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Abstract

The primary objective of this thesis is to investigate the cosmological phase transitions in
the early Universe, with a focus on the electroweak phase transition in the Standard Model
and its extensions. In the Standard Model, the spontaneously broken electroweak symmetry
at zero temperature is restored in the early Universe due to finite-temperature effects. This
phenomenon is studied using the effective potential at finite temperatures, which determines
the true vacuum state of the theory, including quantum corrections. More specifically, the
effective potential is initially defined by the effective action, which is the generating functional
for the one-particle irreducible Feynman diagrams. Then, the background field method is
introduced to provide a computational tool for the effective potential. Alternatively, the
one-loop effective potential at zero temperatures is explicitly derived in non-Abelian gauge
theories using the one-particle irreducible Feynman diagrams and can be later renormalized in
different renormalization schemes. Moreover, symmetry restoration at high temperatures is
studied by the finite-temperature field theory introduced to derive the Feynman rules at finite
temperatures using the imaginary-time formalism. This formalism is applied to compute the
one-loop effective potential at finite temperatures in various quantum field theories. As a
result, the effective potential shows the symmetry restoration in the Standard Model and
electroweak phase transition. However, perturbation theory breaks down around the critical
temperature and thermal resummation is required to incorporate the dominant contribution
of the ring diagrams to the one-loop effective potential. Furthermore, we present the theory
of cosmological phase transitions, focusing on the concepts of thermal tunneling and bubble
nucleation. We additionally discuss the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe to
formulate the conditions for baryogenesis, describe electroweak baryogenesis, and obtain the
criterion for a strong first-order phase transition. Therefore, the one-loop effective potential
in the Standard Model at finite temperatures is derived in detail including the ring corrections
to study further the electroweak baryogenesis. Our results indicate that the electroweak
phase transition is not strong enough to explain the observed baryon asymmetry of the
Universe. On the other hand, the real singlet extensions of the Standard Model describe
a strong enough electroweak phase transition and the observed baryon asymmetry of the
Universe. These extensions are also discussed including a dimension-six operator, which
originates from an effective field theory at a new physics scale. In particular, the parameter
space of this singlet extension is examined extensively, while it is restricted by numerous
phenomenological constraints, such as the invisible Higgs decay width. As a result, due to the
presence of the higher-order operator, the real singlet extensions describe a strong electroweak
phase transition in regions of the parameter space that were previously eliminated in the
literature.
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Περίληψη

Ο κύριος στόχος αυτής της πτυχιακής είναι να μελετήσει τις κοσμολογικές μεταβολές φάσης

στο πρώιμο σύμπαν και να εμβαθύνει στην θεωρία της ηλεκτρασθενής μεταβολής φάσης στο

Καθιερωμένο Πρότυπο της σωματιδιακής φυσικής και στις επεκτάσεις του. Στο Καθιερωμένο
Πρότυπο, η σπασμένη συμμετρία σε μηδενική θερμοκρασία αποκαθίσταται στο πρώιμο σύμπαν
εξαιτίας των θερμικών και κβαντικών διαταραχών. Αυτό το φαινόμενο μπορεί να αναλυθεί
μέσω του ενεργού δυναμικού σε πεπερασμένη θερμοκρασία το οποίο καθορίζει την πραγματική

κατάσταση κενού της θεωρίας συμπεριλαμβάνοντας κβαντικές διορθώσεις. Ειδικότερα, το εν-
εργό δυναμικό σε μηδενική θερμοκρασία αρχικά ορίζεται από την ενεργό δράση που είναι η

γεννήτρια συνάρτηση των μονοσωματιδιακών μη αναγώγιμων συναρτήσεων Green. Τότε, θεω-
ρούμε τη μέθοδο του πεδίου υποβάθρου για να ερμηνεύσει και να προσφέρει ένα χρήσιμο υπ-

ολογιστικό εργαλείο για το ενεργό δυναμικό σε τάξη ενός βρόχου. Επιπρόσθετα, αυτό το
ενεργό δυναμικό σε μηδενική θερμοκρασία υπολογίζεται αναλυτικά για μη Αβελιανές θεω-

ρίες βαθμίδας χρησιμοποιώντας τα διαγράμματα Feynman και το επανακανονικοποιούμε με
διάφορες μεθόδους επανακανονικοποίησης. Ακόμη, η αποκατάσταση συμμετρίας σε υψηλές
θερμοκρασίες μελετάτε από την θεωρία πεδίου σε πεπερασμένες θερμοκρασίες που εξετάζε-

ται για να καταλήξουμε στους κανόνες Feynman στον φορμαλισμό του φανταστικού χρόνου.
Αυτός ο φορμαλισμός εφαρμόζεται για να εξαχθεί το ενεργό δυναμικό σε τάξη ενός βρόχου

σε πεπερασμένη θερμοκρασία για βαθμωτά, φερμιονικά και πεδία βαθμίδας. Συνεπώς, το εν-
εργό δυναμικό εξηγεί την αποκατάσταση της συμμετρίας στο Καθιερωμένο Πρότυπο και την

ηλεκτρασθενή μεταβολή φάσης. Ωστόσο, η θεωρία διαταραχών παύει να ισχύει γύρω από την
κρίσιμη θερμοκρασία και απαιτείται να ληφθεί υπόψη η σημαντική συνεισφορά των διαγραμμάτων

δακτυλίου στο ενεργό δυναμικό σε τάξη ενός βρόγχου. Επιπλέον, παρουσιάζουμε την θεω-
ρία των κοσμολογικών μεταβολών φάσης εστιάζοντας στο φαινόμενο της θερμικής σήραγγας.
Στη συνέχεια, αναλύουμε την ηλεκτρασθενή βαρυογέννεση για να διατυπωθούν οι κατάλληλες
συνθήκες για βαρυογέννεση και να οδηγηθούμε στο κριτήριο για μια ισχυρή πρώτης τάξης

μεταβολή φάσης. Επομένως, το ενεργό δυναμικό τάξης ενός βρόχου στο Καθιερωμένο Πρό-
τυπο σε πεπερασμένες θερμοκρασίες αποδεικνύεται λεπτομερώς θεωρώντας τις διορθώσεις από

τα διαγράμματα δακτυλίου ώστε να μελετηθεί η ηλεκτρασθενή μεταβολή φάσης. ΄Ομως, τα
αποτελέσματα μας δείχνουν ότι η ηλεκτρασθενή μεταβολή φάσης στο Καθιερωμένο Πρότυπο

δεν είναι αρκετά ισχυρή ώστε να εξηγήσει την παρατηρούμενη βαρυονική ασυμμετρία στο σύμ-

παν. Αντίθετα, η επέκταση του Καθιερωμένου προτύπου που εισάγει ένα επιπλέον πραγματικό
βαθμωτό πεδίο (real singlet extensions) περιγράφει μια αρκετά ισχυρή ηλεκτρασθενή μεταβολή
φάσης. Αυτή η επέκταση του Καθιερωμένου Προτύπου, επίσης, παρουσιάζεται προσθέτον-
τας έναν τελεστή έκτης διάστασης, ο οποίος προέρχεται από μια θεωρία ενεργή σε μια υψηλή
ενεργειακή κλίμακα νέας φυσικής. Πιο συγκεκριμένα, ο χώρος των παραμέτρων αυτού του μον-
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τέλου εξετάζεται εκτενώς, καθώς περιορίζεται από πολλούς φαινομενολογικούς περιορισμούς.
Ως αποτέλεσμα, λόγω της παρουσίας του ανώτερης τάξης τελεστή, η ηλεκτρασθενή μεταβολή
φάσης είναι ισχυρότερη σε κάποιες περιοχές του χώρου των παραμέτρων που είχαν αποκλειστεί

προηγουμένως στην βιβλιογραφία.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The Standard Model is currently the most accepted and successful theory of physics which
describes the elementary particles of our Universe and their interactions. More specifically,
it describes three out of the four known fundamental interactions of nature: the electro-
magnetic, weak, and strong interactions, while it leaves gravity outside its scope. Each
fundamental interaction in the Standard Model is related to a Lie group and the Standard
Model is based on an SU(3)× SU(2)× U(1) gauge group.

The electroweak theory in the Standard Model is a quantum field theory that possesses a
SU(2)×U(1) gauge symmetry between the weak and electromagnetic interactions. However,
in a unified theory of weak and electromagnetic interactions, the gauge invariance of the
theory is not reconciled with the addition of mass terms to the Standard Model Lagrangian.
On the other hand, it is obvious that all fundamental particles in nature are not massless
and it is crucial to introduce the essential mass terms through a mechanism that respects
the Standard Model gauge symmetry. This mechanism is called (spontaneous) electroweak
symmetry breaking and is associated with a scalar field in the Standard Model, which is called
the Higgs field. The vacuum state of the theory is then described by the vacuum expectation
value of the Higgs field. As a consequence, the W and Z gauge bosons and fermions in
the Standard Model acquire a mass proportional to the Higgs vacuum expectation value
after the electroweak symmetry breaking. In general, spontaneous symmetry breaking is a
fundamental concept in particle physics and condensed matter physics and will be presented
in detail in the next sections.

In the early Universe, matter can be described in terms of quantum fields as it was very
compressed at very high temperatures. As a result, the Standard Model provides valuable
insights into the history of the early Universe and the formation of cosmic structures by
explaining the behavior of particles and their interactions under extreme conditions. From
understanding the dynamics of the primordial plasma to predicting the abundances of ele-
ments produced during Big Bang nucleosynthesis, the Standard Model offers the framework
to interpret various cosmological observations and phenomena. More specifically, the Stan-
dard Model formulated as a quantum field theory at non-zero temperatures predicts that a
symmetry may not be spontaneously broken at high temperatures. For instance, the gauge
symmetry of the electroweak theory is not spontaneously broken at high temperatures. In
other words, this symmetry is restored at a high temperature which implies that a cosmo-
logical phase transition occurred in the early Universe at the end of the electroweak epoch.
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Additionally, the Standard Model predicts a second cosmological phase transition at a lower
temperature called the quantum chromodynamics phase transition associated with the chiral
symmetry in quantum chromodynamics.

In the Big Bang theory, the electroweak epoch plays an essential role in the physics of
the Universe. First of all, one of the first stages in the history of the Universe is the Planck
epoch, in which the current laws of physics may not be valid. The Planck epoch is then
followed by the Grand Unification epoch at a temperature around 1032 K. The electroweak
epoch starts at a temperature around 1028 K (≃ 1015 GeV) and time 10−36 seconds and ends
at a temperature almost 1015 K (≃ 100 GeV) and time 10−10 seconds. Below the critical
temperature around 100 GeV, the electroweak symmetry is spontaneously broken and the
Z and W bosons acquire mass, whereas the symmetry is restored at temperatures above
this critical temperature and the Z and W bosons are massless and the electroweak phase
transition starts at the end of the electroweak epoch. In particular, the introduction of the
Higgs field in the Standard Model plays an essential role in the cosmological history of the
Universe. The vacuum expectation value of this scalar field determines the progress of this
cosmological phase transition and accordingly describes the vacuum state of the Universe.
Whether or not the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field vanishes and the vacuum
state is invariant under the gauge symmetry of the electroweak theory, the nature of the
Universe changes significantly.

Various field theories showcase that symmetries could be spontaneously broken in the
early Universe through a first-order phase transition. This could be probed through its im-
pact on the gravitational-wave spectrum at current and future gravitational-wave observato-
ries as gravitational waves are generated during a first-order phase transition. Subsequently,
due to the absence of new particle observations at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) in the
last decade, modern high-energy physics can rely on gravitational wave experiments and
astrophysical observations to tackle fundamental issues such as the electroweak phase tran-
sition and baryogenesis. Much light on the cosmological history of the Universe is expected
be shed by the current and future Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and gravitational
wave experiments, such as the LISA, DECIGO, and the Einstein telescope. Therefore, the
gravitational waves from a first-order phase transition could be a message from the physics
of the early Universe.

Furthermore, if the Standard Model could describe a strong enough first-order phase
transition in the early Universe, this could explain the abundance of matter rather than
anti-matter in the Universe since it provides the non-equilibrium conditions for baryogenesis.
This has been accomplished by numerous proposed extensions of the Standard Model. One of
the simplest and most studied extensions to the Standard Model is the real singlet extension
which solely includes a real singlet scalar field and is presented in detail in the last chapter.

The thermal history of the Universe clearly affects the evolution of the cosmological phase
transitions as they depend on the temperature of the Universe. Thus, the phase transitions
are studied in the framework of quantum field theories at non-zero temperatures, which is
called finite-temperature field theory or thermal quantum field theory. Finite-temperature
field theory combines the ordinary quantum field theory with statistical physics. Ordinary
quantum field theory describes elementary fields and their interactions in a surrounding
vacuum, at zero temperature, like in particle colliders, whereas statistical physics describes
the properties of large ensemble systems, through parameters such as pressure, temperature,
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volume, entropy, etc. Therefore, in the early Universe, the dynamics of quantum fields are
described by the finite-temperature field theory which is applied to the theory of cosmological
phase transitions.

Finally, it was previously mentioned that the behavior of the vacuum expectation value
of a scalar field determines the vacuum of the theory and spontaneous symmetry break-
ing. Nevertheless, the vacuum expectation value should be computed including radiative
corrections. In fact, at the classical level, the state of the lowest energy is obtained by
the minimization of the classical potential in the theory. In quantum field theory, however,
higher-loop corrections can affect importantly the vacuum expectation value of the scalar
field and generate spontaneous symmetry breaking. Consequently, it is essential to define a
function that includes the quantum corrections to the classical potential in order to deter-
mine the true vacuum of the quantum theory. This function is called the effective potential
and its minimum is identified as the expectation value of the scalar field in the true vacuum.
It plays a major role in the implications of spontaneous symmetry breaking. Accordingly,
the progress of a cosmological phase transition primarily depends on the effective potential
at finite temperatures. Thus, the effective potential will be analyzed throughout this thesis
in the case of zero temperature and finite temperature in the context of scalar, fermion, and
gauge field theories, including the non-Abelian gauge theories.

1.1 Thesis Outline

The subject of this thesis is the study of cosmological phase transitions focusing on the
electroweak phase transition and baryogenesis in the Standard Model and beyond. As a
result, this thesis is organized as follows:

• Chapter 1: the concept of spontaneous symmetry breaking and the Higgs mechanism
is presented including a brief description of the Standard Model.

• Chapter 2: the effective action is introduced implying the mathematical definition of
the effective potential. Then, the background field method is presented as an equiva-
lent way to determine the effective potential. The one-loop effective potential is then
computed in the case of scalar field theories and non-Abelian gauge theories using
the Feynman diagrams. In this chapter, different regularization and renormalization
schemes are also discussed in the context of the ultraviolet divergences in the on-loop
effective potential.

• Chapter 3: the finite-temperature field theory is formulated to describe the finite-
temperature effects in quantum field theories by computing the finite-temperature
Green’s functions and briefly derive the Feynman rules in the imaginary-time formal-
ism. Thus, the effective potential at finite temperatures is derived explicitly and the
symmetry restoration phenomenon is demonstrated using a simplified version of the
Standard Model effective potential. Lastly, the contribution of the ring diagrams is
discussed to formulate the thermal resummation in a scalar field theory.

• Chapter 4: the theory of cosmological phase transitions is shown to introduce the
concept of bubble nucleation by thermal tunneling and then compute the transition
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probability per unit volume and per unit time from the false vacuum to the true one.

• Chapter 5: electroweak baryogenesis is presented to explain the generation of the ob-
served baryon asymmetry in the Universe. In addition, the baryon and lepton number
violation in the Standard Model is demonstrated to compute the rate of sphaleron
transitions and derive approximately the condition for a strong first-order phase tran-
sition.

• Chapter 6: the finite-temperature effective potential at one loop in the Standard Model
is derived explicitly to illustrate the electroweak phase transition incorporating the
corrections by the ring diagrams.

• Chapter 7: we introduce the singlet extensions to the Standard Model to describe
a strong first-order electroweak phase transition and its consequences. This chapter
presents the results of the paper written by the author and his supervisor Prof. V. K.
Oikonomou.

1.2 Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking

The invariance of the action of a quantum system does not necessarily imply the invariance
of the ground state of the system. In order to illustrate the concept of spontaneous symmetry
breaking, we consider an action that is invariant under a particular symmetry transforma-
tion. In quantum theory, any symmetric system either has a unique and symmetric vacuum
state, or a family of vacuum states which transform to each other under the symmetry group.
Namely, if the vacuum state is degenerate, it can be represented by numerous eigenstates.
When one of these states is chosen as the vacuum state of the system1, the vacuum state
will violate the symmetries of the action. As a result, the symmetry of the action is called
spontaneously broken due to the asymmetric vacuum state. In general, spontaneous sym-
metry breaking is the phenomenon in which a stable state of a system, such as the vacuum
state, is not invariant under the symmetry transformation of its action or Lagrangian and
Hamiltonian [2]. As S. Coleman wrote ”the laws of nature may possess symmetries which
are not manifest to us because the vacuum state is not invariant under them” [3].

A ferromagnetic material, such as iron, is a common example of a system that exhibits
spontaneous symmetry breaking. The action of the system is invariant under spatial rota-
tions. The magnetic moment of the system is described by the magnetization M⃗ which is
related to the direction of the spins in the ferromagnetic material. Below a critical temper-
ature, a non-zero magnetization is acquired in the ground state, while domains with aligned
spins are formed along a particular direction. Therefore, the rotational symmetry SO(3)
is spontaneously broken due to the orientation of the magnetization and there is a set of
degenerate vacua related to each other by spatial rotations. Above the critical temperature,
the ferromagnet has a non-degenerate ground state with zero magnetization and spontaneous
symmetry breaking does not occur.

1Spontaneous symmetry breaking does not occur in quantum systems with a finite number of degrees of
freedom because if there is a set of degenerate vacuum states, the chosen vacuum state can be expressed as
a superposition of them which is invariant under the symmetry transformation [1].
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Spontaneous symmetry breaking in field theory is always linked to the degeneracy of
the vacuum. One distinguishes between the symmetric and asymmetric vacuum states in-
troducing an operator that is not invariant under the symmetry transformations and has
a non-vanishing expectation value in any degenerate vacuum state implying that the sym-
metry is broken. This operator is called the order parameter operator. In quantum field
theory, this operator is usually assumed to be a scalar field operator ϕ̂ as it will be clearly
understood later.

1.3 The Goldstone Model

The classical theory of a self-interacting complex scalar field is an interesting example to
present spontaneous symmetry breaking. The Lagrangian density of the so-called Goldstone
model is written as [3]

L = (∂µϕ∗) (∂µϕ)− V (ϕ), (1.1)

where the classical potential is

V (ϕ) = −µ2|ϕ|2 + λ|ϕ|4, (1.2)

where µ and λ are free parameters. The theory is then invariant under the global U(1) phase
transformations,

ϕ→ eiθϕ (1.3)

with θ an arbitrary constant. The Hamiltonian density of this theory can be written as

H =
(
∂0ϕ∗) (∂0ϕ) + (∇ϕ∗) (∇ϕ) + V (ϕ), (1.4)

where λ > 0 to require that the energy density is bounded from below. Namely, the minimum
energy density is determined by the constant field which minimizes the potential energy
density. However, the location of the minima depends on the sign of µ2. In the case of
µ2 < 0, spontaneous symmetry breaking does not occur as the potential is positive definite
and there is only one minimum, the origin ϕ = 0. On the other hand, if µ2 is positive, the
potential is minimized for

ϕ = ϕ0 =
µ√
2λ
eiθ (1.5)

with θ ∈ [0, 2π). In other words, the continuous set of vacua lies on the circle with radius
|ϕ0| in the complex field plane as shown in Fig. 1.1, and there is also a local maximum at the
origin. Therefore, the U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken, when one of these vacua is
selected. For instance, we could take θ = 0. Now, after spontaneous symmetry breaking, the
theory can be understood better by introducing two real scalar fields to study the deviations
of the field from the vacuum,

ϕ(x) = ϕ0 +
1√
2
(χ1(x) + iχ2(x)) (1.6)
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and the Lagrangian density is expressed as

L =
1

2
(∂µχ1) (∂µχ1)−

1

2

(
4λϕ2

0

)
χ2
1

+
1

2
(∂µχ2) (∂µχ2)

−
√
2λϕ0

(
χ2
1 + χ2

2

)
χ1 −

λ

4

(
χ2
1 + χ2

2

)2
,

(1.7)

where a field-independent term is neglected. In Fig. 1.1, we could assume that the vacuum
lies at Reϕ = ϕ0 and Imϕ = 0 for θ = 0. Then, χ2 can be interpreted as a fluctuation along
the plane of minimum potential energy, where a small displacement in this direction does
not require energy due to the constant value of the potential because ϕ0 + iχ2 is another
vacuum for infinitesimal values of constant χ2. In contrast, the χ1 field can be visualized as
a fluctuation in the direction orthogonal to the circle with radius |ϕ0|, which quadratically
increase the potential. Thus, after quantization, the fields χ1 and χ2 correspond to neutral
spin-0 massive and massless particles, respectively.

Figure 1.1: The potential energy density as a function of the imaginary and real part of the
complex scalar field in the case of µ2 > 0.

This is additionally shown in the Lagrangian (1.7) because the mass term of the field χ2

is absent in the Lagrangian. It is important to mention that the Lagrangian densities (1.1)
and (1.7) are equivalent and lead to the same physical predictions2.

Lastly, after spontaneous symmetry breaking, the massless spin-0 bosons, which are called
Goldstone bosons, appear. This is clearly explained by the so-called Goldstone theorem that
states that spontaneously broken continuous symmetries3 imply the existence of a massless

2They are solely equivalent for exact solutions of the theory.
3This holds true for a field theory which is Lorentz invariant, local, and has a Hilbert space with positive

definite scalar product.
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particle for each generator which breaks the symmetry. For instance, if a symmetry group G
with n generators is spontaneously broken down to a groupM with k generators, the number
of massless particles is n− k. However, massless scalar bosons have never been observed in
nature. This problem can be addressed by coupling the scalar fields to gauge fields as it will
be presented in the Higgs model.

1.4 The Higgs Model

The Goldstone model can be generalized by introducing a gauge field to formulate the Higgs
model [4–7] which is a U(1) gauge theory described by

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν + (Dµϕ)
∗Dµϕ+ µ2|ϕ|2 − λ|ϕ|4 (1.8)

with
Dµ = ∂µ − ieAµ

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ.

The Lagrangian is invariant under the U(1) gauge transformations:

ϕ→ e−iθ(x)ϕ (1.9)

Aµ → Aµ −
1

e
∂µθ(x). (1.10)

Spontaneous symmetry breaking similarly occurs in this model in the case of µ2 > 0, but the
vector field Aµ has zero vacuum expectation value to ensure Lorentz invariance. The vacuum
expectation value of the scalar field is the same as in Eq. (1.5) introducing the parameter

υ =
µ√
λ
. (1.11)

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the scalar field is parameterized as in Eq. (1.6) so
that the Lagrangian is cast into the form

L =− 1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
e2υ2AµA

µ

+
1

2
(∂µχ1) (∂µχ1)−

1

2

(
2λυ2

)
χ2
1

+
1

2
(∂µχ2) (∂µχ2)

− eυAµ∂
µχ2 + Lint,

(1.12)

where Lint denotes the interaction Lagrangian density which includes the interaction terms
apart from the mixed term between the vector field and the derivative of the massless scalar
field in the last line. This mixed term is not included in the interaction Lagrangian because
it is not of the same order as the terms in this interaction Lagrangian. As a consequence of
the symmetry breaking, the vector field acquires a mass mA = eυ and the scalar field χ2 is

13



not physical since the number of degrees of freedom for the Lagrangian densities (1.8) and
(1.12) are different from each other. In particular, we count four degrees of freedom for the
former Lagrangian density which has one less degree of freedom than the latter. Therefore,
the massless scalar field can be eliminated by the following parametrization in terms of new
fields

ϕ(x) =
1√
2
(υ + χ1(x)) e

iχ2(x) (1.13)

and by applying the gauge transformation (1.9) with θ(x) = χ2(x). As a result, the complex
scalar ϕ(x) is then given by

ϕ(x) =
1√
2
(υ + χ1(x)) . (1.14)

When the field is transformed in this form, the gauge is called unitary or physical gauge since
it immediately shows the particle spectrum, obtaining the following Lagrangian density

L =− 1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
e2υ2AµA

µ

+
1

2
(∂µχ1) (∂µχ1)−

1

2

(
2λυ2

)
χ2
1

− λυχ3
1 −

λ

4
χ4
1 +

1

2
e2AµA

µ
(
2υχ1 + χ2

1

)
,

(1.15)

where the first two lines can be interpreted as the free-field Lagrangian density of a real
scalar field χ1(x) and a real massive vector field Aµ(x). Namely, the massless scalar boson
has been eliminated and its single degree of freedom has been transferred to the gauge
boson as its longitudinal degree of freedom, while the two degrees of freedom of the complex
scalar field ϕ are finally shared by the real scalar field χ1(x) and the vector field Aµ(x).
Hence, after quantization, the scalar field χ1(x) corresponds to neutral spin-0 bosons of
mass mχ1 =

√
2λυ2, and the vector field to neutral gauge bosons of mass mA = eυ.

Overall, the Higgs mechanism explains the phenomenon by which the spontaneous sym-
metry breaking of a gauge symmetry leads to the absence of massless scalar fields and the
presence of massive vector fields. The massive spin-0 boson, in this mechanism, is known as
the Higgs boson or the Higgs scalar.

Lastly, we could briefly introduce a class of gauges which are called Rξ-gauges to simplify
our calculations [8–10]. The mixed term between the vector field and the derivative of
the massless scalar field in the Lagrangian (1.12) can be removed by adding the following
gauge-fixing Lagrangian.

LGF = − 1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ + ξeυχ2)
2 , (1.16)

which simply introduces a mixed interaction term and leads to an irrelevant total derivative
∂µ (A

µχ2). As a result, this total derivative can be omitted and the Lagrangian (1.12) can
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be rewritten, including the gauge-fixing terms,

L =− 1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
e2υ2AµA

µ − 1

2ξ
(∂µA

µ)2

+
1

2
(∂µχ1) (∂µχ1)−

1

2

(
2λυ2

)
χ2
1

+
1

2
(∂µχ2) (∂µχ2)−

1

2
ξe2υ2χ2

2

+ Lint,

(1.17)

where it is evident that the Goldstone boson is not a physical particle as it acquires a mass
which is gauge-dependent. This class of gauges results in the following vector propagator
written in terms of ξ,

Πµν(k) =
1

k2 − e2υ2

(
−gµν + (1− ξ)

kµkν
k2 − ξe2υ2

)
. (1.18)

We notice that setting ξ → ∞ yields to

Πµν(k) =
1

k2 −m2
A

(
−gµν +

kµkν
m2
A

)
, (1.19)

which is the known vector propagator in the unitary gauge with mA = eυ. Moreover, this
class includes the Feynman gauge with ξ = 1, which leads to massive Goldstone bosons, and
the Landau gauge with ξ = 0, which has massless Goldstone bosons as shown above. The
Landau gauge is mostly preferred in calculations with the effective potential of the Standard
Model since in this gauge the scalar fields, such as the Higgs boson, are not coupled to the
Goldstone bosons. In addition, in the Landau gauge, the physical scalar fields do not interact
with the Fadeev-Popov ghost fields which have couplings and masses-squared proportional
to the gauge parameter. In this study, the Landau gauge is adopted in the derivation of the
effective potential in the Standard Model as the contributions of the Goldstone bosons and
the massive bosons can be computed separately in this gauge.

1.5 The Standard Model

In a unified theory of weak and electromagnetic interactions, the gauge invariance and
renormalizability of the theory are not reconciled with the addition of mass terms to the
Lagrangian. However, we could introduce the mass terms if the vacuum state of the theory
is not invariant under the gauge transformations, but the Lagrangian of the renormalizable
theory remains invariant. This is realized by the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the
SU(2) × U(1) symmetry in the Standard Model. In this section, we briefly present the
Standard Model [11–13], a quantum field theory that describes the strong, the weak, and
the electromagnetic interactions among elementary particles. A detailed and comprehensive
review of the Standard Model can be found in Refs. [1, 14–20].

