, andmgy In such away astokeepmy, xed at 95 G&V, and xingtan = 735 and
kespingmy, = 105 GeV . The excluded region is a stop m ass lss than som e value which
depends on K=m, shown in Figure 10. These are relevant variables because for any value
ofm,, one can always avoid the color breaking transition by m aking the bare stop m ass
param eter kss negative (ie., ktting 2 be sn aller), whil increasing K=m . D ecreasing
ncreasesm . whilk increasing A=m o does the opposite, so one can kesp m ., xed by adjisting
the two. To get m, Jarge enough, both £ and m , take values in the TeV .W e nd that the
Iim iting curves are quite Insensitive to the gluino m ass.
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5.2 1Is there a way out?

The most e cient way of evading our negative result is to nd som e new physics that
decreases the them al contributions to the right-handed stop D ebye m ass. A lthough no such
e ects are present w ithin the M SSM , one can iIn agine loophols In extended m odels, such
as those w ithout R parity. Here we give jist one exam ple.

In the absence ofR -parity, the superpotential nclides the baryon num ber violating tem s

Yo FUSDEDY; 42)

Involing the right-handed up (U ) and down O ) squark eldsofgeneration i; j;k and color
ajbjc, with yi; antisymmetric under j $ k. It is possble for yj;, to be large, if other
R parity violating couplings are su ciently an all, w ithout violating any experim ental con-—
straints. A ssociated w ith the above coupling, one anticipates soft SU SY -breaking tem s in
the potential of the fom

vi AT B % Kos): 43)
W hen the stop condenses, 2 = s, i nducesm ixing between thebottom and strange squarks,
giving a m ass m atrix of the form

|
m 2 yA s
yAs m?
Let us consider the situation where there is a hierarchy between the strange and bottom

squark diagonalm asses, m é m 2 . The lighter squark gets a negative correction to ism ass
eigenvalue from the m ixing,

(44)

2y p2 WA

s s 2
m
B

which m akes a negative contribution to the stop them alm ass (T ?) from the oneJoop nite
tem perature potential,

(45)

OAOZ
C = 4 2) : 46)
6mb

A Though the heavier squark would m ake an equaland opposite C ontribution, it is suppressed
ifmy T.Theshift & could conceivably be large enough to reduce ¢ by the 45% needed
In order to m ake the CCB to electroweak transition occur.

Another way of thinking of this is that the trilinear temrm has induced a negative quartic
coupling between the strange and stop squarks, analogous to the negative contribution A
made to ,. A negative coupling between scalars leads to negative them alm asses, which
is the physics of them al sym m etry non-restoration. H owever, for thisto work it is essential
that there are very large R parity viclating e ects involving rather light squarks. It is
also a little dangerous to induce such a negative e ective quartic coupling; it m eans that
there is a very deep extra m mnimum of the potential In which the right stop, right scalar
strange quark, and right scalar bottom quark carry condensates. It is necessary that the
universe never nuckates nto thism Inin um , and it m ay be m ore problm atic to explain the
approxin ate vanishing of the cosn ological constant if \our" electroweak m lnimum isnot the
globalone.
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53 Conclusions

T he phenom enology of electroweak bubbles, n which the Higgs eld has a condensate,
expanding into a charge and color broken phase where the right stop has a condensate, is
potentially rich, and it could be very nteresting for baryogenesis. U nfortunately, unless
there is new physics beyond the M SSM , this scenario cannot arise by nuclation of EW
bubbles out of the CCB phase. W e have m entioned R -parity violating interactions as one
exam ple of such new physics. A nother could be the existence of coan ic strings which Induce
a Higgs eld condensate along their cores. Such defects would act like in purities in a solid
state systam , providing sites for the accelerated nucleation of the electroweak bubbls. T he
CCB phase can also appear ifboth phases nuclkate out of the sym m etric one sin ultaneously,
coexisting for a brief period before the true vacuum state (hopefully electroweak) takes over
by squeezing out the CCB bubbles. This latter possibility occurs or such a narrow range of
param eter values that we do not consider it to be very com pelling.

Thus in the context ofthe M SSM and barring any additional physics, we conclude that
coam ology wih a stop squark condensate jist before the electroweak phase transition is
ruled out. Under these assum ptions we can excluide M SSM param eter valies, such as those
shown in Figurel(, which lead to a CCB phase transition tem perature higher than the EW
phase transition tem perature.

