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Abstract

In this chapter we give a pedagogical introduction to effective potential methods in field theories. We first review the general
functional methods leading to the concept of effective action and effective potential. Focusing on the effective potential we review the
methods to compute radiative contributions, starting from the original 1973 seminal paper by Sidney Coleman and Erick Weinberg on
one-loop corrections, along with its improvement by the renormalization group equations, as well as some basic results from thermal
field theory, including the one-loop thermal corrections to the effective potential. We concentrate on some physical applications
of the effective potential: i) the possibility of spontaneous symmetry breaking by radiative corrections, ii) the metastability of the
electroweak vacuum in the Standard Model, and iii) the relevance of quantum effects in the dynamics of Higgs inflation. We then
apply the previous results to cosmological phase transitions in the early universe and the possibility of generating a stochastic
background of gravitational waves as well as primordial black holes.
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Objectives

• In Sec. 2 we provide basic results on the effective potential at the loop level, in theories at zero and finite temperature.
• In Secs. 3.1-3.3, we study some relevant applications at zero temperature of the previous results: in particular the possibility of radiative

breaking and the relevance of radiative corrections for establishing the metastability of the electroweak minimum, at very high scales,
and for inflationary models, in particular for Higgs inflation.

• In Sec. 3.4 we study the application of previous results on thermal field theory to phase transitions, and the generation of a stochastic
gravitational waves background and production of primordial black holes in first order phase transitions.

1 Introduction

The effective potential in quantum field theory (QFT) is a useful tool to compute the vacuum (or ground) state (i.e. the state of minimum
energy) of a given theory in particle physics. It was originally introduced by Euler, Heisenberg and Schwinger [1, 2], and applied to studies
of spontaneous symmetry breaking by Goldstone, Salam, Weinberg and Jona-Lasinio [3, 4]. The effective potential, at the lowest order,
is simply given by the tree-level potential which is in general a function of the scalar field whose background value is at the origin of
the symmetry breaking. Its most celebrated example is the potential of the Standard Model (SM) for which the scalar field is the Higgs
boson, discovered at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN in 2012 by the ATLAS and CMS experiments [5, 6]. In theories beyond
the Standard Model the scalar fields, upon which the effective potential depends on, can have more complicated structures: e.g. two scalar
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fields, in the case of electroweak theories with extended Higgs sector (as the two Higgs doublet model, or the minimal supersymmetric
Standard Model, with two Higgs doublets), or even multi-scalar fields as the case of grand unified theories spontaneously broken to the
Standard Model by scalars in the adjoint representation of the gauge group, as e.g. SU(5) or SO(10).

Of course the tree-level potential is just the classical approximation which has to be completed, in precision calculation, by loop-effects.
Explicit calculations of the effective potential including radiative corrections were initially performed at the one-loop level by Sidney
Coleman and Erick Weinberg [7], and at higher-loop by Jackiw [8], Iliopoulos, Itzykson and Martin [9], and more recently by many other
authors, see e.g. two [10], three [11] and four-loop [12] results. In this chapter we will provide a pedagogical introduction to the effective
potential methods used in the literature and some of their most interesting physical applications.

2 The effective potential

In this section we will provide the formalism for computing the effective-potential at different orders in perturbation theory, first at zero and
then at finite temperature. Particularly interesting will be the improvement of the effective potential by the renormalization group equations
(RGE), in particular using dimensional regularization and the so-called MS renormalization scheme, which will introduce a non-physical
scale µ in the theory. More details can be found in the lecture notes [13–15] by one of the authors.

2.1 Effective potential at zero temperature
We will consider the theory described by a scalar field ϕ with a Lagrangian density L[ϕ(x)] and an action defined by the functional
S [ϕ] =

∫
d4 xL[ϕ(x)]. For an external current j coupled to the field ϕ as ϕ · j ≡

∫
d4 xϕ(x) j(x), different functionals are then defined: the

generating functional (vacuum-to-vacuum amplitude) Z[ j], the connected generating functional W[ j], and the effective action Γ[ϕ̄], as the
Legendre transform of W[ j]:

Z[ j] ≡
∫

dϕei(S [ϕ]+ jϕ) ≡ eiW[ j], Γ[ϕ̄] = W[ j] −
∫

d4 x ϕ̄(x) j(x), where ϕ̄(x) ≡ δW[ j]/δ j(x) . (1)

The functionals Z[ j] and W[ j] can be expanded in a power series of the current j as

Z[ j] =
∞∑

n=0

in

n!

∫
d4 x1 . . . d4 xn j(x1) . . . j(xn)G(n)(x1, . . . xn), i W[ j] =

∞∑
n=0

in

n!

∫
d4 x1 . . . d4 xn j(x1) . . . j(xn)G(n)

c (x1, . . . xn) , (2)

the coefficients being the Green G(n) and the connected G(n)
c Green functions, respectively. Similarly the effective action can be expanded in

powers of ϕ̄(x) and its Fourier transform ϕ̃(p) =
∫

d4 x exp(−ipx)ϕ̄(x)

Γ[ϕ̄] =
∞∑

n=0

1
n!

∫
d4 x1 . . . d4 xnϕ̄(x1) . . . ϕ̄(xn)Γ(n)(x1, . . . xn) =

∞∑
n=0

1
n!

