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A bstract

It has been suggested,in connection with electroweak baryogenesis in the M ini-

m alSupersym m etric Standard M odel(M SSM ),thatthe right-handed top squark has

a negative m ass squared param eter,such that its �eld could condense prior to the

electroweak phasetransition (EW PT).Thuscolorand electric chargecould havebeen

broken just before the EW PT.Here we investigate whether the tunneling rate from

thecolor-broken vacuum can everbelargeenough fortheEW PT to occurin thiscase.

W e �nd that,even when allparam eters are adjusted to their m ost favorable values,

thenucleation rateism any ordersofm agnitudetoo sm all.W econcludethat,without

additionalphysicsbeyond the M SSM ,the answer to ourtitle question is \no." This

givesconstraintsin the plane ofthe lightstop m assversusparam etersrelated to stop

m ixing.Howeveritm ay bepossibleto getcolorbreaking in extended m odels,such as

those with R-parity violation.
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1 Introduction

The baryon asym m etry ofthe universe (the excess ofbaryons over antibaryons) is a very

interesting puzzle,and itisexciting thatitsresolution m ay involveonly electroweak physics

which iseitherknown ortestableatcollidersin thenearfuture.Thisisbecauseelectroweak

physicshasthepotentialforsatisfyingallthreeofSakharov’sconditions[1]forbaryogenesis.

The�rst,baryonnum bernonconservation,occursbecauseoftheanom alyandthetopological

structure ofthe vacuum in the SU(2)sectorofthe electroweak theory [2];further,baryon

num ber violation becom es quite e�cient at high tem peratures, T > 100 GeV [3]. The

second condition,CP violation,is present but insu�cient in the m inim alstandard m odel

[4];however,therearenew sourcesin som eextended m odelswhich allow forenough baryon

production.

Thethird condition isthatbaryon num berviolatingprocessesareoutoftherm alequilib-

rium ,atthe m om entofbaryogenesis. Electroweak physicscan assure thisastem peratures

fallthrough the T � 100 GeV range ifthe Higgs �eld gains a large condensate ata �rst

orderphasetransition.To avoid therelaxation ofbaryon num berback tozero in thebroken

phase,theHiggscondensateh m ustsatisfy h=T >
�
1:1 [5].Such a strong phasetransition is

notguaranteed,butitdependson theexactvaluesofm assesand couplings.In thestandard

m odelitdoesnotoccur;with the current bound on the Higgsm ass,m H > 95:5 GeV [6],

there is no phase transition atall[7]. However,in the m inim alsupersym m etric standard

m odel(M SSM ),ifthem ostly right-handed scalartop quark (henceforth stop)issu�ciently

light,then thephasetransition can bestrong enough [8].(A lightleft-handed stop isdisfa-

vored by itscontribution to theprecision electroweak rho param eter.) Forthisto occur,the

rightstop m assparam eterm 2
U m ustbe negative. Ifm ixing between rightand leftstopsis

negligible,them assofthelightsquark satis�esm 2
~t
= m 2

t + m 2
U attreelevel,so thelightest

squark islighter than the top quark. Ifthe left-handed stop is su�ciently heavy,m Q >
�
1

TeV,then its radiative correction to the Higgs boson m ass is large enough to satisfy the

experim entallim it on m h even though the other top squark contributes negligibly to m h.

Thisappearsto be the scenario forelectroweak baryogenesisrequiring the leastadditional

physics.

Ifm 2
U is su�ciently negative (at tree level, ifm 2

U < � (g2s=6y
2
t)m

2
H ), then there is a

second,m etastable m inim um ofthe electroweak potential,in which the stop �eld butnot

theHiggs�eld condenses,and chargeand color,butnotSU(2)weak,arebroken.Atvery high

tem peraturestheonlym inim um ofthefreeenergy isthesym m etry restored one,butifm 2
U is

negativeenough,thischargeand colorbreaking (CCB)m inim um m ightbecom em etastable

ata highertem perature than the conventionalelectroweak (EW )m inim um . Thisopensa

qualitatively new scenario,�rst explored by B�odeker,John,Laine,and Schm idt [9],and

also discussed recently by Quirosetal.[10]. The universe begins athigh tem peratures in

the sym m etric phase. As it cools,at som e tem perature Tc1 the color breaking m inim um

appears,and shortly thereafter,atTnuc1,the universe convertsto thisphase via a bubble-

nucleation-driven �rstorderphase transition. Later,ata tem perature Tc2,the electroweak

m inim um becom esenergetically com petitive with the sym m etric phase,and atTc3 itsfree

energy equals that ofthe color breaking m inim um . Finally,at som e lower tem perature1

1W e denoteby Tnuc2 thetem peratureofnucleation ofelectroweak bubblesfrom thesym m etricphase,in
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Tnuc3,the free energy di�erence between the m inim a becom essu�cientto allow nucleation

ofbubbles ofthe EW phase out ofthe CCB phase,and electroweak sym m etry is broken

and color sym m etry restored.2 Baryogenesis could occur in this transition,which can be

very strong. Italso hasa noveland rich phenom enology;SU(3)color isbroken to SU(2)in

the color-breaking phase,and num erous m ass eigenstates di�er between the phases. The

im plicationsforbaryogenesishave notbeen studied in detail,although they could be very

interesting.

Butbeforestudying them ,weshould �rstascertain whetherthissequenceofphasetran-

sitionscan actually occur.W ith the current,very weak boundson the physicalstop m ass,

there isno problem m aking m 2
U negative enough;and there isa range ofm 2

U valueswhere

colorbreaking would occuratahighertem perature,buttheglobalvacuum m inim um would

be the EW one. But this does not guarantee that the phase transition would have oc-

curred cosm ologically.Forthecase oftheconventionalelectroweak phase transition,orthe

transition tothecolorbreakingphasem entioned above,thereisalwaysatem peraturewhere

bubblenucleation becom ese�cient,sim plybecausethesym m etricphaseeventually becom es

spinodally unstable:the�eld can rolldown instead oftunneling.On theotherhand,forthe

CCB to EW phase transition,both m inim a rem ain m etastable down to T = 0. Itm ay be

that,atsom e tem perature,tunneling outofthe CCB phase occursrelatively quickly. But

itisalso possible thatthe CCB phase m ay satisfy Yoda’sprinciple;\Once you startdown

thatdark path,foreverwillitdom inate yourdestiny." This paperattem ptsto determ ine

whetherthenucleation rateiseverfastenough forescapefrom theCCB m inim um .

The e�ciency ofnucleation ofthe stable phase iscontrolled by the action ofthe lowest

saddle point con�guration interpolating between the two m inim a,in the Euclidean path

integralwith periodictim eofperiod 1=T [11].Atlow tem peraturethetim edirection can be

approxim ated to bein�nite,which allowsoneto recovertheresultsofColem an and Callan

[12];in thislim itthecriticalaction hastheform S = C=g2 and thetunnelingrateistherefore

� exp(� C=g2),where g2 characterizesthe coupling constantsofthe theory and C isa real

num ber which depends on the shape ofthe e�ective potential. At high tem perature,the

saddle pointsolution does notvary in the (very short)Euclidean tim e direction atall,so

the action isS = E =T � m =g2T,with m � gh a characteristic m assscale in the problem

and h theseparation ofthe m inim a in �eld space.Thisleadsto a nucleation rate with the

param etricform exp(� C0h=gT),whereC 0isanotherfunction oftheshapeofthepotential.

Ifthetwom inim aarenearlydegenerate,then C 0isnum erically largeand C iseven larger.

Ifonem inim um isalm ostspinodally unstable,C and C 0can besm all.Howeverthepotential

m ustcom efairly closeto spinodalbeforeC 0becom esassm allasO (1),which m eansthatin

practicenucleation isvery slow exceptneara spinodalpoint.3 Figure1 illustratesthispoint

the casethatcolorbreaking doesnotoccur�rst.
2To be precise,a local,gauge sym m etry isnever\broken" in the sense ofnotbeing a sym m etry ofthe

ground state,and no gauge invariantoperator unam biguously distinguishes the phases. In fact,for som e

valuesofthecouplings,theelectroweak\sym m etric"and \broken"phasesarenotdistinctatall,and thereis

no phasetransition asthetem peratureislowered [7].However,forthe caseathand thesym m etry restored

and broken phases have a good operationalde�nition,in term s ofgauge invariant order param eters like

H yH ,and there isno problem in distinguishing them .
3O ne could im agine m odelswith extra physics,forinstance cosm ic stringscoupling eitherto the Higgs

orstop �elds,in which thephasetransition could bestim ulated by \nucleation sites;" herewewillconsider

only the casewith no additionalexotic physics.
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Figure 1: The e�ective potentialatthe nucleation tem perature forthe electroweak phase

transition,in thestandard scenario wherecolorbreaking neveroccurs.Thebarrierbetween

phasesissm allcom pared to thedi�erencein depthsofthephases.

by showing theshapeofthepotentialfortheHiggs�eld atthetem peratureTnuc2 wherethe

Higgsphase nucleatesoutofthesym m etric phase,ata valueofparam etersforwhich color

breaking doesnotoccur. One noticesthatthe height� ofthe \bum p" separating the two

phasesissm allcom pared to the free energy di�erence �V between them . Thisistypical,

and thevalue ofof�=�V required to m ake thephase transition com plete iseven sm allerif

thestrength ofthetransition (m easured by hhi=T)isincreased.

The tunneling rate from the CCB to the EW m inim um behaves sim ilarly,but unlike

thepureelectroweak transition,itsbum p height�need notgo to zero.M oreoverthephase

transition isstrong;hhi=T becom esquitelargeby thetim ethecriticaltem peratureforthis

second transition isreached. Thisrequiresa very sm all�=�V ,and we are rightto wonder

whetherthatwillbeachieved.Hence,ouraim m ustbetodeterm inenotwhen theCCB phase

tunnels to the EW phase,but whether it can ever do so,on cosm ologically relevant tim e

scales. In Section 2 we m ake som e rough estim atesto determ ine whatregion ofparam eter

space has the fastest tunneling rate. The construction ofthe �nite tem perature e�ective

potentialisdiscussed in Section 3.Thedetailsofhow wecom putethetunneling ratefollow

in Section 4,while the technicaldetailsofthe calculation ofthe criticalbubble shape and

action arepostponed to Appendix A,and therenorm alization group analysisneeded to �nd

the couplingsofthe tree levelpotentialisdescribed in Appendix B. W e conclude thatthe

nucleation istoo slow forEW bubbleseverto percolate,forany physically allowed valuesof

theM SSM couplings.
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2 R ough estim ates and the choice ofparam eters

Before constructing the fulle�ective potential,it is usefulto discuss a rough approxim a-

tion which can give m uch analytic insightinto thedependence ofthetunneling rateon the

m any unknown param eters ofthe M SSM .For this purpose,the m ost im portant term s in

theapproxim atepotentialarethosewhich determ inethecriticaltem peraturesTc1 � Tc3,as

wellas the height ofthe barrier between the color-broken and electroweak phases. These

are precisely the quadratic and quartic couplings that appear in the zero-tem perature ef-

fective potential,butwith coe�cients thatnow depend on tem perature. A m ore accurate

approxim ation would requirethetem perature-induced cubicterm saswell,butthesearenot

necessary forthe analysisofthissection. Only in the following section willwe presentthe

fulle�ectivepotentialwith allterm sincluded.