The Standard Model is based on the gauge symmetry group SU(3)C × SU(2)L×U(1)Y .
The quantum field theory of strong interactions, quantum chromodynamics (QCD), is an
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SU(3)C gauge theory that is associated with the color charge. The strong interactions are
mediated by eight massless gauge bosons which are called gluons. However, the SU(3)C
gauge symmetry is not spontaneously broken due to the Higgs mechanism and this section
is mainly focused on the gauge group SU(2)L × U(1)Y , which describes the electroweak
interactions. The SU(2)L group has three generators τa = σa/2, where the σa are the Pauli
matrices with a = 1, 2, 3, while it introduces the gauge fields Aaµ with field strength,

F a
µν = ∂µA

a
ν − ∂νA

a
µ + gϵabcAbµA

c
ν , (1.20)

where g is the SU(2)L gauge coupling. The U(1)Y , and SU(3)C gauge couplings are denoted
as g′ and gs, respectively. In the U(1)Y gauge group, the generator is called hypercharge,
denoted as Y , and the gauge field Bµ is introduced with field strength,

Bµν = ∂µBν − ∂νBµ. (1.21)

The spontaneous symmetry breaking of SU(2)L × U(1)Y → U(1)EM is essential in a
unified electroweak theory in order to generate non-zero masses for the three weak bosons,
and assist in introducing fermion masses, while photons remain massless. This mechanism
requires the existence of a scalar field with a non-vanishing vacuum expectation value. Thus,
a complex doublet H is introduced with hypercharge YH = 1/2,

H =

(
ϕ+

ϕ0

)
, (1.22)

which is called the Higgs doublet. The Higgs doublet transforms under the SU(2)L gauge
transformations according to

H → eiα
a(x)τaH (1.23)

and under the U(1)Y transformations according to

H → eiβ(x)YHH, (1.24)

where the hypercharge is always multiplied by the identity which is omitted in the following.
The αa(x) are the three SU(2)L gauge parameters and β(x) is the the U(1)Y gauge parameter.
As a consequence, the covariant derivative on the Higgs doublet is

DµH = ∂µH − igAaµτ
aH − ig′BµYHH. (1.25)

Gauge Bosons

The Lagrangian density of the scalar and gauge sectors of the electroweak theory reads

L = −1

4
F a
µνF

aµν − 1

4
BµνB

µν + (DµH)†DµH − V (H†H), (1.26)

where the Higgs tree-level potential is

V (H†H) = −µ2(H†H) + λ(H†H)2, (1.27)
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where the parameters µ and λ are similar to those in Eq. (1.2). Namely, imposing µ2 > 0
and λ > 0, the Higgs potential is minimized for

H†H =
µ2

2λ
=
υ

2
. (1.28)

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, without loss of generality, the Higgs vacuum expec-
tation value in the quantum field theory could be written as

⟨H⟩ = 1√
2

(
0
υ

)
. (1.29)

One observes that this vacuum is only invariant under the SU(2)L × U(1)Y gauge transfor-
mations for

α1(x) = α2(x) = 0, α3(x) = β(x) (1.30)

and the exponent in the SU(2)L × U(1)Y gauge transformation is

iαa(x)τa + iβ(x)YH =
i

2
β(x)

(
1 0
0 0

)
, (1.31)

which leads to (
τ 3 + YH

)
⟨H⟩ = 0. (1.32)

This combination of generators is the unbroken generator associated with the massless photon
and the conservation of the electric charge. Indeed, this vacuum state is only invariant under
the U(1) electromagnetic gauge transformations as the electric charge will be later defined
as Q = T 3 + Y resulting in

Q⟨H⟩ = 0, (1.33)

which implies that the photon is massless. Furthermore, the Higgs doublet can be parame-
terized as

H =
1√
2

(
χ1 + iχ2

υ + h+ iχ3

)
, (1.34)

where h(x) is called the Higgs boson with mass mH =
√
2λυ2 as shown in the Higgs model

and the scalar fields χi are unphysical. The quantization of these fields is treated following
the same procedure as in the Higgs model. Then, the Higgs potential (1.27) is expressed as

V (H) =
m2
H

2
h2 + λυh3 +

λ

4
h4 + λυ

(
χ2
1 + χ2

2 + χ2
3

)
h

+
λ

2

(
χ2
1h

2 + χ2
2h

2 + χ2
3h

2
)
+
λ

2

(
χ2
1χ

2
2 + χ2

1χ
2
3 + χ2

2χ
2
3

)
+
λ

4

(
χ4
1 + χ4

2 + χ4
3

)
,

(1.35)

where the constant terms are omitted. However, the Goldstone bosons can be eliminated
with a gauge transformation which leads to the following form in the unitary gauge,

H =
1√
2

(
0

υ + h

)
. (1.36)
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Now the gauge boson mass terms are extracted by the scalar kinetic term in the Lagrangian
density (1.26),

(DµH)†DµH =
1

2

(
0 υ

) (
gAaµτ

a + g′BµYH
) (
gAbµτ b + g′BµYH

)(0
υ

)
, (1.37)

where the interactions with the Higgs boson are neglected and (1.37) yields to

(DµH)†DµH =
1

2

υ2

4

[
g2
(
A1
µ

)2
+ g2

(
A2
µ

)2
+
(
−gA3

µ + g′Bµ

)2]
, (1.38)

where the first two terms motivate us to introduce the following linear combinations for
further convenience

W±
µ =

1√
2

(
A1
µ ∓ iA2

µ

)
, (1.39)

which immediately shows from Eq. (1.38) that the W -boson mass term is

LWm =
g2υ2

4
W+
µ W

−µ (1.40)

with

m2
W =

g2

4
υ2. (1.41)

However, the mixing term between A3
µ and Bµ prevents us from reading off their masses.

Therefore, these states can be rotated to a basis without mixing, writing the following term
in the matrix form

1

2

υ2

4

(
−gA3

µ + g′Bµ

)2
=

1

2

(
A3
µ Bµ

)( g2υ2/4 −gg′υ2/4
−gg′υ2/4 g′2υ2/4

)(
A3µ

Bµ

)
. (1.42)

Namely, the above mass matrix4 can be diagonalized to express the mass eigenstates in terms
of the initial SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge fields,(

Zµ
Aµ

)
=

(
cos θW − sin θW
sin θW cos θW

)(
A3
µ

Bµ

)
(1.43)

or equivalently,
Bµ = cos θWAµ − sin θWZµ (1.44)

A3
µ = sin θWAµ + cos θWZµ, (1.45)

where the weak mixing angle, θW , is defined as

cos θW =
g√

g2 + g′2
, sin θW =

g′√
g2 + g′2

(1.46)

with
g sin θW = g′ cos θW . (1.47)

4This is a submatrix of the well-known gauge boson mass matrix.
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Therefore, Eqs. (1.42) and (1.43) give

1

2

υ2

4

(
−gA3

µ + g′Bµ

)2
=

1

2

g2 + g′2

4
υ2
(
Zµ Aµ

)(1 0
0 0

)(
Zµ

Aµ

)
=

1

2
m2
ZZµZ

µ, (1.48)

where the Z-boson and photon mass squared are

m2
Z =

g2 + g′2

4
υ2 (1.49)

and
m2
γ = 0, (1.50)

respectively. The gauge field Aµ is identified with the electromagnetic field, if it is imposed
that the electron charge5 is

e = g sin θW (1.51)

and the electric charge is
Q = T 3 + Y. (1.52)

This is further concluded due to the last term in the covariant derivative for a fermionic field
in an SU(2) representation with hypercharge Y which is cast into the form

Dµ = ∂µ− i
g√
2

(
W+
µ T

+ +W−
µ T

−)− iZµ
(
g cos θWT

3 − g′ sin θWY
)
− ig sin θWAµ

(
T 3 + Y

)
,

where the generators are defined as

T± = T 1 ± iT 2 =
1

2
(σ1 ± iσ2) (1.53)

and the gauge field Aµ is coupled to the electric charges as an electromagnetic field so that
the covariant derivative is written as

Dµ = ∂µ − i
g√
2

(
W+
µ T

+ +W−
µ T

−)− iZµ
(
g cos θWT

3 − g′ sin θWY
)
− ieAµQ. (1.54)

One additionally observes that the photon coupling to the Higgs doublet justifies the
labels in Eq. (1.22) since the upper component in the Higgs doublet has an electric charge
equal to one, while the lower component has zero charge with

Q

(
ϕ+

ϕ0

)
=

(
ϕ+

0

)
. (1.55)

Fermions

In the Standard Model, the fermions are divided into at least three generations. Each gen-
eration of fermions consists of one charged lepton (e, µ, τ), one neutrino (νe, νµ, ντ ), one
up-type quark (u, c, t), and one down-type quark (d, s, b). The right-handed fermions trans-
form as singlets, whereas the left-handed fermions transform as doublets under the SU(2)L

5By convention, the electron has electric charge −1 in units of e.
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gauge transformations. As a result, parity is violated by introducing the left-handed and
right-handed fermions into these representations. The left-handed quarks are represented by
SU(2) doublets,

Qi =

(
uiL
diL

)
=

(
uL
dL

)
,

(
cL
sL

)
,

(
tL
bL

)
, (1.56)

where i represents the generation with i = 1, 2, 3. The left-handed leptons are also expressed
as

Li =

(
νieL
eiL

)
=

(
νeL
eL

)
,

(
νµL
µL

)
,

(
ντL
τL

)
. (1.57)

The hypercharge for each fermionic field is determined by the value of T 3 and the electric
charge as it was shown earlier. Therefore, the right-handed fermionic fields (T 3 = 0) have
hypercharge equal to their electric charge, whereas the left-handed quarks and leptons have
hypercharge Y = 1/6 and Y = −1/2, respectively, taking into account the value T 3 = ±1/2.

The coupling of the W and Z fields to fermions is immediately defined by the covariant
derivative (1.54) and their charges above. Therefore, the gauge-invariant fermion kinetic
terms are given by

LKF = i
3∑
i=1

(
Qi /DQi + Li /DLi + uiR /Du

i
R + d

i

R
/DdiR + eiR /De

i
R

)
, (1.58)

where each covariant derivative is

DµQi =

(
∂µ − igAaµτ

a − i
g′

6
Bµ

)
Qi, DµLi =

(
∂µ − igAaµτ

a + i
g′

2
Bµ

)
Li, (1.59)

Dµu
i
R =

(
∂µ −

2

3
g′Bµ

)
uiR, Dµd

i
R =

(
∂µ + i

g′

3
Bµ

)
eiR, Dµe

i
R = (∂µ + g′Bµ) e

i
R. (1.60)

The right-handed neutrino is omitted as it is uncharged under the gauge group and its
existence has not been experimentally confirmed. Using Eq. (1.54), the Lagrangian (1.58)
is expressed in terms of the gauge boson mass eigenstates as

LKF =i
3∑
i=1

(
Qi/∂Qi + Li/∂Li + uiR/∂u

i
R + d

i

R
/∂diR + eiR/∂e

i
R

)
+ g

(
W+
µ J

µ+
W +W−

µ J
µ−
W + ZµJ

µ
Z

)
+ eAµJ

µ
EM ,

(1.61)

where the last two currents JµEM and JµZ are written in terms of all fermionic fields in contrast
with the currents Jµ+W and Jµ−W which involve only the left-handed fermions, considering that
only the left-handed fermions couple to the W bosons. It is remarkable that the current
JµEM coupled to the photon field Aµ is the common electromagnetic current. The explicit
derivation and formulas for the currents can be found in Refs. [14–18]. In addition, it is
remarkable that the Higgs vacuum expectation value can be obtained owing to the charged
weak current since the effective 4-Fermi interaction at low energy can be compared with
the 4-Fermi theory and the Fermi coupling constant GF is related to the Higgs vacuum
expectation value,

GF√
2
=

g2

8m2
W

⇒ υ =
(√

2GF

)−1/2

, (1.62)

20



where the Fermi coupling constant is experimentally determined.
It was emphasized earlier that in the Standard Model Lagrangian, the fermion mass

terms, such as
me (eLeR + eReL) ,

are forbidden by the gauge symmetry since the left-handed and right-handed fermions are
described by different SU(2) representations. However, the fermion masses can be gener-
ated by coupling the Higgs doublet to the fermion fields through Yukawa interactions. In
the following, a single generation is considered to avoid the complications of the multiple
generations, which will be mentioned later. For instance, the electron mass term comes from

yeLHeR + h.c. , (1.63)

which is gauge-invariant. As a result, in the unitary gauge, Eq. (1.63) gives

yLHeR + h.c. =
ye√
2
υeLeR +

ye√
2
heLeR + h.c., (1.64)

where the electron mass can be defined as

me =
ye√
2
υ. (1.65)

This method can be applied to obtain the masses for the charged leptons and the down-type
quarks. The remaining fermion masses are determined by an alternative Yukawa interaction
term which involves

H̃ ≡ iσ2H
∗, (1.66)

where one can easily prove that H̃ is an SU(2) doublet with hypercharge Y = −1/2. Then,
the gauge-invariant term with the right-handed up-quark could be written as

yuQH̃uR + h.c. = muuLuR +
mu

υ
huLuR + h.c. , (1.67)

where the up-quark mass is

mu =
yu√
2
υ. (1.68)

Overall, the Yukawa interactions which introduce the fermion masses in the Standard Model
are described by the Lagrangian density,

LY = −ydQHdR − yuQH̃uR − yeLHeR − yνLH̃νR + h.c. , (1.69)

including the right-handed neutrino. Likewise, the other fermions masses can be obtained,
but the three generations could introduce additional coupling terms and mixing between
the generations. In particular, multiple generations introduce a level of complexity in the
Yukawa couplings as the Yukawa interaction terms for the three generations can be written
as

LY = −
∑
i,j

(
yijd QiHdjR + yiju QiH̃ujR + yije LiHejR

)
+ h.c. , (1.70)
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where i, j = 1, 2, 3 count the generations and the Yukawa couplings yd, yu, and ye are replaced
by 3×3 matrices. In order to read off the fermion masses, we diagonalize the Yukawa coupling
matrices. For instance, the quarks can be rotated among themselves as follows

uiL → (Vu)
i
j u

j
L, diL → (Vd)

i
j d

j
L, uiR → (Uu)

i
j u

j
R, diR → (Ud)

i
j d

j
R, (1.71)

with Vu, Vd, Uu, Ud ∈ U(3). Then, the Yukawa coupling matrices transform as

yu → V †
u yu Uu and yd → V †

d yd Ud, (1.72)

which leads to diagonal Yukawa coupling matrices and the quark masses are cast into the
form given by Eq. (1.68). Similarly, we rotate the lepton fieldsLi and e

i
R to obtain a diagonal

Yukawa coupling matrix ye and the mass of the electron, the muon, and the tau. In general,
the fermion masses can be written as

mi =
yi√
2
υ, (1.73)

where i labels the fermions in the Standard Model with three generations. However, the
currents coupled to the gauge bosons in Eq. (1.61) are affected by the change of basis
(1.71). More specifically, the currents JµEM and JµZ remain unaffected by this change of
basis, whereas the charged weak currents are altered in the mass eigenbasis. Now if the
mass eigenstates are transformed into the weak eigenstates with the matrices Vu, Vd, Uu,
and Ud, only the combination V †

d Ud is observable as the charged weak current is flavor
changing. This combination defines a unitary matrix known as the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) matrix, which is determined by three angles and one CP -violating phase.
We did not analyze in detail the physics behind the multiple generations and the CKM
matrix because the reader can explore these concepts in Refs. [14–19] and many other books
on the Standard Model.

Overall, the electroweak theory is an SU(2)L × U(1)Y gauge theory described by a La-
grangian density which reads

L =− 1

4
F a
µνF

aµν − 1

4
BµνB

µν

+ (DµH)†DµH − V (H†H)

+ i
3∑
i=1

(
Qi /DQi + Li /DLi + uiR /Du

i
R + d

i

R
/DdiR + eiR /De

i
R

)
−

3∑
i,j

(
yijd QiHdjR + yiju QiH̃ujR + yije LiHejR

)
+ h.c.

(1.74)

and it is determined by the U(1)Y gauge coupling g′, the SU(2)L gauge coupling g, the Higgs
vacuum expectation value υ, the Higgs mass mH , the three CKM mixing angles, the CKM
CP -violating phase and the nine Yukawa couplings in the fermion sector6. The Standard

6The neutrino masses are omitted here since they introduce additional parameters, such as at least three
Yukawa couplings. Namely, there are more than 19 (or 25) parameters in the Standard Model, if the neutrino
masses are included. See Ref. [16] to understand how to introduce neutrino masses and the additional free
parameters.
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Model additionally includes the free parameters from QCD, the SU(3)C gauge coupling
gs and the QCD vacuum angle. For the sake of completeness, we finally present the full
Lagrangian of the Standard Model,

LSM =− 1

4
Ga
µνG

aµν − 1

4
F a
µνF

aµν − 1

4
BµνB

µν

+ (DµH)†DµH − V (H†H)

+ i

3∑
i=1

(
Qi /DQi + Li /DLi + uiR /Du

i
R + diR /Dd

i
R + eiR /De

i
R

)
−

3∑
i,j

(
yijd QiHdjR + yiju QiH̃ujR + yije LiHejR

)
+ h.c. ,

(1.75)

including the strong interactions, where Gµν is the SU(3) gluon field strength and the form
of each covariant derivative depends on the representation of the fermion field7 [16].

7For instance, the covariant derivative of the doublets Qi reads

DµQi =

(
∂µ − igsGµ − igAµ − i

g′

6
Bµ

)
Qi. (1.76)
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Chapter 2

Effective Action

Our previous approach to spontaneous symmetry breaking was presented at a classical level
since we determined the vacuum state of the scalar fields by the minimization of the classical
potential energy density. However, quantum corrections could generate spontaneous sym-
metry breaking changing the vacuum expectation value which is computed at the classical
approach [21–23]. Instead of the classical potential, a new function could be introduced to
obtain the vacuum expectation value of a quantum field operator in the full quantum theory.
At the tree-level approximation, this function should coincide with the classical potential
and it would include radiative corrections in higher orders. This function can be defined as
the effective potential which is minimized at the vacuum expectation value of the quantum
field operator, including quantum corrections.

The effective potential is defined in terms of the so-called effective action which encodes
the symmetries of the full quantum theory. In general, an effective action is defined as a
functional of fields to result in the same Green’s functions and S-matrix elements as the
action that describes the full theory. Using effective actions instead of full theory actions
offers the benefit of simplifying calculations by concentrating solely on the relevant degrees
of freedom for a given problem. The effective action frequently has fewer degrees of freedom
than the action of the full theory, is non-renormalizable and its range of validity is restricted.
This concept was first introduced by Euler and Heisenberg (1936) to describe light-by-light
scattering and other phenomena in Quantum Electrodynamics [24]. They derived the known
Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian as an approximation neglecting the dynamics of the electro-
magnetic field, but could we formulate an exact approach to the effective action? A 1PI
effective action is loosely defined as the action that leads to all of the physical predictions of
a full quantum theory when it is used at tree level. In the 1PI effective action, all the fields
have been integrated out in contrast with the general effective action.

The 1PI effective action is identified as the Legendre transform of the generating func-
tional of all connected Feynman diagrams which is essential to evaluate the S-matrix elements
of a theory. As a result, the generating functionals are introduced since they demonstrate the
connection between the full, the connected, and the one-particle irreducible (1PI) Green’s
functions (or n-point functions) that are obtained by simple mathematical operations. More
specifically, the logarithm of the generating functional for the full Green’s functions is the
generating functional for all connected Green’s functions whose Legendre transform is the
generating functional for 1PI Green’s functions. The latter implies that the vacuum expec-
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tation value of a quantum field operator minimizes the effective action and its non-zero value
signals spontaneous symmetry breaking. In addition, the effective potential is derived for a
constant background field and it can be interpreted as the generating functional of all 1PI
diagrams with zero external momenta.

Finally, the background field method is presented which clearly provides an interpretation
and a useful computational tool for the effective potential. Then the one-loop contribution
to the effective potential is computed for scalar field theories and is extended to non-Abelian
gauge theories evaluating the 1PI diagrams with a single loop and zero external momenta.
Thus, we proceed to the regularization and renormalization of the aforementioned theories
to deal with the ultraviolet divergences in the one-loop effective potential.

2.1 Generating Functionals

Consider the action S[ϕ] of a single scalar field in the presence of an external classical source
J(x) and the following definitions and results can be similarly generalized to various field
theories of fermion and gauge fields. The vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude in the
presence of this source is defined as the so-called generating functional

Z[J ] = ⟨0out| 0in⟩J =

∫
Dϕ exp

[
iS[ϕ] + i

∫
d4x J(x)ϕ(x)

]
. (2.1)

This functional can be expanded in powers of the source and rewritten as,

Z[J ] =

∫
Dϕ eiS[ϕ]

(
1 + i

∫
d4x J(x)ϕ(x) +

i2

2!

∫
d4x1 d

4x2 ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)J(x1)J(x2) + ...

)
,

which subsequently leads to

Z[J ]

Z[0]
=

∞∑
n=0

in

n!

∫
d4x1...

∫
d4xn J(x1)...J(xn) ⟨Ω|T{ϕ̂(x1)...ϕ̂(xn)} |Ω⟩

=
∞∑
n=0

in

n!

∫
d4x1...

∫
d4xn J(x1)...J(xn)G

(n)(x1, ..., xn),

(2.2)

where it is normalized to Z[0] = 1. This generating functional is the quantum field the-
ory equivalent of the partition function in statistical physics. It provides comprehensive
information about the system. Having an exact closed-form expression for the generating
functional for a given field theory implies the complete solution of that theory. According
to the functional calculus, Eq. (2.2) can lead to solve for the full Green’s functions,

G(n)(x1, ..., xn) = (−i)n
(

δ

δJ(x1)

)
...

(
δ

δJ(xn)

)
Z[J ]

∣∣∣∣
J=0

, (2.3)

where the Green’s function is equal to

G(n)(x1, ..., xn) =

∫
Dϕ eiS[ϕ]ϕ(x1)...ϕ(xn)∫

Dϕ eiS[ϕ]
. (2.4)
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As established by the Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ) formalism, the computa-

tion of scattering amplitudes involves only the connected Green’s functions G
(n)
c (x1, ..., xn)

which correspond to connected Feynman diagrams1. Therefore, the generating functional
for connected Green’s functions is defined as,

iW [J ] =
∞∑
n=0

in

n!

∫
d4x1...

∫
d4xn J(x1)...J(xn)G

(n)
c (x1, ..., xn), (2.5)

where the connected n-point function, which is the sum of all connected diagrams with n
external lines, is given by

G(n)
c (x1, ..., xn) = (−i)n

(
δ

δJ(x1)

)
...

(
δ

δJ(xn)

)
iW [J ]

∣∣∣∣
J=0

(2.6)

and can be also written in the presence of the external source (J ̸= 0). For instance, the
one-point function in the presence of the source is written as

⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩J =
δW [J ]

δJ(x)
. (2.7)

The generating functional (2.1) is related to the generating functional of all connected dia-
grams (2.5) as

Z[J ] = 1 + iW [J ]− 1

2
W [J ]2 − 1

6
iW [J ]3 + ... =

∞∑
n=0

in

n!
(W [J ])n , (2.8)

which is a widely known relation and is well-proven in Ref. [25]. This leads to the following
expression,

Z[J ] = eiW [J ]. (2.9)

Now, the connected Feynman diagrams can be decomposed into one-particle irreducible
(1PI) subdiagrams which are the building blocks of correlation functions. The 1PI diagrams
are a significant subclass of connected Feynman diagrams, which cannot be disconnected into
two non-trivial diagrams by cutting a single internal line (see Fig. 2.1). The 1PI diagrams
are conventionally evaluated with: i) no propagators on the external lines and ii) no energy-
momentum-conserving delta function. We will show that a sum of connected diagrams can
be obtained by constructing tree diagrams with 1PI diagrams as vertices connected with full
propagators.

1A connected diagram is defined as the diagram, where every line is connected to at least one external
line.
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Figure 2.1: The Feynman diagrams that contribute to the perturbative corrections to the
propagator in the ϕ4-theory. The fourth diagram is not 1PI because one can produce two
separate non-trivial diagrams by cutting the line between the two loops.

We initially define the Legendre transform of W [J ],

Γ[ϕc] = W [Jϕc ]−
∫
d4xϕc(x)Jϕc(x), (2.10)

where Jϕc is defined as an implicit functional of ϕc,

δW [J ]

δJ(x)

∣∣∣∣
J=Jϕc

= ϕc(x), (2.11)

where the so-called classical field or background field ϕc(x) is the expectation value of the
quantum field operator ϕ̂ in the presence of the source,

ϕc(x) = ⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩J (2.12)

with the source J = Jϕc(x). In the absence of the source, the classical field is simply the
vacuum expectation value

ϕc(x)|J=0 = ⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩ . (2.13)

We could assume that ⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩ = 0 without loss of generality since Lorentz invariance
requires that ⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩ = ⟨Ω| ϕ̂(0) |Ω⟩ = c and if c ̸= 0, we redefine ϕ̂ → ϕ̂ − c to obtain
⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩ = 0. From Eqs. (2.10) and (2.11) it follows that

δΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)
=

∫
d4y

[
δW [Jϕc ]

δJϕc(y)

δJϕc(y)

δϕc(x)
− ϕc(y)

δJϕc(y)

δϕc(x)

]
− Jϕc(x) = −Jϕc(x). (2.14)

This motivates us to define ϕc as an implicit functional of J and the solution to

δΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=ϕJ

= −J(x), (2.15)

which results in the inverse Legendre transform

W [J ] = Γ[ϕJ ] +

∫
d4xϕJ(x)J(x). (2.16)
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Differentiating Eq. (2.16) with respect to the external current

δW [J ]

δJ(x)
=

∫
d4y

[
δΓ[ϕJ ]

δϕJ(y)

δϕJ(y)

δJ(x)
+ J(y)

δϕJ(y)

δJ(x)

]
+ ϕJ(x) = ϕJ(x), (2.17)

which agrees with Eq. (2.11). Namely, this relation between ϕc(x) and J(x) is invertible.
Lastly, we will prove the relation between the Legendre transform of the connected gen-

erating functional and the 1PI Green’s functions which correspond to the 1PI diagrams.
This is also diagrammatically demonstrated in Refs. [25,26]. We firstly vary Eq. (2.14) with
respect to J(y) and we omit the redundant subscripts related to the Legendre transform in
Eq. (2.10) and (2.16) for simplicity,

δ2Γ[ϕc]

δJ(y)δϕc(x)
= −δ(4)(x− y) ⇒

∫
d4z

δϕc(z)

δJ(y)

δ2Γ[ϕc]

δϕc(z)δϕc(x)
= −δ(4)(x− y), (2.18)

where from Eq. (2.11) we have

δ2W [J ]

δJ(y)δJ(x)
=
δϕc(x)

δJ(y)
. (2.19)

Thus, Eqs. (2.18) and(2.19) lead to

δ(4)(x− y) = −
∫
d4z

δ2W [J ]

δJ(y)δJ(z)

δ2Γ[ϕc]

δϕc(z)δϕc(x)
, (2.20)

which means that the second derivative of Γ[ϕc] is the inverse of the second derivative of the
generating functional for connected Green’s functions. If we set J = 0, then Eq. (2.19) is
written as

iG(2)
c (x, y) =

δ2W [J ]

δJ(x)δJ(y)

∣∣∣∣
J=0

(2.21)

and the second derivative of Γ[ϕc] is denoted as

δ2Γ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)δϕc(y)

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=0

= −iΓ(2)(x, y) (2.22)

in order to express Eq. (2.20) as∫
d4z G(2)

c (y, z)Γ(2)(z, x) = −δ(4)(x− y). (2.23)

In momentum space, this relation is expressed as

G(2)
c (p,−p)Γ̃(2)(p,−p) = −1, (2.24)

where G
(2)
c (p,−p) = D̃(p) is the full propagator of the field ϕ,

D̃(p) =
i

p2 −m2 + Σ(p)
, (2.25)
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where Σ(p) is the self-energy. If Eq.(2.25) is expanded as a geometric series,

D̃(p) =
i

p2 −m2
+

i

p2 −m2
iΣ(p)

i

p2 −m2

+
i

p2 −m2
iΣ(p)

i

p2 −m2
iΣ(p)

i

p2 −m2
+ ...,

(2.26)

where iΣ(p) is the sum of all 1PI Feynman two-point diagrams, as demonstrated in Fig. 2.2.

Figure 2.2: Graphical representation of the geometric series in Eq. (2.26), where the 1PI-
circle represents the iΣ(p) as the sum of all 1PI two-point diagrams.

Therefore, in view of Eqs. (2.24) and (2.25), we deduce that

Γ̃(2)(p,−p) = i
(
p2 −m2 + Σ(p)

)
. (2.27)

In addition, higher derivatives of the Legendre transform (2.10) can be evaluated using the
following chain rule

δ

δJ(x)
=

∫
d4w

δϕc(w)

δJ(x)

δ

δϕc(w)
= i

∫
d4wD(x,w)

δ

δϕc(w)
(2.28)

where D(x, y) is the full propagator in position space. From Eq. (2.20) we see that

δ3W [J ]

δJ(x)δJ(y)δJ(z)
= i

∫
d4wD(x,w)

δ

δϕc(w)

δ2W [J ]

δJ(y)δJ(z)

= −i
∫
d4wD(x,w)

δ

δϕc(w)

(
δ2Γ[ϕc]

δϕc(y)δϕc(z)

)−1 (2.29)

Using the following differentiation rule

δ

δx
F−1(x) = −F−1(x)

δF (x)

δx
F−1(x) (2.30)

and
δ3W [J ]

δJ(x)δJ(y)δJ(z)
= −G(3)(x, y, z), (2.31)

we arrive at

G(3)
c (x, y, z) = −i

∫
d4wD(x,w)

∫
d4u

∫
d4s (−iD(y, u))

δ3Γ[ϕc]

δϕc(w)δϕc(u)δϕc(s)
(−iD(s, z))

= i

∫
d4w d4u d4sD(x,w)D(y, u)D(z, s)

δ3Γ[ϕc]

δϕc(w)δϕc(u)δϕc(s)
.
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As a result, the connected three-point function is

G(3)
c (x, y, z) =

∫
d4w d4u d4sD(x,w)D(y, u)D(z, s)

δ3iΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(w)δϕc(u)δϕc(s)
. (2.32)

This relation expresses that the third derivative of iΓ[ϕc] is the connected Green’s function
with all three full propagators removed as shown in Fig 2.3. Namely, this amputated Green’s
function is the 1PI three-point function, denoted as

Γ(3)(x, y, z) =
δ3iΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)δϕc(y)δϕc(z)
. (2.33)

Figure 2.3: On the left-hand side, the W -circle illustrates the sum of three-point connected
diagrams, while the Γ-circle on the right-hand side corresponds to the 1PI three-point func-
tion and the three small circles represent the sum of the two-point connected diagrams.

Likewise, the fourth derivative of W [J ] is related to the fourth derivative of iΓ[ϕc] which
identifies as the 1PI four-point function. In Fig. 2.4 the connected four-point function (left-
hand side) is constructed from a 1PI diagram (Γ-circle in the first term) connected with
the full propagators in the external legs (W-circle on the right) and from three one-particle
reducible parts which can be generated by each other through ”crossing”.
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Figure 2.4: The four-point connected function which is the W-circle on the left leads to the
four-point 1PI function which is the fourth derivative of iΓ[ϕc] represented by the Γ-circle in
the first term on the right-hand side which is connected to the full propagators. Similarly,
in the second term the Γ-circle indicates the 1PI three-point function.

Therefore, this can be generalized to higher derivatives and the claim is proven inductively
so that

Γ(n)(x1, .., xn) =

(
δ

δϕc(x1)

)
...

(
δ

δϕc(xn)

)
iΓ[ϕc]

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=0

(2.34)

for n ≥ 2, where the Γ(n)(x1, .., xn) are called the 1PI Green’s functions or 1PI n-point
functions. The induction proof is discussed in detail in Refs. [18, 27]. Equivalently, the
generating functional for 1PI Green’s functions is equal to

iΓ(ϕc) =
∞∑
n=2

1

n!