∫ n∏
i=1

[
d4 pi

(2π)4 ϕ̃(−pi)
]

(2π)4δ(4)(p1 + · · · + pn)Γ̃(n)(p1, . . . , pn) , (3)

the coefficients Γ(n) and Γ̃(n) being the one-particle irreducible (1PI) Green functions in configuration and momentum space, respectively.
In a translationally invariant theory where the ϕ̄ configuration is constant, i.e. ϕ̄(x) = ϕc and consequently ϕ̃(p) = (2π)4ϕcδ

(4)(p), the
effective action and the effective potential Veff(ϕc) can be written as

Γ(ϕc) =
∞∑

n=0

1
n!
ϕn

c(2π)4δ(4)(0)Γ̃(n)(0) ≡ −
∫

d4 xVeff(ϕc) =⇒ Veff(ϕc) = −
∞∑

n=0

1
n!
ϕn

c Γ̃
(n)(0) . (4)

The last expression in (4) is used for explicit calculations of the effective potential at any loop n in perturbation theory such that the
effective potential can be expanded as

Veff(ϕc) =
∞∑

n=0

Vn(ϕc) = V0(ϕc) + V1(ϕc) + . . . , (5)

where V0 is the tree level potential which, typically, we can write as a degree four polynomial (i.e. renormalizable) as

V0 =
1
2

m2ϕ2
c +

λ

4!
ϕ4

c , (6)

where we are only considering even powers of ϕ assuming there is a global symmetry ϕc → −ϕc.

2.1.1 One-loop potential and beyond
At one-loop the effective potential should be computed as the sum of all one-loop diagrams, with an arbitrary number of external legs with
zero momenta. In particular the n-th diagram has n propagators, n vertices and 2n external legs, corresponding to the presence of λn. The n
propagators will contribute in(p2 − m2 + iϵ)−n, the external lines will contribute ϕ2n

c and each vertex a factor of −iλ/2, where the factor of
1/2 comes the symmetry of the diagram under exchange of two external lines. Finally there is a global symmetry factor 1

2n where the 1/n
factor comes from the symmetry of the diagram under the discrete group Zn and 1/2 from the symmetry of the diagram under reflection.
Finally there is integration over internal loop momentum and an extra global factor of i from the definition of the generating functional.
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Putting all together one gets, after the Wick rotation with p0 = ip0
E and p2 = (p0)2 − p⃗ 2 = p2

E [7]

V1(ϕc) = i
∞∑

n=1

∫
d4 p

(2π)4

1
2n

[
λϕ2

c/2
p2 − m2 + iϵ

]n

= −
i
2

∫
d4 p

(2π)4 log
[
1 −

λϕ2
c/2

p2 − m2 + iϵ

]
=

1
2

∫
d4 pE

(2π)4 log
1 + λϕ2

c/2
p2

E + m2

 . (7)

The last expression can be written as

V1(ϕc) =
1
2

∫
d4 pE

(2π)4 log
[
p2

E + m2(ϕc)
]
, (8)

where m2(ϕc) = d2V0(ϕc)/dϕ2
c is the scalar mass for the background value ϕc of the scalar field (not necessarily at the tree level vacuum),

and a constant ϕc-independent term has been neglected.
The expression (8) can be easily generalized to the case of several scalars ϕa

c (a = 1, . . .Ns) with a tree-level potential V0(ϕa, ϕ†b) as

V1,s(ϕa
c) =

1
2

Tr
∫

d4 pE

(2π)4 log
[
p2

E + M2
s (ϕc)

]
, where

(
M2

s (ϕ)
)a

b
=

∂2V0

∂ϕ†a∂ϕb
. (9)

A similar calculation for the case of fermion fields ψA described by the Lagrangian

L = iϕ̄Aγ · ∂ψ
A − ψ̄A

(
M f

)A

B
ψB , with

(
M f

)A

B
(ϕa

c) =
Ns∑

a=1

ΓA
Baϕ

a
c , (10)

where we are considering that fermions get a mass from the mechanism of symmetry breaking, yields

V1, f (ϕa
c) = −2λ f

1
2

Tr
∫

d4 pE

(2π)4 log
[
p2

E + M2
f (ϕc)

]
, (11)

where λ f = 1 (2) for Weyl (Dirac) fermions is just counting the number of fermion degrees of freedom.
Finally, gauge bosons Aµ ≡ Aα

µTα (where (Tα) βγ ≡ i f αβγ are the group generators in the adjoint representation and f αβγ the group struc-
ture constants) interact with the scalar fields through the Lagrangian,

L = −
1
4

TrFµνFµν +
1
2

Tr(Dµϕ)†Dµϕ , where Fα
µν = ∂µAα

ν − ∂νA
α
µ + g f αβγAβ

µAγ
ν (12)

Dµ = ∂µ − igAα
µ tα is the covariant derivative of the gauge group with gauge coupling g, and (tα)a

b are group generators in the group repre-
sentation of ϕa. In the Landau-gauge, which does not require ghost-compensating terms, the only vertex which contributes to one-loop is
the quartic coupling given by

Lm =
1
2

(MA)2
αβ Aα

µAµβ , where (MA)2
αβ = g2 (

ta
αcϕa

)† tc
βbϕ

b , (13)

The final expression for the effective potential is given by

V1,A(ϕa
c) = 3

1
2

Tr
∫

d4 pE

(2π)4 log
[
p2

E + M2
A(ϕc)