2.1 Preferred values ofthe couplings

Attreeleveland in theabsenceofsquark m ixing,and assum ing theA 0 boson m assislarge

so thatonly onelinearcom bination ofthetwo Higgsdoubletsislight,thee�ectivepotential

fortheM SSM is

V (h;s)= �
�2h

2
h
2 �

�2s

2
s
2 +

�h

4
h
4 +

�s

4
s
4 +

�y

4
h
2
s
2
: (1)

Here h denotesthe Higgscondensate and s the rightstop condensate,both norm alized as

real�elds. The coupling between the h and s �eldsiswritten as�y because ofitsrelation

to the top quark Yukawa coupling y: �y = y2sin2�,where � is de�ned by the ratio of

the two Higgs�eld VEV’s,tan� = hH 2i=hH 1i. Atleading orderin couplings,and in the

high tem perature expansion,the therm alcorrections to thispotentialtake the form ofan

irrelevantadditiveconstant,plustherm alcorrectionsto them assparam eters,

�
2
h(T)= �

2
h � chT

2
; �

2
s(T)= �

2
s � csT

2
: (2)

The values ofch and cs depend on which degrees offreedom are light, as wellas their

couplings.

Presently we willrelate the m asses and couplings ofour approxim ate potentialto the

param eters ofthe M SSM .First,however,we would like to show how the tunneling rate

depends on the �2i and �i. The goalis to identify those values which give the m axim um

tunneling rate,which in turn willhelp us choose the param eters ofthe M SSM which are

m ostfavorableto tunneling outoftheCCB phase.

First we consider the locations and depths ofthe two m inim a. The Higgs and stop

m inim a,h0 and s0,arecharacterized by

h
2
0 =

�2h

�h
; s

2
0 =

�2s

�s
; (3)

V (h0;0) = �
�4h

4�h
; V (0;s0)= �

�4s

4�s
: (4)

Therefoream inim um isdeeperiftherelevant�2 islargerand therelevant�issm aller.Since

thebestcasefortunneling iswhen theCCB m inim um isasshallow aspossiblecom pared to

theEW one,tunneling preferssm all�h and �
2
s butlarge�s and �

2
h.
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Nextweexam inethecriticaltem peratures.Attreelevel,thetem peraturesTc1,Tc2 where

thesym m etric phasedestabilizesin favoroftheCCB orEW phase,respectively,are

T
2
c1 =

�2s

cs
; T

2
c2 =

�2h

ch
: (5)

W e require Tc1 � Tc2 to get the right sequence ofsym m etry breakings. A large value for

Tc1 con
ictswith theneed to m inim ize �
2
s,so theoptim alchoice isforthephase transition

tem peraturesto bealm ostthesam e,Tc1 ’ Tc2.Theratio �
2
s=�

2
h equalscs=ch in thiscase;so

tunneling isfavored by a sm alltherm alcorrection to thestop m ass,cs,buta largetherm al

correction to theHiggsm ass,ch.

W e should also consider the size ofthe barrier between the m inim a. It is highest for

large values of�y,because the large positive s
2h2 term in the potentialprevents the two

�eldsfrom sim ultaneously havinglargeexpectation values.Toseethis,letus�nd thesaddle

pointofthepotentialbetween thetwo m inim a.Fixing s2=h2 = R,then m inim izing V with

respectto s2 at�xed R,gives

R �
s2

h2
=
2�2s�h � �2h�y

2�s�
2
h � �y�

2
s

) V (R) = �
1

4

(�2h + R�2s)
2

�h + R�y + R 2�s
: (6)

Thesaddlepointisthem axim um ofV (R)overpositivevaluesofR.Such a saddleexistsif

theinequalities
�y

2�h
>
�2s

�2h
>
2�s

�y
(7)

hold;ifnotthen eithertheCCB ortheEW \m inim um " isnotalocalm inim um butasaddle

point.Thisdoesnothappen forany physically allowed param eterswhich giveTc1 > Tc2,so

in practicethereisalwaysa saddle.Itsdepth is

V (saddlepoint)= �
�2s�

2
h�y � �4h�s � �4s�h

�2y � 4�s�h
: (8)

Theinequalities(7)im ply thatboth num eratorand denom inatorofEq.(8)arepositive,so

thatitsoverallvalue isnegative. Ifwe hold �h,�s,�
2
s,and �2h �xed,the saddle energy is

lowerforsm allervaluesof�y,rising to zero as�y ! 1 .

Thuswecan sum m arizeourstudy ofthesim pli�ed e�ectivepotentialby theobservation

thattunneling iseasiestto achieve forsm all�h,large�s,sm all�y,and largech=cs.

2.2 R elation to M SSM param eters

Next we willexam ine the physicalbounds on these variables and consider the choices for

SUSY breakingm assesand otherM SSM param eterswhich optim izetunnelingfrom theCCB

phase.

W e begin with �y. By introducing m ixing between the left-and right-handed stops,it

ispossibleto tune�y to any desired valuesm allerthan itszero-m ixing value,which attree
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Figure2: A treelevelcorrection caused byaheavy leftstop atnonzerom ixing.Ite�ectively

lowersthequarticcoupling between theHiggsand stop �elds.

levelis y2 = 2m 2
t=h

2
0. This is true no m atter how heavy the heavy (left) stop is. To see

this,considerthetreelevelpotentialfortheh and s �elds,butalso allowing fora leftstop

condensateQ.Theterm sin thepotentialwhich depend on theQ �eld are

V (h;s;l)= �
�2h

2
h
2 �

�2s

2
s
2 +

m 2
Q

2
Q
2 +

ysin� ~A
p
2

shQ + (Q 4 and Q 2
h
2
;Q

2
s
2 term s): (9)

Here sin� ~A = �cos�+ A tsin� isthe trilinearcoupling between the rightstop,leftstop,

and Higgs�elds,which isa free param eterin the M SSM .The potentialism inim ized with

respectto Q at�xed s and h by Q = (� ysin�~A=m 2
Q

p
2)sh,up to correctionssuppressed

by powers ofh2=m 2
Q ors2=m 2

Q . At this�eld value the Q dependent contributions sum to

(� y2sin2� ~A 2=4m 2
Q )s

2h2.Thisisequivalentto a shiftin thevalueof�y,

�y(e�ective)= y
2sin2�

 

1�
~A 2

m 2
Q

!

+ 1

3
g
02cos2�: (10)

Thisshiftcan also beunderstood asa consequenceofthediagram shown in Figure2.Ifwe

allow ~A 2=m 2
Q tobeoforderunitythee�ectissigni�cant,whilethecorrectionsoforderh

2=m 2
Q

ors2=m 2
Q which we neglected only give high dim ension operatorssuppressed by powersof

m 2
Q .W eignorethem in whatfollows.

The reduction of�y isthe only tree levele�ectofsquark m ixing,apartfrom the sm all

nonrenorm alizable operators. By varying ~A 2=m 2
Q we can therefore tune �y to be any value

lowerthan itszero-m ixing value.However,thereisan experim entalconstraint;atop squark

lighterthan 85 GeV isruled out[6].Thisputsan upperbound on theperm issible valueof
~A 2=m 2

Q .

Although we concluded the previoussubsection by saying thatm aking �y sm allshould

beadvantageousfortunneling,doingsoalsohasacost;by dim inishing thecouplingbetween

theHiggsand stop �elds,italso reducesch,m oreso than cs.Thisisbecausea triplet(N c)

oftherm alsquarkscontributetoch viathe�y interaction,whereasonly adoubletoftherm al
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Higgsbosonscontribute to cs by the sam e interaction. M oreovercs isalready largerthan

ch,so thefractionalchangeto ch iseven worse.Thisshiftin thetherm alm assesgoesin the

wrong direction so faras the CCB to electroweak tunneling is concerned. Additionally,a

nonzerovalueof ~A changesotherradiativecorrections.Becauseofthesecom plications,wedo

nottry to predictthe optim um valueof ~A;ratherwewilltreat ~A 2=m 2
Q asa freeparam eter

and search for the m ost favorable value,within the range perm itted by the experim ental

bound on thephysicalsquark m ass.

Nextconsider�s,�h,cs,and ch. In the supersym m etric lim itthe quartic couplingsare

given in term softhegaugecouplings(g0,g,gs)and �:

�h =

 
g2 + g02

8

!

cos22�; �s =
g2s

6
+
2g02

9
; (11)

but both relations,as wellas Eq.(10),are violated below the m ass thresholds ofheavy

particles.Them ostim portantcorrectionsarethosewhich involvegs and y.W ewillsystem -

atically include allsuch correctionsto �h,�y,and �s.Howeverwe willbe lesscarefulwith

them uch sm allercorrectionsoforderg4 and willdrop thebottom and tau Yukawacouplings

altogether.

Am ong the particles assum ed to be heavy,whose loop e�ects change the tree levelre-

lations(11),the squarks ofthe �rsttwo generations and the rightsbottom are im portant

because oftheir strong interactions. Above their m ass threshold they m ake the running

coupling g2s(�)largerin theultraviolet,butthey also m ake� s(�)run fasterin thesam edi-

rection;thustheirabsence,when therenorm alization scalefallsbelow theirm assthreshold,

causesthe infrared value of�s to be largerthan itssupersym m etric value;atone loop the

di�erenceis

�

 
6�s

g2s
� 1

!

squarks

=
2

3
�

g2s

16�2

X
 

ln
m ~q

�
+ O (1)

!

: (12)

The term denoted by \O (1)" is actually zero in the DR renorm alization schem e, which

we use,so we shallhenceforth drop it. The sum is over 
avors and chiralities,9 in all.

The heavier these squarks are,the easier is the nucleation; hence we take them to have

m assesof10 TeV,sincelargervaluesm ay notbeconsistentwith low-energy SUSY from the

standpointofnaturalness. Since g2s runssigni�cantly between 10 TeV and the electroweak

scale,a renorm alization group analysisisindispensable fordeterm ining thecorrectrelation

between �s and g
2
s.In factwewillperform arenorm alization group analysisforallthescalar

couplings,butin thissection wejustpresenttheoneloop resultsto seewhich way couplings

arem odi�ed,so wecan choosetheoptim alparam etervalues.

Continuing theanalysisof�s=g
2
s,wenextconsiderthee�ectsofgluino loops,such asthe

diagram sin Figure3.Thesecorrect�s,and alsocontributetothelightsquark therm alm ass

coe�cientc s ifthegluino isnotheavy com pared to theweak scale.Thelattercontribution

isa function ofm ~g=T:

�(cs)gluino =
g2s

9

2

4
�2

12

Z 1

m ~g=T

q

x2 � (m~g=T)
2

ex + 1
dx

3

5 : (13)

Theterm in bracketsgoesto 1 atsm allm =T and behaveslike e� m =T forlargem =T.In the

form ercase,thecorrection to cs isquitelargeand tendsto inhibittunneling from theCCB
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Figure3: Gluino loop contributionsto (a)thequarticcoupling �s and (b)thelightsquark

therm alm assand wave function renorm alization.

vacuum .Thusweshould try tosuppressthistherm alm assby takingthegluinotobeheavy.

However,thegluino also shifts6�s=g
2
s,

�

 
6�s

g2s
� 1

!

gluino

= �
68

3
�

g2s

16�2
ln
m ~g

�
: (14)

Theshiftislargeand unfavorablefortunneling;itism inim ized by m aking thegluino light.

Thebestvalueform ~g isaround 600 GeV,which isassm allasitcan bewhilestillavoiding

a substantialcorrection to thetherm alstop m ass.Laterwewillshow num erically thatthis

valuereally isoptim al.

Sim ilarly,Higgsino (~h)loopsshiftthe stop quartic coupling and therm alm assthrough

the diagram sofFigure 4. The correction to the therm alm ass,forHiggsinosthatare light

enough to bepresentin thetherm albackground,is

�(cs)H iggsino =
y2

12
: (15)

s s

s

t l t l
t l

s s

s (b)

h

h

h

(a)

Figure4: Higgsinoloop contributionsto(a)thequarticcoupling�s and (b)thelightsquark

therm alm assand wave function renorm alization.