∫
d4x1 ...

∫
d4xn ϕc(x1)...ϕc(xn)Γ

(n)(x1, ..., xn), (2.35)

where the 1PI n-point function is the sum of the tree-level vertex plus the higher-loop 1PI
diagrams with n external lines (with n ≥ 3). One observes that the sum (2.35) starts from
n = 2 due to the equation (2.15)

Γ(1)(x) = i
δΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=0

= 0. (2.36)

In conclusion, the connected diagrams in the full theory are constructed from trees of
1PI diagrams connected with the full propagators, implying that the 1PI Green’s functions
are the building blocks of correlation functions. Hence, in the computation of a connected
n-point function in the full theory, we use the tree-level Feynman rules but replace each n-
vertex (with n ≥ 3) of the action for the full theory with the 1PI diagrams represented by the
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1PI n-point function and replace the free propagator with the full propagator. This theorem
will be clearly understood in the next section, connecting the 1PI generating functional with
the classical action for the full theory.

2.2 1PI Effective Action

The previous section motivates us to interpret the generating functional of 1PI diagrams as
an action that replaces the classical action S[ϕ] and reproduces the physical predictions of the
full quantum theory when it is used at tree level. In other words, this so-called effective action
used at tree level should produce the same correlation functions as the classical action would
do, including higher loop corrections. This is shown, if the sum of all connected diagrams
is obtained by all tree diagrams of the theory described by the effective action, expressing
their vertices and propagators in terms of the Green’s functions of the full theory. This is
illustrated in Fig. 2.5 for the n-point Green’s functions with n = 2, 3, 4 which were also
presented explicitly in the previous section.

Figure 2.5: The left-hand side illustrates the Feynman diagrams in the theory described
by the effective action, while the right-hand side shows the connected diagrams of the full
theory expressed in terms of the 1PI diagrams connected with the full propagators.

The above interpretation can be further explained using the saddle-point approximation
[1, 17–19, 25, 28, 29]. The generating functional Z[J ], restoring the Planck’s constant in the
relation (2.9), reads

exp

[
i

ℏ
W [J ]

]
=

∫
Dϕ exp

[
i

ℏ

(
S[ϕ] +

∫
d4x J(x)ϕ(x)

)]
, (2.37)
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where Z[0] = 1. Analogously, we define the generating functional W̃ [J ], so that

exp
[
iW̃ [J ]

]
=

∫
Dϕ exp

[
i

ℏ

(
Γ[ϕc] +

∫
d4x J(x)ϕc(x)

)]
(2.38)

and we expand this generating functional in powers2 of ℏ [1].

W̃ [J ] =
∑
l=0

ℏl−1W (l)[J ], (2.39)

where l is the number of loops in the connected diagrams, while the connected tree-level
diagrams scale as ℏ−1 and the loops as ℏl−1. Considering the ℏ → 0 limit, according to the
stationary phase approximation, the right-hand side of (2.38) is given by the value of the
integrand at the saddle-point,

exp

[
i

ℏ
W (0)[J ]

]
= exp

[
i

ℏ

(
Γ[ϕJ ] +

∫
d4x J(x)ϕJ(x)

)]
, (2.40)

where the limit ℏ → 0 requires that the field configurations contributing to the path integral
are exactly those that extremize the exponent, so that

δ

δϕc

(
Γ[ϕc] +

∫
d4xϕc(x)J(x)

)∣∣∣∣
ϕc=ϕJ

= 0 ⇒ δΓ[ϕc]

δϕc

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=ϕJ

= −J(x). (2.41)

Then, Eq. (2.40) leads to the inverse Legendre transform (2.16)

W (0)[J ] = Γ[ϕJ ] +

∫
d4xϕJ(x)J(x) (2.42)

and we deduce that W (0)[J ] = W [J ]. Therefore, all connected diagrams can be computed
with the generating functional of connected Green’s functions using Γ[ϕc] in the ℏ → 0 limit,
while Eq. (2.40) is rewritten as

lim
ℏ→0

exp

[
i

ℏ
W [J ]

]
= lim

ℏ→0

∫
Dϕ exp

[
i

ℏ

(
Γ[ϕc] +

∫
d4x J(x)ϕc(x)

)]
, (2.43)

where the left-hand side of this equation is the generating functional in a theory described
by the action Γ[ϕc] on the right. Thus, replacing the action of the full theory S[ϕ] by the
action Γ[ϕc] satisfying Eq. (2.41) and working at the tree-level leads to the full quantum
theory. Namely, the generating functional for 1PI Green’s function can be expressed as

Γ[ϕc] = S[ϕc] +O(ℏ), (2.44)

which is called the 1PI effective action whose vertices are sums of 1PI diagrams in the full
quantum theory and the effective equation of motion is

δΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)
= −J(x) (2.45)

2This expansion and the following analysis could be written in terms of an arbitrary constant g instead
of the Planck’s constant [1].
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and in the absence of the external source,

δΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)
= 0, (2.46)

which means that the vacuum expectation value of the quantum field operator, ⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩,
in the true vacuum of the theory minimizes the effective action. Namely, the value of the
effective action away from its minimum represents the action for the quantum field theory
in the presence of an external source. This can be also understood in terms of expectation
values. When an external current J is present, the minimum of the action shifts to the
expectation value ⟨Ω| ϕ̂(x) |Ω⟩J . This means that the effective action shows how the minimum
changes as the theory is modified [17]. In other words, only the true vacuum state, with
vanishing external current, corresponds to the solution to the quantum theory with a given
classical action.

Additionally, let us consider a Lagrangian which is invariant under a symmetry transfor-
mation. Spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs when a non-zero vacuum expectation value
is developed which is not invariant under this symmetry transformation, even if the source
is zero3. As a consequence, spontaneous symmetry breaking is signaled by

δΓ[ϕc]

δϕc(x)
= 0 (2.47)

for a non-zero vacuum expectation value.

2.3 Effective Potential

In momentum space, the generating functional for 1PI Green’s functions is

iΓ[ϕc] =
∞∑
n=2

1

n!

∫ n∏
i=1

[
d4pi
(2π)4

ϕ̃c(pi)

]
(2π)4δ(4)

(
n∑
i=1

pi

)
Γ̃(n)(p1, ..., pn), (2.48)

where, in position space, the 1PI Green’s functions are written as,

Γ(n)(x1, ..., xn) =

∫ n∏
i=1

[
d4pi
(2π)4

eipixi
]
(2π)4δ(4)

(
n∑
i=1

pi

)
Γ̃(n)(p1, ..., pn), (2.49)

where Γ̃(n)(p1, ..., pn) is the sum of all 1PI diagrams with n external lines with momenta
p1, ..., pn.

Now, we consider field theories in which the vacuum expectation values are invariant
under translations as we are not typically interested in the spontaneous breakdown of mo-
mentum conservation [23]. Hence, in momentum space, the classical field ϕc(x) = ϕc is

ϕ̃c(pi) = (2π)4δ(4)(pi)ϕc (2.50)

3As it was stated earlier, the zero external current implies that the vacuum expectation value is zero.
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and Eq. (2.48) can be computed as

iΓ[ϕc] =
∞∑
n=2

1

n!

∫ n∏
i=1

[
d4pi
(2π)4

(2π)4 δ(4)(pi)ϕc

]
(2π)4δ(4)

(
n∑
i=1

pi

)
Γ̃(n)(p1, ..., pn)

=
∞∑
n=2

1

n!
ϕnc

∫ n∏
i=1

[
d4pi δ

(4)(pi)
]
(2π)4δ(4)

(
n∑
i=1

pi

)
Γ̃(n)(p1, ..., pn)

=
∞∑
n=2

1

n!
ϕnc (2π)

4δ(4) (0) Γ̃(n)(0, ..., 0)

= (V T )
∞∑
n=2

1

n!
ϕnc Γ̃

(n)(pi = 0),

(2.51)

where in the last line a finite space-time region of volume V T = (2π)4δ(4) (0) is considered.
Nevertheless, an alternative expansion of the effective action is in powers of momentum,
about the point where all external momenta vanish,

Γ[ϕc] =

∫
d4x

[
−Veff(ϕc) +

1

2
Z(ϕc) (∂µϕc)

2 + ...

]
, (2.52)

where the kinetic term includes the field renormalization Z(ϕc) and the function Veff(ϕc) is
called the effective potential since one observes the similarities between the expression of
the effective action and the classical action in terms of the negative non-derivative part of
the Lagrangian density which is defined as the potential energy density in the classical field
theory. Therefore, in a translationally invariant theory, the effective action is

Γ[ϕc] = −
∫
d4xVeff(ϕc) (2.53)

and the effective potential can be cast into the form

Veff(ϕc) = i
∞∑
n=2

1

n!
ϕnc Γ̃

(n)(pi = 0). (2.54)

As a result, the effective potential can be understood as the generating functional of 1PI
diagrams with zero external momenta. In addition, Eq. (2.46) implies that the vacuum
expectation value of the quantum field operator is the solution to the equation of motion in
the absence of the external current,

∂Veff(ϕc)

∂ϕc
= 0. (2.55)

Let’s consider a field theory described by the Lagrangian,

L =
1

2
∂µϕ∂µϕ− V (ϕ), (2.56)

where the classical potential is

V (ϕ) =
λk
k!
ϕk. (2.57)
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To the lowest order in ℏ only the tree diagrams contribute to the effective potential. Each
term in the classical potential corresponds to a single tree-level 1PI diagram since all tree
diagrams with more than one vertex are not 1PI. Thus, the 1PI tree-level diagram with k
external lines contributes a factor of −iλkϕkc which leads to the tree-level contribution,

V0(ϕc) =
i

k!

(
−iλkϕkc

)
=
λk
k!
ϕkc . (2.58)

This result will be further illustrated in the next sections in Fig. 2.6. Hence, at tree level,
the effective potential is identified as the classical potential,

Veff(ϕc) = V0(ϕc) +O(ℏ) (2.59)

Lastly, the classical potential can be interpreted as the energy density for a constant
classical field. However, the effective potential is proved to be the minimum energy density
expectation value in the class of all normalized states |ψ⟩ satisfying ⟨ψ| ϕ̂ |ψ⟩ = ϕc. A proof
can be found in Ref. [27].

2.4 Background Field Method

The background field method is an alternative way to compute the effective action which can
be derived from the action of the full theory via a Legendre transform [17, 26]. Initially, we
shift the field ϕ→ ϕ+ϕb by an arbitrary background field configuration ϕb. In the background
field method, the generating functional for all connected Green’s functions follows

eiWb[ϕb,J ] =

∫
Dϕ exp

(
iS[ϕ+ ϕb] + i

∫
d4xJ(x)ϕ(x)

)
. (2.60)

Then, one easily proves the following

δWb[ϕb, J ]

δJ
= ϕJ ;b. (2.61)

Now the shift ϕ→ ϕ− ϕb in the path integral leads to the relation between the background
field and conventional generating functional for all connected Green’s functions

Wb[ϕb, J ] = W [J ]−
∫
d4x J(x)ϕb(x) (2.62)

and the differentiation with respect to the source implies that

δWb[ϕb]

δJ
=
δW [J ]

δJ
− ϕb ⇒ ϕJ ;b(x) = ϕJ(x)− ϕb(x). (2.63)

This relation demonstrates that if we shift ϕ→ ϕ+ ϕb in the path integral, the expectation
value of a field in the presence of an external source shifts by −ϕb. Finally, the 1PI effective
action can be expressed through the Legendre transform with the additional dependence on
the background field,

Γb[ϕb, ϕ] = Wb[ϕb, Jϕ;b]−
∫
d4x Jϕ;b(x)ϕ(x). (2.64)

36



Using Eq. (2.62) one gets

Γb[ϕb, ϕ] = W [Jϕ;b]−
∫
d4x Jϕ;b(x)(ϕ(x) + ϕb(x)). (2.65)

If we consider the result of Eq. (2.63) with ϕ = ϕJ ;b and JϕJ = J , Eq. (2.65) is written as

Γb[ϕb, ϕJ ;b] = W [J ]−
∫
d4x J(x)ϕJ(x) = Γ[ϕJ ] = Γ[ϕJ ;b + ϕb]. (2.66)

Thus, this relation can be rewritten as it holds for any source:

Γb[ϕb, ϕ] = Γ[ϕ+ ϕb] (2.67)

and it is concluded that Γ[ϕb] = Γb[ϕb, 0], meaning that the 1PI effective action is determined
by the background field effective action Γb[ϕb, 0] which is computed by summing all 1PI
vacuum graphs in the presence of the background field [26]. In this approach, the field ϕ
could be understood as the quantum fluctuations around a classical background field ϕb.

Now we present a functional approach to define the effective action as the Legendre
transform of the generating functional of all connected diagrams and prove the relation
between the classical and effective action in (2.44). This approach was developed by R.
Jackiw [29]. Let’s define a modified action as

S̃[ϕ, J ] = S[ϕ] +

∫
d4xϕ(x)J(x), (2.68)

where S[ϕ] is the classical action. The generating functional is then written as

exp

[
i

ℏ
W [J ]

]
=

∫
Dϕ exp

[
i

ℏ

(
S[ϕ] +

∫
d4xϕ(x)J(x)

)]
, (2.69)

where we restored the Planck’s constant and in the limit ℏ → 0 the path integral is dominated
by the classical solution ϕs which extremizes the exponent,

δS[ϕ]

δϕ(x)
= −J(x), (2.70)

which defines ϕs as an implicit functional of J . Expanding the modified action around the
classical solution ϕs = ϕ− ϕ̃:

S̃[ϕ, J ] = S[ϕs] +

∫
d4xϕs(x)J(x) +

1

2

∫
d4x d4y ϕ̃(x)

δ2S[ϕ]

δϕ(x)ϕ(y)

∣∣∣∣
ϕs

ϕ̃(y) + ...

= S[ϕs] +

∫
d4xϕs(x)J(x)−

1

2

∫
d4x ϕ̃(x)

[
∂2 + V ′′(ϕs)

]
ϕ̃(x) + ...,

(2.71)

where the functional differentiation of the action for a scalar field theory leads to

δ2S[ϕ]

δϕ(x)ϕ(y)

∣∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕs

= −
[
∂2 + V ′′(ϕs)

]
δ(4)(x− y) (2.72)
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and in the saddle-point approximation, the path integral gives

e
i
ℏW [J ] ≃ e

i
ℏ [S[ϕs]+

∫
d4xϕs(x)J(x)]

∫
Dϕ̃ e−

i
2ℏ

∫
d4x ϕ̃(x)[∂2+V ′′(ϕs)]ϕ̃(x)

= e
i
ℏ [S[ϕs]+

∫
d4xϕs(x)J(x)] (det [∂2 + V ′′(ϕs)

])−1/2
,

(2.73)

where in the first line the integral in the second exponent is evaluated after a Wick rotation
to the Euclidean space and the field ϕ̃ was additionally rescaled to ϕ̃ →

√
ℏϕ̃ to form the

loop expansion. Next, the following formula is used

detA = eTr lnA (2.74)

and Eq. (2.73) yields to

W [J ] = S[ϕs] +

∫
d4xϕs(x)J(x) +

iℏ
2
Tr ln

[
∂2 + V ′′(ϕs)

]
+O

(
ℏ2
)
. (2.75)

In order to obtain the Legendre transform of Eq. (2.75) we compute initially at the classical
limit,

δW [J ]

δJ(x)
=

∫
d4y

(
δS[ϕs]

δϕs(y)

δϕs(y)

δJ(x)
+ J(y)

δϕs(y)

δJ(x)

)
+ ϕs(x) = ϕs(x), (2.76)

according to the classical equation (2.70). Therefore, at the one-loop approximation this is
written as

δW [J ]

δJ(x)
= ϕc(x) = ϕs(x) +O(ℏ) (2.77)

and the Legendre transform of the generating functional for all connected Green’s functions
can be written as

Γ[ϕc] = S[ϕs]+

∫
d4xϕs(x)J(x)−

∫
d4xϕc(x)J(x)+

iℏ
2
Tr ln

[
∂2 + V ′′(ϕs)

]
+O

(
ℏ2
)
(2.78)

and expanding the functionals around the field ϕc leads to

Γ[ϕc] = S[ϕc] +
iℏ
2
Tr ln

[
∂2 + V ′′(ϕc)

]
+O

(
ℏ2
)
. (2.79)

This relation yields to (2.44),
Γ[ϕc] = S[ϕc] +O (ℏ) , (2.80)

where the one-loop correction has already been computed in (2.79). It is very intriguing that
at the limit ℏ → 0 the expectation value ϕc of the quantum field operator is equal to the
classical solution ϕs on account of (2.77).

The one-loop correction in (2.79) can be computed by finding all the eigenvalues of the
operator in the trace. In a translationally invariant theory, the second derivative of the
classical potential is constant which leads to

Tr ln
(
∂2 + V ′′(ϕc)

)
=

∫
d4x ⟨x| ln

(
∂2 + V ′′(ϕc)

)
|x⟩

=

∫
d4x

∫
d4p

∫
d4k ⟨x|p⟩ ⟨p| ln

(
∂2 + V ′′(ϕc)

)
|k⟩ ⟨k|x⟩.

(2.81)
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The action of the logarithm operator on a momentum state is

ln
(
∂2 + V ′′(ϕc)

)
|k⟩ = ln

(
−k2 + V ′′(ϕc)

)
|k⟩ (2.82)

and Eq. (2.81) is

Tr ln
(
∂2 + V ′′(ϕc)

)
=

∫
d4x

∫
d4k

(2π)4
ln
(
−k2 + V ′′(ϕc)

)
, (2.83)

where we have used ⟨p|k⟩ = δ(4)(p− k) and the normalization

⟨x|k⟩ = 1

(2π)4
.

Thus, after a Wick rotation to the Euclidean space, p0 = ip0E, the effective potential at the
one-loop approximation is4

Veff(ϕc) = V0(ϕc) +
1

2

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
(
p2E + V ′′(ϕc)

)
. (2.84)

The effective mass-squared is then defined as m2
eff(ϕc) = V ′′(ϕc) to rewrite the effective

potential as

Veff(ϕc) = V0(ϕc) +
1

2

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
(
p2E +m2

eff(ϕc)
)
. (2.85)

This motivates us to interpret the field ϕc as a background field, while the effective mass
introduces a correction to the mass of the scalar particle due to the interaction of the particle
with this background field [30]. The higher-loop effective potential can be computed following
this functional method [29] which is highly advantageous in higher loop corrections compared
to evaluating the 1PI Feynman diagrams as shown in the next section.

In the previous sections, we did not mention the convexity problem in the formulation
of the effective action as the Legendre transform of the generating functional for connected
Green’s functions. This issue triggered a great deal of debate in the past decades. The
convexity problem states that the effective action is identified with the generating functional
for 1PI Green’s functions only if the effective potential is convex [27, 31–33]. This problem
is resolved as presented in Ref. [33]. In the following, this problem is not addressed and the
effective action is directly identified with the 1PI generating functional.

2.5 One-loop Effective Potential

In this section, we demonstrate a straightforward method [23] to derive the one-loop effective
potential for scalar field theories and non-Abelian gauge theories using the 1PI Feynman
diagrams based on the formula (2.54).

4A field-independent term could be inserted to have a dimensionless argument for the logarithm, but this
term is omitted to compare and discuss this result in the next section.
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Scalar Field Theory

Consider a self-interacting real scalar field, described by the Lagrangian density

L =
1

2
∂µϕ∂µϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2 − λ

4!
ϕ4. (2.86)

We previously discussed that the effective potential consists of the zero-loop contribution,
which is the classical potential, and higher loop corrections. Eq. (2.59) shows that the
zero-loop contribution corresponds to the classical potential, represented by Fig. 2.6, and it
is given by

V0(ϕc) =
1

2
m2ϕ2

c +
λ

4!
ϕ4
c . (2.87)

Then, the one-loop correction is the sum of all 1PI Feynman diagrams with a single loop

Figure 2.6: The tree-level diagrams which correspond to the zero-loop contribution to the
effective potential.

and zero external momenta, as illustrated in Fig. 2.7, where the nth diagram is comprised
of n propagators, n vertices, and 2n external lines.

Figure 2.7: The 1PI diagrams with a single loop and zero external momenta which are
summed to obtain the one-loop correction to the effective potential.

Therefore, Eq. (2.54) is written as

Veff(ϕc) = V0(ϕc) + V1(ϕc) =
1

2
m2ϕ2

c +
λ

4!
ϕ4
c + i

∞∑
n=1

1

(2n)!
ϕ2n
c Γ̃(2n)(pi = 0), (2.88)
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where the 1PI 2n-point function is the sum of all 1PI diagrams with 2n external lines with
zero momenta and is computed as

Γ(2n)(pi = 0) =
(2n)!

2n

∫
d4p

(2π)4

(
−iλ
2

)n(
i

p2 −m2 + iϵ

)n
, (2.89)

according to the following Feynman rules stated here:

• The n propagators contribute a factor of i (p2 −m2 + iϵ)
−n

.

• Each vertex contributes a factor of −iλ/2, where 1/2 is a Bose statistics factor since
interchanging the two external lines of the vertex does not change the diagram.

• There is a global symmetry factor (2n)!/2n, where the factor of (2n)! corresponds to
the number of ways to distribute 2n particles in 2n external lines. Then, the factor
1/n comes from the symmetry of the diagram under the discrete group of rotations Zn
and the factor 1/2 from the symmetry of the diagram under reflections.

• There is a momentum integration over the loop, which is the same for each diagram
as all external momenta are zero.

Consequently, the one-loop contribution to the effective potential is given by

V1(ϕc) = i
∞∑
n=1

∫
d4p

(2π)4
1

2n

(
−iλ
2

)n(
i

p2 −m2 + iϵ

)n
ϕ2n
c

= i
∞∑
n=1

∫
d4p

(2π)4
1

2n

(
λϕ2

c/2

p2 −m2 + iϵ

)n
.

(2.90)

According to the Taylor series of logarithms, this expression is cast into the form

V1(ϕc) = − i

2

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ln

[
1− λϕ2

c/2

p2 −m2 + iϵ

]
, (2.91)

where after a Wick rotation to the Euclidean space, pE = (−ip0, p⃗), this can be rewritten as

V1(ϕc) =
1

2

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln

[
1 +

λϕ2
c/2

p2E +m2

]
(2.92)

The background field method in the previous section also ends up in Eq. (2.92) introducing
the effective mass-squared,

m2
eff(ϕc) = m2 +

λ

2
ϕ2
c . (2.93)

Omitting a field-independent term can lead to the final formula

V1(ϕc) =
1

2

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
[
p2E +m2

eff(ϕc)
]

(2.94)
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and the effective potential can be cast as

Veff(ϕc) =
1

2
m2ϕ2

c +
λ

4!
ϕ4
c +

1

2

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
[
p2E +m2

eff(ϕc)
]
. (2.95)

If the Lagrangian density describes a theory with N complex scalar fields

L = ∂µϕa∂µϕ
†
a − V (ϕa, ϕ

†
a), (2.96)

the effective potential is a trivial generalization of the previous formula (2.95),

Veff(ϕc) = V0(ϕa, ϕ
†
a) +

1

2
Tr

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
[
p2E +M2(ϕa, ϕ

†
b)
]
, (2.97)

where the effective mass-squared is defined as

(M2)ba ≡ V a
b =

∂2V0

∂ϕ†
a∂ϕb

(2.98)

and each complex field has two degrees of freedom with Tr(1) = 2N so that Tr(M2) = 2V a
a .

Non-Abelian Gauge Theories

Similarly, we compute the one-loop effective potential in the case of non-Abelian gauge
theories [3, 23, 27,31]. The Lagrangian density of the theory is written as

L = −1

4
Tr (FµνF

µν) + Tr
(
iψ /Dψ

)
− Tr

(
ψΓϕψ

)
+

1

2
Tr (Dµϕ)

†Dµϕ− V (ϕ). (2.99)

Given a non-Abelian gauge group G with generators τα, a set of spinor fields ψa, and a set
of scalar fields ϕi, each of which forms a representation of the group, we then define

Aµ = Aαµτα,

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ + ig[Aµ, Aν ], (2.100)

Dµ = ∂µ + igAµ.

In an appropriate gauge, the one-loop effective potential as a function of the expectation
values of the scalar fields, ϕi, consists of

Veff(ϕc) = V0(ϕc) + Vs(ϕc) + Vf (ϕc) + Vg(ϕc) + Vc(ϕc), (2.101)

where V0(ϕc) is the classical potential (tree-level approximation), Vc(ϕc) is a quartic poly-
nomial including all counterterms, Vs(ϕc), Vf (ϕc) and Vg(ϕc) are the contributions from the
scalar-field, the fermion, and the gauge-field loops, respectively. The first two terms have
been already computed as the effective potential (2.97) in the case of the complex scalar
fields.

The contribution of the fermion loops comes from the following part of the Lagrangian:

Lf = iψa/∂ψ
a − ψam

a
bψ

b, (2.102)
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where the mass matrix ma
b (ϕ

i
c) = Γabiϕ

i
c is a function of the scalar fields5, such as

ma
b (ϕ

i
c) = Aab (ϕ

i
c) + iγ5B

a
b (ϕ

i
c), (2.103)

where A and B are Hermitian matrices and linear functions of the scalar fields and γ5 =
iγ0γ1γ2γ3. The same method for the calculation of the effective potential can be adopted
here as in the scalar field theory, but the Feynman diagrams with an odd number of vertices
do not contribute to the one-loop effective potential because the trace of an odd number of
γ matrices is zero. Hence, the one-loop correction is given by the sum of the 1PI diagrams
which are presented in Fig. 2.8. For instance, according to the Feynman rules, the first

Figure 2.8: The 1PI fermion diagrams which contribute to the one-loop correction (2.105).

diagram with two external lines in Fig. 2.8 corresponds to

−1

2
Trs

(
ma
b

/p2

p4
mb
a

)
= −1

2
Trs

(
ϕicΓ

a
bi

/p2

p4
Γbajϕ

j
c

)
= −1

2

Tr [(Γϕc)
2]

p2
Trs(1), (2.104)

where the minus sign comes from the fermion loop, the trace runs over the spinor indices,
and /p2 = p21. Analogously, the next terms in the one-loop correction are obtained by the
following contributions:

• The 2n propagators contribute a factor of Trs

[
i2n/p2n (p2 + iϵ)

−2n
]
.

• The 2n vertices yield a factor Tr (−i2nm2n), where the trace refers to the different
fermionic fields.

• There is a combinatorial factor 1/2n from the cyclic and anticyclic symmetry of the
diagrams in Fig. 2.8.

• There is a momentum integration over the loop, which is the same for each diagram
as all external momenta are zero.

5The Γa
bi could also denote a matrix of Yukawa coupling constants.
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Thus, the one-loop correction is computed as

Vf (ϕc) = i
∞∑
n=1

∫
d4p

(2π)4
1

2n
Tr
[
(−im)2n

]
Trs

[(
i/p

p2 + iϵ

)2n
]

= −i
∞∑
n=1

∫
d4p

(2π)4
1

2n

Tr (m2n)

p2n
Trs (1)

= −iT r
∞∑
n=1

∫
d4p

(2π)4
nf
2n

(
m2

p2

)n
,

(2.105)

where the trace Trs(1) = nf counts the number of degrees of freedom of the fermions. The
Dirac (Weyl) fermions have nf = 4 (nf = 2) degrees of freedom. Using the logarithmic
Taylor series, this expression yields to

Vf (ϕc) =
inf
2
Tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ln

[
1− m2

p2

]
, (2.106)

After a Wick rotation, the final expression for the contribution of the fermion loops can be
written as

Vf (ϕc) = −nf
2
Tr

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
[
p2E +m2(ϕc)

]
. (2.107)

Finally, we compute the one-loop correction due to the gauge-field loops. The 1PI dia-
grams that contribute to the one-loop correction are depicted in Fig. 2.9. In the Landau

Figure 2.9: The 1PI gauge-field diagrams which contribute to the one-loop correction (2.114).

gauge, the gauge-boson propagator is expressed as

Πµν = − i

p2 + iϵ

(
gµν −

pµpν
p2

)
. (2.108)

In the effective potential, the A2ϕ2 vertex solely contributes to the one-loop order, coming
from the fourth term in the Lagrangian which is expressed as

1

2
Tr
[
(igAµϕ)

† igAµϕ
]
=

1

2
gαgβTr

[
(ταA

α
µϕ)

†τβA
µβϕ
]
=

1

2
M2

αβA
α
µA

µβ, (2.109)
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whereM2 is the gauge boson effective-coupling constant matrix6, such as the squared effective
masses (2.93) and (2.98), and it is given by

M2
αβ = gαgβTr

[
(ταϕ)

†τβϕ
]
, (2.110)

where gα is the coupling constant7 associated with the gauge field Aαµ and the trace runs
over the indices in the representation of the scalar fields. Following similar calculations to
the fermionic case, we conclude that the combinatorial factor for the nth diagram in Fig. 2.9
with n propagators and n vertices is written as

1

2n

Tr (M2n)

p2n
Tr (∆) , (2.111)

where ∆µν is defined as

∆µν = gµν −
pµpν
p2

(2.112)

and

∆ =

(
gµν −

pµpν
p2

)(
gµν − pµpν

p2

)
= δµµ − 1 = 3. (2.113)

Notice that the trace Tr (∆) = 3 coincides with the number of degrees of freedom of a
massive gauge boson8. Therefore, in the Landau gauge, the one-loop contribution to the
effective potential from the gauge-field loops is written as

Vg(ϕc) =
3

2
Tr

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
[
p2E +M2(ϕc)

]
, (2.114)

which is the final result after a Wick rotation to the Euclidean space.
Now it is important to notice that the effective potential is gauge-dependent [29]. This is

clearly demonstrated, if the effective potential is computed in the Rξ gauge, which introduces
a gauge fixing term in the Lagrangian, and the effective potential depends explicitly on the
gauge parameter ξ [9, 10, 35]. Although the effective potential is not a physical quantity, all
observable quantities should be gauge invariant. Nevertheless, the gauge dependence of the
finite-temperature effective potential, which will be presented later, may propagate to the
calculations of the phase transitions, while the critical temperature and the true vacuum of
the theory are obtained by the effective potential. As a result, a number of gauge-independent
methods have been developed to compute the effective potential and determine the gauge-
invariant observables of the phase transitions in the Standard Model and other new physics
theories [10, 35–44]. In this work, the gauge dependence of the effective potential (as an
active topic in research) is not discussed further to continue our introduction to the one-loop
effective potential.