]
, (14)

where the pre-factor 3 is the number of degrees of freedom of a massive gauge boson.
Computing the effective potential by summing infinite series of Feynman diagrams at zero external momentum beyond one-loop is a

tough task. However using the formalism of Ref. [8] the task is affordable. To do that it is convenient to define the theory in the broken
phase, by means of the expansion ϕ(x) = ϕc + h(x), where ϕc is the background field value and h(x) the excitation such that ⟨h(x)⟩ = 0, and
the action

Ŝ [ϕc; h(x)] ≡ S [ϕ(x)] − S [ϕc] − h ·
δS [ϕc]
δϕc

, (15)

where the second term makes the vacuum energy equal to zero and the third therm is there to cancel the tadpole of the shifted action.
The corresponding shifted potential is given by

V̂(ϕc; h) =
1
2

m2(ϕc)h2 +
λ

3!
ϕch3 +

λ

4!
h4 , (16)

which describes a theory for the field h with shifted propagator i(p2 − m2(ϕc) + iϵ)−1, with resummed mass m2(ϕc), and vertices h3 and h4.
The effective potential from scalar fields is described by vacuum diagrams and the one-loop result is trivially given by (8) while there are
2 two-loop diagrams: i) The eight-diagram, proportional to λ and, ii) The sunset diagram, proportional to (λϕc)2. In the same way using
propagators with resummed masses the two-loop diagrams can be computed for fermion and gauge fields using the interactions in Eqs. (10)
and (12). The two loop diagrams are shown in Fig. 1.



4 An introduction to effective potential methods in field theory

Fig. 1 Two-loop diagrams contributing to the effective potential from scalar (dashed lines), fermion (solid lines) and gauge boson (wavy
lines) fields. All propagators contain resummed ϕc dependent masses.

For the relevant case of the Standard Model, one has a tree level potential in terms of the Higgs doublet H ≡ (χ1 + iχ2, ϕ + iχ3)T /
√

2,
with ϕ = ϕc + h, and mass spectrum given by

V0 = −m2|H|2 +
λ

6
|H|4, m2

h(ϕc) =
λ

2
ϕ2

c − m2, m2
χ(ϕc) =

λ

6
ϕ2

c − m2, m2
W (ϕc) =

g2

4
ϕ2

c , m2
Z(ϕc) =

g2 + g′2

4
ϕ2

c , m2
f (ϕc) =

h2
f

2
ϕ2

c ,

(17)
where g and g′ are the gauge couplings of SU(2) and U(1), respectively, and h f the fermion Yukawa coupling. Spontaneous breaking at a
value ϕc = v ≃ 246 GeV requires m2 = λv2/6, leading to massless Goldstone bosons at the minimum.

2.1.2 Improved potential by the renormalization group equations
The expressions for the effective potential we have deduced in the previous section are ultraviolet (UV) divergent. To make sense out of them
we have to follow the renormalization procedure of quantum field theories. First of all we have to regularize the theory and all infinities
must be absorbed by appropriate counterterms. The way the infinities are absorbed by the counterterms depend on the definition of the
renormalized parameters, i.e. on the choice on the renormalization conditions. Finally the theory written as a function of the renormalized
parameters is finite.

The most convenient regularization scheme, which preserves the gauge invariance of the theory, is called dimensional regularization,
and was introduced by t’Hooft and Veltman [16]. It consists in making an analytic continuation of Feynman integrals to the complex plane
in the number of space-time dimensions 4→ n = 4 − ϵ so that the integrals have pole singularities in (n − 4)−1 which have to be subtracted
out. Moreover, in working out the effective potential it is customary to use the so-called MS renormalization scheme [17] by which the
quantity to be subtracted is 2/(4 − n) − γE + log(4π), where γE = 0.5772 . . . is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Then the effective potential
(8) can be written as

V1,s(ϕc) =
1
2

(µ2)2−n/2Tr
∫

dn p
(2π)n log[p2 + M2

s (ϕc)] , (18)

where µ is a parameter with mass dimension which needs to be introduced to balance the dimension n of the integration measure, and p
denotes the euclidean momentum. After subtracting the singularity in the limit ϵ → 0 the effective potential and the counterterms can be
written as

V1,s = Tr
M4

s (ϕc)
64π2

[
log

M2
s (ϕc)
µ2 −

3
2

]
, δλ =

3λ2

32π2

[
2

4 − n
− γE + log(4π)

]
. (19)

Similarly, for fermions and gauge bosons the one-loop renormalized contributions to the effective potential are given by

V1, f = −2λ f Tr
M4

f (ϕc)

64π2

log
M2

f (ϕc)

µ2 −
3
2

 , V1,A = 3 Tr
M4

A(ϕc)
64π2

log
M2

A(ϕc)
µ2 −

5
6

 . (20)

Considering the previous results in this section and the SM mass spectrum, Eq. (17), the one-loop SM effective potential is given in the
Landau gauge as