9



Sincewewantto m inim izecs,thisgivessom epreferenceforaheavy Higgsino.However,the

shiftin �s=g
2
s hastheform

�

 
6�s

g2s
� 1

!

H iggsino

=
� 24y4 + 8y2g2s

16�2g2s
ln
m ~h

�
: (16)

Sincethecoe�cientisnegative,theneed to m axim ize� s m akesthisfavorlighterHiggsinos.

W e infer that,like gluinos,the Higgsino should also be ofinterm ediate weight for fastest

tunneling.

Itrem ainsto determ ine tan�,the m assofthe heavy Higgsbosonsm A 0,and the m ass

m Q ofthethird generation leftsquark doublet,including theleftstop.Thecontribution of

the heavy Higgsbosonsto ch turnsoutto benegative,and there isa positive contribution

tocs duetotheirYukawacoupling,which ishoweversuppressed by cos
2�.Forthesereasons

itisbestto m akethem heavy.They also giveradiativecorrectionswhich m ake�s largeras

m A 0 becom esheavier. The form iscom plicated because there isanothertrilinearcoupling

between the heavy Higgs,the rightstop,and the leftstop.To avoid thiscom plication and

because a heavy m A 0 ispreferred anyway,we take the A 0 m assto be degenerate with the

leftstop squark m ass.

Now considerm Q and tan�.W ewanttan�tobesm alltom inim ize� h,and forthesam e

reason itwould be advantageousto m ake m Q light. However thisdesire isconstrained by

theneed to m ake thephysicalHiggsboson heavierthan thelim itfrom directexperim ental

searches:m h > 95:5 GeV fora standard-m odel-likeHiggsboson,to which theM SSM Higgs

boson reverts in the lim it oflarge m A 0 [6]. m h can be m ade su�ciently heavy either by

m aking tan� orm Q large.Thequestion isthereforewhich param eterdoeslessharm to the

phasetransition ifitisincreased.To answerthis,wem ustconsidertheradiativecorrections

from theheavy squark to each coupling (assum ing m A 0 = m Q ):

�

 
6�s

g2s
� 1

!

left stop

=
1

16�2g2s

 

12y4
"

1+ 2
~A 2

m 2
Q

�
~A 4

m 4
Q

#

� 8y2g2s + (4=3)g4s

!

ln
m Q

�
(17)

�(�h)left stop =
1

16�2

 

3y4sin4�

"

1+ 2
~A 2

m 2
Q

�
~A 4

m 4
Q

#

� 12y2�h sin
2
�

!

ln
m Q

m t

: (18)

Thecontribution to �s ispositiveand thereforefavorableto nucleation.Thebestcom bina-

tion is therefore to m ake tan� sm alland m Q just large enough to satisfy the Higgs m ass

lim it;thism axim izes�s overparam etervalueswhere �h isatitsexperim entallowerlim it.

Asthe expressionsshow,the contribution to �h islargerifthere ism ixing. W e eithertake

tan� = 2:5 and �x m Q to be the m inim um value needed to satisfy the lim iton the Higgs

m ass,orifthe resulting value ofm Q exceeds10 TeV,we take m Q = 10 TeV and tan� the

sm allestvaluewhich satis�estheHiggsm assbound.Using theoneloop expressionsabove,

thevalueofm Q need neverbe10TeV,butin arenorm alization group analysis,becausey(�)

islessthan thetreevalueforlarge�,thesquark m assm ustbeheavier.

Finally we m ustchoosem assesfortheW ino,theBino,and thesleptons.Forsim plicity

weom itthesleptonsaltogether,sincetheircontributionsaresm all.W ecannotdo thesam e

for the W ino and the Bino because the lightest supersym m etric partner m ust be neutral;

som ething needs to be lighter than the right stop. Since the Higgsino has already been

10



designated as m oderately heavy,som e linear com bination ofthe neutralW ino and Bino

m ustbethelightestsupersym m etricparticle.W ehavechosen to m aketheW inoslight;but

we have also checked thatour results are quite insensitive to the values ofthe neutralino

m asses.

Thiscom pletesourdiscussion ofthechoiceofparam eters.W ehaveanalyticallypredicted

the m ostfavorable range forevery param eterexceptthe m ixing param eter ~A 2=m 2
Q ,which

m ust therefore be varied to �nd the optim alvalue for tunneling. Ofcourse,we willalso

verify thepredictionsofthissection by varying each param eterfrom itsoptim alvalue.

Itisnotclearwhetherany ofourchoicescan bem otivated by a speci�cm odelofsuper-

sym m etry breaking.Butthisisnotthepoint;we wantto identify theoptim alvaluesofall

M SSM param etersto obtain thelargestpossibletunneling rate.Sincetherateturnsoutto

betoo sm all,any furtherrestrictionson thespaceofSUSY param etersfrom m odelbuilding

considerationswillonly strengthen ourconclusions.

3 T he E�ective Potential

Here we discussthe e�ective potentialwe use,paying particularattention to the choice for

scalarcouplingsand to the rathercom plicated m ass m atriceswhich occurwhen there are

two condensates. The �rststep isto �nd them asseigenvaluesofallparticleswhich run in

loops,asa function ofthe arbitrary background �elds whose e�ective potentialissought.

In thepresentcase,we m ust�nd the m assesasfunctionsofh and s,the Higgsand squark

�elds.Thistask iscom plicated by thelargedegreeofm ixing between m any di�erent
avor

eigenstateswhen both �eldsarenonzero,butsincewewillnum erically diagonalizeallm ass

m atrices,thisisnota problem in practice.

Oncethem asseigenvaluesareknown,theone-loop potentialcan beexpressed as

Ve�(h;s)= Vtree + Vc:t:+ V1;vac + V1;therm : (19)

Here Vtree is the tree-levelpotential,Eq.(1),with couplings and m asses to be speci�ed

presently in great detail,Vc:t: is a counterterm potentialwhich could be considered part

of Vvac but is kept separate for convenience, and the rem aining term s are the one-loop

vacuum and therm alcontributions.Thevacuum partistheColem an-W einberg potentialat

a renorm alization scale�,

V1;vac(h;s)=
1

64�2

X

i

� m
4
i(h;s)

 

ln
m 2

i(h;s)

�2
�
3

2

!

; (20)

with � being + for bosons and � for ferm ions in the sum over species. Each realscalar

or physicalgauge boson polarization,and each helicity ofa W eylferm ion counts as one

state.Theconstant3=2 would be5=6 forgaugeboson contributionsin theM S schem e,but

in DR,which we adopt,allparticles have 3=2. The therm alpartofthe potential,before

resum m ation oftherm alm asses,isgiven by

V1;therm (h;s)=
T4

(2�)3

X

i

�

Z

d
3
p ln

�

1� e
�
p

p2+ m 2

i
(h;s)=T

�

: (21)
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This issom etim es approxim ated by its high-tem perature expansion,but we also need the

correctvaluesatlow tem peratures. A convenient analytic form which isaccurate atboth

high and low T isgiven in ref.[13].Toim proveconvergenceoftheperturbation expansion at

�nitetem perature,itisim portantto resum thetherm alm assesoftheparticlesby replacing

m 2
i with m 2

i + ciT
2 in Eq.(21). The form ciT

2 isonly valid in the high tem perature lim it,

so we willinstead use a m ore exactdeterm ination,to be described below,forthe therm al

m assesoftheHiggsand squark �elds.

3.1 D e� nition ofVtree and Vct

To fully de�ne Ve�,we m ustspecify the m assesand couplingsin Vtree,and which particles

appearin thesum overspeciesoftheone-loop part.Thetwo questionsarerelated,sincethe

loop e�ectsofany particlesnotexplicitly appearing in thesum sshould bedirectly incorpo-

rated into thecouplingsofVtree.W ehavechosen to excludethefollowing particlesfrom the

sum over species: �rst and second generation squarks,the left-handed stop and sbottom ,

and the heavy Higgs bosons. Sleptons are entirely om itted,and light quarks and leptons

are counted only insofarasthey a�ectthe therm al(Debye)m asscoe�cients c i. Allother

particlesappearin thesum m ations:thegaugebosons,gauginos,neutralinos,Higgsinos,top

quark,right-handed stop,and lightHiggsboson. In addition,the color-com ponentofthe

left-handed bottom quark in the color-breaking direction m ixeswith the charged Higgsino
~h+2 in the presence ofthe squark condensate,so itm ustalso be included. The decision as

to whetherto includeparticlesexplicitly isbased upon how largea contribution they m ake

to V1;therm ,which containsterm softheform Tm 3
i athigh tem peratures.Such a dependence

on the �elds cannot be reproduced by the quadratic and quartic term s in Vtree. On the

otherhand,particleswith m assesm uch greaterthan T are negligible in V1;therm ,and their

contributionstoV1;vac can beexpressed aspurely quadraticand quarticterm sfor�eld values

m uch lessthan thelargem asses.

Our choice for Vtree is as follows. For the quartic scalar couplings �h,�s,and �h,we

use their values at the DR renorm alization point �,in the e�ective theory in which all

heavy squarksand thegluino and Higgsino havebeen integrated out.Thesearedeterm ined

by a renorm alization group (RG)analysis,which can be found in Appendix B. Applying

an RG analysis is im portant to get accurate values ofthe scalar couplings because �s is

not very sm alland because we have taken som e m asses to be very large,leading to large

hierarchies and large logarithm s. The di�erence between perform ing the RG analysis and

sim ply enforcing the SUSY relations between couplings at the scale � is oforder a 20%

shiftin scalarself-couplings,and thedi�erencebetween doing an RG analysisand a sim ple

one-loop m atch issm allerbutstillnotnegligible.

Theresultoftheanalysisisthatthecoupling�y issubstantially lowerthan itstreevalue,

�y(�)’ 0:71ratherthan 1;thisispartlybecauseoftheQCD correction between theYukawa

couplingand thetop quark m assand partly becauseofalargedownward correction from the

gluino.Thevalueof�s issurprisinglyclosetoitsSUSY valueusingg2s attheZ pole;typically

�s ’ 0:24. This is because ofan approxim ate cancellation between positive contributions

from thegluinoand Higgsino,which arenaturally large,and negativecontributionsfrom the

heavy squarks which we have enhanced by choosing these squarks to be extrem ely heavy.

TheHiggscoupling �h isexpected to receivelargeradiativecorrections,butthey arenotas

12



large asusually expected,because ofthe threshold correction to the Yukawa coupling and

becausetheYukawa coupling getsweakerin theUV.Asa resulttheleftstop m ustbevery

heavy and tan� m ustbeabout3 to reach theexperim entallim iton theHiggsm ass,unless

thereism ixing.

Notethatboth thecorrection to �y and theslowerrunning of�h arebad forthe\usual"

scenario in which only the electroweak phase transition occurs. The lower�y weakens the

electroweak phasetransition,narrowing theperm itted rangeofparam eters;and thesm aller

correctionsto �h requirea largerhierarchy between theleftand rightstop m assesto satisfy

the experim entalHiggsm asslim it,which increasesthe am ountoftuning needed in setting

theSUSY breaking param eters.

Having chosen the scalar self-couplings in the tree potential,we now specify the m ass

param eters. The value of�2h is chosen so the m inim um ofthe tree potentialoccurs at

v = 246 GeV,and �2s isan inputvariable.

Nextweconsiderthecounterterm potential,Vc:t:.Thetreeand oneloop e�ectivepoten-

tialsjustdescribed double-countthein
uenceofanyheavy particleleftoutofpartoftheRG

evolution butincluded in Eq.(20),which in ourcase m eansthe gluinosand theHiggsinos.