6This means that after the spontaneous symmetry breaking with the Higgs vacuum expectation value
(1.29), the effective mass squared M2 is the gauge boson mass matrix.

7If the non-Abelian group is simple, such as SO(10) and SU(5), all the gauge couplings are equal.
8In the Feynman gauge, this factor does not coincide with the number of degrees of freedom and reduces

from 3 to 2 due to the contributions of the unphysical fields to the one-loop effective potential [34].
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2.6 Renormalization

The calculation of quantum corrections to the classical potential involves adding up all of the
1PI diagrams and integrating over the internal momenta. For instance, each individual 1PI
diagram in Fig. 2.7 has a polynomial infrared singularity, whereas the one-loop contribution
to the effective potential (2.94) has only a logarithmic ultraviolet divergence9. In the case of
a renormalizable theory, the parameters of the theory absorb these divergences. More specif-
ically, we proceed with regularizing the theory and absorbing all infinities by the appropriate
counterterms, that we have not considered in our analysis yet. The definition of the renor-
malized parameters then determine how these infinities are absorbed by the counterterms.
As a result, the theory is finite and it is expressed in terms of the renormalized parameters.
Next, we will examine the cut-off and dimensional regularization schemes and discuss various
renormalization schemes. A general and concise review of renormalization can be found in
a number of quantum field theory books, such as in [17–20, 25]. A more detailed review of
the renormalized one-loop effective potential is discussed in Refs. [23, 27,31].

2.6.1 Cut-off Regularization

We present the cut-off regularization scheme in the case of a massless real scalar field to
renormalize the effective potential as well as showcase the impact of the quantum corrections
on the vacuum state which at a classical level resides at the origin (ϕc = 0) [23,27,31]. The
Lagrangian of the theory is written in terms of the renormalization counterterms as

L =
1

2
(1 + δZ) ∂µϕ∂µϕ− 1

2
δm2ϕ2 − λ+ δλ

4!
ϕ4, (2.115)

where δZ, δm2, and δλ are the wave-function, mass, and coupling constant renormalization
counterterms, respectively. The renormalized mass of the scalar field is conventionally defined
in terms of the 1PI two-point function10 at zero momentum and according to Eq. (2.54),

m2
R = iΓ(2)(p = 0) =

d2Veff
dϕ2

c

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=0

. (2.116)

In addition, the definition of the renormalized self-coupling is the 1PI four-point at zero
momentum multiplied by i,

λR = iΓ(4)(p = 0) =
d4Veff
dϕ4

c

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=0

(2.117)

and the conventional definition of the wave-function renormalization is

Z(0) = 1, (2.118)

9In fact, the divergence in the effective potential is infrared since we neglected a field-independent term
which depends on the momentum in Eq. (2.92).

10This definition may differ from other approaches in the literature up to a factor of i, depending on the
definition of the generating functional for the 1PI Green’s functions.
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where the wave-function renormalization is not necessary because we compute the one-loop
effective potential for constant field configuration. It is important to notice that the physics
should not depend on the subtraction point ϕc = 0 and we could choose another point as
will be shown later [45].

Initially, the divergent integral in the one-loop contribution to the effective potential
(2.94) is computed imposing a momentum-space cut-off at p2E = Λ2. The integration over
the angular variables is then performed using a very useful formula,∫

dnp f(ρ) =
πn/2

Γ
(
n
2

) ∫ dρ f(ρ)ρn/2−1, (2.119)

where ρ = p2E so that Eq. (2.94) can be written as

V1(ϕc) =
1

32π2

∫ Λ2

0

dρ ρ ln
[
ρ+m2

eff(ϕc)
]

=
1

64π2

(
Λ4 −m4

eff(ϕc)
)
ln
[
m2

eff(ϕc) + Λ2
]
+
m4

eff(ϕc)

64π2
ln
[
m2

eff(ϕc)
]

+
1

64π2

(
m2

eff(ϕc)Λ
2 − Λ4

2

)
=

Λ4

64π2

(
1− m4

eff(ϕc)

Λ4

)
ln

[
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2
+ 1

]
+
m4

eff(ϕc)

64π2
ln

[
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2

]
+
m2

eff(ϕc)Λ
2

64π2
+

Λ4

64π2
ln Λ2 − Λ4

128π2
,

(2.120)

where in the second line the following formula for the indefinite integral was applied [46],∫
dx x ln(x+ a) =

1

2

(
x2 − a2

)
ln(x+ a)− 1

2

(
x2

2
− ax

)
. (2.121)

Now the first logarithm in the last equality of Eq. (2.120) is expanded with m2
eff ≪ Λ2 to

group the terms which vanish in the limit Λ → ∞, leading to

V1(ϕc) =
Λ4

64π2

(
1− m4

eff(ϕc)

Λ4

)(
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2
− m4

eff(ϕc)

2Λ4
+O

(
m6

eff(ϕc)

Λ6

))
+
m4

eff(ϕc)

64π2
ln

[
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2

]
+
m2

eff(ϕc)Λ
2

64π2
+

Λ4

64π2
ln Λ2 − Λ4

128π2

=
Λ4

64π2

(
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2
− m4

eff(ϕc)

2Λ4
+O

(
m6

eff(ϕc)

Λ6

))
+
m4

eff(ϕc)

64π2
ln

[
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2

]
+
m2

eff(ϕc)Λ
2

64π2
+

Λ4

64π2
ln Λ2 − Λ4

128π2

=
m4

eff(ϕc)

64π2

(
ln

[
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2

]
− 1

2

)
+
m2

eff(ϕc)Λ
2

32π2

+
Λ4

64π2
O
(
m6

eff(ϕc)

Λ6

)
+

Λ4

64π2
ln Λ2 − Λ4

128π2

(2.122)
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and in the last line of Eq. (2.122) the field-independent terms and the vanishing terms in
the limit Λ → ∞ are omitted to obtain

V1(ϕc) =
m4

eff(ϕc)

64π2

[
ln

(
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2

)
− 1

2

]
+
m2

eff(ϕc)Λ
2

32π2
. (2.123)

Hence, the effective potential including the renormalization counterterms is cast as

Veff(ϕc) =
1

2
δm2ϕ2 +

λ+ δλ

4!
ϕ4 +

λΛ2ϕ2
c

64π2
+

λ2ϕ4
c

256π2

[
ln

(
λϕ2

c

2Λ2

)
− 1

2

]
. (2.124)

Now the mass renormalization condition (2.116) requires that the renormalized mass
vanishes,

m2 =
d2Veff
dϕ2

c

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=0

= 0. (2.125)

If we impose the renormalization condition (2.117), a logarithmic divergence appears in the
fourth derivative of the effective potential at ϕc = 0. As a consequence, the renormalized
coupling constant is redefined at an arbitrary non-symmetric point ϕc = µr with

λ =
d4Veff
dϕ4

c

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=µr

, (2.126)

where µr is an arbitrary non-zero mass scale. As a result, the counterterms are computed as

δm2 = − λΛ2

32π2
(2.127)

and

δλ = −11λ2

32π2
− 3λ2

32π2
ln
λµ2

r

2Λ2
. (2.128)

In the view of Eqs. (2.127) and (2.128), the renormalized one-loop effective potential (2.124)
reads

Veff(ϕc) =
λ

4!
ϕ4 +

λ2ϕ4
c

256π2

[
ln

(
ϕ2
c

µ2
r

)
− 25

6

]
, (2.129)

which is the so-called Coleman-Weinberg (CW) potential [23].
It should be also ensured that the renormalization scale µr should not affect the physics.

If a different scale µ′
r is chosen, the renormalized coupling constant should be redefined as

λ′ =
d4Veff
dϕ4

c

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=µ′r

= λ+
3λ2

32π2
ln
µ′2
r

µ2
r

, (2.130)

which is simply a redefinition of the renormalized self-coupling and the renormalized effective
potential (2.129) can be expressed as

Veff(ϕc) =
λ′

4!
ϕ4 +

λ′2ϕ4
c

256π2

[
ln

(
ϕ2
c

µ′2
r

)
− 25

6

]
+O

(
λ3
)
. (2.131)
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This particular field theory was examined to showcase that the classical minimum at
ϕc = 0 can be altered due to quantum corrections. Namely, two questions arise to be
answered: Is still the vacuum expectation value at the origin ⟨ϕ̂⟩ = 0? Is spontaneous
symmetry breaking generated by quantum corrections in this theory? Indeed, the second
term in the effective potential (2.129) can be negative for small field values, and a non-zero
minimum is formed, whereas the classical minimum converts to a maximum. This happens
when

λ ln
ϕ2
c

µ2
r

=
11

3
λ− 32π2

3
.

where the logarithm on the left-hand side is unexpectedly very large for all values of the
coupling constant due to 32π2

3
≈ 105, and higher-order terms in our expansion are required

since the validity of the one-loop approximation is broken. Therefore, it is required that
the loop-expansion parameter |λ ln(ϕ2

c/µ
2
r)| is small in order to remain valid the one-loop

expansion [23]. However, spontaneous symmetry breaking can be generated by one-loop
corrections following this approach in massless scalar electrodynamics and numerous non-
Abelian gauge theories [23]. In this work, we will apply this formalism to the Standard
Model and extensions to the Standard Model.

Finally, this renormalization scheme can be similarly extended to theories including
fermions and gauge bosons. Nevertheless, the cut-off regularization explicitly breaks gauge
invariance in the case of gauge bosons [17], while the dimensional regularization preserves
the local symmetries in the Lagrangian such as gauge invariance, and we will prefer to work
on this scheme as well as on the modified minimal subtraction renormalization scheme.

2.6.2 Dimensional Regularization

Dimensional regularization was first formulated by G. t’Hooft and M. Veltman [47]. The
main motivation behind this regularization scheme is based on the fact that an integral with
the following form ∫

dnp

(2π)n
1

(p2 −∆+ iϵ)2
(2.132)

is divergent only if n ≥ 4, but it is convergent for n < 4. In the case of convergence, after
a Wick rotation, the result can be obtained by analytically continuing all the formulas to n
dimensions [48–50].

In the context of the dimensional regularization, the one-loop contribution to the effective
potential (2.94) is written as

V1(ϕc) =
1

2
(µ2)2−

n
2

∫
dnpE
(2π)n

ln
[
p2E +m2

eff(ϕc)
]
, (2.133)

where µ is a scale balancing the mass dimensions of the integration measure. In this case,
the tadpole is computed as

dV1(ϕc)

dm2
eff

=
1

2
(µ2)2−

n
2

∫
dnpE
(2π)n

1

p2E +m2
eff

. (2.134)
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Applying the known formula of dimensional regularization,∫
dnp

(p2)α

(p2 +M2)β
= π

n
2 (M2)

n
2
+α−βΓ

(
α + n

2

)
Γ
(
β − α− n

2

)
Γ
(
n
2

)
Γ(β)

, (2.135)

Eq. (2.134) is written as

dV1(ϕc)

dm2
eff

=
(µ2)2−

n
2

2(2π)n
π

n
2 (m2

eff)
n
2
−1Γ

(
1− n

2

)
= − 1

32π2

1
n
2
− 1

(
1

4πµ2

)n
2
−2

(m2
eff)

n
2
−1Γ

(
2− n

2

)
.

(2.136)

After the integration11, the regularized potential is cast into the form

V1(ϕc) = − 1

32π2

1
n
2

(
n
2
− 1
) ( 1

4πµ2

)n
2
−2

(m2
eff)

n
2Γ
(
2− n

2

)
= − 1

32π2

m4
eff

n
2

(
n
2
− 1
) ( m2

eff

4πµ2

)n
2
−2

Γ
(
2− n

2

)
,

(2.137)

where the gamma function can be expanded as follows

Γ(x) =
1

x
− γE +O(x), (2.138)

where γE = 0.5772... is called the Euler-Masccheroni constant [46]. Thus, using Eq. (2.138)
and expanding Eq. (2.137) in powers of 2− n/2 leads to

V1(ϕc) =
m4

eff

64π2

(
−
[

1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

]
+ ln

m2
eff

µ2
− 3

2
+O

(n
2
− 2
))

. (2.139)

2.6.3 Modified Minimal Subtraction Scheme

The previous integrals have singularities arose as poles in 1/(n − 4) and it is necessary to
subtract them out. A prescription for subtraction is called a renormalization scheme. In
the framework of the effective potential and cosmological phase transitions, the modified
minimal subtraction (MS) scheme is widely adopted as a renormalization scheme in which
the counterterms should not have finite parts [51, 52]. In this renormalization scheme, we
subtract the divergent term in the potential (2.139),

C = − m4
eff

64π2

(
1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

)
, (2.140)

11The following property is also used:
Γ(x+ 1) = xΓ(x).
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in order to be absorbed by the counterterms. Thus, in the MS renormalization scheme, the
one-loop effective potential is written as

V1(ϕc) =
m4

eff

64π2

(
ln
m2

eff(ϕc)

µ2
− 3

2

)
. (2.141)

Namely, in the case of a massless scalar field, such as in the Lagrangian (2.128), the coun-
terterms are

δm2 = 0 (2.142)

and

δλ =
3λ2

32π2

(
1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

)
(2.143)

and the one-loop effective potential yields to

Veff(ϕc) =
λ

4!
ϕ4 +

λ2ϕ4
c

256π2

[
ln

(
ϕ2
c

2µ

)
− 3

2

]
. (2.144)

In the case of fermionic fields, the dimensional regularization requires a trace operation
as Tr(1) = f(n), so that the matrix representation of the Clifford algebra behaves as if its
dimensions are equal to f(n) [53]. A detailed discussion on the spinor algebra in higher di-
mensions is contained in Ref. [54]. In particular, the Dirac and the Weyl fermions correspond
to f(n) = 2n/2 and f(n) = 2n/2−1, respectively, for an even number n. Then any change
in f(n) amounts to a renormalization-group transformation since the difference f(n)− f(4)
is solely relevant for divergent diagrams [53]. It is common to set f(n) = f(4) for all n
values. Now the renormalized one-loop effective potential is similarly computed as in the
scalar theory and Eq. (2.107) yields to

V1(ϕc) = −f(n) m
4

64π2

(
−
[

1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

]
+ ln

m2

µ2
− 3

2
+O

(n
2
− 2
))

. (2.145)

In the framework of the MS renormalization scheme, we subtract the divergent part,

C = f(n)
m4

64π2

(
1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

)
, (2.146)

leading to the final expression of the CW potential for fermions

V1(ϕc) = −f(4)m
4(ϕc)

64π2

(
ln
m2(ϕc)

µ2
− 3

2

)
. (2.147)

Likewise, in the gauge theories, the potential (2.114) results in

V1(ϕc) = Tr(∆)
M4

64π2

(
−
[

1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

]
+ ln

M2

µ2
− 5

6
+O

(n
2
− 2
))

, (2.148)

where Tr(∆) = n − 1 according to the derivation (2.113). Then, in the MS scheme, after
subtracting the divergent term

C = −Tr(∆)
M4

64π2

(
1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

)
, (2.149)
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the CW potential for gauge bosons can be expressed as

V1(ϕc) =
3M4(ϕc)

64π2

(
ln
M2(ϕc)

µ2
− 5

6

)
. (2.150)

2.6.4 On-Shell Scheme

We will briefly discuss the on-shell (OS) renormalization scheme in order to develop it further
in the context of the Standard Model effective potential in Chapter 6. In the OS renormal-
ization scheme, the relations among the bare parameters in the Lagrangian and the physical
parameters do not alter at the one-loop approximation [55, 56]. In fact, this scheme offers
the benefit of having a predetermined prescription for the renormalization scales for each
field and it also improves the computational efficiency because the boundary conditions for
the scalar mass and the vacuum expectation value fixed at tree level remain valid at the
one-loop correction for the same set of bare parameters.

Initially, the theory could be regularized by a momentum space cut-off as shown earlier.
For instance, let us consider the scalar field theory (2.86) and we impose the renormalization
conditions so that the tree-level relations among the vacuum expectation value and the
mass of the scalar field are not altered by higher loop corrections. These renormalization
conditions are expressed as

d (V1 + V c
1 )

dϕc

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=υ

= 0 (2.151)

d2 (V1 + V c
1 )

dϕ2
c

∣∣∣∣
ϕc=υ

= 0, (2.152)

where ϕc = υ is the global minimum of the tree-level potential and the potential V c
1 includes

all counterterms and it can be written as

V c
1 (ϕc) = δΩ +

δm2

2
ϕ2
c +

δλ

4
ϕ4
c . (2.153)

where the counterterm δΩ is related to the vacuum energy or the cosmological constant.
Next, the regularized one-loop correction in the effective potential (2.123) reads as

V1(ϕc) =
m4

eff(ϕc)

64π2

[
ln

(
m2

eff(ϕc)

Λ2

)
− 1

2

]
+
m2

eff(ϕc)Λ
2

32π2
. (2.154)

Now the renormalization conditions (2.151) and (2.152) are imposed to cancel the infinities
in the one-loop correction (2.154) against those in the potential V c

1 . Consequently, the
renormalized effective potential in a scalar field theory is

Veff(ϕc) = V0(ϕc) +
1

64π2

[
m4

eff(ϕc)

(
ln
m2

eff(ϕc)

m2
eff(υ)

− 3

2

)
+ 2m2

eff(ϕc)m
2
eff(υ)

]
. (2.155)

The OS scheme can be also modified slightly to define the OS-like renormalization scheme.
However, both OS schemes suffer from an infrared divergence that originates from the Gold-
stone bosons as they acquire a zero mass at zero temperature. This subtlety can be rectified,
by the methods in Refs. [57,58].
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Chapter 3

Finite-Temperature Field Theory

Ordinary quantum field theory describes interactions and fields in a surrounding vacuum,
at zero temperature. Namely, scattering matrix elements are expressed in terms of Green’s
functions at zero temperature, predicting the results of particle physics experiments, such
as in LHC. Nevertheless, the assumption of zero temperature was violated in the early
Universe, where the matter and radiation density were very high. The finite-temperature field
theory [59–66] can be then applied to explain quantum processes at non-zero temperatures
which are often called finite temperatures.

A finite-temperature quantum field theory requires replacing the common time-ordering
by the contour ordering which orders the field operators along a contour in the complex time
plane. In this chapter, we present the general formulation of finite-temperature field theory
and then the imaginary time formalism is discussed extensively to derive the Feynman rules
at finite temperatures.

The effects of finite temperature in a system could generate spontaneous symmetry break-
ing. This has been mentioned in the very first pages of this thesis presenting a well-known
system that exhibits spontaneous symmetry breaking due to finite temperature, a ferromag-
net. The action of a ferromagnet is invariant under spatial rotations. Below a critical tem-
perature, the magnetization does not vanish and the rotational symmetry is spontaneously
broken. In other words, in a ferromagnetic material, the rotational symmetry is restored at
high temperatures. This is also observed in superconductivity. Similarly, a gauge symmetry
could be restored at high temperatures in the early Universe. This was first suggested by
Kirzhnits (1972) [67] and Kirzhnits and Linde (1972) [68–70]. These finite-temperature ef-
fects in quantum field theory are studied using the effective potential at finite temperature
which is derived explicitly in this chapter for scalar field theories and non-Abelian gauge
theories. This formalism was developed further by Weinberg [71], Bernard [72] and Dolan
and Jackiw [64].

3.1 Introduction

Normally, there are three types of ensembles in equilibrium statistical physics:

• The microcanonical ensemble describes an isolated system with fixed energy E, particle
number N , and volume V .
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• The canonical ensemble describes a system in contact with a heat reservoir at tem-
perature T : the system can freely exchange energy with the reservoir, but the particle
number and volume are fixed quantities.

• In the grand canonical ensemble the system can exchange energy and particles with the
reservoir, while the temperature, volume, and chemical potential are fixed. In quantum
field theories, observables are often computed using the grand canonical ensemble as
particles can be created and destroyed.

Consider a system described by a Hamiltonian Ĥ and a number of conserved and mutually
commuting charges Q̂i, which respect [Q̂i, Ĥ] = 0. The equilibrium state of the system in a
large volume V is described by the density matrix,

ρ̂ =
1

Z
exp

(
−βĤ + β

∑
i

µiQ̂i

)
, (3.1)

where µi are the chemical potentials and the partition function of the system Z equals to

Z = Tr

[
exp

(
−βĤ + β

∑
i

µiQ̂i

)]
, (3.2)

where β is the inverse temperature as usual (kB = 1).
The density matrix formalism can be highly useful in quantum statistical mechanics

[59–61]. For instance, in the grand canonical ensemble, the expectation value of an operator
Â can be computed as,

⟨Â⟩ = Tr(Âρ̂). (3.3)

Furthermore, the energy density is defined, on account of (3.3) as

E =
⟨Ĥ⟩
V

= − 1

V

∂ lnZ

∂β
. (3.4)

In general, the grand potential can be additionally introduced as

Ω = − 1

β
lnZ (3.5)

and
Ω = E − TS −

∑
i

Qiµi. (3.6)

This expression leads to

dΩ = −SdT − PdV −
∑
i

Qidµi (3.7)

and the following thermodynamic definitions are derived,

P = −
(
∂Ω

∂V

)
T, µi

, S = −
(
∂Ω

∂T

)
V, µi

, Qi = −
(
∂Ω

∂µi

)
T, V

. (3.8)

54



3.2 Partition Function

Let ϕ̂(x⃗, 0) be a scalar field operator in the Schrödinger picture at time t = 0 and let π̂(x⃗, 0)
be its conjugate momentum operator. The state |ϕ⟩ is defined such that

ϕ̂(x⃗, 0) |ϕ⟩ = ϕ(x⃗) |ϕ⟩ , (3.9)

which means that |ϕ⟩ is the eigenstate of the field operator with eigenvalue ϕ(x⃗). It is assumed
that the above states form a complete set at any given time writing the completeness and
orthogonality conditions as ∫

dϕ(x⃗) |ϕ⟩ ⟨ϕ| = 1 (3.10)

and
⟨ϕa|ϕb⟩ =

∏
x⃗

δ (ϕa(x⃗)− ϕb(x⃗)) . (3.11)

Likewise, the state |π⟩ is defined as the eigenstate of the conjugate momentum operator with

π̂(x⃗, 0) |π⟩ = π(x⃗) |π⟩ , (3.12)

where π(x⃗) is the eigenvalue. The completeness and orthogonality conditions are expressed
as ∫

dπ(x⃗) |π⟩ ⟨π| = 1 (3.13)

and
⟨πa|πb⟩ =

∏
x⃗

δ (πa(x⃗)− πb(x⃗)) . (3.14)

As a result, the partition function (3.2) can be rewritten as

Z =
∑
a

∫
dϕa ⟨ϕa| exp

(
−βĤ + β

∑
i

µiQ̂i

)
|ϕa⟩ , (3.15)

where the sum runs over all the states defined in (3.9) and the trace in (3.2) indicates
the integration over all fields ϕa(x⃗). One observes that the partition function resembles a
transition amplitude, which can be expressed in quantum field theory as a path integral.
Then, one derives, according to the definition of the path integral, the partition function [59]
which can be written as

Z =

∫
Dπ
∫
P

Dϕ exp

[∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d3x

(
iπ
∂ϕ

∂τ
−H(π, ϕ) +

∑
i

µiQi(π, ϕ)

)]
, (3.16)

where the imaginary time τ = it is considered above and P denotes the periodicity in the
integration over the fields ϕ which is expressed as ϕ(x⃗, 0) = ϕ(x⃗, β) for all x⃗. The Hamiltonian
density and the conserved charge density are defined by

H =

∫
d3xH(π, ϕ) (3.17)
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and

Qi =

∫
d3xQi(π, ϕ), (3.18)

respectively. Our approach to finite-temperature field theory will be mostly based on imag-
inary time formalism. This formalism exploits the connection between the inverse temper-
ature and the imaginary time. This is clearly illustrated in the next section including an
external classical source.

Now if the Hamiltonian in (3.16) describes a real scalar field theory (2.86), the Hamilto-
nian density is then expressed as

H =
1

2
π2 +

1

2
(∇ϕ)2 + 1

2
m2ϕ2 + V0(ϕ), (3.19)

where the momentum conjugate is

π =
∂L

∂ (∂0ϕ)
=
∂ϕ

∂t
= i

∂ϕ

∂τ
. (3.20)

The Lagrangian does not possess any continuous symmetries and there are no conserved
charges in the partition function (3.16). Then, the expression (3.16) can be written as a
Lagrangian path integral,

Z =

∫
P

Dϕ exp (−SE) . (3.21)

where the Euclidean action SE is defined on an imaginary time interval 0 < τ < β and is
given by

SE =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d3xLE, (3.22)

where LE is the Euclidean Lagrangian density,

LE = −L (t→ −iτ) . (3.23)

If we assume that the interaction Lagrangian is zero, the Euclidean action reads

SE =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d3x

(
1

2

(
∂ϕ

∂τ

)2

+
1

2
(∇ϕ)2 + 1

2
m2ϕ2

)
. (3.24)

The Fourier expansion of the field is

ϕ(x⃗, τ) =
1

βV

∞∑
n=−∞

∑
p⃗

e−i(p⃗·x⃗−ωnτ)ϕn(p⃗) , (3.25)

where the normalization is conventionally chosen and the periodicity condition in the path
integral (3.16) yields

ϕ(x⃗, 0) = ϕ(x⃗, β) ⇒ eiβωn = 1 ⇒ ωn = 2πnT. (3.26)

Moreover, the reality of the field implies that

ϕ−n(−p⃗) = ϕ∗
n(p⃗). (3.27)
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We then substitute Eq. (3.25) into Eq. (3.24) using the relation (3.27)

SE =
1

2βV

∑
n

∑
p⃗

(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

)
ϕn(p⃗)ϕ

∗
n(p⃗). (3.28)

Thus, the partition function (3.21) is expressed as

Z =

∫
P

Dϕ
∏
p⃗

exp

[
− 1

2βV

∑
n

(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

)
ϕn(p⃗)ϕ

∗
n(p⃗)

]
. (3.29)

which is a path integral similar to the generating functional (2.73). This partition function
is also a common path integral in quantum statistical mechanics and finite-temperature
field theory [59–61] and we do not present its derivation here. In fact, the finite temperature
effective potential for a scalar field theory is almost identical to the logarithm of this partition
function which will be derived in a later section. Therefore, the logarithm of the partition
function is cast into the form

lnZ = −V
∫

d3p

(2π)3

[
β

2
ω + ln

(
1− e−βω

)]
. (3.30)

with ω =
√
p⃗ 2 +m2. It is worth computing the free energy in this case as it will be very

useful later. In statistical mechanics, the free energy is defined as

Ω = −T lnZ (3.31)

and from Eq. (3.30), the free energy is

Ω = V

∫
d3p

(2π)3

[
ω

2
+

1

β
ln
(
1− e−βω

)]
. (3.32)

This integral will be computed explicitly later as it plays a crucial role in the effective
potential. In addition, one easily proves the known thermodynamic relations for bosons

E0 = − ∂

∂β
lnZ0 = V

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ω

2
, (3.33)

which is the vacuum energy and the pressure is

P0 = T
∂

∂V
lnZ0 = −

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ω

2
. (3.34)

3.3 Green’s Functions

3.3.1 Generating Functional

In this section, we will repeat our discussion about the partition function (3.16), but it will
be formulated differently to express the generating functional for the full Green’s functions
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at finite temperature. Let ϕ̂(x) be a single scalar field operator in the Heisenberg picture
such that

ϕ̂(x) = eiĤtϕ̂(x⃗, 0)e−iĤt. (3.35)

The eigenstate of the field operator at time t, denoted as |ϕ(x⃗); t⟩, satisfy

ϕ̂(x) |ϕ(x⃗); t⟩ = ϕ(x⃗) |ϕ(x⃗); t⟩ (3.36)

with eigenvalue ϕ(x⃗). The time evolution of this state is derived from the time evolution of
the Heisenberg field operator,

|ϕ(x⃗); t⟩ = eiĤt |ϕ(x⃗); t = 0⟩ . (3.37)

This eigenstate is written differently under the action of the operator e−βĤ so that

e−βĤ |ϕ(x⃗); t⟩ = eiĤ(iβ) |ϕ(x⃗); t⟩ = |ϕ(x⃗); t+ iβ⟩ , (3.38)

which translates into an imaginary time shift.
Now it is essential to comment on the implications of the complex time in the path

integral formalism. In particular, this can be understood better considering the Feynman-
Matthews-Salam (FMS) formula [73,74],

⟨ϕ1(x⃗); t1|T{F [ϕ̂]} |ϕ2(x⃗); t2⟩ = N

∫
Dπ
∫

DϕF [ϕ] exp
[∫ t2

t1

dt

∫
d3x

(
πϕ̇−H(π, ϕ)

)]
,

where the normalization depends on the time interval. The volume and the boundary con-
ditions in the path integral are

ϕ(x⃗, t1) = ϕ1(x⃗) , ϕ(x⃗, t2) = ϕ2(x⃗) (3.39)

and the momentum integration in the path integral is not constrained by any boundary
condition. If the times t1 and t2 are complex, we consider that the time integration above
goes over a contour with a complex time interval from z = t1 to z = t2. This complex contour
should be restricted to going monotonically downward or parallel to the real axis. More
specifically, this complex contour alters the time-ordering prescription that is frequently
adopted in quantum field theory. This time-ordering prescription, denoted as Tc, orders
the operators along a given path C in the complex time plane [75]. If the contour C is
parameterized as a function t = z(τ), where τ is a real parameter, the time-ordering Tc
coincides with the standard time-ordering along τ . Accordingly, we define the contour step
function and the contour delta function [76],

θc(t1 − t2) = θ(τ1 − τ2) (3.40)

and

δc(t1 − t2) =

(
∂z

∂τ

)−1

δ(τ1 − τ2). (3.41)

For instance, the time-ordered product of two field operators is defined as

Tc{ ˆϕ(x)ϕ̂(y)} = θc(x
0 − y0)ϕ̂(x)ϕ̂(y) + θc(y

0 − x0)ϕ̂(y)ϕ̂(x) (3.42)
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and differentiation leads to

∂tTc{ ˆϕ(x)ϕ̂(y)} = δc(x
0 − y0)[ϕ̂(x), ϕ̂(y)] + Tc{∂tϕ̂(y)ϕ̂(x)}. (3.43)

If a c-number function J(x) is defined on the contour C, then the functional differentiation
is written as

δJ(y)

δJ(x)
= δc(x

0 − y0)δ(3)(x⃗− y⃗) (3.44)

with
δ(4)c (x− y) ≡ δc(x

0 − y0)δ(3)(x⃗− y⃗).