A Saddle point search algorithm s

In this section we w illdescribe two algorithm swe use for nding criticalbubbl actions. O ne
is a general purpose saddke point nding algorithm , m entioned also in the appendix of [L8].
T he other is special to nding criticalbubbles. T he second algorithm ishighly e cient and
to our know ledge it has not appeared previously in the literature.

A .1 Generalsaddlepoint nding algorithm

W ewant to nd a saddlk point ofa realvalued function H (@ ), where g are the sst of real
degrees of freedom (or other continuous variables) on which H depends. In our particular
case, theqg arethevaliesofthe H iggsand stop eldson a discrete set of points representing
radii from r= 0 out to som e 1, .x - T he Ham iltonian we want to discretize is

Z
1 1
H=4 rAdr > @,h)% + > @.s)*+ V h;s) ; 47)

where h and s are the H iggs and stop condensates In the real eld nomm alization and V (s;h)
isthe them ale ective potential. A n explicit num erical in plem entation of H forthe present
purposes would be to discretize the radius to Integer m ultiples of a discrete spacing and
approxin ate the energy as

= 5 h@G+ 1) h@F+ cE+ 1) s@f + ¥ 3V (s;h); 48)

=0 =1

H o e 1244 Kax
4
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This form for the potential is not essential to the algorithm , though; allwe need is forH to
depend on a nite number of coordinates and to possess rst derivatives which are easy to
evaluate num erically.

Ifwe were Jooking foram ninum ofH , we could do so by using the \gradient descent"
algorithm ; pick a starting gquess g (0) forthe elds, evaluate the set of derivatives

@H

G (© —
©) c@q

; 49)
a=q(0)

which com prise the gradient ofH , and update the eldsusihg
qa@=q 0O cG : (50)

Here isthe quenching step length and m ust be chosen am allenough to m ake the algorithm

stable, and the coe cientsc  represent a choice of the m etric on the space g , which should
be such that the lim iting to give stability is approxin ately the sam e for excitations
involving any q ; typically ¢ @H =@’ . Then wede neq () to be the nth ierate of the
procedure. T his algorithm converges to a m ininum .

The usualapproach in the literatureto nd aPsadd]e point isto derive from H equationsof
motion E = @H=QRq , and then tode neH %= d E?,wih d some positive coe cients.
A saddle point of H is a m ininum of H %, and one can use gradient descent or any other
m ininum seeking algorithm . However this approach can be ine cient if the saddle point
has a very amall unstabl frequency, and it is also quite cumbersom e because H ° is m ore
com plicated than H ; for instance, if H contains tem s w ith two derivatives, H ° has tem s
w ith four.

W e have therefore devised Instead an algorithm which deals directly with H , and con—
verges rapidly to the desired saddle point. A sihglk iteration of the procedure requires doing
the follow Ing:

1. Perform N steps of the gradient descent algorithm , w ith step size

2. Perform one step of gradient descent with step size N . Because of the sign, this
is actually a \gradient ascent" step, rather than descent.

3. By exam ining G before and after, optin ize the value ofN .

On a \straight slope," this algorithm does nothing, because the gradient ascent step undoes
the gradient descent steps. However, when the second derivatives of H do not vanish, N

forw ard steps are not equivalent to one backward step of N tim esthe length. This isbecause
each forward step starts where the last one stopped. O n a concave surface, gradient descent
m oves towards a stationary point. A s the slope becom es an aller, the size of the gradient
descent steps becom es an aller. The backward step is then N tin es as long as the sm allest
step, and the naloon guration is closer to the bottom than the starting one. W e illustrate
this in Figure1],. On the other hand, on a convex surface, gradient descent m oves away
from the stationary point, and each step is larger than the previous one. T he badckw ard step
isN tin es as large as the largest forward step, and overshoots the starting point. Unlss N

is too large and it overshoots too much, the algorithm again lands closer to the stationary
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Figure 11: Cartoon show ng how the saddle seeking algorithm works. W hen an extrem um

isam inim um , gradient descent steps go tow ards it, and the backw ards step is an aller than
the series of orward steps. W hen it is a m axin um , the gradient descent m oves aw ay, but
the backw ards step is Jarger and overshoots, Janding closer to the extrem um .

point. It is to avoid the problem of overshooting in the case where N is too large that
the third step, optin izing N , is necessary.

SinceH isde ned in a high dim ensional space it isnot true that one orthe other ofthetwo
circum stancesm entioned above pertain. C lose to an extrem um , though, H is approxin ately
a quadratic form n the g , H H g g =2, and the above argum ents apply ssparately
for each eigenvector of H . M ore generally, unless N is very large, the algorithm will
always go uphill along directions w ith negative curvature and dow nhill along directions w ith
positive curvature, which will lead it towards a region with an aller gradients, and hence
tow ards som e extrem um .