VSM
1 (ϕc) =

1
64π2

m4
h

log
m2

h

µ2 −
3
2

 + 3m4
χ

log
m2
χ

µ2 −
3
2

 + 3m4
Z

log
m2

Z

µ2 −
5
6

 + 6m4
W

log
m2

W

µ2 −
5
6

 −∑
f

4Ncm4
f

log
m2

f

µ2 −
3
2


 (21)

where the SM fermions are f = u, d, c, s, t, b, e, µ, τ and Nc = 3 (1) for quarks (leptons).
As we have seen above, the calculation of the effective action involves a scale µwhich is unphysical in the sense that the theory should be

independent of the chosen value of it. In fact a change on the value of µ should be accompanied by a change in the renormalized parameters
λi (coupling and masses) such that the theory remains unchanged. This requirement formally translates into the invariance equation

dVeff

dµ
=

[
µ
∂

∂µ
− βi

∂

∂λi
− γϕc

δ

δϕc

]
Veff = 0, (22)



An introduction to effective potential methods in field theory 5

and γ is the anomalous dimension of the scalar field. The formal solution to (22) is given by

Veff = Veff(µ(t), λi(t), ϕ(t)), where µ(t) = µet, ϕ(t) = ϕce−
∫ t

0 γ(λi(t′))dt′ , βi =
dλi(t)

dt
. (23)

In other words, in the so-called improved (by the renormalization group) effective potential at the L-loop order all masses and coupling
run with the renormalization group at the L + 1 loop order. The simplest approximation is where the effective potential is at the tree level
(L = 0), improved by the renormalization group at the L = 1 order. The scale independence of the effective potential is achieved at all loop
order. The more number of loops we consider the more the scale independence of the effective potential is achieved.

2.2 Effective potential at finite temperature: thermal corrections
In the previous sections we have described the effective potential at zero temperature. However in early universe calculations particles live
in a thermal plasma and the thermal corrections should be computed and taken into account. The thermal plasma is characterized by the
temperature T and chemical potentials µA associated with conserved global charges QA, and such that the density operator in the grand
canonical ensemble is given by ρ ∝ exp[

∑
A µA/T − H/T ], where H is the theory hamiltonian, and normalized such that tr ρ = 1. In the

following we will neglect the contribution from chemical potentials to the effective potential, as normally in the early universe µA ≪ T
(e.g. the baryon number µB ≪ T ).

In the imaginary time τ formalism, a thermal field theory can be well described by a theory defined on S 1 × R3 where the euclidean
time is compactified on the circle S 1. As the time is compactified on a circle with radius 1/T , where T is the temperature, the energy
is discretized and there appears the (tower of) Matsubara modes for which there is a mass component coming from the compactification
process, on top of a possible four-dimensional invariant mass term. For reviews and textbooks see e.g. Refs. [13, 14, 18–22].

The effective potential computed from the sum of Matsubara modes, in the theory with compactified euclidean time, is finite as the
theory has a natural cutoff at the value Λ = T . Bosonic (fermionic) fields are periodic (antiperiodic) under transformation τ→ τ + β, where
β = 1/T . The Matsubara modes for bosons (fermions) get at tree level, by the compactification procedure, discretized values of the energy
ωn = 2nπ/β (ωn = (2n + 1)π/β) where n = 0, 1, . . . . Moreover the bosonic zero modes n = 0 get one-loop square masses (∝ g2T 2) from the
interaction with the rest of fields. In the same way the complete effective potential can be computed using the Feynman rules of the thermal
field theory [13].

We will skip the details of the calculation and just give the final one-loop result in terms of the thermal integrals for bosons B with nB

bosonic degrees of freedom, and fermions F with nF fermionic degrees of freedom

V1(ϕc; T ) =
∑

B

nB
T 4

2π2 JB[m2(ϕc)/T 2] − 2
∑

F

λFnF
T 4

2π2 JF [m2(ϕc)/T 2], where JB,F[m2/T 2] =
∫ ∞

0
dxx2 log

[
1 ∓ e−

√
x2+m2/T 2

]
. (24)

The thermal functions JB,F admit the high-temperature expansions for m2/T 2 < 1 as

JB(m2/T 2) = −
π4

45
+
π2

12
m2

T 2 −
π

6

(
m2

T 2

)3/2

−
1
32

m4

T 4 log
m2

aBT 2 − 2π7/2
∞∑
ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ
ζ(2ℓ + 1)
(ℓ + 1)!

Γ

(
ℓ +

1
2

) (
m2

4π2T 2

)ℓ+2

(25)

and

JF(m2/T 2) =
7π4

360
−
π2

24
m2

T 2 −
1
32

m4

T 4 log
m2

aFT 2 −
π7/2

4

∞∑
ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ
ζ(2ℓ + 1)
(ℓ + 1)!

(
1 − 2−2ℓ−1

)
Γ

(
ℓ +

1
2

) (
m2

4π2T 2

)ℓ+2

, (26)

where aB = 16π2 exp(3/2 − 2γE), aF = π
2 exp(3/2 − 2γE), γE is the Euler constant and ζ is the Riemann ζ-function. These expansions will

be useful for determining the strength of cosmological phase transitions as we will see in the next section. We can already see that only
bosons create a term in the expansion as (m2/T 2)3/2 which is responsible for a barrier at finite temperature between the symmetric and the
broken phase and triggering thus a first order phase transition, relevant for creating the baryon-antibaryon asymmetry of the universe.

3 Applications of the effective potential

As we have already pointed out the effective potential is a useful tool to compute the vacuum (i.e. the state of lowest energy) of a theory.
The loop corrections to the effective potential are relevant to compute the vacuum of the theory, mainly in some specific cases, e.g. radiative
breaking, de Sitter expansion of the universe in an inflationary period, or the cosmological phase transitions. In this section we will illustrate
some of the most relevant cases which have important physical applications.