An additional requirement for the FMS formula in this formalism is to ensure that the time
arguments in F [ϕ] must lie on the contour since they did also lie in the real interval [t1, t2]
in the ordinary quantum field theory. Consequently, the partition function can be expressed
as a path integral, such as (3.16), defining the contour in the complex time plane as it was
described previously.

Finally, the above discussion implies the definition of the generating functional in the
presence of an external classical source which is given by

Z[J ; β] = N

∫
Dπ
∫

Dϕ exp

[
i

∫
C

d4x
(
π(x)ϕ̇(x)−H(x) + ϕ(x)J(x)

)]
, (3.45)

where the contour is defined as an arbitrary contour1 starting at z = ti and finishing at
z = ti − iβ. The integration over the field in the path integral is constrained by

ϕ(x⃗, ti − iβ) = ϕ(x⃗, ti), (3.46)

which is identical to the periodicity condition in the path integral (3.16) substituting t→ −iτ
(ti = 0). Moreover, this generating functional can be written as a Lagrangian path integral
similar to (3.21),

Z[J ; β] = N ′
∫

Dϕ exp

[
−SE + i

∫
C

d4x J(x)ϕ(x)

]
, (3.47)

where the normalization N cancels the unwanted contributions of the path integral which
are usually infinite [62]. On account of Eq. (3.15), Eq. (3.47) could be interpreted as a
statistical average, such as the expectation value (3.3), while the trace has been replaced
by a functional over the field ϕ. This allows us to write the generating functional as the
statistical average

Z[J ; β] = Z[0; β]

〈
Tc exp

(
i

∫
C

d4x J(x)ϕ(x)

)〉
. (3.48)

The generating functional (3.47) can be finally written as an expansion in powers of the
external source following the proof in (2.2),

Z[J ; β]

Z[0; β]
=

∞∑
n=0

in

n!

∫
C

d4x1...

∫
d4xn J(x1)...J(xn)G

(c)(x1, ..., xn), (3.49)

1The contour is arbitrary, but it is required that it goes monotonically downward or parallel to the real
axis.
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where the so-called thermal (full) Green’s function is defined as the statistical average of the
ordered product of the n field operators

G(c)(x1, ..., xn) ≡ ⟨Tc{ϕ̂(x1)...ϕ̂(xn)}⟩, (3.50)

where x0 = t may be complex and the integration over time should follow the path C in the
complex time plane. From Eq. (3.49) the thermal Green’s functions can be also expressed
as

G(c)(x1, ..., xn) =
1

Z[0; β]
(−i)n

(
δ

δJ(x1)

)
...

(
δ

δJ(xn)

)
Z[J ; β]

∣∣∣∣
J=0

, (3.51)

where the normalization factor is Z[0; β] = Z = Tr
(
e−βĤ

)
which is later set to Z = 1.

3.3.2 Scalar Fields

In this subsection, we present the generating functional and the thermal Green’s functions
in scalar field theories. It is particularly interesting that not all the contours are allowed if it
is required for the Green’s functions to be analytic with respect to their time arguments [77].
For instance, the two-point Green function is decomposed using Eq. (3.42) as

G(c)(x, y) = θc(x
0 − y0)G+(x, y) + θc(y

0 − x0)G−(x, y), (3.52)

where
G+(x, y) = ⟨ϕ̂(x)ϕ̂(y)⟩ = G−(y, x). (3.53)

If we consider the complete set of states |n⟩ with eigenvalues En:

Ĥ |n⟩ = En |n⟩ ,

the correlation function (3.53) can be expressed in the spectral form

G+(x
0, y0) = Z−1

∑
m

∑
n

| ⟨m| ϕ̂(0) |n⟩ |2e−iEn(x0−y0)eiEm(x0−y0+iβ) (3.54)

at the point where all spatial coordinates vanish. The convergence of the sum is ensured by
the condition −β < Im (x0 − y0) < 0 which implies the existence of G+(x

0, y0) ≡ G+(x
0−y0)

as an analytic function. This condition also requires θc(x
0 − y0) = 0 for Im (x0 − y0) > 0.

Similarly, the existence of G−(x
0 − y0) is ensured by the condition 0 < Im (x0 − y0) < β,

which requires θc(y
0 − x0) = 0 for Im (x0 − y0) < 0. Thus, the final condition for the

convergence of the Green’s function (3.52) defined on the strip

−β ≤ Im
(
x0 − y0

)
≤ β (3.55)

is that the function θc(x
0 − y0) is defined such that θc(x

0 − y0) = 0 for Im(x0 − y0) > 0.
This requires that a point that moves along C has a monotonically decreasing or constant
imaginary time. This condition also ensures the existence of all higher-order thermal Green’s
functions [66,77].
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The definition of the correlation functions G+ and G− leads to a significant periodicity
relation. This relation is derived by the definitions (3.3) and (3.53),

G−(x⃗, x⃗
′; t, t′) = ⟨ϕ̂(x⃗ ′, t′)ϕ̂(x⃗, t)⟩

= Z−1Tr
[
e−βĤ ϕ̂(x⃗ ′, t′)ϕ̂(x⃗, t)

]
= Z−1Tr

[
ϕ̂(x⃗, t)e−βĤ ϕ̂(x⃗ ′, t′)

]
= Z−1Tr

[
e−βĤeβĤ ϕ̂(x⃗, t)e−βĤ ϕ̂(x⃗ ′, t′)

]
= Z−1Tr

[
e−βĤ ϕ̂(x⃗, t− iβ)ϕ̂(x⃗ ′, t′)

]
,

(3.56)

where the correlation function G+(x⃗, x⃗
′; t− iβ, t′) is defined as

G+(x⃗, x⃗
′; t− iβ, t′) = ⟨ϕ̂(x⃗, t− iβ)ϕ̂(x⃗ ′, t′)⟩ = Z−1Tr

[
e−βĤ ϕ̂(x⃗, t− iβ)ϕ̂(x⃗ ′, t′)

]
. (3.57)

From Eqs. (3.56) and (3.57) the following periodicity relation2 is proved

G+(x⃗, t− iβ) = G−(x⃗, t), (3.58)

which is the well-known Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) relation [65,66,78].
Now we can compute the generating functional and the two-point function for a free real

scalar field described by the Lagrangian (2.86) which satisfies the equal-time commutation
relation [

ϕ̂(x⃗, t),
˙̂
ϕ(x⃗ ′, t)

]
= iδ(3)(x⃗− x⃗ ′). (3.59)

The equation of motion of a free scalar field is(
∂2 +m2

)
ϕ̂(x) = 0, (3.60)

where the derivative with respect to time is defined as the directional derivative on a given
path C. From Eqs. (3.42) and (3.43), one deduces the Dyson-Schwinger equation for the
generating functional,

i
(
∂2 +m2

) δZ0[J ; β]

δJ(x)
+ J(x)Z0[J ; β] = 0, (3.61)

where Z0[J ; β] is the generating functional for the free field. This equation coincides with
the Dyson-Schwinger equation at zero temperature [17] and its solution reads

Z0[J ; β] = Z0[0, β] exp

[
− i

2

∫
C

d4x

∫
C

d4x′ J(x)D(c)(x− x′)J(x′)

]
, (3.62)

where D(c)(x− x′) is the propagator that satisfies the equation(
∂2 +m2

)
D(c)(x− x′) = −δ(4)c (x− x′). (3.63)

2This relation holds true in the case of conserved charges because the result remains the same using the
general definition of the grand canonical average (3.3).
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As a result, Eqs. (3.51) and (3.63) lead to the two-point Green’s function for the free theory

G(c)(x, x′) = iD(c)(x− x′) , (3.64)

which reproduces the same differential equation for the Feynman propagator as the one at
zero temperature, (

∂2 +m2
)
G(c)(x, x′) = −iδ(4)c (x− x′) . (3.65)

Next, the free scalar field is expanded in terms of the annihilation and creation operators

ϕ̂(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)32ωp

(
â(p)e−ipx + â†(p)eipx

)
, (3.66)

where ωp =
√
p 2 +m2. Then, the equal-time commutation relation translates into[

â(p), â†(k)
]
= 2ωp(2π)

3δ(3)(p⃗− k⃗). (3.67)

Then, one deduces the expectation values in the case of an ideal gas [63], which is very
common in quantum statistical mechanics,

⟨â†(p)â(k)⟩ = 2ωp(2π)
3nB(ωp)δ

(3)(p⃗− k⃗) (3.68)

and
⟨â(p)â†(k)⟩ = 2ωp(2π)

3 (1 + nB(ωp)) δ
(3)(p⃗− k⃗), (3.69)

where the Bose-Einstein distribution function, nB(ω), is

nB(ω) =
1

eβω − 1
. (3.70)

The correlation functions (3.53) in the free theory can be reformulated using Eqs. (3.66),
(3.68), and (3.69),

G̃+(p) = ρ(p) (1 + nB(ωp)) = G̃−(p)e
βωp , (3.71)

where the Fourier transforms read

G±(x, y) =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
e−ip(x−y)G̃±(p), (3.72)

and ρ(p) is the spectral density given by [60]

ρ(p) = G̃+(p)− G̃−(p) = 2π (θ(ωp)− θ(−ωp)) δ(p2 −m2). (3.73)

Therefore, the two-point function, according to (3.52) and (3.64), can be expressed as

G(c)(x, y) =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ρ(p)e−ip(x−y)

(
θc(x

0 − y0) + nB(ωp)
)
, (3.74)

which depends on the chosen contour C. The two-point Green’s function for interacting
fields has a similar spectral form since the relation (3.73) retains its validity in the case of
interacting fields due to the KMS relation [62].
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3.3.3 Fermion Fields

The thermal Green’s functions can be further developed for fermion and gauge fields, al-
though it is mostly a generalization of the scalar field theory [59, 60, 62, 64]. First, we
compute the Green’s function for fermion fields. We define the Green’s function for fermion
fields replacing Eqs. (3.52) and (3.53) by,

S
(c)
αβ(x− y) ≡ ⟨Tc{ψα(x)ψβ(y)}⟩ = θc(x

0 − y0)S+
αβ − θc(y

0 − x0)S−
αβ , (3.75)

where α and β denote the spinor indices and the so-called reduced Green’s functions3 are

S+
αβ(x− y) = ⟨ψα(x)ψβ(y)⟩ , (3.76)

and obey the following KMS relation,

S+
αβ(x⃗, t− iβ) = −S−

αβ(x⃗, t) . (3.77)

Now the two-point function for the free fermion fields is computed following the same
method as in the case of scalar fields (3.74). The two-point function for a fermion field
satisfies the differential equation(

i/∂ −m
)
ασ
S
(c)
σβ (x− y) = iδ(4)c (x− y)δαβ , (3.78)

which has the same form as the zero-temperature case and we could define the thermal
Green’s function S(c)(x− y) such that

S
(c)
αβ(x− y) ≡

(
i/∂ +m

)
αβ
S(c)(x− y) , (3.79)

where one easily proves that S(c)(x−y) satisfies the equation (3.63) as the two-point function
for a free scalar field does. As a result, the expression for this Green’s functions is computed
as

S(c)(x− y) =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ρ(p)e−ip(x−y)

(
θc(x

0 − y0)− nF (ωp)
)
, (3.80)

where the Fermi-Dirac distribution function, nF (ω), is

nF (ω) =
1

eβω + 1
. (3.81)

3.4 Imaginary Time Formalism

In this section, the Feynman rules are discussed in the finite-temperature field theory. How-
ever, at finite temperatures, the propagators represented by lines in the Feynman diagrams
depend on the chosen contour in the complex time plane. Hence, the choice of the contour
results in a particular formulation of quantum field theories in which the Feynman rules are
derived [79].

3We previously referred to the reduced Green’s functions for scalar fields as correlation functions.
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At the beginning of this chapter, the partition function (3.16) was expressed as a path
integral selecting the contour on the imaginary axis t = −iτ . This contour is called Mat-
subara contour, named after Matsubara [63], and it has been widely applied in quantum
statistical mechanics. Namely, on this contour, the field operators are time-ordered in terms
of the real variable τ = it.

On the Matsubara contour, the Green’s functions have imaginary-time arguments. If we
set t− t′ = −iτ with −β ≤ τ ≤ β, the two-point functions for scalar and fermion fields can
be cast into the form

G(x⃗, τ) =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ρ(p)eip⃗·x⃗e−τp

0 [
θ(τ) + ηn(p0)

]
, (3.82)

where η is defined as ηB = 1 (ηF = −1) for bosons (for fermions). Additionally, n(p0)
stands either for the Bose-Einstein distribution function (3.70) or the Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion (3.81), and it can be written as4

n(ω) =
1

eβω − η
. (3.83)

Then, the Green’s function (3.82) can be expressed as

G(x⃗, τ) = G+(x⃗, τ)θ(τ) +G−(x⃗, τ)θ(−τ). (3.84)

One easily proves using the KMS relations (3.56) and (3.57) that

G(τ + β) = ηG(τ) for − β ≤ τ ≤ 0

and
G(τ − β) = ηG(τ) for 0 ≤ τ ≤ β .

Namely, this propagator for bosons (fermions) is periodic (anti-periodic) in the time variable
τ with period β. Now the Fourier transform of (3.82) is written as

G̃(p⃗, ωn) =

∫ α

α−β
dτ

∫
d3x eiωnτ−ip⃗·x⃗G(x⃗, τ) , (3.85)

which does not depend on α for 0 ≤ α ≤ β. The periodicity and anti-periodicity conditions
for bosons and fermions are cast into the form

ψ(x⃗, 0) = ηψ(x⃗,−iβ), (3.86)

and the discrete frequencies satisfy the condition

eiωnβ = η−1, (3.87)

which results in
ωn = 2nπβ−1 for bosons, (3.88)

4The contribution of the chemical potential to the Green’s functions is considered to vanish in the previous
cases, but the chemical potential can be included in (3.82) by replacing p0 → p0 − µ. See Appendix A.
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ωn = (2n+ 1)πβ−1 for fermions, (3.89)

where the discrete frequencies ωn are called Matsubara frequencies. The condition for the
bosonic frequencies is the same as the condition (3.26) as they originate from the same
periodicity condition. If we insert Eq. (3.82) into Eq. (3.85), the two-point function in
momentum space can be written as

G̃(p⃗, ωn) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dp0
2π

ρ(p)

p0 − iωn
=

1

p⃗ 2 +m2 + ω2
n

(3.90)

and the Euclidean propagator can be defined as

G(x⃗, τ) = i∆(x⃗,−iτ) . (3.91)

The inverse Fourier transform of (3.85) is cast as

G(x⃗, τ) =
1

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
e−iωnτ+ip⃗·x⃗G̃(p⃗, ωn) , (3.92)

and using Eq. (3.90), one deduces the two-point function,

G(x⃗, τ) =
1

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
e−iωnτ+ip⃗·x⃗ 1

p⃗ 2 +m2 + ω2
n

, (3.93)

which is defined for any real parameter τ and is periodic (anti-periodic) for bosons (fermions)
with period β. The Matsubara frequencies in this expression are either for bosons or for
fermions. Finally, the Euclidean propagator is

i∆(x) =
i

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
e−ipx

i

p2 −m2
, (3.94)

where in the integral the four-momentum is pµ = (iωn, p⃗). Similarly, the fermion Euclidean
propagator can be written as

iS(x) =
i

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
e−ipx

i

γµpµ −m
, (3.95)

where γµ is the usual gamma matrix. This formalism can be extended analogously to gauge
fields [62]. In fact, the gauge boson propagator in the imaginary time formalism can be
obtained by a substitution rule which can be derived by observing the similarities of the
above expressions to the corresponding ones in the zero-temperature quantum field theory.
In particular, the two-point function (3.93) can be understood as the ordinary two-point
function in the quantum field theory [17] substituting [62]∫

dp0
2π

f(p0) →
i

β

∞∑
n=−∞

f (p0 = iωn) , (3.96)

65



where ωn are the Matsubara frequencies. As a consequence, the imaginary time formalism
at the limit β → ∞ reduces to the ordinary quantum field theory, applying the reverse
substitution rule [62].

In conclusion, the Feynman rules in the imaginary formalism are simply stated in mo-
mentum space and they can be read off by the Euclidean propagators (3.94) and (3.95).
These Feynman rules are briefly formulated as [59,61,62]:

• Draw the Feynman diagrams and determine the combinatoric factor for each diagram
as in the quantum field theory at zero temperature.

• Assign a propagator to each line with:

– the boson propagator :
i

p2 −m2
; pµ =

(
2nπiβ−1, p⃗

)
.

– the fermion propagator :
i

/p−m
; pµ =

(
(2n+ 1)πiβ−1, p⃗

)
.

• Assign to each loop a factor:
i

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
.

• Include the usual vertex factors from the coefficients of the interaction terms in the
action and conserve energy and momentum at each vertex with:

−iβ(2π)3δn,0δ(3)
(∑

i

p⃗i

)
.

In the imaginary time formalism, the infinite summations in the Green’s functions can be
performed by a standard method [62, 80, 81] which replaces the frequency sums by contour
integrals. In the case of bosons, the frequency sums (3.96) can be computed using the
function

β

2
coth

(
βz

2

)
,

which has poles at z = iωn and is analytic and bounded. Subsequently, the frequency sums
(3.96) are written as

1

β

∞∑
n=−∞

f(p0 = iωn) =
1

2πiβ

∫
γ

dz f(z)
β

2
coth

(
βz

2

)
, (3.97)

where the contour γ encircles anticlockwise the poles on the imaginary axis. It is additionally
assumed that the function f(z) is analytic in the neighborhood of the imaginary axis to ensure
the validity of the formula (3.97). Now the contour can be deformed to a new contour which
consists of a first line starting at −i∞ + ϵ and ending at i∞ + ϵ and a second line starting
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at i∞ − ϵ and going to −i∞ − ϵ. Expressing the hyperbolic cotangent in terms of the
exponential, the formula (3.97) can be rewritten as

1

β

∞∑
n=−∞

f(p0) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

dz

4πi
[f(z) + f(−z)] +

∫ i∞+ϵ

−i∞+ϵ

dz

2πi
[f(z) + f(−z)]nB(z). (3.98)

All the singularities of the functions f(z) and f(−z) in the right half plane can be encircled
clockwise, if, in the second integral, the contour is deformed to a contour, labeled as C. As
a result, Eq. (3.98) reads

1

β

∞∑
n=−∞

f(p0) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

dz

4πi
[f(z) + f(−z)] +

∫
C

dz

2πi
[f(z) + f(−z)]nB(z) (3.99)

and it is generalized by the following expression for both bosons and fermions,

1

β

∞∑
n=−∞

f(p0) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

dz

4πi
[f(z) + f(−z)] + η

∫
C

dz

2πi
n(z) [f(z) + f(−z)] , (3.100)

where the distribution function n(z) stands for either the Bose-Einstein or the Fermi-Dirac
distribution function. The expression (3.100) showcases an intriguing property of these
frequency sums which will be observed in detail later. This property indicates that the
frequency sums are decomposed into a temperature-dependent term which coincides with
the term computed in the quantum field theory at zero temperature, and a temperature-
dependent term which vanishes at the limit β → ∞.

The notable benefit of the imaginary time formalism is that it leads to a perturbation
expansion that is represented by Feynman diagrams identical to those in the theory at zero
temperature. On the other hand, the computation of the Green’s functions with imaginary-
time arguments is an inherent drawback of this formalism, and real-time correlation functions
can be obtained by an analytic continuation to the real axis. Namely, a contour may be
chosen to evaluate directly the correlation functions in the real time and establish the real
time formalism [59, 61, 62, 80, 81]. This formalism will not be developed here as this work
focuses on the imaginary time formalism for the computational simplicity in the finite-
temperature effective potential. Nonetheless, the imaginary time and real time formalism
should lead to the same physical predictions [82–86].

3.5 Finite-Temperature Effective Action

In this section, the formalism of the effective action is extended to finite-temperature field
theories [27, 64, 71, 72]. This is formulated as a direct extension of the zero-temperature
formalism, which was presented in Chapter 2 since the major difference in the finite temper-
ature formalism is the contour ordering and the discretization of the Matsubara frequencies.
In particular, the generating functional (3.49) in the presence of an external classical current
can be directly expressed as

Z[J ; β] = eiW [J ;β] , (3.101)
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whereW [J ; β] is the generating functional for thermal connected Green’s functions. Likewise,
the generating functional of the 1PI diagrams at finite temperature is defined by the Legendre
transform

Γ[ϕc; β] = W [J ; β]−
∫
C

d4xϕc(x)J(x) , (3.102)

where the integral along the time variable follows a given path C in the complex time plane
and the background field, ϕc(x), is obtained by

δW [J ; β]

δJ(x)
= ϕc(x) (3.103)

where the thermal connected one-point function is computed using the grand canonical
average in the presence of an external source. In the absence of this source, the background
field at a finite temperature reads

ϕc(x)|J=0 = Z−1Tr
(
e−βĤ ϕ̂(x)

)
. (3.104)

One obtains, from Eqs. (3.102) and (3.103), the functional differential equation

δΓ[ϕc; β]

δϕc(x)
= −J(x) . (3.105)

The 1PI generating functional at finite temperature is easily identified as the effective action
at finite temperature following the same procedure as in the previous chapter. Therefore,
the equation of motion (2.46) at zero temperature is translated into the finite-temperature
case (3.105).

Now the translational invariance of the vacuum state is required and the finite-temperature
effective potential is defined similarly to the zero-temperature case (2.52) and (2.53), result-
ing in

Γ[ϕc;T ] = −
∫
C

d4xVeff(ϕc, T ) . (3.106)

Subsequently, the finite-temperature effective potential is derived naturally by the zero-
temperature quantum field theory and is given by the sum of all 1PI diagrams with zero
external momenta as it is demonstrated by the zero-temperature effective potential (2.54).

Let’s suppose that the Lagrangian density possesses an internal symmetry. Lorentz in-
variance can impose that the background field ϕc(x) vanishes at J(x) = 0, but symmetry
violation is signaled by a non-zero background field ϕc(x), which satisfies the condition

δΓ[ϕc;T ]

δϕc(x)
= 0 . (3.107)

Hence, the differential equation (3.107) can be rewritten in terms of the finite-temperature
effective potential as

∂Veff(ϕc, T )

∂ϕc
= 0 (3.108)

and spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs when the solution of (3.108) is a non-zero back-
ground field ϕc = υ(T ).
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Lastly, it is important to emphasize that the above definitions of the thermal Green’s
functions should be formulated by choosing a contour in the complex time plane and the
Feynman rules at finite temperature should be modified as it was discussed in the previous
section.

3.6 Finite-Temperature Effective Potential

The previous section illustrates that the finite-temperature effective potential is calculated
following a method very similar to that used in the quantum field theory at zero temperature.
In fact, at finite temperatures, the thermal 1PI diagrams are represented by the same 1PI
diagrams as the ones at zero temperatures, but they are computed using the Feynman rules
in the previous section. In this section, we derive the finite-temperature one-loop effective
potential for scalar field theories and non-Abelian gauge theories in the imaginary time
formalism [27,64,71,72,81].

In general, the finite-temperature one-loop effective potential consists of the zero-loop
contribution which is the classical potential, and the one-loop contribution which is temper-
ature dependent such that,

Veff(ϕc, T ) = V0(ϕc) + V1(ϕc, T ). (3.109)

Furthermore, the effective potential at finite temperature includes the effective potential at
zero temperature which was presented in the previous chapter, and as it will be shown soon
the full finite-temperature one-loop effective potential is decomposed into

Veff(ϕc, T ) = V0(ϕc) + V1(ϕc) + V T
1 (ϕc, T ) , (3.110)

which agrees completely with the expression (3.100) which was discussed in an earlier section
expressing the frequency sums in terms of contour integrals.

3.6.1 Scalar Field Theories

First, the one-loop effective potential is computed for a real scalar field theory which is
described by the Lagrangian density (2.86). In this finite-temperature field theory, the sum
of all 1PI Feynman diagrams with a single loop and zero external momenta is still represented
by the sum of the diagrams in Fig. 2.7. As a result, the one-loop effective potential at finite
temperature is given by (2.54) following the Feynman rules in the imaginary time formalism,

V1(ϕc, T ) = i

∞∑
n=1

i

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

2n

(
− λϕ2

c/2

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

)n
= − i

2

i

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln

(
1 +

λϕ2/2

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

)

=
1

2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln

(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

eff(ϕc)

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

)

=
1

2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

eff(ϕc)
)
,

(3.111)
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where the effective mass (2.93) was introduced in the second line and a field-independent
term was omitted in the last line. It is remarkable that the final expression in (3.111) can
be obtained directly by simply applying the substitution rule (3.96) which clearly indicates
the transition from the finite-temperature to the zero-temperature theory. Eq. (3.111) can
be rewritten in a compact form as

V1(ϕc, T ) =
1

2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
ω2
n + ω2

)
, (3.112)

where ω follows the relation
ω2 = p⃗ 2 +m2

eff(ϕc). (3.113)

The frequency sum (3.112) is divergent, but the infinite part is field-independent. The
finite part is computed by the method presented in Ref. [64]. First, we define the function

υ(ω) =
∞∑

n=−∞

ln
(
ω2
n + ω2

)
(3.114)

and we differentiate with respect to ω,

∂υ

∂ω
=

∞∑
n=−∞

2ω

ω2
n + ω2

. (3.115)

Using the identity,

f(y) =
∞∑
n=1

y

y2 + n2
= − 1

2y
+
π

2
cothπy

= − 1

2y
+
π

2
+

πe−2πy

1− e−2πy

(3.116)

with y = βω/2π, the expression (3.115) can be written as

∂υ

∂ω
= 2β

[
1

2
+

e−βω

1− e−βω

]
. (3.117)

After integration, the initial function (3.114) is cast into the form

υ(ω) = βω + 2 ln
(
1− e−βω

)
+ c , (3.118)

where the constant c includes all the ω-independent terms. Therefore, we substitute the
result (3.118) into the one-loop correction in the effective potential (3.112), obtaining

V1(ϕc, T ) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

[
ω

2
+

1

β
ln
(
1− e−βω

)]
. (3.119)

The temperature-independent part of (3.119) is identified as the zero-temperature one-loop
effective potential (2.95) as it was suggested in an earlier section. This can be easily shown
by proving the identity

ω

∫ ∞

−∞

dx

2πi

1

−x2 + ω2 − iϵ
=

1

2
. (3.120)
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If we close the integration interval (−∞,+∞) in the complex x-plane along an anticlockwise
contour, the integral (3.120) can be evaluated by choosing the pole of the integrand at
x = −

√
ω2 − iϵ with a residue (2ω)−1, and according to the Residue theorem, the identity

(3.120) holds true. Then, the identity (3.120) is integrated with respect to ω to give

− i

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dx

2π
ln
(
−x2 + ω2 − iϵ

)
=
ω

2
+ c, (3.121)

where c is the constant of integration. Thus, the first integral in (3.119) is given by using
the identity (3.121), ∫

d3p

(2π)3
ω

2
= − i

2

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ln
(
−p20 + ω2 − iϵ

)
(3.122)

and after a Wick rotation, dropping the iϵ in the logarithm, the zero-temperature one-loop
effective potential is reproduced,∫

d3p

(2π)3
ω

2
=

1

2

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
[
p2E +m2

eff(ϕc)
]
. (3.123)

Now we focus on the temperature-dependent term in (3.119) which can be written using
the formula (2.119),

1

β

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
1− e−βω

)
=

π3/2

Γ
(
3
2

) 1
β

∫ ∞

0

dρ

(2π)3
√
ρ ln

(
1− e−β

√
ρ+m2

eff(ϕc)
)

=
1

4π2β

∫ ∞

0

dρ
√
ρ ln

(
1− e−

√
β2ρ+β2m2

eff(ϕc)
)
,

(3.124)

where ρ = p⃗ 2. Then, Eq. (3.124) yields, setting x = β
√
ρ,

1

β

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
1− e−βω

)
=

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln
[
1− exp

(
−
√
x2 + y2

)]
, (3.125)

and the final result is expressed in terms of the so-called bosonic thermal function,

1

β

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
1− e−βω

)
=

1

2π2β4
JB
(
m2

eff(ϕc)β
2
)
, (3.126)

where the bosonic thermal function is defined as

JB(y
2) =

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln
[
1− exp

(
−
√
x2 + y2

)]
, (3.127)

This thermal function admits a low-temperature and a high-temperature expansion which
will be discussed in detail at the end of this section. Therefore, the temperature-dependent
one-loop contribution to the effective potential reads

V T
1 (ϕc, T ) =

T 4

2π2

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln

[
1− exp

(
−
√
x2 +

m2
eff(ϕc)

T 2

)]
. (3.128)

71



Finally, one notices the surprising agreement of the finite temperature one-loop contri-
bution (3.119) with the free energy5 (3.32). In fact, the finite-temperature effective po-
tential can be interpreted as the free energy density of a quantum system in most of the
cases [27, 31, 59, 61, 62, 87]. In particular, the relation between the free-energy density and
the effective potential is derived explicitly for a scalar field theory in Refs. [61, 87].