Now we will describe the procedure for optim izing N . First, one notices that if the
departure from the saddle point is predom inantly In convex (stabl) directions then we get
closer to the m inimum fastest sin ply by using lgradjent descent w ithout backward steps. It
isalso easy to tell if this isthe case; when it is, G G din inisheswith each forward step.
For this reason, and because the unstable frequency of a critical bubblk is typically lower
than any of the stablk frequencies, we w i1l concentrate on the case where aln ost all that is
left is departure from the saddlke In the unstable direction. O ne iteration of the algorithm
m ultiplies the departure from the saddle In the unstable direction by (I  x) exp (x), where
x=N '? and ! istheunstable frequency ofthe saddle point. T he algorithm overshoots
ifx > 1 and it isunstabl ifx > 1278. H owever, we can m easure the extent of overshoot or
undershoot by com paring the gradient after an iteration of the algorithm , G (after), with
the gradient before, G (before). O ur Indicator of whether N is too large is

(i (@fter)G (ebre)
TG bebre)?

; (1)

if this is positive, we can safely increase N, and if i is negative we must reduce N . If
there are no ram aining excitations In stable directions then the value of the indicator will
be 1 x)exp (x), which m akes it easy to choose a new value of N which willm ake x very
closeto 1. W hen x = 1, the algorithm \stegpsbadck" just the right distance and lands on the
saddle point. It is also possble to detem ine the unstabl frequency from the value ofN
which worked optin ally.
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A swih any saddk point nding algorithm it is still necessary to feed In a good starting
guess so that the algorithm nds the right extrem um ofthe action. Here we have little new
to say. Our approach has been to de ne a few param eter Ansatz for a path In eld space
between the EW and CCB vacua, and to use a shooting algorithm to nd the action foreach
value of the param eters. Then we m Inin ize the action over the param eters In the Ansatz.
A 1l that is necessary is that the starting guess not be terrbly bad, although in practice the
saddle nding algorithm converges faster if the starting guess is better.

A 2 E cient algorithm just form ulti- eld critical bubbles

Now we describe amudch m ore e cient algorithm , which ishowever special to the problem of
determm ining critical bubble con gurations and actions in theories w ith m ore than one eld.
The generalproblm isto nd the lowest saddle point of the H am ittonian

Z . 2 !
H=4 r“dr (@rf%ﬁf(fi(r)) ; (52)

w here f; represent several eldswhich m ay allhave condensates, and the boundary conditions
are that the f; start at r = 0 nearthe truem nim um and approach their alse vacuum values
at lJarge r. A lthough we have In m ind a num erical im plam entation involving discretization
of r, we use the sin pler continuum notation.

The problem reduces to the one eld case ifwe consider a restricted sst of con gurations
In which the eldsalways lie along a one din ensional tra gctory through eld space. That is,

=1: (53)
Then we require that the elds f; (r) can be wrtten as f; (1(r)). T his is the sam e asm aking
allofthe eldsdependent on the value ofone eld. For this restricted set of con gurations,
the Ham iltonian is
2 | 3
z 2
, 5 1 d
H (restricted) = 4 rdr4§ = + V (£ 1@x))> : (54)

T he standard shooting algorithm nds the saddle point on this restricted class of con gura—
tions, and its action is an upper bound for the true saddlepoint action. The \onk" rem aining
problem isto nd them ininum over all choices of paths In  eld space.

T his iswhere the gradient descent algorithm com es in. Ifour choice of path is in perfect,
the shooting algorithm gives a bubble con guration which is not a true saddle point. So,
lifting the requirem ent that the elds lie on any prescribed path in eld space, gradient
descent w ill lead to a Jower energy con guration which must, at least Initially, be follow ing a
\better" path through eld space, m eaning one which willgive a Jower saddle point energy.
T his Jeads to the ollow ing algorithm . F irst, we choose som e \reasonable" path through eld
Foace. W e evaluate the potential at a serdes of points along it and de ne the potential to be
the spline Interpolation of those points. Then we iterate the follow ing procedure:
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Figure12: An exam plk ofhow the second algorithm converges to the right line through eld
soace. The starting guess for the Iline through eld space is the leflm ost one w ith a sharp
anglk, and each line in the series represents the result of onem ore iteration ofthe algorithm .
T he algorithm converges quickly to the right line through eld space.