3.1 Radiative symmetry breaking
Given the shape of the one-loop effective potential, Eqs. (8) and (20), one should fall into the mirage that one-loop corrections always trigger
spontaneous symmetry breaking. Indeed this is not true. Let us first consider the simplest theory with a scalar field ϕ and a quartic potential
V0 =

λ
4!ϕ

4
c (symmetric under ϕc → −ϕc) and the mass m2(ϕc) = λϕ2

c/2. The one-loop potential and the minimum condition for ⟨ϕc⟩ read as

V(ϕc) =
λ

4!
ϕ4

c +
λ2ϕ4

c

256π2 log
(
λϕ2

c

2µ2 −
3
2

)
⇒ λ log

λ⟨ϕc⟩
2

2µ2 − λ = −
32π2

3
, (27)
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which, apparently, has a solution. Unfortunately the solution is outside the domain of applicability of perturbation theory, which requires
that both |λ| and log m2(ϕc)

µ2 be small, a condition that is inconsistent with that implied by the last equation in (27). In this example the validity
of perturbation theory prevents spontaneous breaking by loop corrections, a.k.a. radiative breaking. Is this the end of the story? Of course
it is not. True radiative breaking can be implemented whenever loop corrections are smaller (or of the order of) the tree-level potential.

A typical example, presented by Coleman and Weinberg in Ref. [7], is massless scalar electrodynamics of two scalar (or one complex)
fields ϕ1 and ϕ2 with charges e and −e, respectively. The one-loop potential and its minimum are

V(ϕc) =
λ

4!
ϕ4

c +
λ2ϕ4

c

128π2

(
log

λϕ2
c

2µ2 −
3
2

)
+ 3

e4ϕ4
c

64π2

(
log

e2ϕ2
c

µ2 −
5
6

)
⇒ λ +

3
16π2 λ

2
(
log

λ

2e2 − 1
)
=

6e4

16π2 , (28)

where ϕ2
c = ϕ

2
1 + ϕ

2
2 and we are fixing the scale µ = e⟨ϕc⟩. Unlike in (27), the last equation in (28) can be easily satisfied if we choose

λ ∼ e4 ≪ 1, so that the second term in Eq. (28) can be neglected, as it is ∼ e8, leading to the value of λ and the effective potential given by

λ ≃
6e4

16π2 ⇒ V(ϕc) ≃ 3
e4ϕ4

c

64π2

(
log

ϕ2
c

⟨ϕc⟩
2 −

1
2

)
(29)

without any reference to the parameter λ. In this way we originally have two dimensionless parameters λ and e, and we end up with
one dimensionless e and one dimensionful ⟨ϕc⟩ parameters. The appearance of one dimensional parameter, out of a dimensionless one,
sometimes is called dimensional transmutation.

Another example of radiative breaking is when we consider the effective potential improved by the renormalization group equations. In
this case the tree-level potential parameter λ, and the field ϕ, are running with the renormalization group and so are µ dependent. If there
are fermions in the theory, which contribute to the renormalization of the parameter λ with a negative sign, it can happen that λ(µc) = 0
for some scale µc (see e.g. Ref. [23]). In this case, for µ = µc the effective potential in entirely dominated by loop corrections and it can
trigger radiative breaking if the shape of the potential is such that it has a stable minimum. This case happens in the Standard Model, where
the vanishing of the quartic coupling is triggered by the presence of the top-quark Yukawa coupling. It gives rise to a dangerous minimum
which can destabilize the electroweak one, and will be the subject of the next section.

3.2 Metastability of the Standard Model electroweak vacuum
In order to extrapolate the SM Higgs effective potential of Eq. (23) at high values of the renormalization scale µ(t), one has to first assign
the matching conditions for the SM running parameters, generically denoted by λi(t), at some chosen reference scale, µ. Here we exploit
the matching conditions for the running parameters in the MS renormalization scheme at µ = 200 GeV, which were derived in Ref. [24]. It
is also useful to introduce the parameter α, such that µ(t) = αϕ(t). Increasing levels of approximation for the Higgs effective potential as a
function of ϕ(t) can thus be obtained, which in turn display an increasing level of independence on α, see e.g. Ref. [25].

In order to illustrate the different loop contributions to the effective potential, the left plot of Fig. 2 displays the shape of the SM
Higgs effective potential as a function of ϕ(t), for various levels of approximation, taking α = 1 and central values for the most relevant
experimental inputs (mainly the top-quark and Higgs boson masses and the strong coupling constant), as given in Ref. [26]; due to the
high accuracy achieved in the Higgs mass, the most relevant experimental inputs are the top quark mass and the strong coupling. The
upper (black) line shows the tree-level result (also dubbed Mexican hat potential), V0(ϕ) as given by Eq. (17); at ϕ values larger than the
electroweak minimum, V0(ϕ) is an ever increasing function. As already mentioned, the tree-level one-loop improved Higgs potential, here
denoted by V0 + β1−loop, instead displays another minimum at high energy, deeper than the electroweak one, as an effect of the presence of
the top-quark Yukawa coupling ht in the running of λ(t) [27]

β
1−loop
λ =

dλ
dt
= −

36
16π2 h4

t + . . . ⇒ λ(ϕ) ≃ λ −
36

16π2 h4
t log

ϕ

v
(30)

where we are neglecting all couplings but the top Yukawa coupling. As we can see in Eq. (30) there is a minus sign in the β-function due
to the presence of fermions in the loop and the RGE improved quartic coupling λ becomes negative for field values much larger than the
electroweak scale ϕ ≫ v. The full numerical result is shown by the solid green line in the left panel of Fig. 2, where the potential becomes
negative at the field value ϕ(t) ∼ 109 GeV.