3.6.2 Non-Abelian Gauge Theories

The previous calculation can be similarly generalized to non-Abelian gauge theories [64, 71,
72]. Initially, we consider the Lagrangian density (2.102) for the fermion fields to calculate
the contribution of the fermion loops. The sum of all 1PI Feynman diagrams with a single
loop and zero external momenta in Fig. 2.8 is evaluated following the Feynman rules in the
imaginary time formalism leading to the one-loop effective potential at finite temperature
given by (2.54),

V1(ϕc, T ) = nf
i

2

i

β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln

(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2

)

= −nf
2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

)
,

(3.129)

where ωn are the Matsubara frequencies for fermions and a field-independent term was
omitted in the last line. As a result, Eq. (3.129) is rewritten as

V1(ϕc, T ) = −nf
2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
ω2
n + ω2

)
(3.130)

with
ω2 = p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc) . (3.131)

The sum over n in (3.130) is performed following a similar method to the previous one with
the function (3.114). However, the sum in (3.130) is different from the one in (3.112) due to
the odd integers k = 2n + 1 in the fermionic Matsubara frequencies (3.89). Subsequently,
the function υ(ω) for fermions is defined as

υ(ω) =
∞∑

n=−∞

ln
(
ω2
n + ω2

)
= 2

∞∑
n=1

ln

[
π2n2

β2
+ ω2

]
, (3.132)

where the integer n = 1, 3, ... was redefined. This subtlety can be tackled by decomposing
the function (3.116) into two pieces for even and odd integers,

∑
m=2,4,...

y

y2 +m2
=

∞∑
n=1

y

y2 + 4n2
=

1

2
f
(y
2

)
5In the free energy (3.32), a temperature-independent term was neglected which is identical to the tree-

level contribution in the effective potential [87]
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∑
m=1,3,...

y

y2 +m2
= f(y)− 1

2
f
(y
2

)
,

and using (3.116), the correct sum is obtained∑
m=1,3,...

y

y2 +m2
=
π

4
− π

2

1

eπy + 1
, (3.133)

As a result, the derivative of (3.132) with respect to the frequency is

∂υ

∂ω
=

4β

π

∑
n=1

y

y2 + n2
, (3.134)

where y = βω/π. In view of (3.133) the derivative yields to

∂υ

∂ω
= 2β

[
1

2
− 1

eβω + 1

]
, (3.135)

and integrating this result with respect to the frequency, one obtains

υ(ω) = βω + 2 ln
(
1 + e−βω

)
+ c , (3.136)

where the constant c includes all the frequency-independent terms. Therefore, we substitute
(3.136) into the one-loop contribution to the effective potential (3.130), leading to

V1(ϕc, T ) = −nf
∫

d3p

(2π)3

[
ω

2
+

1

β
ln
(
1 + e−βω

)]
. (3.137)

The temperature-independent term in (3.137) coincides with the zero-temperature one-loop
contribution to the effective potential (2.107) as it was also proved in the scalar field theory.

The second integral in (3.137) represents the temperature-dependent term in the effective
potential which is expressed in terms of the so-called fermionic thermal function,

−nf
β

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
1 + e−βω

)
= − nf

2π2β4
JF
(
m2(ϕc)β

2
)
, (3.138)

where the fermionic thermal function is defined as

JF (y
2) =

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln
[
1 + exp

(
−
√
x2 + y2

)]
, (3.139)

Hence, the temperature-dependent contribution of the fermion loops reads

V T
1 (ϕc, T ) =

T 4

2π2

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln

[
1 + exp

(
−
√
x2 +

m2(ϕc)

T 2

)]
. (3.140)

Finally, the finite-temperature one-loop effective potential for the scalars and fermions
can be easily generalized to the case of gauge bosons in the non-Abelian gauge theory (2.99).
More specifically, the contribution of the gauge boson loops can be computed by the tadpole
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diagram using the effective mass for the gauge bosons [64,72,81] and alternatively by using
the substitution rule (3.96). In this case, the gauge boson propagator in the Landau gauge
is given by

Πµν(p)
(αβ) = ∆µνG

(αβ)(p), (3.141)

where ∆µν has been defined in (2.112). As a result, the temperature-dependent term in the
one-loop effective potential is written in terms of the bosonic thermal function as

V T
1 (ϕc, T ) = Tr (∆)

1

β

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
1− e−βω

)
=
Tr (∆)

2π2β4
JB
(
M2(ϕc)β

2
)
, (3.142)

where the thermal function for bosons is given by (3.127). Hence, the finite temperature
one-loop contribution to the effective potential reads

V1(ϕc, T ) = Tr (∆)

[
1

2

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

ln
[
p2 +M2(ϕc)

]
+
T 4

2π2
JB

(
M2(ϕc)

T 2

)]
. (3.143)

The first term does not depend on temperature and coincides with the zero-temperature
effective potential (2.114), while the second term is the same as in the scalar-field case
multiplied by the number of degrees of freedom of the gauge field.

3.6.3 Thermal Functions

This section is focused on the temperature-dependent component of the effective potential
which is strongly determined by the thermal functions. The thermal functions for both
bosons and fermions can be written as

JB/F
(
y2
)
=

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln
[
1∓ exp

(
−
√
x2 + y2

)]
, (3.144)

where the subscript B (F ) stands for bosons (fermions). The thermal functions can be
computed numerically, but they also admit a high-temperature expansion [64,81],

JB(y
2) =− π4

45
+
π2

12
y2 − π

6
y3 − 1

32
y4 log

(
y2

ab

)
− 2π7/2

∞∑
l=1

(−1)l
ζ(2l + 1)

(l + 1)!
Γ

(
l +

1

2

)(
y2

4π2

)l+2 (3.145)

and

JF (y
2) =

7π4

360
− π2

24
y2 − 1

32
y4 log

(
y2

af

)
− π7/2

4

∞∑
l=1

(−1)l
ζ(2l + 1)

(l + 1)!

(
1− 2−2l−1

)
Γ

(
l +

1

2

)(
y2

π2

)l+2

,

(3.146)

where

ab = 16π2 exp (3/2− 2γE),

af = π2 exp (3/2− 2γE),
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and ζ denotes the Riemann ζ-function. One notices that both thermal functions (3.144)
vanish at zero temperature which implies that the temperature-dependent part of the effec-
tive potential always vanishes at zero temperature as expected. Nevertheless, the thermal
functions at the high-temperature expansion (3.145) and (3.146), including the first few
y-dependent terms, have an indefinite or divergent value at zero temperature as they are
polynomials with respect to y, which go to infinite as the temperature decreases. This fact
indicates the limits of the validity of the high-temperature approximation and is obviously
caused by the violation of the condition, |y2| ≪ 1, for the high-temperature expansion. Nu-
merical analysis shows that the high-temperature expansion up to the logarithmic term is
accurate to better than 5% for y ≤ 1.6 for fermions and y ≤ 2.2 for bosons [55, 61]. This
approximation for both the potential and its derivatives also agrees with the exact form to
better than approximately 10% for the values y ≲ (1−3), depending on the function [89]. As
a result, in our applications, the high-temperature expansion is adopted extensively including
terms up to the logarithm, while its validity can be constantly checked.

On the other hand, at the low-temperature limit, |y2| ≫ 1, the thermal functions can be
expanded in terms of the modified Bessel function of the second kind [55,61,89],

JB(y
2) = J̃

(m)
B (y2) = −

m∑
n=1

1

n2
y2K2(yn) (3.147)

and

JF (y
2) = J̃

(m)
F (y2) = −

m∑
n=1

(−1)n

n2
y2K2(yn) , (3.148)

which can be truncated at m = 2 or 3, remaining a very good approximation [89]. The
modified Bessel function of the second kind is given by

K2(y) = e−y
√

π

2y

(
1 +

15

8y
+ ...

)
, (3.149)

For instance, the low-temperature expression for bosons can be written as

JB(y
2) = −y2K2(y)

[
1 +O(e−y)

]
, (3.150)

where the higher-order terms are suppressed due to the exponential. Hence, the temperature
effects are generally suppressed by high values |y2| ≫ 1, as a result, in the low-temperature
approximation the following function is used

JB(y
2) ≈ −y2e−y

√
π

2y

(
1 +

15

8y

)
. (3.151)

The thermal bosonic function at the low-temperature and high-temperature expansions are
compared in the case of the different approximations in Fig. 3.1 which also shows the exact
numerical evaluation.
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Figure 3.1: The exact numerical result (purple) of the thermal function for bosons and a
number of approximations for this function: the low-temperature approximation in (3.151)
(purple), the high-temperature approximation expanded up to the second term O(y2) (or-
ange), up to the third term O(y3) (green) and up to the logarithmic term O(y4) (red).

3.7 Symmetry Restoration

In the 1970s, it was proposed that a spontaneously broken gauge symmetry could be restored
at a high temperature [67–69]. Namely, temperature corrections could generate spontaneous
symmetry breaking in a gauge theory. This phenomenon is especially crucial in the Standard
Model to describe the electroweak spontaneous symmetry breaking related to a cosmological
phase transition, which is the main focus of this thesis. As a result, a gauge theory will be
investigated here to demonstrate the mechanism of symmetry restoration.

To begin with, we present a model that simplifies the Standard Model considering only
the contribution of the top quark and the gauge bosons to the one-loop corrections in the
effective potential [55]. This is a sufficient approximation in the case of a Higgs boson mass
lower than the W-boson mass and we are not interested in the accuracy of its results. The
derivation of the effective potential of this model is not shown here as the complete Standard
Model effective potential will be discussed extensively in Chapter 6.

Firstly, the Higgs tree-level potential (1.27) is written in terms of the Higgs boson as

V0(h) = −1

2
µ2h2 +

λ

4
h4 , (3.152)

where h is the Higgs boson and the Higgs doublet is

H =
1√
2

(
χ1 + iχ2

ϕc + h+ iχ3

)
, (3.153)
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where χ1, χ2, and χ3 are the Goldstone bosons and ϕc is a constant background field.
Subsequently, the zero loop contribution to the effective potential in terms of the background
field is

V0(ϕc) = −1

2
µ2ϕ2

c +
λ

4
ϕ4
c , (3.154)

where the Higgs mass is mH =
√

2µ2 and the Higgs minimum is given by

υ =
µ√
λ
. (3.155)

The temperature-dependent term in the effective potential is written applying the high–
temperature expansions (3.145) and (3.146) including the logarithmic term,

V T
1 (ϕc, T ) =

∑
i=Z,W

ni

[
m2
iT

2

24
− (m2

i )
3/2

12π
T − m4

i

64π2
log

(
m2
i

abT 2

)]

− 12

[
−m

2
tT

2

48
− m4

t

64π2
log

(
m2
t

afT 2

)]
,

(3.156)

where m2
i = m2

i (ϕc) is the effective mass-squared for each particle i and nZ = 3, nW = 6, and
nt = 12 are the corresponding numbers of degrees of freedom. The field-independent terms
were also neglected in the above expression. As a result, the one-loop effective potential at
finite temperature in this model is cast as [55]

Veff(ϕc, T ) = D(T 2 − T 2
0 )ϕ

2
c − ETϕ3

c +
λ(T )

4
ϕ4
c , (3.157)

where the coefficients are expressed as

D =
2m2

W +m2
Z + 2m2

t

8υ2
, (3.158)

E =
2m3

W +m3
Z

4πυ3
, (3.159)

B =
3

64π2υ4
(
2m4

W +m4
Z − 4m4

t

)
, (3.160)

T 2
0 =

m2
H − 8Bυ2

4D
, (3.161)

λ(T ) = λ− 3

16π2υ4

(
2m4

W ln
m2
W

ABT 2
+m4

Z ln
m2
Z

ABT 2
− 4m4

t ln
m2
t

AFT 2

)
, (3.162)

where lnAB/F = ln ab/f − 3/2 and in the above coefficients, all masses are the masses at the
Higgs minimum at zero temperature. The expression (3.157) may seem too abstract and
complex, but it will be understood in great detail in Chapter 6.

The effective potential (3.157) clearly illustrates the mechanism of symmetry restoration
in Fig. 3.2, where it was computed using mH = 125 GeV, mW = 80 GeV, mZ = 91 GeV
and mt = 173 GeV. Namely, at a high temperature, the effective potential is minimized
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for ϕc = 0, whereas at zero temperature its minimum is at a non-zero background field.
As a consequence, the SU(2)L × U(1)Y gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken at zero
temperature, while at high temperatures the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field
vanishes, and the gauge symmetry is restored. Furthermore, one notices that the broken
and unbroken phases can be distinguished by defining a critical temperature Tc. Around the
critical temperature, T > Tc, a second local minimum ϕm in the effective potential appears
forming a barrier between the two local minima, ϕc = 0 and ϕm ̸= 0, which implies the
existence of a local maximum ϕM as illustrated in Fig. 3.3. At the critical temperature, the
two local minima are degenerate, and spontaneous symmetry breaking is generated. In this
case, the critical temperature is Tc = 163.535 GeV as shown in Fig. 3.3 and the barrier is
generated by the negative ϕ3

c term in the effective potential coming from the high-temperature
expansion.

Figure 3.2: The finite-temperature one-loop effective potential (3.157) at temperature T = 80
GeV and T = 200 GeV and the tree-level potential which significantly contributes to the
one-loop effective potential at zero temperature.
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Figure 3.3: The finite-temperature one-loop effective potential (3.157) at temperature T =
170 GeV and T = 163.57 GeV and T = 163.535 GeV.

Below the critical temperature, the second local minimum with non-zero Higgs vac-
uum expectation value becomes the absolute minimum, while the minimum at the origin is
metastable. At the temperature T = T0, the effective potential is written as

Veff(ϕc, T0) = −ET0ϕ3
c +

λ(T0)

4
ϕ4
c . (3.163)

This implies that the barrier vanishes and the origin becomes a local maximum. Moreover,
one observes that in the true vacuum of the theory, the vacuum expectation value of the
Higgs field as a function of temperature is zero at T > Tc and suddenly at T < Tc acquires
discontinuously a non-zero value. This transition from the unbroken gauge symmetry to the
spontaneously broken gauge symmetry, SU(2)L × U(1)Y → U(1)EM , can be considered a
cosmological phase transition from the unbroken phase with ⟨ĥ⟩ = 0 to the broken phase with
⟨ĥ⟩ ̸= 0. This phase transition is characterized by the barrier between the two degenerate
local minima and it is called first-order phase transition. First-order phase transitions play
a crucial role in the Standard Model and gravitational-wave physics.

An alternative scenario that exhibits symmetry restoration is demonstrated using the
following finite-temperature one-loop effective potential which does not contain a cubic term:

Veff(ϕc, T ) = D(T 2 − T 2
0 )ϕ

2
c +

λ(T )

4
ϕ4
c (3.164)

This effective potential is studied in the most general case without specifying the underlying
theory. More specifically, at zero temperature, the effective potential is

Veff(ϕc, 0) = −DT 2
0 ϕ

2
c +

λ

4
ϕ4
c (3.165)
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and the symmetry of the theory is spontaneously broken since the effective potential is
minimized at

ϕ0 = ±
√

2DT 2
0

λ
(3.166)

and the origin, ϕc = 0, corresponds to a local maximum. While the temperature increases,
the stationary points of the potential are

ϕ0(T ) = 0 (3.167)

and

ϕ0(T ) = ±
√

2D(T 2
0 − T 2)

λ
, (3.168)

The origin is a local maximum and the second stationary point remains the minimum for
T < T0 as it does not exist for T > T0. Namely, at high temperatures, T > T0, the origin
is the single global minimum of the effective potential and the minimum (3.168) disappears.
This is illustrated clearly in Fig. 3.4.

Figure 3.4: The one-loop effective potential (3.164) is simply evaluated using the previous
values for the coefficients (3.158), (3.161) and (3.162).

However, both points (3.167) and (3.168) are identical to ϕc = 0 at T = T0, and the
potential is given by

Veff(ϕc, T0) =
λ(T0)

4
ϕ4
c . (3.169)

As a result, the symmetry is restored at temperatures T > T0 and one could define the
critical temperature T0. In other words, as the temperature declines, the system transitions
from a symmetric phase to a phase with a spontaneously broken symmetry. During this
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transition, the minimum expectation value ϕ0(T ) is a continuous function with respect to
temperature and this process is considered as a second-order phase transition. Finally, a
barrier is not formed in this phase transition as it is expected due to the absence of the cubic
field term in the effective potential.

In summary, finite-temperature effects can generate spontaneous symmetry breaking and
restore a broken gauge symmetry at high temperatures. This process occurs through a phase
transition from the unbroken phase to the broken phase as temperature decreases.

3.8 Thermal Resummation

Symmetry restoration at high temperatures implies that the ordinary perturbation theory
breaks down near the critical temperature [71]. If perturbation theory were to remain valid,
the temperature-dependent radiative corrections should be incapable of restoring the symme-
try with the presence of the temperature-independent potential. In particular, the one-loop
approximation in terms of small coupling constants, breaks down at a high temperature,
due to the appearance of higher-loop infrared divergent diagrams which are associated with
the zero bosonic Matsubara frequencies. Therefore, the dominant infrared contributions to
the effective potential from higher-order diagrams should be included at all orders in the
perturbative expansion [64, 90–97]. These higher-order diagrams are illustrated in Fig. 3.5
and are called ring diagrams, which are N -loop diagrams, where N − 1 of them are attached
to the central one. These diagrams are resummed in the infrared limit with zero momenta
in the small loops by using the full propagators in this limit [64]. In practice, the so-called
thermal resummation is a method that includes higher-order corrections to the effective mass
which is replaced by the thermal mass

M2(ϕc, T ) = m2(ϕc) + Π(ϕc, T ) , (3.170)

where m2(ϕc) is the effective mass squared and Π(ϕc, T ) is the temperature-dependent self-
energy in the infrared limit as described below.

Figure 3.5: Ring diagrams to leading order.

In addition, one observes that the next-to-leading order term in the one-loop effective
potential (3.128) is proportional to λ3/2 as it was also shown in Eq. (3.164). On the other
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hand, it is shown that the so-called ring diagram contributions are also of the same order
and not λ2 [60]. Namely, the next-higher order correction is not the two-loop correction as
was expected, but the ring diagram which is of order λ3/2.

The discussion below is based on Ref. [90] and a scalar field theory is initially considered
with Lagrangian density,

L =
1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ+
1

2
µ2ϕ2 − λ

4
ϕ4 (3.171)

The temperature-dependent self-energy, denoted as π(ωn, p⃗), is introduced through the in-
verse of the full propagator at finite temperature,

D−1(ωn, p⃗) = ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2 + π(ωn, p⃗) (3.172)

where the self-energy satisfies a Dyson equation [90]. First, the one-loop self-energy is
computed at finite temperature in the infrared limit: ωn = 0 and p⃗→ 0, where p = (iωn, p⃗ )
is the external momentum. If we consider a massless scalar field, at order λN the infrared-
divergent diagram in Fig. 3.6 is the most important contribution to the self-energy in the
infrared limit and the one-loop self-energy is given by

π(1)(ωn, k⃗) = π(1)(0) = 3λT
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

ω2
n + p⃗ 2

=
λT 2

4
, (3.173)

where π(1)(ωn = 0, p⃗→ 0) ≡ π(1)(0) and ωn are the bosonic Matsubara frequencies.

Figure 3.6: The N -loop ring diagram contribution to the self-energy of order λN .

A detailed calculation of the integral (3.173) can be found in Refs. [59–61,64,94], where
this integral is often calculated using

∞∑
n=−∞

1

n2 + y2
=
π

y
cothπy =

π

y

(
1 +

2

e2πy − 1

)
(3.174)

and the integral formula ∫ ∞

0

dx
x

ex − 1
=
π2

6
. (3.175)

The integral (3.173) will be alternatively computed later as the derivative of the thermal
function (3.145). The final expression does not depend on momentum and one sums over N
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explicitly. Thus, the self-energy is expressed as a function of the propagator with an effective
mass squared π(1)(0), and the most important contribution to the ring diagrams in Fig. 3.5
is obtained self-consistently in the infrared limit by,

π(ωn, p⃗) = π(0) = 3λT
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 + π(1)(0)

. (3.176)

In the case of a massive scalar field, the temperature-dependent self-energy is expressed
similarly as a function of the propagator with an effective mass squared m2(ϕc) + π(1)(0).
This is depicted in Fig. 3.7 and the one-loop self-energy can be written as

π(1)(ωn, k⃗) = π(1)(0) = 3λT
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

, (3.177)

which is a very similar integral to (3.173) and yields to

π(1)(0) =
λT 2

4

[
1 +O

(
m(ϕc)

T

)]
. (3.178)

Figure 3.7: Resummed self-energy. The dotted line represents the full propagator (3.172)
and the solid line represents the free propagator.

After the summation over N , the temperature self-energy is computed as

π(ωn, k⃗) = π(0) = 3λT
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc) + π(1)(0)

, (3.179)

This expression can be expanded in powers of m/T substituting Eq. (3.178) and omitting
the higher order terms that leads to

π(0) =
λT 2

4

[
1 +O

(
m(ϕc)

T

)]
. . (3.180)

The next-to-leading order terms in (3.178) contribute significantly if m(ϕc) ∼ T , but then
the one-loop self-energy is π(1)(0) ∼ λm2(ϕc) < m2(ϕc), given the fact that λ < 1. As a
result, it is sufficient to omit the higher order corrections in (3.178) as they do not contribute
to the self-energy (3.179).
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The inverse of the full propagator (3.172) can be finally written using the temperature-
dependent self-energy (3.180) as

D−1(ωn, p⃗) = ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc) +

λT 2

4

[
1 +O

(
m(ϕc)

T

)]
(3.181)

The higher-order terms are important in (3.181) when m(ϕc) ∼ T leading to π(0) ∼ λm2(ϕc)
which is small compared to the effective mass squared. Subsequently, at m(ϕc) ∼ T , the
self-energy does not contribute to the full propagator and the finite-temperature one-loop
effective potential is derived following the same method as (3.112) and the ring corrections
do not contribute to the effective potential. Namely, the zeroth order in the self-energy
(3.180) can be applied extensively to compute the ring diagram contributions because this
approximation is sufficient in the regime in which the ring diagram contributions do not
vanish. Therefore, the corrections in (3.181) are omitted and the inverse of the full propagator
at finite temperature is expressed as

D−1(ωn, p⃗) = ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc) +

λT 2

4
, (3.182)

and this is rewritten as

D−1(ωn, p⃗) =
(
ω2
n + ω2

)(
1 +

π(0)

ω2
n + ω2

)
, (3.183)

where ω2 = p⃗ 2 + m2(ϕc). Then, we insert inverse of the full propagator in the one-loop
effective potential (3.112) and the full finite-temperature effective potential (3.109) generally
reads

Veff(ϕc, T ) = V0(ϕc) +
1

2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc) + π(0)

)
, (3.184)

where the first term is the tree-level contribution. The temperature-dependent part of the
effective potential is included in the second term which improves the previous result (3.128)
using the thermal mass (3.170),

V T
1 (ϕc, T ) =

T 4

2π2

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln

(
1− e

−
√
x2+

M2(ϕc)

T2

)
=

T 4

2π2
JB

(
M2(ϕc)

T 2

)
, (3.185)

where Π(ϕc, T ) ≡ π(0) is the temperature-dependent self-energy, and the thermal mass is
written as

M2(ϕc, T ) = m2(ϕc) +
λT 2

4
. (3.186)

Alternatively, we insert Eq. (3.183) in (3.112) and the second term in (3.184) can be decom-
posed into the logarithm in (3.112) and a second logarithm which involves the ring corrections
in the effective potential. Subsequently, the effective potential (3.184) can be cast into the
form

Veff(ϕc, T ) = V0(ϕc) + V1(ϕc, T )−
1

2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∞∑
N=1

1

N

(
− π(0)

ω2
n + ω2

)N
, (3.187)
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where the second logarithm was expanded in the Taylor series to obtain the third term in
(3.187) which includes the ring corrections shown in Fig. 3.5 and is given by

Vr(ϕc, T ) = − 1

2β

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∞∑
N=1

1

N

(
− π(0)

ω2
n + ω2

)N
. (3.188)

It is obvious that in the low-temperature limit, the ring corrections are small, which implies
that it is sufficient to consider the high-temperature (or massless) limit in the calculation of
the temperature-dependent self-energy.

Lastly, it is important to mention that the temperature-dependent self-energy can be also
computed by the second derivatives of the high-temperature expansion of the temperature-
dependent term in the effective potential as it is demonstrated in the next paragraph [60,
64,96].

3.8.1 What about the higher-loop diagrams?

What about the higher-loop diagrams that were not computed in this thermal resummation?
We will address this question by investigating the high-temperature behavior of some higher-
loop diagrams in the scalar field theory [64,89,91–94].

Figure 3.8: One-loop self-energy diagram.

First of all, the one-loop contribution to the temperature-dependent self-energy is de-
picted in Fig. 3.8 and is computed as

π(1)(0) = 3λT
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

= 3λI(m2) , (3.189)

where the mass counterterm δm2 has canceled the zero-temperature contribution in the
integral to lead to the last temperature-dependent expression [64] and the function I(m2) is
given by [60,64,96,98]

I(m2) =
T 2

π2

∂JB(y
2)

∂y2
=
T 2

12
− Tm

4π
+ ... (3.190)

with y2 = β2m2. Now, we consider the two different two-loop diagrams in Fig. 3.9 and
3.10. The diagram in Fig. 3.9 consists of one 1-vertex bubble (VB) and one 2-VB. The
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1-VB behaves like ∼ λT 2 which is estimated from the one-loop self-energy and the 2-VB is
computed as

6λT
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

(ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2)2

= −6λ
∂I(m2)

∂m2
∼ λT

m
(3.191)

In total, this two-loop diagram amounts to

∼ λT 2

(
λT

m

)
(3.192)

Figure 3.9: The two-loop diagram which consists of one 1-VB and one 2-VB.

However, the so-called sunset diagram in Fig. 3.10 is estimated in the high-temperature
approximation as [64,92,93]

∼ λ2T 2 ln
m

T
. (3.193)

Figure 3.10: The sunset diagram is a two-loop contribution that is subleading in temperature.

In comparison, the sunset diagram is suppressed with respect to the two-loop diagram in
Fig. 3.9 at the high-temperature limit.

Moving on, a higher-loop ring diagram is constructed by attaching one more 1-VB to the
lower loop in the two-loop diagram Fig. 3.9. The new contribution is computed as [64,92]

6λT
∞∑

n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1

(ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2)3

= 3λ
∂2I(m2)

∂(m2)2
∼ λT

m3
(3.194)
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and in total the diagram in Fig. 3.11, which is called the mouse diagram, amounts for

∼ (λT 2)2
(
λT

m3

)
. (3.195)

Figure 3.11: Mouse diagram.

On the other hand, one additional 1-VB could be also attached to the upper bubble of the
two-loop diagram 3.9 which leads to the three-loop diagram, known as the cactus diagram
3.12. In view of (3.191) and (3.192), the cactus diagram behaves like [64]

∼ λT 2

(
λT

m

)2

. (3.196)

Figure 3.12: Cactus diagram.

Therefore, the mouse diagram has the dominant contribution at the high-temperature
approximation compared to the cactus diagram since the ratio of the contributions (3.195)
and (3.196) is T/m. One could also draw a three-loop diagram by attaching one 1-VB to the
sunset diagram, but such a diagram is less important than the mouse diagram in Fig. 3.11.
Namely, a ring diagram could be constructed by attaching one 1-VB to the lower bubble in
the two-loop diagram in Fig. 3.9. As a result, the ring diagram in Fig. 3.6 which consists of
(n− 1) 1-VB and one n-VB can be estimated as

∼ λ2T 3

m

(
λT 2

m2

)n−2

. (3.197)
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Namely, each additional 1-VB in a ring diagram contributes a factor of

α ≡ λT 2

m2
. (3.198)

However, in the one-loop approximation, one observes in the previous section in (3.157)
and (3.157) that the symmetry is restored at Tc ≃ m/

√
λ causing the breakdown of the

perturbative expansion due to α ≃ 1. Hence, thermal resummation is necessary to resum all
powers of α and include all the relevant diagrams.

Moreover, the thermal mass essentially incorporates the ring diagram contributions to
all orders in the effective potential. Nevertheless, some important diagrams are not included
in this thermal resummation such as the sunset and the cactus diagrams. Consequently, the
reliability of the improved perturbative expansion is guaranteed by the condition

β ≡ λT

m
≪ 1 (3.199)

and the requirement for the ordinary one-loop approximation

λ≪ 1 . (3.200)

Namely, as it was shown in (3.193) and (3.196), the non-ring diagram contributions to the
self-energy are suppressed with respect to ring diagram contributions by O(β), while these
diagrams contribute to the effective potential corrections which are suppressed by O(β2) [93].

Lastly, the previous results for scalar fields can be generalized similarly or directly to
gauge fields. The main difference between the scalar and the gauge field theories in the
framework of thermal resummation is based on the fact that thermal contributions to the
transverse mode of the gauge bosons are suppressed by the gauge symmetry. In contrast,
this resummation is not applied to the fermion fields since only the bosonic Matsubara fre-
quencies can vanish and generate the infrared divergences, whereas the fermionic Matsubara
frequencies, ωn = (2n + 1)πT , do not vanish. The thermal resummation in gauge theories
will be presented in a later chapter in the context of the Standard Model.

3.8.2 Resummation Scheme

In the previous paragraphs, thermal resummation mainly consisted of replacing the effective
mass-squared by the thermal mass. This replacement in the full temperature-dependent
effective potential is known as the Parwani scheme [91] which was also adopted in the effective
potential (3.184) and (3.185). This scheme can be generally described by writing the effective
potential as

Veff(ϕc, T ) = V0(ϕc) +
∑
i

[
V i
1

(
m2
i (ϕc) + Πi(T )

)
+ V i

T

(
m2
i (ϕc) + Πi(T ), T

)]
(3.201)

where i counts the fields of the theory. The first term represents the tree-level potential, while
the second and the third terms correspond to the one-loop contributions in the effective po-
tential at zero temperature and finite temperature, respectively. In the case of the scalar field
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theory, (3.171), the one-loop finite-temperature effective potential in the high-temperature
approximation reads

Veff(ϕc, T ) = −µ
2

2
ϕ2
c +

λ

4
ϕ4
c +

m2(ϕc)

24
T 2 − T

12π

[
M2(ϕc, T )

]3/2
+
M4(ϕc, T )

64π2

(
ln
abT

2

µ2
r

− 3

2

)
where M(ϕc, T ) is the thermal mass defined in (3.170) and the field-independent terms
are neglected. One notices that the effective mass-squared in the logarithm in the high-
temperature expansion is canceled by the same logarithm in the one-loop effective potential
at zero temperature. Additionally, it is important to mention that the ultraviolet divergence
in the one-loop zero-temperature effective potential requires temperature-dependent coun-
terterms since this contribution becomes temperature-dependent due to the presence of the
self-energy.