1. Find the saddl point solution for the particular path through eld space by the stan—
dard \shooting" algorithm ;

2. Apply a reasonably short am ount of gradient descent cooling to the resulting con-—
guration, m aking no requiram ents that the elds ramain on any tra gctory in eld
Face;

3. Use the f; (r) after the gradient descent to de ne a new choice for a path through eld
goace. In practice we know f; at a discrete set of radii r, so we take the path to be
the serdes of straight line segm ents pining the points f; (Ginown ) and the potential to
be the spline interpolation of V (£; (v)).

W e illustrate how the iteration converges to the \right" path through eld space in Figure
12, which shows a series of paths in  eld space from iterations of the above algorithm . In
our case there are only two elds, but the algorithm generalizes Inm ediately tom any elds.

Apart from step size errors, the algorithm converges to a saddle point con guration w ith
only one unstable direction. T his isbecause the shooting procedure only allow s one unstabl
m ode, associated w ith varations In dependence of the elds on the radius while staying on
the sam e path, and the gradient descent algorithm does not tolerate any unstable m odes for
which the elds leave the path. There is no guarantee that we will nd the lowest action;
if there are several saddlepoint solutions w ith only one unstable direction, the one we nd
depends on the basin of attraction in which the starting guess for a path lies. This is a
general problem w ith any saddlk point seeking algorithm . H owever we have not found it to
be a problem in practice.
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W e have com pared this algorithm w ith the one describbed in the last subsection. They
converge to the sam e solutions and give the sam e saddle point energy to about 1% accuracy
for the step size we use. It is easier to m ake the general algorithm give higher accuracy; one
recom putes the action with half the step size and extrapolates to zero step size assum ing
O ( ?) errors. This Jeaves a very an allO ( *) emmor which in practice can be m ade of order
10 * quite easily. W e have been less successfiilbringing the errors of the algorithm presented
herebelow O ( ?).However, the algorithm e ciency isdrastically better, especially when the
saddle poInt action is large; and since we are neglecting corrections (such as vacuum two-—
loop contrbutions to V, eld dependent wave function corrections, and higher derivative
corrections) which enter at the 1% levelwe see little point In pursuing num erical accuracy
further.

B R enomn alization G roup choice of couplings

Here we discuss the renom alization group analysis, used to detem ne the scalar couplings

at a renom alization point ~. To begih wih, we need values for the strong and Yukawa

couplings. W e take the value of the strong coupling in the ve quark schem e at the Z polg,

s(91GeVv;M S) = 0:118, and convert it to DR in the six quark plus right squark schem e
using the relation [19]

— ;M S;5 quark
& M , ;DR ;6 quark + right squark) = SMZ{ 5 quark) (55)
S
s 1L 2. my 1. mg

= 2 Z Zm* Zmn ; 56
S 2 2 3 m, 6 m,; 6)

w hich concidentally gives aln ost the sam e value. W e run this to the top m ass using the one
loop beta function, to be given shortly. W e also determm ine the Yukawa coupling at — = m
from the expression [19]

59,

ysh OR; =m )
Y 12 2

;
2

m¢
= — 1 (57)

v
InM S the 5wouldbea 4. W ede ne sothatsin isthe overlap between the light and up—
type {H ,) H iggs eigenstates using the wave functions at the renom alization point st by the
heavy Higgs eld threshold; below the threshold only the combination ysin , which is the
coupling of the light H iggs to the top quark, appears. T he exception isthe top-stop-H iggsino
coupling, which we approxin ate to be 1=sin tim es the H iggstop-top coupling.

W e run g2 and y? to the ultraviokt using one loop beta functions, ncluding only strong
and Yukawa contributions in the beta functions, and putting each heavy particke into loops
after crossing its threshold. At the energy scale of the heaviest particlke, we relate  and
to the gauge couplings using the SU SY relations, given in them ain text n Eq. {11); sim ilarly

1
,C=UV)=y? gg@ (58)

xes  above all thresholds. These SUSY relations hold at this UV scale, although if
we had used M S there would be nonlogarithm ic one loop corrections. Then we run all
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5 ocouplings back down to the nfrared, switching to the e ective theory w ithout a heavy
particle when we cross its m ass threshold. W e allow ourselves the approxin ation that the
Yukaw a-lke ocouplings of gluinos and H iggsinos equal the respective strong and Yukawa
couplings. A lthough these relationships are actually broken below heavy particlk thresholds
we believe that this produces only a an all error. W e also system atically drop electrow eak
contributions to the beta functions.