Moreover, the one-loop (or NLO) potential improved by the two-loop RGE, denoted by V0 + V1 + β2−loop, becomes negative at slightly
larger field values, ϕ(t) ∼ 1011 GeV; furthermore, the two-loop (or NNLO) result improved by the three-loop RGE, denoted by V0 + V1 +

V2 + β3−loop, turns out to be nearly α independent and, consistently, it is close to the one-loop improved potential.
A metastable electroweak vacuum is thus suggested by the present central values of the relevant input parameters, mt and α(5)

s [26];
however, stability is still allowed within 2σ, and it will be very difficult to discriminate between the two scenarios in the future [28]. The
right plot of Fig. 2 shows the regions corresponding to stability and metastability according to the two-loop improved Higgs potential,
V0 + V1 + V2(ϕ) + β3−loop, as a function of α(5)

s and mt; the shaded (green) band corresponds to a 1σ variation in the Higgs mass; the shaded
(blue) rectangles correspond to the 1σ and 2σ allowed regions for α(5)

s and mt, according to Ref. [26].
Taking central values for α(5)

s and mH [26], the value of the top mass for which the NNLO Higgs effective potential displays two
degenerate minima is mc

t ≈ 171.0588 GeV (see for instance Ref. [29]). The shape of such critical configuration is shown (in red) in the left
panel of Fig. 3, where one can see that the high energy vacuum is located at field values ϕ(t) which are close to the Planck energy scale. It
is useful to define the parameter δt = mt/mc

t − 1, and explore possible shapes close to the critical one, as for instance the inflection point
configuration (in orange), achieved with δt = −1.3 × 10−6, and the configurations corresponding to δt = −2 × 10−5 and δt = 10−5.
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Fig. 2 Left panel: Various levels of approximation for the Higgs effective potential, taking α = 1 and the PDG22 central values for the
most relevant input parameters: mt = 172.5 ± 0.7 GeV, α(5)

s = 0.1179 ± 0.0009, mH = 125.25 ± 0.17 GeV [26]. Right panel: the straight
black line separating the regions where the electroweak vacuum is stable or metastable; the close green solid and dashed lines display
the effect of a positive and negative 1σ variation in mH , while the shaded blue rectangles display the 1σ and 2σ allowed ranges for α(5)

s
and mt, according to Ref. [26].
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Fig. 3 Left panel: NNLO Higgs potential configurations for various values of the top mass near criticality. Right panel: The inflection
point configuration for the Higgs effective potential in the Standard Model (orange curve). Including a non-minimal coupling to gravity
with ξ ≈ 800, the potential is flattened (black curve) and the cosmological predictions for ∆2

R, ns and r are in agreement with CMB
data [26]. The red dots signal the beginning (i) and end (f) of inflation.

3.3 Quantum effects in Higgs inflation
The study of the shape of the Higgs effective potential at high energy is a relevant issue in order to understand whether the Higgs field might
have played the role of the inflaton in the early universe. This issue has been widely discussed in the literature [30–32]. For the sake of
brevity, here we focus on slow-roll single-field inflation models [33]. A region where the Higgs potential V(ϕ) becomes sufficiently flat, for
large enough values of the Higgs field, to meet the slow-roll conditions and cosmological observables

ϵ ≡
M2

P

2

(
V ′

V

)2

≪ 1, |η| ≡ M2
P
|V ′′|
V
≪ 1, ∆2

R ≃
V

24π2 M4
Pϵ
≃ 2.1 × 10−9, ns ≃ 1 + 2η − 4ϵ = 0.9649(42), r = 16ϵ < 0.036 (31)

is thus required, where ∆2
R is the amplitude of density perturbations, ns the inflaton spectral index, r the tensor-to-scalar ratio, and MP is the

reduced Planck mass, MP = 1/(8πGN )1/2 ≃ 2.43 × 1018 GeV, where GN is the Newton constant.
As previously discussed, the SM Higgs effective potential is compatible with an inflection point configuration. This scenario cannot

however account for the observed cosmological parameters [34]: as shown in the right plot of Fig. 3, the value of the Higgs effective
potential at the stationary point exceeds the upper limit V1/4

e f f ≲ 2.5 × 1016 GeV [29], coming from CMB data by combining the amplitude
of density perturbations, ∆2

R, with the upper bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio r ≲ 0.036 [26].
Extensions of the Standard Model are thus needed. An interesting possibility is to modify the Higgs potential by introducing a non-

minimal gravitational coupling ξ between the SM Higgs doublet H and the Ricci scalar R [30]. The classical action for Higgs inflation
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is

S =

∫
d4 x
√
−g

LSM −
M2

P

2
R − ξ |H|2 R

 , (32)

where g is the determinant of the FLRW metric, and LSM is the SM Lagrangian. The effect of the introduction of the non-minimal coupling
to gravity, ξ, is to flatten the Higgs potential at field values larger than about MP/