Henceweneed to subtracto� theextra contribution to thequarticcoupling.Also,Eq.(20)

generatespotentially large �nite correctionsto the Higgsand squark m asses,and we m ust

includecounterterm sto absorb these.Thefullcounterterm contribution isthen

Vc:t: = �
1

2
��hh

2 �
1

2
��ss

2 �
��s

4
s
4 �

��h

4
s
2
h
2
; (22)

��s = �
44

9
g
4
s log

m ~g

�
� 4y4log

m ~h

�
; (23)

��y = �
32

3
g
2
sy

2sin2�log
m ~g

�
� 4y4sin2�log

m ~h

�
: (24)

The coe�cients in Eq.(24) com e from Eq.(20) and the expression for the ferm ion m ass

m atrix,to follow in Eqs.(30)and (32)below.

TheHiggsm asscounterterm is�xed by thecondition thatthetree-levelm inim um ofthe

vacuum potentialshould notbeshifted,

� ��h v+
@V1;vac

@h
(v;0)= 0: (25)

Forthesquark m assterm ,wechoosethecorresponding m asscounterterm ��s to cancelthe

one-loop contribution to thecurvatureatthesym m etric point:

� ��s +
@2V1;vac

@s2
(0;0)= 0; (26)

so the param eter�s retainsitsinterpretation asthe negative curvature ofthe potentialat

theorigin.

3.2 Field-dependent m asses

W e arenow ready to turn ourattention to theone-loop contributions.The m ain challenge

here isto �nd the m asseigenstatesin the regionswhere h 6= 0 and s 6= 0,where the m ass
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m atricescan becom eratherlargeduetom ixing between stateswhich rem ain separatein the

m ore fam iliarsituation where s = 0. The sim plestexam ple isthe Higgsboson,h,and the

squark com ponentin thecolor-breaking direction,s.Their2� 2 m assm atrix is

M 2
h;s =

 
�h(3h

2 � v2)+ 1

2
�ys

2 �yhs

�yhs � �2s + 3�ss
2 + 1

2
�yh

2

!

: (27)

Nextin com plexity arethegaugebosons.Becauseboth sand h carry hypercharge,there

ism ixing between the three kindsofgauge bosonswhen both �eldsare nonzero. Take the

color-breaking direction to be a = 3 in the fundam entalrepresentation ofSU(3)with color

indices a. Then the m ixing takes place between the B ,W 3,and A 8 gauge bosons (each

having threepolarization states),with m assm atrix

M 2
g:b:=

0

B
B
@

1

4
g02h2 + 4

9
g02s2 � 1

4
gg0h2 � 2

3
p
3
g0gss

2

� 1

4
gg0h2 1

4
g2h2 0

� 2

3
p
3
g0gss

2 0 1

3
g2ss

2

1

C
C
A : (28)

In factonly two ofthe eigenvaluesof(28)arenonzero,since there isstillonelinearcom bi-

nation ofgeneratorswhich gives an unbroken U(1)sym m etry,even when both VEV’s are

present. There isalso an unbroken SU(2)generated by A 1,A 2,A 3,so these gluonsrem ain

m assless.ThefourgluonsA 4-A 7 rem ain unm ixed,butgeta m ass

m g =
1

4
g
2
ss

2
: (29)

The m ostbaroque sectoristhatofthe ferm ions. W hen s 6= 0,there ism ixing between

the charginos and the com ponent ofthe left-handed bottom quark in the color breaking

direction,b3L. There is also m ixing between top quarks,�ve ofthe gluinos,and allthe

neutralinos. These can be described by 5� 5 and 15� 15 M ajorana m ass m atrices. The

chargino-bL m assm atrix,in thebasis fW � ,fW + ,~h�1 ,
~h+2 ,b

3
L,is

M �� ;bL
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 m 2 0
p
2�2

m 2 0
p
2�1 0

0
p
2�1 0 �

p
2�2 0 � 0 �

y
p
2
s

�
y
p
2
s 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (30)

wherewede�ne

�1 = 1

2
ghcos�; �2 =

1

2
ghsin�;

�
0
1 = 1

2
g
0
hcos�; �

0
2 =

1

2
g
0
hsin�: (31)

The spectrum is that oftwo Dirac ferm ions and one m assless one. For the top-gluino-

neutralino m assm atrix wehave,in thebasistL,t
c
R ,~g,

eB ,fW 0,~h01,
~h02,

M t;~g;�0 =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0
ysin�
p
2
h1 0 0

y
p
2
s�3a

ysin�
p
2
h1 0 X � 2

3
g0s�3a

0 X T M 3 0

0 � 2

3
g0s�3a 0 m 1 0 � �01 �02

0 m 2 �1 � �2

� �01 �1 0 � �
y
p
2
s�3a �02 � �2 � � 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(32)
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where1 istheunitm atrix in colorspace,�3a projectsonto thecolorbreaking direction,and

thesubm atricesforthegluinosand gluino-tR m ixing aregiven by

M 3 = m 3

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 1

1 0

0 1

1 0

1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; X = 1p
2
gss

0

B
B
@

1 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0
q

2=3

1

C
C
A : (33)

Finally,letusm ention the scalarswhich rem ain unm ixed:the 3 Higgsand 5 rightstop

Goldstonebosons,with respective m asses(in Landau gauge,used throughout)

m
2
�h

= �h(h
2 � v

2)+ 1

2
�ys

2
; (34)

m
2
�s

= �ss
2
� �

2
s +

1

2
�yh

2
: (35)

Alsobecausewework in Landau gauge,theghostsarem asslessand donotcontributetothe

one loop e�ective potential. Thiscom pletes the listofallparticles appearing in the sum s

fortheone-loop potential.

In com puting theabovem asses,weevaluatethegauge,Yukawa,and scalarcouplingsat

a com m on renorm alization point�,in thesix quark plusrightsquark schem e,so thegluino,

Higgsino,and heavy squarks are treated asintegrated out. The scalar couplings are then

the sam e asthe onesappearing in the tree potential. The value of�isa param eterofour

e�ective potential. The � dependence should form ally be a two loop e�ect. However this

doesnotguarantee itto be assm allasm ightbe expected. The therm alcontributionsare

form ally a oneloop e�ect,butbecause thetheory hasscalarm asseswhich areunprotected

from largeradiative corrections(in theabsence ofSUSY,which therm ale�ectsbreak),the

therm alpotentialcan correctm assparam etersatorder1.The�dependenceofthetherm al

partisonly down by oneloop,so ch and cs depend on �atoneloop.Varying �givesagood

indication ofthesensitivity ofourresultsto two loop therm ale�ects,in particularthetwo

loop e�ectswhich �x theoneloop renorm alization scaleofcs and ch.

3.3 T herm alm asses

To com plete ourconstruction ofthe e�ective potential,we need to determ ine the therm al

m asses � i(T) which are resum m ed in V1;therm (m
2
i) by replacing m 2

i with m 2
i + � i. In the

high-tem perature lim it,these therm alself-energies,ofthe form � i = ciT
2,have allbeen

com puted in ref.[14],which showsthe separate contribution to each ci com ing from every

possibleparticlein thespectrum oftheM SSM .Oneshould om itthecontributionsfrom any

statesthatarem uch heavierthan thetem perature.Forthosewhich m aybeon theborderline

fortherm aldecoupling,say particle j,we can 
ag theircontributionsby m ultiplying them

with a coe�cient� j,in thenotation of[14].

Thus,with thespectrum wehaveassum ed,thetherm alm asscoe�cientsforthelongitu-

dinalcom ponentsoftheU(1),SU(2)and SU(3)gaugebosons(B ,W ,A)are,respectively,

cB =
g02

18
(41+ 3�~h) (36)
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cW =
g2

6
(11+ 2�eW + �~h) (37)

cA =
g2s

6
(13+ 3�~g); (38)

while the transverse com ponents rem ain m assless at this order in the couplings. The �j
functions interpolate between 1 and 0 asthe m ass ofparticle j goesfrom zero to in�nity.

Theexpression fora ferm ion isthebracketed partofEq.(13),and theexpression forbosons

issim ilarbutwith thereplacem entsexp(x)+ 1! exp(x)� 1 and 12! 6.W eevaluatethe

Debyem assesath = s= 0.

HoweverfortheHiggsbosonsand stops,there isan added com plication;theHiggsand

stop �elds them selves give a contribution to the therm alm asses,which are therm alm ass

dependent. W e self-consistently determ ine � h and � s so that they really represent the

curvatureofV1;therm attheorigin of�eld space,by de�ning

� h =
@2

@h2
V1;therm (m

2
i(h;s)+ � i)

�
�
�
h= s= 0

; (39)

� s =
@2

@s2
V1;therm (m

2
i(h;s)+ � i)

�
�
�
h= s= 0

: (40)

These relationsarerecursive,so they cannotbesolved analytically,butthey converge very

quickly on iteration.The sam e therm alm assvaluesalso apply to the respective Goldstone

m odesoftheHiggsboson and thestop.

Theferm ions’behaviorisinfrared-safeand thereisno need to perform any m assresum -

m ation forthem .

3.4 T wo-loop e� ects

W ehavealso considered thee�ectofincluding �nite-tem peraturetwo-loop contributionsto

thee�ective potential.There arem any such diagram s,which eitherhave thetopology ofa

�gureeight(��)orthesetting sun (	 ).In thelatter,thetrilinearvertex could com efrom a

quarticcoupling expanded around thearbitrary background Higgsorsquark �eld VEV’s,or

itcould representcubiccouplingsinvolving gaugebosonsorgaugebosonsand m atter�elds.

W ehavesim pli�ed thecom putation ofthetwo-loop diagram sby ignoringtheg0coupling,

which elim inates m ixing between the gluon A 8 and the B and W 3 gauge bosons. W e also

work only to leading order in the high tem perature expansion and treat only degrees of

freedom which arelightand thereforein
uencethestrengthsofthephasetransitionsoutof

thesym m etricphase.Thisisappropriateifourm ain goalisto understand thesetransitions

m oreaccurately,anditallowsustousetheexpressionsderived in [9].Howeverthisprocedure

m akestwo errors:itdoesnotcom pletely accountfortwo-loop correctionsto cs and ch,and

it becom es less accurate at lower tem peratures and larger�eld values,where the CCB to

EW transition m ay occur. W e can com pensate for the �rst problem by seeing how large

a correction to cs m ust be by arti�cially inserting a shift �cs \by hand," but the second

error is m ore problem atic. However,in this regim e the two-loop e�ects are substantially

sm allerthan theone-loop e�ects,which we aretreating carefully;and in any casetheform

ofthe two-loop contributionsare notknown beyond leading orderin the high tem perature

expansion so itisdi�cultforusto do better.
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Because ofthese lim itations in the two-loop form ulas,we consider their e�ects to be

indicative ofwhat one m ight expect from a m ore carefultreatm ent, but not necessarily

quantitatively accurate. The good newsisthatthe two-loop e�ectstend to m ake the tun-

neling from CCB to electroweak phasesm ore di�cult,thusstrengthening ourconclusions.

Itseem slikely thattheresultofam oreaccuratetwo-loop treatm entwould besom ewherein

between thoseoftheone-loop potentialand thehigh-T expansion ofthetwo-loop potential.

4 B ubble nucleation from C C B phase

In thissection wewill�rstdiscusshow tocom putebubblenucleation rates.Then wediscuss

thetwoproblem sweneed toapply itto:theproblem ofgettingintotheCCB phasewithout

getting into the EW phase �rst;and the problem ofgetting outofthe CCB phase to the

EW phase.