T he procedure is possible because the strong and Yukawa beta fiinctions do not depend
on the scalar selfcouplings; otherw ise we would have to seek UV values of 2 and y* which
would \hit" the appropriate IR values. The procedure is necessary because our choices for
particle m asses kad to large logarithm s lke logmg=m:) ’ 4, which makes i in portant
to include, or instance, twodoop log” contrbutions. The di erence between perform ing
the renom alization group analysis and sin ply enforcing the SUSY relhtions between the
ocouplings at our nfrared renom alization point is a shift of order 20 in ¢ and , and of
course a larger shift In  ,, which hasa amnall SUSY value at low tan but large radiative
corrections from the Yukawa coupling. T he residualtwo loop and electrow eak errors left out
from our analysis should be of order a few percent.

Now we present the com plte expressions for the beta functions. The sinplest is the
strong beta function,

. a 41 2 ]
& = T2 §+4 - mg)+5 C mg)+ 3 ( Mpeary) 59)
Here 41=3 isthe value In the six quark standard m odelplus right stop, and the fiinctions
tum on each partick’s contribution as™ passes itsm ass threshold; the sum of the tem s is
6, which is the correct expression in the fill SUSY theory.
T he expressions for the other couplings are less elegant; for the Yukawa coupling we have

n

2
Y . _
- 9y” sin® 16f + 9y° cos (T mao)+

+ 2y2+§g§ C mo)+y m5>+§g§r mg) ; (60)
w here the dependence on m 5o is because we actually change what we m ean when we cross
its threshold. Above the A® threshold, the Yukawa coupling is the coupling of the up-type
H,) Higgs el to the tops; below, y? sh® is the coupling of the light Higgs el to the
tops. The expression below allm ass thresholds agrees w ith the standard m odel value and
the resul above thresholds agrees w ith the M SSM result.
T he expressions for the scalars are even m ore com plicated. For the squark selfooupling,
and using SUSY relations for its couplings via D tem s to other squarks which are heavy,
5o the SUSY relations hold when it m atters), we have

"

1 13 3
.= 162zg§ 16@s+28§+2§+5g§ ' Mpeavy) +
1 4 32 44
592 5g§y2+ 2y mg)+ ggﬁ s gg;‘ (C my)
#
+ @8y s 4Y) C my) ; 61)
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w here the reader should be cautiousbecause them eaning of , in this expression changes at
mao andmg;atm o it goes from being the coupling between the up-type H iggs and stop to
that of the Iight H iggs and stop, and at m , it ism odi ed by m ixing, reducing it by a factor
ofl K?=mj).Aspreviously noted we assumem o = m, for sin plicity.

Tomatch , acrossthem g threshold, we requirethatm po = m . There aretwo threshold
e ects; rst, the coupling of the light H iggs below the threshold is sin? tim es the coupling
of the up type H iggs to the stop, plus cos® tim es the coupling of the down type H iggs to
the stop, which is g®=3. A Iso, there is the m ixing induced by the diagram in Figured. The
m atching condition across the threshold is therefore

KZ
m2

@
, below) = @bove) sh® + %oo ¥ sin®
Q

(62)

T he expression forthebeta function of , valid both above and below them 5o threshold,

is
- L6 “sin® + @ ,+ 12 4+ 16 8g) , + 2y +

vy 16 2 yy SI y h s y Y - mQ)

5 32 2 5 5 .
oy L 4 of (T ma)+ @y, 4Ysn’) (T omg)
#
16 32
+ ggﬁ v §g§y25jn2  mg) (63)

Including , e ectsin thebeta function for  isslightly nconsistent because 4, is Jargely an
electroweak e ect and the canceling electroweak e ect required by SUSY ism issing sihcewe
ignore electrow eak couplings. H ow ever the error this causes isnegligblk because 3 ; =@ ?)
is num erically very small com pared to .

Lastly there is the beta function for ;. kbarely runsabovem g, so we enforoe its SUSY
relation there, choosing the value just below to be @+ g%) cos’ 2 )=8. Below bothm 4 and
m po thresholds, we run it using the beta function

= 32 eysn® + 12y? ,sin? (64)

The elkectroweak correction to , from the very heavy squarks is not entirely negligble,
because ofthe large log and because , isnotvery big; it shiftsthe nalvalie of 4 by about
5% ofthe SUSY value. W e have neglected this e ect in our work, as part of consistently
dropping electroweak radiative corrections, which is reasonable because the Yukawa type
correctionsto , are oforder 1.
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