√
ξ, so that the Higgs might successfully play the role of the

inflaton [30]. Thanks to the flattening mechanism, configurations that in the Standard Model would be stable or even slightly metastable,
become viable for inflation [29]; this happens for both the metric and the Palatini formalisms of gravity [35]. For instance, as shown
in the right plot of Fig. 3 for the metric formalism, for the same input parameters that would lead to an inflection point configuration in
the Standard Model, the inclusion of a non-minimal coupling, ξ ≈ 800, suitably flattens the Higgs effective potential, leading to viable
cosmological predictions for ∆2

R, r and the spectral index ns [26]. The much debated issue of unitarity seems to not be problematic for the
latter configuration: as the unitarity cutoff at large field values is Λ ∼ MP/

√
ξ = 8.5 × 1016 GeV, the inflationary dynamics is expected to

be reliable [29].

3.4 Cosmological phase transitions
In the previous sections we covered applications of the effective potential methods in QFT at zero temperature. However in the early
universe, as already commented, particles are propagating in a thermal plasma characterized by the temperature T so that the potential
depends, on top of the background field configuration ϕ, on T i.e. V(ϕ, t). This makes it that the potential can have different minima at
different temperatures, i.e. different phases, and the balance in the free energy makes it possible the transition between them, what is called
as phase transitions.

Phase transitions are mainly classified into first and second order phase transitions depending on the shape of the potentials at different
temperatures. Using the high temperature behavior from (24) one can typically describe the potential of a first order phase transition by [36]

V(ϕ,T ) =
1
2

m2ϕ2 +
λ

4!
ϕ4 + 2Bv2ϕ2 −

3
2

Bϕ4 + Bϕ4 log
ϕ2

v2 + V1(ϕ,T ) ≃ D(T 2 − T 0
0 )ϕ2 − ETϕ3 +

λ(T )
4!

ϕ4 , (33)

where B, D, T0 and E are T -independent coefficients and λ a slowly varying T -dependent function, see e.g. Ref. [14], where on-shell
renormalization conditions V ′1(v) = V ′′1 (v) = 0 are imposed. Notice that at values T ≫ T0 the potential has a minimum at the origin ϕ = 0.
At some temperature T1 a local minimum first appears as an inflection point at a field value ϕ(T1) , 0, given by [37]

T 2
1 =

4λ(T1)DT 2
0

4λ(T1)D − 27 E2 , ϕ(T1) =
9ET1

λ(T1)
, (34)

while a barrier between the latter and the origin starts to develop at lower temperatures and the inflection point splits into a maximum ϕM(T )
and a local minimum ϕm(T ) given by

ϕM(T ) =
9ET
λ(T )

−
9

λ(T )

√
E2T 2 −

4
27
λ(T )D(T 2 − T 2

0 ), ϕm(T ) =
9ET
λ(T )

+
9

λ(T )

√
E2T 2 −

4
27
λ(T )D(T 2 − T 2

0 ) . (35)

At the critical temperature Tc the origin and the local minimum become degenerate, such that

T 2
c =

λ(Tc)DT 2
0

λ(Tc)D − 6E2 , ϕM(Tc) =
6ETc

λ(Tc)
, ϕm(Tc) =

12ETc

λ(Tc)
. (36)

For T < Tc the minimum at ϕ = 0 becomes metastable and the minimum at ϕm(T ) becomes the global one. The phase transition starts at
the nucleation temperature, Tn < Tc by tunneling, which is more or less efficient depending on the heigh of the barrier and the shallowness
of the potential. Even if the tunneling is very inefficient, at T = T0 the barrier disappears, the origin becomes a maximum and the second
minimum becomes equal to ϕm(T0) = 18ET0/λ(T0). As we can see the barrier is generated by the term proportional to E in the effective
potential. A quick glance at the third term of the expansion in Eq. (25) shows that the cubic term, and thus the presence of the barrier,
is triggered by the propagation of bosons (in particular the zero modes of bosons) and not by the fermions, see Eq. (26), for which the
Matsubara modes do not have any zero mode, see Ref. [14].

A first order phase transition proceeds abruptly either by thermal tunneling or by quantum tunneling, with a probability of decay of
the false vacuum per unit time per unit volume given by Γ/ν = Ae−B where the pre-factor and exponent are A ∼ T 4 and B = S 3(T )/T for
thermal tunneling, and A ∼ v4 and B = S 4(T ), where v is the typical scale of the theory, for a quantum tunneling. S 3(T ) and S 4(T ) are the
euclidean actions evaluated at the bounce solutions S E with symmetry O(3) and O(4), respectively, given by [38]

S E(T ) = Ωn

∫
dσσn−1

1
2

(
dϕB(σ)

dσ

)2

+ V(ϕB,T )

 , Ωn = nπn/2/Γ(1 + n/2), with
(
n = 3, σ =

√
x⃗ 2

)
or

(
n = 4, σ =

√
x⃗ 2 + τ2

)
.

(37)
The bounce solutions are subject to the equations of motion and boundary conditions:

d2ϕB(σ)
dσ2 +

n − 1
σ

dϕB

dσ
=
∂V
∂ϕ

,
dϕB

dσ

∣∣∣∣∣
σ=0
= 0, lim

σ→∞
ϕB = 0 . (38)
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The bounce equation has to be solved numerically, although in the case we are considering here, for one simple field, it can be easily solved
by the overshoot/undershoot method, although often analytical approximations, in particular thin or thick wall approximations, can be used.