4.1 N ucleation rates

To com putetherateofbubblenucleation atoneloop,oneshould �rst�nd thesaddlepoint

oftheapproxim atee�ectiveaction

S =

Z
1=T

0

d�

Z

d
3
x

�
1

2

�

(@�h)
2 + (@ih)

2 + (@�s)
2 + (@is)

2
�

+ V1 loop;therm al(h;s)

�

: (41)

After�ndingthesaddlepoint,oneshould nextcom putetheone-loop
uctuation determ inant

aboutthissaddlepoint,subtracting outthosee�ectsalready included by using theone-loop

e�ective potential. By incorporating one-loop,therm ale�ects into the e�ective potential,

and then subtracting them o� from the
uctuation determ inant,oneautom atically includes

thedom inante�ectsin thesaddleaction.The
uctuation determ inantthen servesto�x the

wave function norm alization and accountforsm alladditionalO (�s)correctionswhich can

beroughly thoughtofashigherderivative corrections.

W e willm ake one sim pli�cation and one approxim ation. The sim pli�cation isthat,at

reasonably large tem peratures,the saddle solution does not vary in the (Euclidean) tim e

direction,so the � integralcan be perform ed im m ediately,
R1=T
0 d� = 1=T,and exp(� S)

becom es exp(� E =T). This sim pli�cation is strictly correct down to a tem perature T �

!� =2�,with ! � the unstable frequency ofthe saddlepoint. Param etrically !� � mW but

num erically it is sm aller,and the therm altreatm ent works down to T < 5 GeV in our

case. W e can probe its breakdown by com puting the vacuum action,in which
R1=T
0 d� is

approxim ated by
R
1

� 1 d�.W e�nd in practice thatthe tunneling ratehasalwayspeaked at

tem peratureswellabove the tem perature where thetherm altreatm entbreaksdown,so we

arenotm issing anything by m aking thissim pli�cation.

Theapproxim ation wem akeisthat,ratherthan com puting thefull
uctuation determ i-

nant,we approxim ate its e�ectby the use ofthe one loop therm ale�ective potentialand

by a choice ofwave function fortheh and s �eldssuch thatthecurvaturesofthepotential

attheEW m inim um arethephysicalm asses.Thisleavesan O (�s)errorin thedeterm ined

exponent,from the�eld dependenceofthewavefunction and from higherderivativecorrec-

tions.Theerrorissm allwhen thephasetransition isstrong,which indeed isthecase,aswe
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willdiscussbelow. Ourprocedure also elim inatesrenorm alization pointdependence atthe

oneloop level.

W eusethefulloneloope�ectivepotentialincludingallSUSY partnerswhich givevacuum

radiativecorrectionsinvolvingstrongorYukawacouplings.W edonotuseahightem perature

expansion ordim ensionalreduction.Thisavoidanceofthehigh T expansion isappropriate

becausenucleation from theCCB to theEW m inim um ism ostlikely ata tem peraturewell

below theCCB phasetransition tem perature,aswillbeshown;hence,the�eld condensates

arelargeand thetem peratureism oderatewherethenucleation ism ostlikely tooccur.Since

thehigh T approxim ation isan expansion in yh=2�T orgss=2�T,itsconvergenceisnotvery

goodintherelevantregim e.In contrast,theloopcountingparam eterforperturbation theory

isg2sT=4�gssory
2T=4�yh,which issm all.Two-loop e�ectsarethereforenotexpected to be

very large.Becausethetwo-loop contributionstothee�ectivepotentialhavebeen calculated

only atleading orderin thehigh T expansion,including them m ightnotreally im provethe

accuracy ofthe calculation ofthe CCB to EW tunneling action. On the other hand,the

transition from thesym m etricto theCCB phaseoccursata highertem perature,so neglect

ofthe two loop therm ale�ectsm ay notbe such a good approxim ation there: we m ake an

errorin thedeterm ination ofthephasetransition tem peraturewherethescondensateform s.

But what really m atters is the error in the tem perature di�erence between the CCB and

EW phasetransition tem peratures,and wewillstudy how im portantsuch an errorisin due

course.

Super�cially,itm ay seem thatwehavem adecontradictory approxim ations:thee�ective

potentialshouldnotrelyuponalargeT expansion,whilethebubblenucleationtreatm entcan

doso.Butthetwo statem entsareactually com patible;thehigh tem peratureapproxim ation

forbubble nucleation hasa m uch widerrange ofvalidity than the high T expansion ofthe

e�ective potential. Thisisbecause the therm altunneling treatm entdependson !� ,which

though param etrically oforder m W is num erically sm aller. Also and m ore im portantly,

the therm altunneling treatm entrem ainsstrictly valid untilT � !� =2�,while the high T

expansion ceases to converge atT � mt=� but starts getting large high order corrections

wellbeforethen.

Ifwe wanted to perform a com plete two loop calculation we would need not only the

oneloop 
uctuation determ inant,butalso thetwo loop analog.Thereareserioustechnical

obstaclestosetting up such acalculation,and wearenotawareofany work in theliterature

which perform ssuch a calculation forany nontrivialsaddle pointin a �eld theory. Itisan

assum ption,perhapsjusti�ed,thatthem ostim portanttwo loop e�ectscan beincorporated

by using the two loop e�ective potential. Thisiswhatwe do to com pare the one and two

loop tunneling rates;the\two loop"resultsdiscussed below stilldonotincludeeven theone

loop 
uctuation determ inant.

4.2 G etting into the C C B phase: choice of�2s

As pointed out in Section 2,we need a large enough value of�2s (the negative stop m ass

term ) to getinto the CCB phase before the electroweak phase transition;but too large a

value prohibitsnucleation from the CCB to the EW phase.So whatvalue of�2s should we

use? Since we are trying to see ifnucleation from the CCB to the EW m inim um is ever

possible,we should use the lowestperm issible value,thatisthe lowestvalue forwhich the
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Figure 5: Schem atic dependence ofcriticaland bubble nucleation tem peratures for the

two com peting phase transitions (sym m etric to CCB and sym m etric to electroweak) as a

function ofsquark m ass.

sym m etric to CCB transition happensbeforethesym m etricto EW transition can occur.

At this point it is im portant to distinguish between the criticaltem perature Tc and

the nucleation tem perature Tnuc for a phase transition. The criticaltem perature for the

sym m etric to CCB phase transition,Tc1,isthe tem perature where the free energiesofthe

CCB phase and ofthe sym m etric phase are equal. However,the phase transition doesnot

begin untilthe CCB phase isfavorable enough so thatcopiousbubblesofthe CCB phase

form .Roughly,thisoccurswhen thetunneling action ofa criticalbubbleoftheCCB phase

is sm allenough to putone bubble in each Hubble volum e in one Hubble tim e,E crit=T ’

4log(T=H ),with H theHubbleconstant.Attheelectroweak epoch,4log(T=H )’ 145.

Itis convenient to de�ne,nota nucleation tem perature,buta nucleation tem perature

range,wheretheupperedgeoftherangeisthetem peraturewheretherewillbeonebubble

nucleation perhorizon volum eand theloweredgeiswherethephasetransition willcom plete

andtheoldphasewillbecom pletelyeaten up.Thesedi�erbecausethephasetransition takes

m uch lessthan one Hubble tim e to occur.Ifwe de�ne f = TdE crit=dT,then (1=f)� 10� 4

characterizes what fraction ofa Hubble tim e it takes for the nucleation rate to change

signi�cantly. The upper edge ofthe nucleation tem perature range occurs when E =T =

4log(T=H )� log(f)’ 140. The single powerof1=f isbecause there ism uch less than a

Hubbletim ein which toputonebubbleperhorizon volum e.Theloweredgeofthenucleation

tem perature range,where the phase transition com pletes,is where E =T = 4log(T=H )�

4log(f)’ 110.Thefourpowersof1=f arebecausethebubblesm ustnucleatecloseenough

together to m erge in 1=f ofa Hubble tim e;so there is one power of1=f for each space

dim ension and fortim e.
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The criterion forthe sym m etric to CCB transition to occur�rstisthatthe loweredge

ofthe sym m etric to CCB nucleation band be ata highertem perature than the loweredge

ofthe sym m etric to EW nucleation tem perature band. That is,the sym m etric to CCB

transition m ust com plete before one electroweak bubble per horizon nucleates out ofthe

sym m etric phase. W e illustrate this in Figure 5,which shows qualitatively how the two

criticaltem peratures, Tci,and the corresponding bubble nucleation tem peratures, Tnuc i,

depend on therighttopsquarkm assm ~t.Thetem peratureforthetransition tocolorbreaking

(1)depends m uch m ore strongly on m ~t than that forthe electroweak transition (2). The

open circlein the�gurem arkstheregion wherethesym m etricto CCB transition com pletes

justbefore nucleation ofEW bubbles;itisthe optim alpoint. Thischoice yieldsthe m ost

shallow possibleCCB m inim um and thusthegreatestprobability ofbeing ableto m akethe

subsequent transition from CCB to EW phases. The position ofthe circle illustrates how

wechoosem ~t oncetheotherparam etersoftheM SSM havebeen speci�ed.

W hatifwepushed m ~talittlehigher? Then theuniversewould passthrough thediam ond

in Figure 5,where the nucleation tem perature bandsoverlap. In thiscase severalbubbles

ofEW phase would nucleate perHubble volum e before the CCB transition com pleted. If

theCCB m inim um isdeeperatthedoublenucleation tem perature,thesebubbleswould be

absorbed by theCCB phase.Butif,asm ay bethecase,theelectroweak m inim um werethe

deeperone already atthistem perature,then these EW bubbles could continue to expand

and eat up the CCB phase. In this case we can get the phenom enology ofEW bubbles

expanding into a CCB phase,withoutany CCB to EW bubble nucleationseveroccurring.

However,this only happens fora very narrow range ofvalues for�2s,and italso depends

on the EW m inim um being the deeperone,which isnotalwaysthe case. Thisscenario is

cosm ologically viableand would bequiteinteresting,butitishighly �netuned.W ewillnot

addressitfurthersincethequestion wewantto answeriswhetherwe can getinto ourEW

vacuum afteran epoch in which allofspaceisin theCCB phase.

4.3 C C B to EW transition

Next,letusestablish thecriterionforjudgingwhetherbubblenucleationsaree�cientenough

to getusoutofthe CCB phase. A rough,conservative requirem ent isthatthe nucleation

barrierhastobelow enough toallow onecriticalbubbleofEW phaseperhorizon volum eper

Hubbletim e,E =T ’ 4ln(T=H ).Aslong astheuniverseisdom inated by theenergy density

oftheplasm a,H � T2=m pl.However,atlow tem peraturestheenergy density isdom inated

by thevacuum energy oftheCCB phase4,which isoforderm 4
W .ThustheHubbleconstant

never gets param etrically sm aller than m 2
W =m pl. Ifwe rem ain in the CCB vacuum when

itsvacuum energy becom esdom inantthen the universe beginsto in
ate. Ifthe nucleation

ratecontinuesto be too sm allatthispoint,the m odelisunacceptable forthesam e reason

thatold in
ation is[15]. Hence a generouscriterion isthatCCB to EW nucleation never

takesplaceifE =T rem ainsgreaterthan5 4ln(m pl=m W )+ 4ln10’ 170,wheretheextraterm

4ln10 isa cushion to insurethatourconclusionswillberobust.

4unlessthe CCB phasevacuum energy isnegative,butthen tunneling outofitwould be im possible.
5W e arealso assum ing thatthere areno big surpriseswaiting forusin the 
uctuation determ inant;but

thisseem slikely,see[16].
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It is easy to see that nucleation from the CCB to the EW phase can never occur im -

m ediately afterthe CCB phase transition. W e already arranged forthe sym m etric to EW

transition to be slowerthan the sym m etric to CCB transition;the CCB to EW transition

willbeeven slowerfortwo reasons:

1.Theseparation in �eld spacebetween EW and CCB m inim aislargerthan thatbetween

sym m etric and EW m inim a;

2.theCCB m inim um isnecessarily deeperthan thesym m etriconeatTnuc1,sothepoten-

tialdi�erence between the CCB and EW m inim a issm allerthan between sym m etric

and EW .