A similar method, developed by Arnold and Espinosa [92], resums only the zero Matsub-
ara modes that cause the infrared divergence. In the Arnold-Espinosa scheme, the resummed
full effective potential is written as follows,

Veff(ϕ, T ) = V0(h, ϕ) +
∑
i

[
V i
1

(
m2
i (ϕ)

)
+ V i

T

(
m2
i (ϕ), T

)
+ V i

ring

(
m2
i (ϕ), T

)]
(3.202)

The last term is added to incorporate the thermal resummation. In particular, this scheme
is based on resumming the infrared divergent contributions only to the Matsubara zero-
mode propagator. In this scheme, the higher-order corrections due to the ring diagrams
are included only in the resummation of the zero Matsubara mode of the propagator. It
is additionally argued that the Arnold-Espinosa scheme is more natural in the case of the
gauge fields [92]. For instance, in this scheme, the second term in the effective potential
(3.184) is expressed differently as

V1+ring(ϕc, T ) =
T

2

∞∑
n=−∞

′
∫

d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

)
+
T

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
p⃗ 2 +M2(ϕc, T )

)
,

(3.203)

where the prime in front of the frequency sum means that the value n = 0 is excluded
which implies the zero Matsubara frequency is not included in the summation. Then, this
expression can be rewritten as

V1+ring(ϕc, T ) =
T

2

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
ω2
n + p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

)
− T

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

)
+
T

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln
(
p⃗ 2 +M2(ϕc, T )

)
,

(3.204)

where the first line shows the unresummed one-loop effective potential (3.112) and the terms
in the second line correspond to the ring corrections in the effective potential. Therefore,
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the integrals in the ring corrections are computed using the formula (2.119) as

Vring(ϕc, T ) =
T

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln

[
p⃗ 2 +M2(ϕc, T )

p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

]
=
T

2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ln

(
1 +

π(0)

p⃗ 2 +m2(ϕc)

)
=

T

4π2

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln

(
1 +

π(0)

x2 +m2(ϕc)

)
.

(3.205)

After integration, the ring corrections in the effective potential read

Vring (ϕc, T ) =
T

12π

[
m3(ϕc)−

(
m2(ϕc) + π(0)

)3/2]
, (3.206)

where an infinite constant was omitted. Therefore, in the high-temperature limit, the full
one-loop effective potential in the Arnold-Espinosa scheme can be written as

Veff(ϕc, T ) = V0(ϕc) +
m2(ϕc)

24
T 2 − T

12π

[
M2(ϕc, T )

]3/2
+
m4(ϕc)

64π2

(
ln
abT

2

µ2
r

− 3

2

)
, (3.207)

where the field-independent terms are neglected. The Arnold-Espinosa scheme differs from
the Parwani scheme in the last term in the high-temperature limit. As a result, this scheme is
equivalent to the Parwani scheme in the high-temperature or massless limit as the logarithmic
term is very small at high temperatures or low masses compared to the other terms.

Moreover, one observes the cancellation of the cubic term m3(ϕc) in the unresummed
temperature-dependent part with the m3(ϕc) term in the ring correction (3.207). This
demonstrates precisely the importance of ring diagrams which have contributions of order
λ3/2 and these contributions are important in the high-temperature approximation. These
higher-loop ring diagrams due to the infrared divergences are generated by long-range fluc-
tuations at finite temperatures [90].

The ring diagram contributions are also crucial since the cubic term in the effective
mass controls the strength of the first-order phase transition in the scalar field theory. This
argument is also valid in the Standard Model, as it was clearly demonstrated in the previous
section in which the presence of a cubic term in the ordinary perturbative expansion resulted
in a first-order phase transition. This is also shown explicitly in Chapter 6.
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Chapter 4

Cosmological Phase Transitions

4.1 Introduction

In the previous chapter, the finite-temperature effective potential showed that a sponta-
neously broken gauge symmetry, such as the gauge symmetry SU(2)L × U(1)Y , can be re-
stored at high temperatures. In the early Universe, the vacuum state is described by a zero
Higgs vacuum expectation value with an unbroken gauge symmetry in the Standard Model.
However, a second local minimum appears in the effective potential, as the temperature
decreases and below some critical temperature, the non-zero minimum is more energetically
favored and stable. As a consequence, a phase transition occurs from the symmetric phase
with ⟨ϕ̂⟩ = 0 to the broken phase with ⟨ϕ̂⟩ ≠ 0. In particular, any phase transition is a
process that involves a symmetry that is spontaneously broken before or after the phase
transition [88]. This relation between spontaneous symmetry breaking and phase transi-
tions in quantum field theory is also apparent in condensed-matter physics which describes
numerous phenomena such as ferromagnetism and superconductivity.

In general, a phase transition is associated with an order parameter that distinguishes
the different phases of the system. More specifically, the order parameter may be identified
as the vacuum expectation value of an order parameter operator which could vanish in one of
the phases. In quantum field theory, the order parameter operator is usually an elementary
or composite field operator. This operator is often defined as a scalar field operator ϕ̂(x)
which is related to the mechanism of the phase transition. Moreover, phase transitions can
be classified into two kinds: the first-order and the second-order phase transitions. In the
first kind, the order parameter is a discontinuous function of temperature1 between the two
phases, whereas the order parameter is continuous during a second-order phase transition.
For instance, in the context of the electroweak phase transition, the order parameter, denoted
as υ(T ), is defined as the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs boson which corresponds
to the global minimum of the finite-temperature effective potential. During a first-order
electroweak phase transition, the order parameter, which is assumed to be non-negative

1The phase transition can be driven by various parameters such as pressure, temperature, magnetic field,
etc, but we concentrate on temperature as the driving parameter.
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without loss of generality, reads

υ(T ) =

{
0, T > Tc,

f(T ), 0 ≤ T ≤ Tc,
(4.1)

where f(T ) is an arbitrary continuous function, considering f(0) = υ and f(Tc) = υc ̸= 0.
This order parameter is clearly a discontinuous function at T = Tc as was also demonstrated
by the Standard Model effective potential in the previous chapter.

It was shown earlier that a potential barrier appears in a first-order phase transition.
In quantum theory, a system could tunnel through any barrier between different vacuum
states. At zero temperature, this tunneling is caused by quantum fluctuations, but thermal
fluctuations are also present at finite temperatures. As a result, a phase transition from the
false vacuum to the true vacuum proceeds by thermal tunneling which causes the formation
of the so-called bubbles of the broken phase, analogous to the bubbles in boiling water. An
arbitrary bubble configuration is illustrated in Fig. 4.1. In other words, phase transitions
can occur anywhere in spacetime generating these bubbles. Then, the bubbles could spread
throughout the Universe to convert the false vacuum into the true one. Nevertheless, the
transition may not be completed since the expanding bubbles are impeded by the barriers
between states, by the expansion of the Universe, and by interactions with the surrounding
plasma of particles. In the next sections, we will study in detail the dynamics of phase tran-
sitions to explain further the concepts of transition rates and bubble nucleation in thermal
quantum field theory and cosmology.

Figure 4.1: Bubble configuration.

4.2 Tunneling Rate

In this section, οur main goal is to compute the transition probability per unit time per
unit volume at finite temperatures [99–101]. This transition probability was first computed
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at zero temperature [102–104]. In the context of quantum mechanics, it is well known that
at zero temperature the tunneling amplitude for a one-dimensional system in the WKB
approximation is written as [105]

A exp

(
−
∫ q2

q1

dq
√
2 (V (q)− E)

)
, (4.2)

where A is a constant prefactor, V (q) is the potential and V (q1) = V (q2) = E. The tunneling
rate is the square of this amplitude. In general, the transition probability per unit time per
unit volume can be cast into the form,

p(t) ≡ Γ

V
= |A|e−B. (4.3)

At finite temperatures, the transition probability per unit time per unit volume between two
different minima can be computed by applying the finite-temperature field theory [99–101].
Schematically, it can be defined as

p(t;T ) ≡ Γ

V
= |A(T )|e−B(T ), (4.4)

where the factor A(T ) depends on both the tunneling through the barrier and the fluctuations
over the barrier at finite temperatures and the exponent can be written as B(T ) = C(T )/T .
The exponent C(T ) can be determined by the known bounce equation which is a non-linear
ordinary equation of motion. A recent review on tunneling rates and cosmological phase
transitions can be found in Ref. [106]. A more pedagogical approach is adopted in Ref. [105]
which discusses in detail the tunneling phenomena in quantum mechanics and quantum field
theory. A shorter analysis is presented in Refs. [27,31], as well.

In the history of the Universe, a first-order phase transition could potentially occur
only within a limited finite temperature interval, since the effective potential varies with
temperature. During the progress of the phase transition, it is assumed that only two phases
coexist across that entire temperature interval.

In the previous chapter, during a first-order phase transition, the critical temperature Tc
was defined as the temperature at which the local minima of the effective potential are de-
generate. Nevertheless, if the barrier is high enough the tunneling phenomenon is suppressed
and the phase transition effectively starts at a temperature lower than the temperature Tc.
Therefore, the phase transition which proceeds via thermal tunneling with the formation
of bubbles of the broken phase starts at a critical temperature, denoted as Tn, which is
Tc > Tn > T0. In this chapter, it will be shown that in the electroweak phase transition
the thermal tunneling proceeds sufficiently fast to fill the Universe with bubbles of the true
vacuum only at the nucleation temperature Tn. At this temperature, the corresponding
Euclidean action SE = S3/T , which suppresses the tunneling rate, becomes of the order
O(130 − 140) [55, 107, 108]. Initially, we introduce the three-dimensional Euclidean action,
while the tunneling probability per unit time per unit volume at finite temperature is ex-
pressed as

p(T ) ≃ A(T )e−
S3
T , (4.5)
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where the prefactor A(T ) can be considered approximately as of order O(T 4) and the three-
dimensional Euclidean action S3 can be defined as

S3 =

∫
d3x

[
1

2
(∇ϕ)2 + Veff(ϕ, T )

]
. (4.6)

The finite-temperature effective potential appears in three-dimensional action (4.6) to include
the quantum corrections to the classical equations of motion [27, 101]. In other words, the
effective potential can be replaced by the classical potential to neglect the higher-order
corrections2. In fact, the solution of the bounce equation possesses a O(3) symmetry at very
high temperatures [99–101] and the Euclidean action can be expressed as

S3 = 4π

∫ ∞

0

r2dr

[
1

2

(
dϕ

dr

)2

+ Veff(ϕ(r), T )

]
, (4.7)

where r2 = x⃗ 2. As a result, the Euclidean equation of motion can be easily derived,

d2ϕ

dr2
+

2

r

dϕ

dr
=
∂Veff
∂ϕ

(4.8)

with boundary conditions
lim
r→∞

ϕ(r) = 0 (4.9)

and
dϕ

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0 . (4.10)

In order to demonstrate further the tunneling phenomenon in finite-temperature field
theory we consider the effective potential (3.157) which describes a first-order phase transi-
tion in the Standard Model. This transition occurs via the nucleation of the bubbles of the
true vacuum state ϕc = ϕm(T ) converting the Universe from the false vacuum into the true
vacuum state. Accordingly, it is essential to determine the free-energy barrier that should be
surmounted so that bubbles can expand [55]. Consider a bubble of the broken phase in the
sea of the false vacuum state ϕc = 0 and assume that the center of the bubble is described
by ϕc = ϕ′ as shown in Fig. 4.2.

2The corrections to the kinetic terms are omitted since they do not contribute significantly to the calcu-
lation of the tunneling probability per unit time per unit volume [101].
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Figure 4.2: The finite-temperature one-loop effective potential (3.157) around the critical
temperature Tc.

Now, the value of the effective potential is conventionally set to vanish at the origin as
some field-independent terms have been omitted. Thus, the surplus free energy of a true
vacuum bubble can be expressed as [55]

S3 = 4π

∫ R

0

r2dr

[
1

2

(
dϕ

dr

)2

+ Veff(ϕ(r), T )

]
, (4.11)

where R is the radius of the bubble. One observes two contributions to this surplus free
energy (4.11): 1) a surface free energy FS coming from the derivative term and 2) a volume
term FV which arises from the difference in the free-energy density inside and outside the
bubble. As a result, these contributions scale as,

S3 ∼ 2πR2

(
δϕ

δR

)2

δR +
4πR3⟨Veff⟩

3
, (4.12)

where δR is the thickness of the bubble wall, δϕ = ϕ′, and ⟨Veff⟩ is the expectation value of
the effective potential in the bubble.

At temperatures just below the critical temperature, the height of the barrier Veff(ϕM , T )
is large compared to the depth of the effective potential at the minimum −Veff(ϕ′, T )3. In
that case, the solution of minimal action corresponds to minimizing the contribution to FV
which comes from the region around ϕc = ϕM . In other words, when the height and the
width of the barrier around ϕM are large compared to the depth and width of the well at

3For thin-wall bubbles ϕ′ will lie at the absolute minimum, whereas in the case of thick-wall bubbles the
possibility that the ϕ′ is somewhat less than the minimum ϕm is allowed.
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ϕm, for the minimal solution, ϕc will change quickly between 0 and ϕ′. Hence, this leads to
a very small bubble wall δR ≪ R which implies that the first bubbles that could be formed
are thin-wall bubbles at temperatures lower than the critical temperature.

As the temperature decreases towards the temperature T0 defined in Eq. (3.161), the
height of the barrier Veff(ϕM , T ) tends to zero compared to the depth of the effective potential
at the minimum −V (ϕm, T ). Namely, the free-energy density between the states ϕc = 0 and
ϕc = ϕm rises significantly. Then, the contribution to FV from the region near ϕc = ϕM
is negligible, and the minimal action results in the minimization of the surface term FS.
This amounts to a configuration where δR is as large as possible which means that δR/R =
O(1) and we work in the thick-wall approximation. Therefore, whether the phase transition
proceeds through the nucleation of thin or thick wall bubbles depends on how large the
rate of bubble nucleation (4.5) becomes, or how small S3 is, before thick-wall bubbles are
energetically favored.

Lastly, if the Standard Model is described by the effective potential (3.157), the three-
dimensional Euclidean action can be calculated without the assumption of the thin-wall
approximation [109,110]. This analytic formula reads

S3

T
=

13.72

E2

[
D

(
1− T 2

0

T 2

)]3/2
f

(
λ(T )D

E2

(
1− T 2

0

T 2

))
, (4.13)

where the parameters above come from the effective potential (3.157) defined in the previous
chapter and the function, labeled as f(x), is given by [110]

f(x) = 1 +
x

4

[
1 +

2.4

1− x
+

0.26

(1− x)2

]
. (4.14)

4.3 Bubble Nucleation

We have determined the free energy and the critical radius of a bubble large enough to grow
after formation. However, the evolution of a phase transition then depends on the ratio of
the rate of production of bubbles of true vacuum, over the expansion rate of the Universe.
For instance, if the latter is always larger than the former, the state will remain trapped
in the false vacuum state. Otherwise, the phase transition starts at a temperature Tn by
bubble nucleation. As the temperature drops from Tc to T0, a point is reached where thermal
fluctuations are large enough to nucleate bubbles of true vacuum. These thermal fluctuations
produce bubbles of true vacuum at a tunneling rate per unit volume [92]

p(T ) = A(T )e−
S3
T , (4.15)

where the prefactor is given by A(T ) = ωT 4, which is not very important as the exponential
is dominant in the bubble nucleation rate and the effect of the parameter ω ̸= 1 is very small.

Now we illustrate how to determine when the onset of the bubble nucleation occurs in
the case of the electroweak phase transition. Initially, we describe the cosmology of the
Universe at temperatures near the electroweak critical temperature since the progress of a
phase transition depends on the expansion of the Universe. More specifically, a homogeneous,
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isotropic, and flat (k = 0) Universe is described by the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW)
metric. The FRW metric in comoving coordinates is cast into the from

ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2
(
dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
, (4.16)

where the scale factor a(t) characterizes the relative size of spacelike hypersurfaces at different
times. The Einstein Equations can determine the evolution of the scale factor of the FRW
spacetime and lead to the Friedmann Equations,

H2 ≡
(
ȧ

a

)2

=
8π

3M2
Pl

ρ (4.17)

and

Ḣ +H2 =
ä

a
= − 8π

6M2
Pl

(ρ+ 3p) , (4.18)

whereH is the Hubble parameter, ρ is the energy density and p is the pressure. The expansion
of the Universe is described by the Hubble parameter. For instance, in the electroweak phase
transition, the temperature is around 100 GeV and the Universe is radiation-dominated with
the equation of state,

ρ = 3p . (4.19)

Then, the second FRW Equation (4.18) yields to

Ḣ +H2 = − 8π

3M2
Pl

ρ (4.20)

and the Hubble parameter is given by

H =
1

2t
. (4.21)

In addition, the energy density of the Universe is

ρ =
π2

30
g(T )T 4 (4.22)

with

g(T ) = gB(T ) +
7

8
gF (T ) , (4.23)

where gB (gF ) is the effective number of bosonic (fermionic) degrees of freedom with respect
to the temperature [111]. Namely, if we assume an adiabatic expansion of the Universe,

a(T1)

a(T2)
=
T2
T1
,

Eqs. (4.17) and (4.22) result in the timescale t,

M2
Pl

4t2
=

8π3

90
g(T )T 4 ⇒ t =

1

4π

√
45

g(T )π

MPl

T 2
. (4.24)
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Thus, if the horizon size is dH = 2t, the size of the causal volume at a temperature T can
be considered as [55]

VH(t) = 8t3 = ζ3
M3

Pl

T 6
(4.25)

with

ζ =
1

4π

√
45

g(T )π
. (4.26)

In the Standard Model, the total number of the effective degrees of freedom (4.23) can be
considered independent of temperature and equal to g = 106.75 [112] which leads to the
numerical value ζ ≃ 3× 10−2.

The bubble nucleation is initiated at a nucleation temperature Tn such that the probabil-
ity for a single bubble to be nucleated within one horizon volume (4.25) is around one [55,113],∫ tn

0

dtΓVH(t) =

∫ ∞

Tn

dT

T

(
2ζMPl

T

)4

exp

(
−S3(T )

T

)
= O(1) . (4.27)

This expression can be computed numerically as

S3(Tn)

Tn
≃ 137 + ln

102E2

λD
+ 4 ln

100GeV

Tn
, (4.28)

where the parameters are normalized as Tn ∼ 100 GeV and E2/(λD) ∼ 10−2 [81]. These
values are typical values and are calculated in the context of the Standard Model as shown
in the previous chapter.
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Chapter 5

Electroweak Baryogenesis

Nowadays, the baryon number of the Universe is connected with two significant unsolved
puzzles in modern physics. Firstly, during the early stages of the Universe, matter and
antimatter should have been produced in equal amounts. However, the observable Universe
predominantly consists of matter, with almost no evidence of antimatter. For instance,
antiprotons are produced as secondaries in collisions and there are antiprotons in the cosmic
rays, but their proportions are very small compared to the abundance of matter. Secondly,
the abundance of matter over antimatter in the current Universe is often described by the
baryon-to-entropy density ratio,

η ≡ nB − nB̄
nγ

. (5.1)

As there is no important evidence of antimatter, nB ≫ nB̄, this parameter can be written
as [111]

η =
nB
nγ

≃ (6.1± 0.2)× 10−10. (5.2)

The baryon-to-entropy density ratio1 was initially computed from the Big Bang nucleosyn-
thesis, which is the epoch where deuterium (D), helium (3He and 4He), and lithium (7Li)
were produced. It is possible that the baryon-to-entropy ratio has not changed since nucle-
osynthesis [116]. If there are no processes that would have produced entropy to alter the
photon number, the baryon number is conserved at the energy scales around 1 MeV. Then,
one computes the ratio between entropy density and photon density as

s

nγ
= 3.91

π4

45ζ(3)
= 7.04, (5.3)

which results in the following baryon-to-entropy ratio

nB
s

=
1

7.04

nB
nγ

=
η

7.04
. (5.4)

The value of the ratio (5.2) cannot be explained in the framework of the standard cosmo-
logical model, if it is assumed that nB = nB̄ at the beginning of the Universe. Therefore,
an initial asymmetry has to be imposed by hand as an initial condition or could have been

1A more recent review on the value of the baryon-to-entropy density ratio can be found in Refs. [114,115].
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produced during cosmological phase transitions. This chapter investigates in detail the con-
nection between cosmological phase transitions and the baryon asymmetry.

5.1 Criteria for Baryogenesis

In the standard cosmological model, the size of the ratio (5.2) is inconsistent with nucle-
osynthesis, and one could impose it as an initial condition. On the other hand, Sakharov
suggested that a very small baryon asymmetry might have been generated in the early Uni-
verse resulting in (5.2) after pp̄ annihilations. Thus, this asymmetry can be established if the
so-called Sakharov criteria are fulfilled [117]. In particular, these conditions for baryogenesis
are i) baryon number violation, ii) C and CP violation, and iii) departure from thermal
equilibrium.

First of all, the first condition is clearly understood because the Universe is initially
baryon symmetric with ∆B = 0 and evolves to a state with non-zero ∆B. However, interac-
tions that do not conserve the baryon number might mediate proton decay: p→ π0 e+, but
the proton lifetime is strongly constrained by the experimental data: τp > 1033 years [115].

Moving on, the combined action of the charge conjugation and parity matrix changes the
sign of the baryon number as they interchange particles with antiparticles. This is clearly
demonstrated if we consider the Dirac spinors,

ψ =

(
ψL
ψR

)
,

where ψL (ψR) is the left-handed (right-handed) spinor. The components of the fermion field
ψ transform under the parity transformation as

ψL → ψR, ψR → ψL (5.5)

and the left-handed and right-handed fields transform under the charge conjugation as

ψL → ψ
(c)
L ≡ σ2ψ

∗
R, ψR → ψ

(c)
R ≡ −σ2ψ∗

L. (5.6)

Therefore, the combined CP transformations result in

ψL → ψ
(c)
R , ψR → ψ

(c)
L . (5.7)

If there is no baryon asymmetry in the early Universe, and without a preferred direction of
time as in the standard cosmological model, the Universe is then represented by a C and
CP invariant state, |ϕ0⟩ with B = 0. If C and CP were conserved,

[C,H] = [CP,H] = 0, (5.8)

where H is the Hamiltonian. Then, the state of the Universe at a later time t,

|ϕ(t)⟩ = eiHt |ϕ0⟩ ,

would be C and CP invariant and, as a result, baryon number conserving. Hence, C and
CP violating interactions are necessary to produce a net non-zero ∆B.
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Finally, the departure from thermal equilibrium is the third criterion for baryogenesis.
If every particle in the Universe remained in thermal equilibrium, then there would be no
defined direction for time, and CPT invariance would prevent the emergence of any baryon
excess, rendering CP -violating interactions irrelevant [118, 119]. In addition, in case all the
interaction rates of a particle species are much faster than the expansion of the Universe,
this particle species is in thermal equilibrium. Otherwise, a deviation from equilibrium
is expected whenever a crucial rate for maintaining it is less than the expansion rate of
the Universe. Moreover, departure from the thermal equilibrium could not happen in a
homogeneous isotropic Universe consisting only of massless species as massive species are
generally important for such deviations to occur.

5.2 Equilibrium Approximation

An important aspect of a first-order phase transition is the departure from the thermal equi-
librium, which is also the third condition to explain the baryon asymmetry in the Universe.
During this phase transition, the Universe is out of equilibrium which is caused by the pas-
sage of the expanding bubble walls through the surrounding plasma in the Universe [120].
However, our analysis in the finite-temperature field theory is based on the premise of the
equilibrium state. Namely, the finite-temperature field theory can be applied using the
thermal equilibrium approximation, examining its validity.

In the early Universe, the departure from the thermal equilibrium is described by the
ratio of the interaction rate for different types of interactions and the rate of the Universe
expansion [121]. Firstly, each interaction is either an interaction, which involves two or more
initial particles, or a decay involving a single initial particle. Each process has a typical
reaction time expressed as

τr ∼ ⟨σnv⟩−1, (5.9)

where σ is the corresponding cross section, n is the particle density, and v is the relative
velocity of the interacting particles. Secondly, an essential time scale in cosmology is asso-
ciated with the expansion rate of the Universe and is described by the inverse age of the
Universe,

t−1
U =

T 2

M0

(5.10)

with

M0 =
MPl

1.66
√
N
, (5.11)

where N is the effective number of the massless degrees of freedom [111]. Then, the age of
the Universe can be written as

tU ≃ 1018 GeV

T 2
. (5.12)

Hence, the rate of the Universe expansion can be considered as a unique non-equilibrium
parameter of the system [121] and a process is in thermal equilibrium if only if the interaction
rate for a given interaction is much bigger than the expansion of the Universe [111],

di =
t−1
U

τ−1
i

=
τi
tU

< 1, (5.13)
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where i refers to the different types of interactions between the particles in the cosmological
plasma.

In the electroweak phase transition, the deviation from the thermal equilibrium can
be measured around the temperature T = 100 GeV, calculating the reaction rate for the
strong, weak, and electromagnetic interactions. In particular, the strong interactions have
interaction rates given by

τ−1
s ∼ α2

sT. (5.14)

Similarly, the typical weak interactions are described by the interaction rate

τ−1
w ∼ α2

WT. (5.15)

On the other hand, the interactions that involve chirality flips for the lightest fermions, such
as eRH → νW , are the slowest interactions with interaction rate,

τ−1
e ∼ y2eαWT, (5.16)

where ye is the electron Yukawa coupling. Consequently, during the electroweak epoch, the
ratio di approximately ranges from 10−14 to 10−2. One notices that the deviation from
thermal equilibrium is maximal for the right-handed electron. In contrast, the particle
distribution functions of quarks and gluons, vector bosons, Higgs boson, and left-handed
charged leptons and neutrinos are identified with the equilibrium ones and the equilibrium
approximation is valid with a high accuracy which is better than 10−13.

The thermal equilibrium approximation may be violated at higher temperatures than
the critical temperature of the electroweak phase transition. It is fascinating that following
the arguments above one may compute the temperature interval, where the process under
study was in thermal equilibrium. This is clearly demonstrated in the electromagnetic in-
teractions. The rate of these interactions is bigger than the expansion rate of the Universe
at temperatures from few eV to α2MPl ≃ 1015 GeV.

All in all, our approach to the finite-temperature field theory remains valid in a wide range
of applications in cosmology, especially around the electroweak scale. Thus, electroweak
baryogenesis can be sufficiently described by the methods in equilibrium dynamics which is
a very precise approximation.

5.3 Baryogenesis in the Standard Model

The theory of electroweak baryogenesis describes the observed baryon asymmetry of the
Universe. Electroweak baryogenesis is a physical mechanism in the early Universe that gen-
erates an asymmetry between baryons and anti-baryons in the electroweak phase transition,
while baryon creation proceeds in the vicinity of the expanding bubble walls. In the early
Universe, CP -violating interactions of the plasma with the bubble wall of the broken phase
produce CP and C asymmetries in particle number densities ahead of the bubble wall [120].
Then, these asymmetries diffuse into the symmetric phase in front of the bubble wall, where
they are converted to baryons by electroweak sphalerons [122]. In the broken phase, the
rate of sphaleron transitions may be strongly suppressed to avoid washing out the generated
baryons. Thus, it is necessary for a successful electroweak baryogenesis scenario, that the
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baryon asymmetry generated at the expanding bubble wall is not washed out by sphalerons
within the broken phase. A detailed review of baryogenesis is provided in Refs. [120,122–125]
and the following sections are based on them as well.

It will be demonstrated later that electroweak baryogenesis requires a first-order elec-
troweak phase transition, which satisfies

υc
Tc

> 0.6− 1.4 , (5.17)

which is related to a factor in the rate of sphaleron transitions in the broken phase. This
criterion, which will be later called sphaleron rate criterion2, varies as certain uncertainties
are introduced in the calculations [126,127].

In the Standard Model, the electroweak baryogenesis satisfies the three Sakharov condi-
tions for baryogenesis [122–124,128,129]. More specifically, the lepton and baryon numbers
are anomalous global symmetries, which are violated by non-perturbative effects (instan-
tons). In the 1970s, ’t Hooft discovered the violation of the baryon number [130, 131]. Fur-
thermore, CP violation can be induced by the CKM phases in the fermion mass matrix [132].
However, CP violation is insufficient to produce large enough chiral asymmetries to explain
the observed baryon-to-entropy ratio. Lastly, during the electroweak phase transition, the
Universe is out of equilibrium only if the phase transition is a sufficiently strong first-order
phase transition. Namely, if a strong first-order electroweak phase transition occurs, the B-
violating interactions are out of equilibrium in the bubble walls and the baryon asymmetry
can be generated during the phase transition [122].