Phase transitions then proceed at the so-called nucleation temperature Tn such that there is one bubble of the broken phase per Hubble
patch, and are completed at the percolation temperature Tp such that the probability of any spatial point to be in the true minimum is larger
than 30% [39]. In particular it is customary to parametrize the strength of the phase transition by the parameters

α(T ) ≡
∆V
ρ(Tn)

,
β

Hn
≡ T

dS E

dT

∣∣∣∣∣
T=Tn

, (39)

where ∆V is the quantum or thermal jump in the potential, ρ(Tn) is the radiation energy density in the symmetric phase and β/Hn is
the inverse duration of the phase transition. Typically very strong and supercooled phase transitions are characterized by α(Tn) ≫ 1 and
β/Hn ≲ 10. Under these conditions the first order phase transitions produce a stochastic gravitational waves background with an amplitude
h2Ω̄GW and peak frequency fp [40], and primordial black holes with a mass MPBH [41–43], typically given by

h2Ω̄GW ≃ 8 × 10−7(Hn/β)2,
fp

Hz
≃ 1.8 × 10−5(β/Hn) (TeV/TR)2,

MPBH

M⊙
≃ 9 × 10−9(TeV/TR)2 , (40)

where TR is the reheat temperature after the phase transition, and M⊙ the solar mass.
For the Standard Model the parameters of the expansion in Eq. (33) are given by [37]

D ≃
2m2

W + m2
Z + 2m2

t

8v2 , E ≃
2m3

W + m3
Z

4πv3 , T 2
0 ≃

m2
H − 8Bv2

4D
, B = 3

2m4
W + m4

Z − 4m4
t

64π2v4 ,

λ(T ) ≃ λ −
9

8π2v4

2m4
W log

m2
W

ABT 2 + m4
Z log

m2
Z

ABT 2 − 4m4
t log

m2
t

AFT 2

 , (41)

where log AB ≃ 3.9076 and log AF ≃ 1.1351.
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Fig. 4 Effective potential (normalized to zero at ϕ = 0). Left: for a first order phase transition, with T = T0 ≃ 163.54 GeV (green line),
Tc ≃ 163.94 GeV (orange line), T1 ≃ 163.97 GeV (red line). Right: for a second order phase transition, with the indicated values of the
temperature, in GeV units.

A plot of the SM effective potential in the one-loop approximation is shown in the left panel of Fig. 4 for different temperatures. As
we can see the phase transition from Fig. 4 is a weak first order phase transition, and ϕ(Tc)/Tc ≃ 0.17, ϕ(T0)/T0 ≃ 0.25. In fact this is
an artifact of the one-loop approximation and moreover of perturbation theory, and we show it here just for pedagogical purposes. In
reality, non-perturbative lattice calculations show that the SM phase transition, for the experimental value of the Higgs mass, is a continuous
crossover [44].

In general the phase transition for a theory whose high temperature expansion potential is given by Eq. (33) with E = 0 is called
second order phase transition. A second order phase transition is smooth as the curvature of the thermal potential is simply given by
m2(ϕ,T ) = λ(T )ϕ2/2 + 2D(T 2 − T 2

0 ) and the origin smoothly becomes a maximum at T = T0 so that the minimum ϕm(T ) evolves for
T < T0 with the temperature as

ϕm(T ) = 2

√
3D(T 2

0 − T 2)
λ(T )

⇒ ϕm(0) = 2

√
3D(T 2

0 )
λ(0)

, (42)

toward the zero temperature minimum. A second order phase transition smoothly proceeds by rolling down of the field from the origin
toward the global minimum at T ≤ T0. For illustrative purposes, see the right panel of Fig. 4.
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4 Conclusions

In this chapter we have presented some of the most basic results on the effective potential at zero temperature and in thermal field theories,
which are of application in the early universe. At zero temperature the most relevant applications of the effective potential methods refer
to the metastability of the electroweak minimum in the Standard Model and its relation to the measured values of the Higgs and top
quark masses, and the strong coupling constant. This question is of upmost importance in view of the possibility of triggering cosmological
inflation by the Higgs field, mainly when it is non-minimally coupled to gravity as inflation happens at scales higher than the instability scale
of the electroweak minimum. A big question here, which attracts many people’s attention, is how is it possible to avoid the metastability
of the electroweak minimum and make it stable? This question is interesting in itself and is also related to the possibility of triggering
cosmological inflation with the Standard Model fields. Also related to beyond the Standard Model physics.

A second line which has been covered by this chapter is the shape of cosmological phase transitions, induced by loop corrections in the
thermal theory. This line is very relevant for future studies in beyond the Standard Model, as in the Standard Model the phase transition is
very weak (actually it is a crossover as shown in non-perturbative/lattice calculations) a result implied by the small Standard Model value
of the quartic coupling. One of the goals of present and future particle colliders is measuring the quartic coupling in processes with two
or three Higgs particles in the final states. A departure from the Standard Model value could produce a strong first order phase transition,
which could be detected by gravitational waves interferometers and thus signaling the presence of new physics beyond the Standard Model.
The study of first order phase transitions, and the production of gravitational waves and primordial black holes, is thus a hot topic at this
moment and worth of future studies.
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