Both ofthesefactorsm aketheCCB ! EW transition slowerthan thesym m etric! EW one.

Therefore ifthe tem perature Tnuc3 exists,where the CCB phase nucleatescopiousbubbles

ofEW phase,itm ustbeconsiderably below Tnuc1.TheCCB and EW m inim a becom eever

deeperandthesquarkandHiggscondensatevaluesbecom elargerasT falls,sotheseparation

ofthe m inim a becom eslarger.Thisiswhy the high T expansion isnotnecessarily reliable

atTnuc3,whereasperturbation theory ism orereliablethan atthepreviousphasetransition.

W ecan sum m arizeourprocedureasfollows.Thevacuum theory retainsonefreeparam -

eterwe have notyet�xed, ~A the m ixing param eter. W e exam ine valuesfrom zero m ixing

up to the largest ~A thatiscom patible with the experim entallowerlim iton the stop m ass.

Ateach value we �nd the m Q which givesm H (physical)= 95 GeV and the sm allest�2s for

which the CCB transition happens before the EW one. Then we com pute the tunneling

action from theCCB to theEW m inim um fora rangeoftem peraturesbetween Tnuc1 and 5

GeV,aswellasthevacuum (T = 0)tunnelingaction.Thebubbleaction isdeterm ined using

a new and very e�cientalgorithm presented in Appendix A. W e con�rm thattunneling is

alwaysine�cientatT nuc1;itsrateusually peaksatsom einterm ediatetem perature,roughly

(2=3)Tnuc1.W ealso con�rm thatvacuum tunneling isalwaysextrem ely ine�cient,so m uch

so thattypically the therm altunneling treatm entgivesthe larger(hence correct)value for

theratedown to tem peraturesaslow as3 GeV.

5 R esults and C onclusions

In this section we present our results for the energy E ofthe bubble solutions which in-

terpolate between the CCB and EW vacua,and show thatE =T isalways largerthan the

value needed forthe phase transition to com plete. W e willthen discusswhatkind ofnew

physics m ight be able to change this conclusion,and the constraints on the M SSM which

ouranalysisim plies.

5.1 R esults

Usingtheoneloope�ectivepotentialwith arenorm alizationpoint�= 150 GeV interm ediate

between the top and rightstop m asses,and atzero squark m ixing ~A = 0,we �nd thatthe

m inim um valueofE =T overtem peraturesis1340,givingatunnelingrateperunitvolum eof

orderT4exp(� 1340),which isdrastically sm allerthan the required value ofT4exp(� 170).
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Figure 6: E in units of 100 GeV (solid line) and E =T (dotted line) as a function of

tem perature,forthe criticalbubble m ediating the CCB to EW phase transition. The left-

hand �gureisforthecaseofno m ixing and theright-hand �gureism axim alm ixing,so the

rightstop m assis90 GeV.TheverticalbarisTnuc1.

The physicalstop m assin thiszero-m ixing case is126 GeV,which islowerthan m ightbe

expected becauseofthelargedownward radiativecorrectionsto �y.

M ixing between theleftand rightstopshelpsbutonly weakly;m ixing m axim ally sothat

the stop m asssaturatesitsexperim entalbound reduces E =T to 990,which isstillfartoo

largeto allow thephasetransition to com plete.Thedependenceofthetunneling energy on

tem peratureisshown foreach ofthesecasesin Figure6.Theenergy ofthecriticalbubbleis

largeathigh tem peraturesand fallsm onotonically asthetem peratureisreduced.Likewise

thetunneling action islargeim m ediately afterthesym m etricto CCB transition;in fact,at

zero m ixing,there isa range oftem peraturesim m ediately below Tnuc1 forwhich tunneling

to the EW m inim um is kinem atically forbidden. W e illustrate the potentialasa function

ofHiggsand squark �elds,both atTnuc1 and the tem perature where E =T ism inim ized,in

Figures7 and 8.

To verify the argum entsofsection 2.2,we have also checked thatourchoice ofparticle

m assesisoptim al.In particular,iftheHiggsino orgluino areallowed to belighteritm akes

thetransition m uch harder,and ifthegluino isheavierthem inim um E =T also risesquickly

because ofthe large correction to �s. This behavior is shown in Figure 9. M aking the

Higgsino heavierhasa lessdram atic e�ect,butitisalso unfavorable to tunneling. To see

whether the assum ptions about the other particle m asses are im portant,we have pushed

the superheavy squark m assscale allthe way to 1010 GeV,and the leftstop m assashigh

as 20 TeV, obtaining a m inim um value ofE =T = 1010 in the zero-m ixing lim it. This

dem onstratesthatthechoiceofm assesforthevery heavy scaleparticleshaveno qualitative

e�ecton ourconclusions.

W e have also checked the robustnessofourresultswith respectto changing the renor-

m alization point.Theprim ary e�ectofvarying �isto changethetherm alcontributionsto

thee�ective potential,aswehave discussed.Setting �= 90 GeV raisesthem inim um E =T

withoutm ixing to 1490;choosing � = 500 GeV lowersE =T to 970 atzero m ixing,or840

atm axim alm ixing.Allofthesevaluesarestillfarfrom thatneeded forbubble nucleation.

Varyingtherenorm alization pointroughly accountsfortheuncertainty in cs and ch from two

loop e�ects.The resultsfrom therecentpaperby Losada [17]show thatthebestvaluefor
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1 loop Potential with mixing at T_nuc1 = T_nuc2 = 112 GeV 1 loop Potential with mixing at T = 59 GeV

Figure 7: The potentialone loop potential,with squark m ixing,atTnuc1 (left)and atT

which m inim izes E =T (right). Although the CCB m inim um near vacuum becom es quite

shallow,itisstillnotshallow enough to allow e�cientnucleation. Note scales;the vertical

scalesarein unitsof(100 GeV)4.

2 loop Potential with zero mixing at Tnuc1 = Tnuc2 = 95 GeV
2 loop Potential with zero mixing at T = 50 GeV

Figure8: This�gureisthesam easFigure7 exceptthatthereism axim alallowed m ixing

and two loop e�ectsareincluded in thee�ectivepotential.TheCCB transition isstronger,

so theCCB m inim um isdeeperand harderto getoutof.

23



0 500 1000 1500
500

1000

1500

2000

2500

Figure9: M inim um valueofthebubbleaction,E =T,asafunction ofthegluinom ass,using

theoneloop potentialand atzero m ixing.

therenorm alization pointisafew tim esT,which iswithin therangewecheck here;however

we were notableto use the explicitexpressionsfrom thatpaperbecause itm akesdi�erent

assum ptions aboutwhat degrees offreedom are heavy. It also uses the high tem perature

approxim ation,which aswehavestressed isnotentirely reliablein thepresentcontext.

Anotherim portantcheck isto see how two loop therm ale�ectschange ouranswers. It

hasalready been observed in previouswork thatthey strengthen thephasetransition from

thesym m etrictotheCCB phase[9].Thism akesgettingoutoftheCCB phasem uch harder,

both becauseitincreasestherequired valueof�2s,and becauseitm akestheCCB m inim um

deep alreadyatahighertem perature.Asaresult,we�nd thatwithoutm ixing,them inim um

valueofE =T increasesto3000.Even adding \by hand"a20% downward contribution tocs,

the action rem ainstoo high,with a m inim um E =T of1220. In fact,getting the m inim um

E =T down to170requiresa\by hand"reduction tocs of45% ,which twoloop e�ectsbeyond

ourleading log treatm entcannotpossibly provide.

Also,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 ofthe latteris

set m ostly by the coupling ofthe Higgs to the stop,�y; but m ixing has little e�ect on

the CCB transition,since its strength com es m ainly from gluonic diagram s and not from

diagram sinvolving �y. The two loop e�ectsenhance the CCB transition,and ifitisvery

strong and the EW transition isweak,itism oredi�cultto getoutoftheCCB m inim um .

W e illustrate thisin Figure 8,which isthe sam e asFigure 7 exceptthatitisform axim al

m ixing and including thetwo loop e�ects.

W e m ight also ask,how essentialare the experim entalbounds on the Higgs and stop

m assesto ourresult? Thebound on theHiggsm assturnsoutto beinessential;allowing m h

to go down to 65 GeV stillgivesa m inim um E =T = 660,using theoneloop potentialwith

m ixing,them ostfavorablecom bination.However,thebound on thestop m assisessential.
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Figure 10: Ourupperlim iton the physicalstop m assasa function of(~A=m Q )
2,fortwo

values ofthe light Higgs boson m ass,using the one-loop e�ective potential. The region

m ~t < 85 GeV isseparately excluded by acceleratorsearch lim its.

Ifthem ixing islargeenough,and hence�y sm allenough,then thesecond inequality in Eq.

(7)willbe violated,and the CCB \m inim um " willactually be a saddle. However,athigh

tem peraturestherem ay stillbea CCB m inim um .In thiscase theuniverse can go into the

CCB m inim um safely,becauseatsom etem peraturetheCCB m inim um becom esspinodally

unstable,and nucleation ofEW bubblesisguaranteed to bee�cientjustabovethespinodal

tem perature. The required value for the stop m ass is about 60 GeV using the one loop

potentialand about50 GeV using thetwo loop potential.

The fact that color breaking is ruled out allows us to exclude som e param eter values

in the M SSM ,nam ely those for which the color breaking nucleation tem perature Tnuc1 is

greaterthan thatoftheelectroweak transition,Tnuc2.Thiscondition involvesm anyunknown

quantities,such as tan�,the Higgs boson m ass m h,the left stop m ass m Q ,and the stop

m ixing param eter ~A.W ehaveillustrated theconstraintby �xing tan�= 3:2,whilevarying
~A=m Q and m Q in such a way as to keep m h �xed at95 GeV,and �xing tan� = 7:5 and

keeping m h = 105 GeV.The excluded region is a stop m ass less than som e value which

dependson ~A=m Q ,shown in Figure 10. These are relevantvariablesbecause forany value

ofm ~t,one can always avoid the color breaking transition by m aking the bare stop m ass

param eterlessnegative (i.e.,letting �2s besm aller),while increasing
~A=m Q .Decreasing �

2
s

increasesm ~twhileincreasing
~A=m Q doestheopposite,soonecan keep m ~t�xed by adjusting

thetwo.To getm h largeenough,both ~A and m Q takevaluesin theTeV.W e�nd thatthe

lim iting curvesarequiteinsensitive to thegluino m ass.
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5.2 Is there a way out?

The m ost e�cient way of evading our negative result is to �nd som e new physics that

decreasesthetherm alcontributionstotheright-handed stop Debyem ass.Although nosuch

e�ectsare present within the M SSM ,one can im agine loopholesin extended m odels,such

asthosewithoutR-parity.Herewegivejustoneexam ple.

In theabsenceofR-parity,thesuperpotentialincludesthebaryon num berviolatingterm s

y
0
ijk�

abc
U
a
i D

b
j D

c
k ; (42)

involving theright-handed up (U)and down (D )squark �eldsofgeneration i;j;k and color

a;b;c,with y0ijk antisym m etric under j $ k. It is possible for y0332 to be large,ifother

R-parity violating couplingsare su�ciently sm all,withoutviolating any experim entalcon-

straints. Associated with the above coupling,one anticipatessoftSUSY-breaking term sin

thepotentialoftheform

y
0
332 A

0~t3R (~b1R ~s2R �
~b2R ~s1R ): (43)

W hen thestop condenses,~t3R = s,itinducesm ixingbetween thebottom and strangesquarks,

giving a m assm atrix oftheform

 
m 2

~s � y0A 0s

� y0A 0s m 2
~b

!

: (44)

Let us consider the situation where there is a hierarchy between the strange and bottom

squark diagonalm asses,m 2
~b
� m 2

~s.Thelightersquark getsa negativecorrection to itsm ass

eigenvaluefrom them ixing,

m
2
~s ! m

2
~s �

(y0A 0s)2

m 2
~b

(45)

which m akesanegativecontribution tothestop therm alm ass(csT
2)from theone-loop �nite

tem peraturepotential,

�cs = �
(y0A 0)2

6m 2
~b

: (46)

Althoughtheheaviersquarkwould m akeanequalandoppositeContribution,itissuppressed

ifm ~b
� T.Theshift�cs could conceivably belargeenough to reducecs by the45% needed

in orderto m aketheCCB to electroweak transition occur.

Anotherway ofthinking ofthisisthatthetrilinearterm hasinduced a negativequartic

coupling between the strange and stop squarks,analogous to the negative contribution ~A

m ade to �y. A negative coupling between scalarsleadsto negative therm alm asses,which

isthephysicsoftherm alsym m etry non-restoration.However,forthisto work itisessential

that there are very large R parity violating 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 inim um ofthe potentialin which the right stop,right scalar

strange quark,and right scalar bottom quark carry condensates. It is necessary that the

universenevernucleatesinto thism inim um ,and itm ay bem oreproblem aticto explain the

approxim atevanishingofthecosm ologicalconstantif\our"electroweak m inim um isnotthe

globalone.
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5.3 C onclusions

The phenom enology of electroweak bubbles, in which the Higgs �eld has a condensate,

expanding into a charge and colorbroken phase where the rightstop hasa condensate,is

potentially rich,and it could be very interesting for baryogenesis. Unfortunately,unless

there is new physics beyond the M SSM ,this scenario cannot arise by nucleation ofEW

bubblesoutofthe CCB phase. W e have m entioned R-parity violating interactionsasone

exam pleofsuch new physics.Anothercould betheexistenceofcosm icstringswhich induce

a Higgs�eld condensate along theircores.Such defectswould actlike im puritiesin a solid

statesystem ,providing sitesfortheaccelerated nucleation oftheelectroweak bubbles.The

CCB phasecan alsoappearifboth phasesnucleateoutofthesym m etriconesim ultaneously,

coexisting fora briefperiod beforethetruevacuum state(hopefully electroweak)takesover

by squeezing outtheCCB bubbles.Thislatterpossibility occursforsuch a narrow rangeof

param etervaluesthatwedo notconsideritto bevery com pelling.

Thusin the contextoftheM SSM and barring any additionalphysics,we conclude that

cosm ology with a stop squark condensate just before the electroweak phase transition is

ruled out.Undertheseassum ptionswecan excludeM SSM param etervalues,such asthose

shown in Figure10,which lead to a CCB phasetransition tem peraturehigherthan theEW

phasetransition tem perature.

A Saddle point search algorithm s

In thissection wewilldescribetwoalgorithm sweusefor�ndingcriticalbubbleactions.One

isa generalpurposesaddlepoint�nding algorithm ,m entioned also in theappendix of[18].

Theotherisspecialto �nding criticalbubbles.Thesecond algorithm ishighly e�cientand

to ourknowledgeithasnotappeared previously in theliterature.

A .1 G eneralsaddlepoint � nding algorithm

W ewantto �nd a saddlepointofa realvalued function H (q�),whereq� arethesetofreal

degreesoffreedom (orothercontinuousvariables)on which H depends. In ourparticular

case,theq� arethevaluesoftheHiggsand stop �eldson adiscretesetofpointsrepresenting

radiifrom r= 0 outto som erm ax.TheHam iltonian wewantto discretizeis

H = 4�

Z

r
2
dr

�
1

2
(@rh)

2 +
1

2
(@rs)

2 + V (h;s)

�

; (47)

whereh and saretheHiggsand stop condensatesin thereal�eld norm alization and V (s;h)

isthetherm ale�ectivepotential.An explicitnum ericalim plem entation ofH forthepresent

purposeswould be to discretize the radiusto integerm ultiplesofa discrete spacing � and

approxim atetheenergy as

H

4�
=

im ax� 1X

i= 0

i2 + i

2
�
�

(h(i+ 1)� h(i))2 + (s(i+ 1)� s(i))2
�

+

im axX

i= 1

i
2� 3

V (s;h); (48)
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Thisform forthepotentialisnotessentialto thealgorithm ,though;allweneed isforH to

depend on a �nite num berofcoordinatesand to possess�rstderivativeswhich are easy to

evaluatenum erically.

Ifwe werelooking fora m inim um ofH ,we could do so by using the\gradientdescent"

algorithm ;pick a starting guessq�(0)forthe�elds,evaluatethesetofderivatives

G �(0)� c�
@H

@q�

�
�
�
�
�
q= q(0)

; (49)

which com prisethegradientofH ,and updatethe�eldsusing

q�(1)= q�(0)� ��c�G � : (50)

Here� � isthequenchingstep length and m ustbechosen sm allenough tom akethealgorithm

stable,and thecoe�cientsc � representa choiceofthem etricon thespaceq�,which should

be such that the lim iting � � to give stability is approxim ately the sam e for excitations

involving any q�;typically c� � @2H =@q2�.Then wede�neq�(n)to bethenth iterateofthe

procedure.Thisalgorithm convergesto a m inim um .

Theusualapproach in theliteratureto�nd asaddlepointistoderivefrom H equationsof

m otion E � = @H =@q�,and then to de�neH
0=

P

� d�E
2
�,with d� som epositivecoe�cients.

A saddle point ofH is a m inim um ofH 0,and one can use gradient descent or any other

m inim um seeking algorithm . However this approach can be ine�cient ifthe saddle point

has a very sm allunstable frequency,and it is also quite cum bersom e because H 0 is m ore

com plicated than H ;forinstance,ifH contains term swith two derivatives,H 0 hasterm s

with four.

W e have therefore devised instead an algorithm which dealsdirectly with H ,and con-

vergesrapidly to thedesired saddlepoint.A singleiteration oftheprocedurerequiresdoing

thefollowing:

1.Perform N stepsofthegradientdescentalgorithm ,with step size� �.

2.Perform one step ofgradientdescentwith step size � N ��. Because ofthe sign,this

isactually a \gradientascent" step,ratherthan descent.

3.By exam ining G � beforeand after,optim izethevalueofN.

On a \straightslope," thisalgorithm doesnothing,becausethegradientascentstep undoes

the gradient descent steps. However,when the second derivatives ofH do not vanish,N

forward stepsarenotequivalenttoonebackward step ofN tim esthelength.Thisisbecause

each forward step startswherethelastonestopped.On a concavesurface,gradientdescent

m oves towards a stationary point. As the slope becom es sm aller,the size ofthe gradient

descentstepsbecom essm aller. The backward step isthen N tim esaslong asthe sm allest

step,and the�nalcon�guration iscloserto thebottom than thestarting one.W eillustrate

this in Figure 11. On the other hand,on a convex surface,gradient descent m oves away

from thestationary point,and each step islargerthan thepreviousone.Thebackward step

isN tim esaslargeasthelargestforward step,and overshootsthestarting point.UnlessN

istoo large and itovershootstoo m uch,the algorithm again landscloserto the stationary
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N times the
last forward step

Back step,  
N times the
last forward step

Back step, 

Behavior in unstable direction

N forward steps

N forward steps

Behavior in a stable direction

Figure11: Cartoon showing how thesaddleseeking algorithm works.W hen an extrem um

isa m inim um ,gradientdescentstepsgo towardsit,and thebackwardsstep issm allerthan

the seriesofforward steps. W hen itisa m axim um ,the gradientdescentm ovesaway,but

thebackwardsstep islargerand overshoots,landing closerto theextrem um .

point. Itisto avoid the problem ofovershooting in the case where N � � istoo large that

thethird step,optim izing N ,isnecessary.

SinceH isde�nedinahighdim ensionalspaceitisnottruethatoneortheotherofthetwo

circum stancesm entioned abovepertain.Closetoan extrem um ,though,H isapproxim ately

a quadratic form in the q�,H � H���q��q�=2,and the above argum entsapply separately

foreach eigenvector ofH ��. M ore generally,unless N � � isvery large,the algorithm will

alwaysgo uphillalongdirectionswith negativecurvatureand downhillalongdirectionswith

positive curvature,which willlead it towards a region with sm aller gradients,and hence

towardssom eextrem um .

Now we willdescribe the procedure for optim izing N . First,one notices that ifthe

departure from the saddle pointispredom inantly in convex (stable)directionsthen we get

closerto them inim um fastestsim ply by using gradientdescentwithoutbackward steps.It

isalso easy to tellifthisisthecase;when itis,
P

� G �G � dim inisheswith each forward step.

Forthis reason,and because the unstable frequency ofa criticalbubble is typically lower

than any ofthestable frequencies,we willconcentrate on the case where alm ostallthatis

leftisdeparture from the saddle in the unstable direction. One iteration ofthe algorithm

m ultipliesthe departure from the saddle in the unstable direction by (1� x)exp(x),where

x = N � �!
2
� and !� istheunstablefrequency ofthesaddlepoint.Thealgorithm overshoots

ifx > 1 and itisunstableifx > 1:278.However,wecan m easuretheextentofovershootor

undershootby com paring the gradientafteran iteration ofthe algorithm ,G �(after),with

thegradientbefore,G �(before).OurindicatorofwhetherN istoo largeis

P

� G �(after)G �(before)
P

� G �(before)
2

; (51)

ifthis is positive,we can safely increase N ,and ifit is negative we m ust reduce N . If

there are no rem aining excitationsin stable directions then the value ofthe indicatorwill

be (1� x)exp(x),which m akesiteasy to choose a new value ofN which willm ake x very

closeto 1.W hen x = 1,thealgorithm \stepsback" justtherightdistanceand landson the

saddlepoint.Itisalso possibleto determ inetheunstablefrequency from thevalueofN � �

which worked optim ally.
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Aswith any saddlepoint�nding algorithm itisstillnecessary to feed in a good starting

guessso thatthealgorithm �ndstherightextrem um oftheaction.Herewehavelittlenew

to say. Ourapproach hasbeen to de�ne a few-param eterAnsatz fora path in �eld space

between theEW and CCB vacua,and touseashootingalgorithm to�nd theaction foreach

value ofthe param eters. Then we m inim ize the action overthe param etersin the Ansatz.

Allthatisnecessary isthatthestarting guessnotbeterribly bad,although in practicethe

saddle�nding algorithm convergesfasterifthestarting guessisbetter.

A .2 E� cient algorithm just for m ulti-� eld criticalbubbles

Now wedescribeam uch m oree�cientalgorithm ,which ishoweverspecialtotheproblem of

determ ining criticalbubble con�gurationsand actionsin theorieswith m orethan one�eld.

Thegeneralproblem isto �nd thelowestsaddlepointoftheHam iltonian

H = 4�

Z

r
2
dr

 
X

i

(@rfi(r))
2

2
+ V (fi(r))

!

; (52)

wherefirepresentseveral�eldswhich m ayallhavecondensates,andtheboundaryconditions

arethatthefistartatr= 0nearthetruem inim um and approach theirfalsevacuum values

atlarge r. Although we have in m ind a num ericalim plem entation involving discretization

ofr,weusethesim plercontinuum notation.

Theproblem reducesto theone�eld caseifweconsidera restricted setofcon�gurations

in which the�eldsalwaysliealongaonedim ensionaltrajectory through �eld space.Thatis,

wechoosea curve in thespaceofff1;:::;fng,param eterized by a path length l,fi= fi(l).

By path length wem ean thatlischosen so that

X

i

 
dfi(l)

dl

! 2

= 1: (53)

Then werequirethatthe�eldsfi(r)can bewritten asfi(l(r)).Thisisthesam easm aking

allofthe�eldsdependenton thevalueofone�eld.Forthisrestricted setofcon�gurations,

theHam iltonian is

H (restricted)= 4�

Z

r
2
dr

2

4
1

2

 
dl

dr

! 2

+ V (fi(l(r)))

3

5 : (54)

Thestandard shooting algorithm �ndsthesaddlepointon thisrestricted classofcon�gura-

tions,and itsaction isan upperbound forthetruesaddlepointaction.The\only"rem aining

problem isto �nd them inim um overallchoicesofpathsin �eld space.

Thisiswherethegradientdescentalgorithm com esin.Ifourchoiceofpath isim perfect,

the shooting algorithm gives a bubble con�guration which isnota true saddle point. So,

lifting the requirem ent that the �elds lie on any prescribed path in �eld space,gradient

descentwilllead to alowerenergy con�guration which m ust,atleastinitially,befollowing a

\better" path through �eld space,m eaning onewhich willgivea lowersaddlepointenergy.

Thisleadstothefollowingalgorithm .First,wechoosesom e\reasonable"path through �eld

space.W eevaluatethepotentialata seriesofpointsalong itand de�nethepotentialto be

thesplineinterpolation ofthosepoints.Then weiteratethefollowing procedure:
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Figure12: An exam pleofhow thesecond algorithm convergestotherightlinethrough �eld

space. The starting guessforthe line through �eld space isthe leftm ostone with a sharp

angle,and each linein theseriesrepresentstheresultofonem oreiteration ofthealgorithm .

Thealgorithm convergesquickly to therightlinethrough �eld space.

1.Find thesaddlepointsolution fortheparticularpath through �eld spaceby thestan-

dard \shooting" algorithm ;

2.Apply a reasonably short am ount ofgradient descent cooling to the resulting con-

�guration,m aking no requirem ents that the �elds rem ain on any trajectory in �eld

space;

3.Usethefi(r)afterthegradientdescentto de�nea new choicefora path through �eld

space. In practice we know fi ata discrete setofradiir,so we take the path to be

the seriesofstraightline segm entsjoining the pointsfi(rknown),and the potentialto

bethesplineinterpolation ofV (fi(r)).

W e illustrate how the iteration convergesto the \right" path through �eld space in Figure

12,which showsa seriesofpathsin �eld space from iterationsofthe above algorithm . In

ourcasethereareonly two �elds,butthealgorithm generalizesim m ediately to m any �elds.

Apartfrom step sizeerrors,thealgorithm convergesto a saddlepointcon�guration with

only oneunstabledirection.Thisisbecausetheshootingprocedureonly allowsoneunstable

m ode,associated with variationsin dependence ofthe�eldson the radiuswhile staying on

thesam epath,and thegradientdescentalgorithm doesnottolerateany unstablem odesfor

which the �eldsleave the path. There isno guarantee thatwe will�nd the lowestaction;

ifthere are severalsaddlepointsolutionswith only one unstable direction,the one we �nd

depends on the basin ofattraction in which the starting guess for a path lies. This is a

generalproblem with any saddle pointseeking algorithm .Howeverwehave notfound itto

bea problem in practice.
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W e have com pared thisalgorithm with the one described in the lastsubsection. They

convergeto thesam esolutionsand givethesam esaddlepointenergy to about1% accuracy

forthestep sizeweuse.Itiseasierto m akethegeneralalgorithm givehigheraccuracy;one

recom putes the action with halfthe step size and extrapolates to zero step size assum ing

O (� 2)errors.Thisleavesa very sm allO (� 4)errorwhich in practice can bem adeoforder

10� 4 quiteeasily.W ehavebeen lesssuccessfulbringingtheerrorsofthealgorithm presented

herebelow O (� 2).However,thealgorithm e�ciencyisdrasticallybetter,especiallywhen the

saddle pointaction islarge;and since we are neglecting corrections(such asvacuum two-

loop contributions to V ,�eld dependent wave function corrections,and higher derivative

corrections)which enteratthe 1% levelwe see little pointin pursuing num ericalaccuracy

further.

B R enorm alization G roup choice ofcouplings

Here we discussthe renorm alization group analysis,used to determ ine the scalarcouplings

at a renorm alization point �. To begin with,we need values for the strong and Yukawa

couplings.W etakethevalueofthestrong coupling in the�vequark schem eattheZ pole,

�s(91GeV;M S) = 0:118,and convert itto DR in the six quark plus right squark schem e

using therelation [19]

g
2
s(M Z;DR;6quark+ rightsquark) =

�s(M Z;M S;5quark)

1� ��s

; (55)

�� s =
�s

2�

�
1

2
�
2

3
ln

m t

m Z

�
1

6
ln
m s

m Z

�

; (56)

which coincidentally givesalm ostthesam evalue.W erun thistothetop m assusing theone

loop beta function,to begiven shortly.W e also determ ine theYukawa coupling at�= m t

from theexpression [19]

ysin�(DR;�= m t)
p
2

=
m t

v

 

1�
5g2s

12�2

!

: (57)

In M S the5 would bea 4.W ede�ne�so thatsin�istheoverlap between thelightand up-

type(H 2)Higgseigenstatesusing thewavefunctionsattherenorm alization pointsetby the

heavy Higgs�eld threshold;below the threshold only the com bination ysin�,which isthe

couplingofthelightHiggstothetop quark,appears.Theexception isthetop-stop-Higgsino

coupling,which weapproxim ateto be1=sin� tim estheHiggs-top-top coupling.

W erun g2s and y
2 to theultravioletusing oneloop beta functions,including only strong

and Yukawa contributionsin thebeta functions,and putting each heavy particleinto loops

aftercrossing itsthreshold.Attheenergy scaleoftheheaviestparticle,werelate�s and �h
tothegaugecouplingsusingtheSUSY relations,given in them ain textin Eq.(11);sim ilarly

�y(�= UV )= y
2 �

1

3
g
02 (58)

�xes �y above allthresholds. 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

32



5 couplings back down to the infrared,switching to the e�ective theory without a heavy

particle when we crossitsm assthreshold. W e allow ourselves the approxim ation thatthe

Yukawa-like couplings of gluinos and Higgsinos equalthe respective strong and Yukawa

couplings.Although theserelationshipsareactually broken below heavy particlethresholds

we believe thatthisproducesonly a sm allerror. W e also system atically drop electroweak

contributionsto thebeta functions.

Theprocedureispossiblebecausethestrong and Yukawa beta functionsdo notdepend

on thescalarself-couplings;otherwise wewould haveto seek UV valuesofg2s and y
2 which

would \hit" the appropriate IR values. The procedure isnecessary because ourchoicesfor

particle m asses lead to large logarithm s like log(m Q =m t) ’ 4,which m akes it im portant

to include,for instance,two-loop log
2
contributions. The di�erence between perform ing

the renorm alization group analysis and sim ply enforcing the SUSY relations between the

couplingsatourinfrared renorm alization pointisa shiftoforder20% in �s and �y,and of

course a largershiftin �h,which hasa sm allSUSY value atlow tan� butlarge radiative

correctionsfrom theYukawa coupling.Theresidualtwo loop and electroweak errorsleftout

from ouranalysisshould beofordera few percent.

Now we present the com plete expressions for the beta functions. The sim plest is the

strong beta function,

�g2s =
g4s

16�2

�

�
41

3
+ 4�(�� m ~g)+

2

3
�(�� m Q )+ 3�(�� m heavy)

�

: (59)

Here� 41=3 isthevaluein thesix quark standard m odelplusrightstop,and the�functions

turn on each particle’scontribution as�passesitsm assthreshold;the sum oftheterm sis

� 6,which isthecorrectexpression in thefullSUSY theory.

Theexpressionsfortheothercouplingsarelesselegant;fortheYukawa coupling wehave

�y2 =
y2

16�2

"

9y2sin2�� 16g2s + 9y2cos2��(�� m A 0)+

+

�

2y2 +
8

3
g
2
s

�

�(�� m Q )+ y
2
�(�� m ~h

)+
8

3
g
2
s�(�� m ~g)

#

; (60)

where the dependence on m A 0 isbecause we actually change whatwe m ean when we cross

itsthreshold. Above the A 0 threshold,the Yukawa coupling isthe coupling ofthe up-type

(H 2)Higgs�eld to the tops;below,y2sin2� isthe coupling ofthe lightHiggs�eld to the

tops. The expression below allm assthresholdsagreeswith the standard m odelvalue and

theresultabovethresholdsagreeswith theM SSM result.

Theexpressionsforthescalarsareeven m orecom plicated.Forthesquark self-coupling,

and using SUSY relationsforitscouplingsvia D term sto othersquarks(which are heavy,

so theSUSY relationshold when itm atters),wehave

��s =
1

16�2

"
13

6
g
4
s � 16g2s�s + 28�2s + 2�2y +

3

2
g
4
s�(�� m heavy)+

+

�
1

3
g
4
s �

4

3
g
2
sy

2 + 2y4
�

�(�� m Q )+

�
32

3
g
2
s�s �

44

9
g
4
s

�

�(�� m ~g)

+(8y2�s � 4y4)�(�� m ~h
)

#

; (61)
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wherethereadershould becautiousbecausethem eaning of�y in thisexpression changesat

m A 0 and m Q ;atm A 0 itgoesfrom being thecoupling between theup-typeHiggsand stop to

thatofthelightHiggsand stop,and atm Q itism odi�ed by m ixing,reducing itby a factor

of1� (~A 2=m 2
Q ).Aspreviously noted weassum em A 0 = m Q forsim plicity.

Tom atch�y acrossthem Q threshold,werequirethatm A 0 = m Q .Therearetwothreshold

e�ects;�rst,thecoupling ofthelightHiggsbelow thethreshold issin2� tim esthecoupling

ofthe up type Higgsto the stop,pluscos2� tim esthe coupling ofthe down type Higgsto

thestop,which isg02=3.Also,thereisthem ixing induced by thediagram in Figure2.The

m atching condition acrossthethreshold istherefore

�y(below)= �y(above)sin
2
�+

g02

3
cos2�� y

2sin2�
~A 2

m 2
Q

: (62)

Theexpression forthebetafunction of�y,valid both aboveand below them A 0 threshold,

is

��y =
1

16�2

"

6�yy
2sin2�+ (4�y + 12�h + 16�s � 8g2s)�y + 2y4�(�� m Q )+

�

6y2�y �
32

3
g
2
s � 4y4

�

cos2��(�� m A 0)+ (4y2�y � 4y4sin2�)�(�� m ~h
)

+

�
16

3
g
2
s�y �

32

3
g
2
sy

2sin2�

�

�(�� m ~g)

#

: (63)

Including�h e�ectsin thebetafunction for�y isslightly inconsistentbecause�h islargelyan

electroweak e�ectand thecanceling electroweak e�ectrequired by SUSY ism issing sincewe

ignoreelectroweak couplings.Howevertheerrorthiscausesisnegligiblebecause3�s�h=(4�
2)

isnum erically very sm allcom pared to �y.

Lastly thereisthebetafunction for�h.Itbarely runsabovem Q ,soweenforceitsSUSY

relation there,choosing thevaluejustbelow tobe(g2+ g02)cos2(2�)=8.Below both m Q and

m A 0 thresholds,werun itusing thebeta function

��h =
1

16�2

"

3�2y � 6y4sin4�+ 12y2
�h sin

2
�

#

: (64)

The electroweak correction to �h from the very heavy squarks is not entirely negligible,

becauseofthelargelogand because�h isnotvery big;itshiftsthe�nalvalueof�h by about

5% ofthe SUSY value. W e have neglected this e�ect in ourwork,aspartofconsistently

dropping electroweak radiative corrections,which is reasonable because the Yukawa type

correctionsto �h areoforder1.
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