5.3.1 Baryon and Lepton Number Violation

The baryon number is a global symmetry of the Standard Model Lagrangian, for which all
quarks are described by B = 1/3 and leptons by B = 0. Another global symmetry is the
lepton number, for which quarks have L = 0 and leptons have L = 1. Namely, the baryonic
and leptonic currents are conserved at a classical level in the Standard Model. Nevertheless,
in the quantum theory, that conservation is violated due to quantum corrections through
the chiral anomaly which is related to the triangle fermionic loop in external gauge fields.
In particular, the non-conserved currents lead to the following relations

∂µj
µ
B = ∂µj

µ
L = Nf

(
g2

32π2
W aµνW̃ a

µν −
g′2

32π2
Y µνỸµν

)
, (5.18)

where Nf is the number of fermion generations (Nf = 3 in the Standard Model), W a
µν and

Yµν are the gauge field strength tensors3 for SU(2)L and U(1)Y , respectively.
One observes that the difference B − L is strictly conserved and only the sum B + L is

anomalous and can be violated. An additional significant feature of (5.18) is that fluctuations

2This criterion is also called baryon-number preservation criterion in the literature.
3The gauge field tensor with the tilde in the expressions (5.18) denotes the dual tensor,

W̃µν =
1

2
ϵµναβWαβ (5.19)

.
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of the gauge field strengths can result in fluctuations of the corresponding current. The
product of gauge field strengths on the right-hand side of Eq. (5.18) can be expressed in
terms of four-divergences,

W aµνW̃ a
µν = ∂µk

µ
W , Y µν Ỹµν = ∂µk

µ
Y , (5.20)

where the four-vectors are given by

kµY = ϵµναβYναYβ

kµW = ϵµναβ
(
W a
ναW

a
β − g

3
ϵabcW

a
νW

b
αW

c
β

)
,

(5.21)

where Wµ and Yµ are the gauge fields of SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge symmetries, respec-
tively. The total derivatives are not generally observable since they can be integrated by
part and be removed from the integrals. This also holds for the terms in the four-vectors
(5.21) proportional to the field strengths of the gauge fields. This implies that regarding
the Abelian subgroup U(1)Y , the current non-conservation induced by quantum corrections
becomes non-observable, but this is not mandatory for gauge fields, for which the integral
can be nonzero. Therefore, the current non-conservation induced by quantum corrections
can become observable only for non-Abelian groups. More specifically, if we calculate the
change in the total baryon and lepton number from time t = 0 to the final time t = tf , their
variations are written as

∆B = ∆L = Nf (∆NCS −∆nCS), (5.22)

where NCS and nCS are called the Chern-Simons numbers that describe the topology of the
gauge field configuration [122,124,125]. In view of Eqs. (5.21) and (5.22), the Chern-Simons
numbers are given by

NCS =
g2

32π2

∫
d3x ϵijk

(
W a
ijW

a
k − g

3
ϵabcW

a
i W

b
jW

c
k

)
(5.23)

and

nCS =
g′2

32π2

∫
d3x ϵijkYijYk. (5.24)

It is remarkable that the variation of this number, ∆NCS, is gauge invariant, although the
Chern-Simons number is not.

At a classical level, the ground state should correspond to a field configuration that is
time-independent with zero energy density. Thus, the field strength tensors W a

µν vanish
and one can calculate the ∆B between an initial and a final configuration of gauge fields
considering the temporal gauge, W0 = 0. However, the gauge potentials do not necessarily
vanish and can be represented by purely gauge fields,

Wµ =
i

g
U(x)∂µU

−1(x). (5.25)

As a result, the Chern-Simons number nCS vanishes, as it is proportional to the UY (1) field
strength. There are two classes of gauge transformations respecting Wµν = 0 [124]. The
first class refers to the continuous transformations of the potential leading to ∆NCS = 0.
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Regarding the second class, if one attempts to produce ∆NCS ̸= 0 by a continuous variation
of the potentials then one has to enter a region where Wµν is non-zero. Namely, the vacuum
states with different topological charges are separated by potential barriers.

In Euclidean spacetime, the trajectory in field space configuration that connects the vacua
differing by a unit of topological charge is called the instanton. The tunneling probability
can be computed in the semi-classical approximation as shown in Ref. [102]. This probability
is computed by the Euclidean action evaluated at the aforementioned trajectory as

Γ ≃ e
− 4π

αW ≃ 10−162 (5.26)

with αW = g2/4π. This number is so small that the prefactor does not change the result
and the barrier to be penetrated has zero probability.

5.3.2 Sphalerons

At finite temperatures, a particle may classically go over the barrier due to thermal fluctua-
tions with a probability obtained by the Boltzmann exponent. Let us consider the potential
energy that depends on the gauge field configurationWµ. This potential possesses an infinite
number of degenerate minima, denoted as Ωn, which are described by different values of the
Chern-Simons number (5.23). The configuration Wµ = 0 corresponds to the minimum Ω0.
By convention, the value of the potential is set to zero at this point. Other potential minima
are described by gauge fields which are cast into the form (5.25). In the temporal gauge
W0 = 0, the gauge transformation U is time-independent owing to the gauge field config-
urations with Wµν = 0. As a result, the gauge transformation is U = U(x⃗), and defines
maps

U : S3 → SU(2). (5.27)

The potential energy vanishes at all the potential minima with Wµν = 0, but those defined
by a map U(x⃗) with non-zero Chern-Simons number,

n[U ] =
1

24π2

∫
d3x ϵijkTr

(
U∂iU

−1U∂jU
−1U∂kU

−1
)
, (5.28)

correspond to degenerate minima in the configuration space with non-zero baryon and lepton
number4.

During a first-order phase transition, the degenerate minima are separated by the effective
potential barrier. The field configuration at the top of the barrier is known as the sphaleron,
which is a static unstable solution to the classical equations of motion. In Ref. [133], the
sphaleron solution is presented in detail in the case of an arbitrary value of sin2 θW . An ansatz
for the sphaleron solution for the case of zero Weinberg angle neglecting terms of O(g′) was

4The gauge can be chosen such that Wi = NCS = 0 at t = 0 [122]. This yields to the following change in
the total baryon number in the time interval from t = 0 to t = tf ,

∆B = NfNCS(tf ) =
Nf

24π2

∫
d3x ϵijkTr

(
U∂iU

−1U∂jU
−1U∂kU

−1
)
.
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investigated using the zero-temperature potential in Refs. [134,135] for the Standard Model
with a single Higgs doublet, so that,

W a
i σ

adxi = −2i

g
f(ξ)dU

(
U−1

)
(5.29)

for the gauge field, and

H =
υ√
2
h(ξ)U

(
0
1

)
(5.30)

for the Higgs field, where ξ = gυr is the dimensionless radial distance and the gauge trans-
formation U is given by,

U =
1

r

(
z x+ iy

−x+ iy z

)
. (5.31)

Namely, if in the Standard Model, we consider the limit of vanishing mixing angle (θW → 0),
the theory is a pure gauge SU(2)L theory coupled to the Higgs field H. The corresponding
energy functional reads

E =

∫
d3x

(
1

4
W a
ijW

a
ij + (DiH)†(DiH) + V (H†H)

)
, (5.32)

where V (H†H) is the Higgs potential. The fermion fields and the time component of the
gauge fields are set to vanish [135]. Using the ansatz (5.29), (5.30) and (5.31) the field
equations yield to

ξ2
d2f

dξ2
= 2f(1− f)(1− 2f)− ξ2

4
h2(1− f)

d

dξ

(
ξ2
dh

dξ

)
= 2h(1− f)2 +

λ

g2
ξ2(h2 − 1)h

(5.33)

with the boundary conditions, f(0) = h(0) = 0 and f(∞) = h(∞) = 1. Then, the energy
functional (5.32) is rewritten as

E =
4πυ

g

∫ ∞

0

dξ

{
4

(
df

dξ

)2

+
8

ξ2
f 2(1− f)2 +

1

2
ξ2
(
dh

dξ

)2

+ h2(1− f)2 +
1

4

(
λ

g2

)
ξ2(h2 − 1)2

}
.

(5.34)

The equations of motion (5.33) can be solved numerically and their solutions depend on the
Higgs self-coupling λ and gauge coupling g. Then, the solutions are inserted in the energy
functional (5.34) and they result in the sphaleron energy Esph, which is the height of the
barrier between different degenerate minima. The solution is commonly cast into the form,

Esph =
2mW

αW
B

(
λ

g2

)
(5.35)
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where B is a constant that is evaluated numerically. In the Standard Model, this parameter
is computed as5

B

(
mH

mW

)
= 1.58 + 0.32

mH

mW

− 0.05

(
mH

mW

)2

. (5.36)

The sphaleron energy (5.35) was derived at zero temperature. In contrast, at a finite tem-
perature, the sphaleron is discussed in Refs. [136, 137] and the sphaleron energy obeys the
approximate scaling law,

Esph(T ) = Esph
⟨ϕ(T )⟩
⟨ϕ(0)⟩

, (5.37)

where ⟨ϕ(T )⟩ is the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs boson in the broken phase, which
essentially minimizes the finite-temperature effective potential. According to Eq. (5.35), the
energy (5.37) is expressed as

Esph(T ) =
2mW (T )

αW
B

(
λ

g2

)
(5.38)

with the W-boson mass above defined as

mW (T ) =
g

2
⟨ϕ(T )⟩. (5.39)

The baryon violation rate is computed differently at temperatures below and above the
critical temperature. In the symmetric phase, at ϕc = 0, the baryon violation rate cannot be
computed using perturbation theory since the perturbative analysis breaks down due to the
infrared divergences in this phase. In particular, at a high temperature T > Tc, the Higgs
boson decouples from the dynamics, and a pure SU(2)L gauge theory is considered suffi-
ciently. Non-perturbative magnetic field configurations, which are almost time-independent,
are produced to generate a change in the Chern-Simons number and in the baryon num-
ber, ∆B = Nf∆NCS. Thus, the infrared divergences are cut off by the non-perturbative
generation of a magnetic mass,

mM ∼ αWT, (5.40)

which implies a magnetic screening length,

ξ ∼ 1

αWT
. (5.41)

The baryon violation rate per unit time and unit volume does not have any exponential
Boltzmann factor as it would disappear from (4.15) in the high-temperature limit (T → ∞).
Therefore, the pre-exponential is calculated from dimensional grounds [138,139] to write the
baryon violation rate as

Γ = k(αWT )
4, (5.42)

where the coefficient k can be computed numerically as demonstrated in Refs. [140–144]
leading to the coeffcient6 0.1 ≲ k ≲ 1.0.

5The formula (5.36) holds for Higgs masses in the interval 25GeV ≤ mH ≤ 250GeV. It is noticeable that
the experimental value of the Higgs mass is almost in the middle of this interval.

6An additional factor in (5.42) as k′αW is provided by lattice calculations [145–150].
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On the other hand, below the critical temperature, T < Tc, the baryon violation rate can
be computed using the semi-classical approximation given by Eq. (4.15). More specifically,
this rate per unit time and unit volume for fluctuations between neighboring minima includes
a Boltzmann suppression factor,

exp

(
−Esph(T )

T

)
, (5.43)

and a prefactor that contains the determinant of all zero and non-zero modes. Therefore,
following the theory of cosmological phase transitions presented in the last chapter, the
prefactor is written as [151]

Γ ≃ 2.8× 105
(αW
4π

)4 κ ζ7
B7

T 4 e−ζ(T ), (5.44)

where κ is the functional determinant related to the fluctuations about the sphaleron, B is
given by Eq. (5.36) and ζ(T ) is defined as

ζ(T ) =
Esph(T )

T
(5.45)

with Esph(T ) given by Eq. (5.38). The functional determinant is computed to be in the
interval 10−4 ≲ κ ≲ 10−1 [107]. Furthermore, the dilution, denoted as S, of the baryon
asymmetry in the anomalous electroweak processes is governed by the following equation
[152–154],

∂S

∂t
= −VB(t)S, (5.46)

where VB(t) is the rate of the baryon number non-conserving processes. The relation between
the rate of baryon number non-conserving processes VB(t) and the rate Γ per unit time and
per unit volume is given by

VB =
13

2
Nf

Γ

T 3
, (5.47)

where it was assumed that the interactions with the Higgs boson are in thermal equilibrium
implying that the concentrations of left- and right-handed fermions are equal to each other
[154]. This assumption is valid at temperatures below the critical temperature. Thus, after
integration, the solution of Eq. (5.46) yields to

S = e−VBt. (5.48)

On account of Eqs. (4.24) and (5.44), the exponent in (5.48) can be expressed as

VBt ≃ 7.79× 1019
α4
W

B7T
κζ7e−ζ , (5.49)

The final baryon asymmetry should agree with the current observations. If the maximal
baryon asymmetry in the current Universe is described by (5.2) and is of the order 10−10,
then one requires the condition [140,152–156],

S ≳ 10−5 ⇒ VBt ≲ 10, (5.50)
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which leads to the condition on (5.45) and is then expressed as

ζ(Tc) ≳ 7 ln ζ(Tc) + 9 ln 10 + lnκ, (5.51)

where it was evaluated considering the following values7: αW = 0.0339, Nf = 3, Tc ≃ 100
GeV, mH = 125 GeV and mW = 80.4 GeV to compute the constant as B = 1.96. If we also
set κ = 0.1 which is around its upper bound, the last condition leads to

ζ(Tc) ≳ 45 (5.52)

and the lower bound, κ = 10−4, leads to

ζ(Tc) ≳ 36. (5.53)

Finally, the lower and upper bounds (5.53) and (5.52) can be expressed as bounds on
the ratio υc/Tc [152–156], where υc ≡ υ(Tc) is the Higgs vacuum expectation value (4.1) at
the critical temperature, which is degenerate with the minimum at the origin. Namely, the
relation between the ratios is obtained using (5.38),

υc
Tc

=
g

4πB

Esph(Tc)

Tc
. (5.54)

Therefore, the upper bound (5.52) is expressed as

υc
Tc

≳ 1.2, (5.55)

whereas the lower bound (5.53) translates into,

υc
Tc

≳ 1.0. (5.56)

The lower bound (5.56) is usually taken into account for calculations, but the upper bound
(5.55) is also important to measure the uncertainty on the lower bound (5.56). As a con-
sequence, the electroweak phase transition is required to satisfy the conditions (5.55) and
(5.56) to describe the generation of the observed baryon asymmetry in the Universe. Namely,
if these conditions are satisfied, the phase transition is sufficiently strong first-order. For in-
stance, during a second-order phase transition, any generated baryon asymmetry is washed
out since it is υc = 0, in this case.

A last comment on these results is that the bound (5.55) can be translated into a bound
on the Higgs mass to require a strong first-order phase transition in the Standard Model.
The effective potential of the Standard Model was briefly presented in Chapter 3 and is given
by (3.157). At the critical temperature, the effective potential is minimized at the non-zero
value,

υc =
2ETc
λ(Tc)

, (5.57)

7The values of the bounds may slightly differ from the values in the references as the experimental value
of the Higgs mass is taken into account here, which was not measured before 2012.
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where λ(Tc) can be approximated by λ. Thus, the expression (5.57) results in,

υc
Tc

≃ 2ETc
λ

⇒ mH ≃
√

4ETc
υc

υ (5.58)

and (5.55) yields to the bound on the Higgs mass,

mH ≲ 44.04GeV. (5.59)

Therefore, the electroweak phase transition described by the effective potential of the Stan-
dard Model (3.157) is not strong enough to sustain the previously generated baryon asym-
metry. The reader could assume that this problem comes from the loose approximations
that were considered in the derivation of the effective potential (3.157). However, this is
not the problem and the Standard Model cannot describe a strong first-order transition in
general as it is shown in the next chapter.
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Chapter 6

Electroweak Phase Transition

The Standard Model which describes the electroweak interactions is based on the sponta-
neous symmetry breaking of the gauge symmetry SU(2)L × U(1)Y . In the past decades,
numerous studies showed that this symmetry between the weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions could be restored at high temperatures. As a result, a phase transition is associated
with the electroweak symmetry breaking, which is called electroweak phase transition. This
phase transition is primarily studied by the effective potential at finite temperature in the
context of the Standard Model. Hence, the effective potential in the Standard Model is
presented below in terms of the Higgs field which determines the electroweak symmetry
breaking.

The theory of electroweak baryogenesis is primarily based on Sakharov’s third condi-
tion for baryogenesis, the out-of-equilibrium condition. In electroweak baryogenesis, this
condition is satisfied by requiring a strong enough first-order electroweak phase transi-
tion. In the Standard Model, the electroweak phase transition is a first-order phase tran-
sition [55, 64, 81, 90, 92, 98, 109, 120], but it is insufficiently strong to generate the baryon
asymmetry in the Universe. This is demonstrated in detail here and the problem of baryon
asymmetry was discussed further in Chapter 5.

6.1 Effective Potential

First of all, the effective potential in the Standard Model is expressed in terms of the Higgs
field and is derived by the Lagrangian in the Standard Model which is invariant under the
SU(3)C × SU(2)L × U(1)Y gauge transformations. More specifically, the Higgs doublet is
introduced as

H =
1√
2

(
χ1 + iχ2

ϕ+ iχ3

)
, (6.1)

where ϕ is the Higgs boson, χ1, χ2, and χ3 are the three Goldstone bosons. In this work,
we consider only the dominant contributions to the one-loop finite temperature effective
potential coming from the gauge bosons, the top quark, and the Higgs and Goldstone bosons.
Namely, the top quark as the heaviest fermion has the most significant contribution among
all fermions. It is straightforward to prove that the zeroth contribution to the effective
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potential is the tree-level potential given by,

V0(h) = −µ
2
H

2
h2 +

λH
4
h4 , (6.2)

where h denotes the real constant background field, mH =
√
2µH is the Higgs mass, and

λH > 0 is the Higgs self-coupling. The tree-level potential is minimized by the background
field, which is the Higgs vacuum expectation value at tree level,

h = υ =
µH√
λH

.

By definition, the effective mass-squared of the Higgs field reads

m2
h(h) = −µ2

H + 3λHh
2. (6.3)

The effective masses of the fields that are coupled to the Higgs field are derived from the
Standard Model Lagrangian which was presented in section 1.5 using the general definition of
the effective mass-squared. For instance, the effective mass of the Goldstone boson χi comes
from the Higgs potential (1.35) using the Higgs doublet (6.1). As a result, the effective
mass-squared of the Goldstone boson χi is

m2
χ(h) = −µ2

H + λHh
2 . (6.4)

with i = 1, 2, 3. In addition, the effective mass of the W bosons is derived using Eqs. (1.38)
and (1.41),

m2
W (h) =

g2

4
h2, (6.5)

where g is the SU(2)L gauge coupling. The Z-boson effective mass is similarly computed
using (1.48) and (1.49),

m2
Z(h) =

g2 + g′2

4
h2, (6.6)

where g′ is the U(1)Y gauge coupling. As expected, the photon has zero effective mass-
squared. Finally, the top-quark effective mass-squared is calculated using the relevant term
in the Standard Model Lagrangian, which is similar to the term (1.67) and leads to the
up-quark mass (1.68). Likewise, the effective mass-squared of the top quark reads

m2
t (h) =

y2t
2
h2, (6.7)

where yt is the top quark Yukawa couplings. In the numerical results, the above masses at
the vacuum state h = υ are considered as mH = 125 GeV, mW = 80.4 GeV, mZ = 91.2 GeV
and mt = 173 GeV [115].
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6.1.1 Zero-Temperature Corrections

The CW potential in the Standard Model is simply computed by Eqs. (2.94), (2.107), and
(2.114) in the Landau gauge1. However, these integrals have to be regularized since they
are ultraviolet divergent as shown in Chapter 2. Namely, the divergent contributions are
canceled by the counterterms

V ct
1 (h) = δΩ +

δµ2

2
h2 +

δλ

4
h4 . (6.8)

As a result, the renormalized effective potential is finite and dependent on the applied reg-
ularization and, correspondingly, on the renormalization conditions. This section simply
continues the discussion on the MS and OS renormalization scheme in Chapter 2.

Modified Minimal Subtraction Renormalization

We initially consider the Eqs. (2.139), (2.145), and (2.147) to demonstrate the MS renor-
malization scheme in the Standard Model effective potential. This scheme was presented in
Chapter 2 and the following procedure is very similar. In particular, the terms, such as the
term (2.140), are subtracted and canceled by the counterterms in Eq. (6.8). Therefore, the
renormalized one-loop effective potential at zero temperature is written as

Veff(h, T = 0) = V0(h) +
∑
i

V i
1 (h) (6.9)

with

V i
1 (h) = (−1)Fini

m4
i (h)

64π2

[
ln
m2
i (h)

µ2
R

− Ci

]
, (6.10)

where i = {h, χ,W,Z, t} counts the fields that mainly contribute to the CW potential, Fi = 1
(0) for fermions (bosons), ni is the number of degrees of freedom of each field i, µR denotes
the renormalization scale, and Ci = 3/2 (5/6) for scalars and fermions (gauge bosons). The
degrees of freedom of each particle i are,

nh = 1, nχ = 3, nW = 6, nZ = 3, nt = 12. (6.11)

The infinities are canceled by the counterterms which are given by [81]

δΩ =
µ4
H

64π2
(nh + nχ)

(
1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

)
, (6.12)

δm2 = −3λHµ
2
H

16π2

(
nh +

1

3
nχ

)(
1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

)
, (6.13)

and

δλ =
3

16π2

[
2g4 + (g2 + g′2)2

16
− y4t +

(
3nh +

1

3
nχ

)
λ2H

](
1

2− n
2

− γE + ln 4π

)
. (6.14)

It is interesting that the mass counterterms δµ2 and δΩ are generated by the Higgs sector.

1The one-loop effective potential in the Standard Model is comprehensively presented in the Fermi and
background field Rξ gauges in Refs. [35, 59, 105, 127]. The background field Rξ gauge is a useful gauge to
compute the effective potential promoting the Higgs vacuum expectation value to the constant background
field.
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Cut-off Regularization

First, the OS scheme involves regularizing the effective potential with a momentum-space
cut-off p2E = Λ2. We additionally require that the Higgs minimum, h = υ, and the Higgs
mass do not alter with respect to their tree level values [55],

d (V1 + V ct
1 )

dh

∣∣∣∣
υ

= 0 (6.15)

and
d2 (V1 + V ct

1 )

dh2

∣∣∣∣
υ

= 0 . (6.16)

In view of (2.123), the one-loop correction to the classical potential at zero temperature is
expressed as

V1(h) =
1

32π2

∑
i

ni

[
m2
i (h)Λ

2 +
m4
i (h)

2

(
ln
m2
i (h)

Λ2
− 1

2

)]
(6.17)

The infinities in (6.17) cancel against those in the counterterms (6.8) by imposing the renor-
malization conditions (6.15) and (6.16). Therefore, the one-loop effective potential at zero
temperature in this scheme is

Veff(h, T = 0) = V0(h) + V1(h) , (6.18)

where the CW potential is

V1(h) =
∑
i

(−1)Fini
64π2

[
m4
i (h)

(
ln
m2
i (h)

m2
i (υ)

− 3

2

)
+ 2m2

i (h)m
2
i (υ)

]
, (6.19)

Now the counterterms in (6.8) are expressed as [81]

δλ = − 1

16π2

∑
i

ni

(
m2
i (υ)− bi
υ2

)2(
ln
m2
i (υ)

Λ2
+ 1

)
, (6.20)

δµ2 = − 1

16π2

∑
i

ni

(
m2
i (υ)− bi
υ2

)[
Λ2 −m2

i (υ) + bi

(
ln
m2
i (υ)

Λ2
+ 1

)]
, (6.21)

and

δΩ =
µ2
H

32π2

∑
k=h,χ

nk

[
Λ2 −m2

k(υ) +
bk
2

(
ln
m2
k(υ)

Λ2
+ 1

)]
, (6.22)

where bW = bZ = bt = 0 and bh = bχ = −µ2
H . One observes that the cosmological constant

(6.22) does not appear if the contribution from the Higgs sector is neglected. In contrast
with the MS scheme, the mass counterterm (6.21) also comes from the contribution of the
gauge boson and fermion loops in the effective potential.

Finally, the dependence of the effective potential on the renormalization scale in MS
renormalization scheme is crucial as it introduces a theoretical uncertainty in our calculations.
In particular, the choice of the renormalization scale leads to an uncertainty in the critical
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temperature Tc and other related quantities, especially in the extensions of the Standard
Model [157–160]. Different schemes, such as the OS scheme, can be followed to compute
the CW potential and handle this uncertainty. In the literature, the OS-like scheme is
commonly adopted, since it has a fixed prescription for the renormalization scales for each
particle. The OS-like scheme differs from the OS scheme since the mass is not defined at the
pole position of the Higgs boson propagator. The renormalization scale-dependence could be
also eliminated by the Renormalization Group Equations (RGE) improvement for the CW
potential [81,161–164], and this approach is left to be implemented in future studies.

6.1.2 Finite-Temperature Corrections

The effective potential at finite temperature contains the effective potential at zero temper-
ature which was presented in the previous section. The temperature-dependent term in the
Standard Model effective potential is obtained by the contributions of the scalar, fermion,
and gauge fields in Eqs. (3.128), (3.140), and (3.142), respectively. In general, each field i
contributes a temperature-dependent term as follows

V i
T (h, T ) = (−1)Fi

niT
4

2π2

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln

[
1− (−1)Fi exp

(
−
√
x2 +

m2
i (h)

T 2

)]
, (6.23)

where i = {h, χ,W,Z, t}. In the Standard Model, the high-temperature expansion of the
thermal functions is commonly adopted to evaluate the full finite-temperature one-loop ef-
fective potential as it is valid and quite precise compared to the numerical evaluation.

Thermal resummation is essential to incorporate the terms that are of the same order in
the coupling constant as the cubic term in the high-temperature expansion of the effective
potential [90]. In general, the thermal resummation introduces the thermal mass defined as,

M2
i (h, T ) = m2

i (h) + Πi(h, T ) , (6.24)

where Πi(T ) is the temperature-dependent self-energy corresponding to the one-loop re-
summed diagrams to leading powers of the temperature. The thermal mass of each field
in the Standard Model is obtained by following the same procedure as in Chapter 6. Our
approach is based on Ref. [90]. Firstly, the temperature-dependent self-energy for the scalar
fields is decomposed into the contributions from the Higgs field, the top quark field, and the
SU(2)L and U(1)Y gauge bosons,

Πh(T ) = Πχ(T ) = π
(Aa

µ)

h (0) + π
(Bµ)
h (0) + π

(h)
h (0) + π

(ψ)
h (0), (6.25)

where the corresponding contributions are

π
(Aa

µ)

h (0) =
g2

8
T 2, π

(Bµ)
h (0) =

g2 + g′2

16
T 2, π

(h)
h (0) =

λH
2
T 2, π

(ψ)
h (0) =

y2t
4
T 2. (6.26)

Therefore, the temperature-dependent self-energy (6.25) reads

Πh(T ) = Πχ(T ) =

(
3g2

16
+
g′2

16
+
y2t
4

+
λH
2

)
T 2 . (6.27)
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The thermal corrections of the gauge boson masses require special treatment as the transverse
gauge fields have zero thermal corrections [90],

ΠWT
(h, T ) = ΠZT

(h, T ) = ΠγT (h, T ) = 0 .

In addition, the temperature-dependent self-energy of the longitudinal gauge bosons in the
high-temperature limit can be computed as

ΠWL
(T ) =

11

6
g2T 2 (6.28)

ΠZL
(h, T ) =

11

6
g2T 2 +

g2

4
h2 (6.29)

ΠγL(h, T ) =
11

6
g′2T 2 − g2

4
h2 . (6.30)

The gauge boson mass matrix in the basis (A1
µ, A

2
µ, A

3
µ, Bµ) is non-diagonal and the inclusion

of the thermal corrections [165] leads to

M2
GB(h, T ) =


1
4
g2h2 + 11

6
g2T 2 0 0 0

0 1
4
g2h2 + 11

6
g2T 2 0 0

0 0 1
4
g2h2 + 11

6
g2T 2 −1

4
gg′h2

0 0 −1
4
gg′h2 1

4
g′2h2 + 11

6
g′T 2

 .

Nevertheless, the photon and the Z boson are not mass eigenstates at high temperatures,
since there is an additional mixing term between the Z boson and the photon [159]. There-
fore, the gauge boson mass matrix has the following eigenvalues which correspond to the
actual thermal masses for the longitudinal photon and Z boson:

M2
ZL
(h, T ) =

1

2

[
1

4

(
g2 + g′2

)
h2 +

11

6

(
g2 + g′2

)
T 2

]
+

1

2

√
(g2 − g′2)2

(
1

4
h2 +

11

6
T 2

)2

+
g2g′2

4
h4

(6.31)

and

M2
γL
(h, T ) =

1

2

[
1

4

(
g2 + g′2

)
h2 +

11

6

(
g2 + g′2

)
T 2

]
− 1

2

√
(g2 − g′2)2

(
1

4
h2 +

11

6
T 2

)2

+
g2g′2

4
h4 .

(6.32)

In the limit m2
W (h)/T 2 ≪ 1, the actual resummed mass eigenvalues (6.31) and (6.32) can

be effectively approximated by those in Eqs. (6.29) and (6.30). The numerical difference
between these expressions is small, which indicates that one could treat the photon and Z
boson as mass eigenstates [159].

It has been previously mentioned that thermal resummation can be implemented using
either the Parwani [91] or the Arnold-Espinosa scheme [92]. A comparison between the two
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schemes is presented in Refs. [158, 159], where it is evident that the numerical differences
between the two schemes in the critical temperature and the ratio υc/Tc are small. In
the Arnold-Espinosa scheme, the resummed full effective potential generalizes the result in
(3.207),

Veff(h, T ) = V0(h) +
∑
i

[
V i
1

(
m2
i (h)

)
+ V i

T

(
m2
i (h), T

)
+ V i

ring

(
m2
i (h), T

)]
, (6.33)

where the last term includes the ring diagram contributions,

V i
ring

(
m2
i (h), T

)
=
niT

12π

[
m3
i (h)−

(
m2
i (h) + Πi(T )

)3/2]
, (6.34)

where i = {h, χ,W,Z, γ} and ni = {1, 3, 2, 1, 1} is the modified number of degrees of free-
dom which takes into account that only the longitudinal polarizations of the gauge bosons
contribute to the temperature-dependent self-energy [90,92].

Finally, it is significant to mention that the finite-temperature one-loop effective potential
can have imaginary contributions if the squared effective masses become negative. This
occurs especially for the scalar fields due to the logarithmic and cubic terms in the thermal
functions (3.145) and (3.146), since the gauge bosons and the top quark have always a
positive squared effective mass. In general, the effective mass in the logarithmic term is
canceled by its counterpart in the one-loop zero-temperature correction. Moreover, the
thermal resummation could potentially cure the imaginary part originating from the cubic
term which signals the breakdown of the perturbative expansion2. Nevertheless, the m2

i (h)+
Πi(T ) in the ring correction can be negative for certain temperatures and field values. As a
result, the effective potential is still complex and we consider only the real part of the full
effective potential and ensure the field’s stability during the phase transition, provided its
imaginary counterpart remains sufficiently insignificant.

6.2 Electroweak Phase Transition: Full Analysis

The dynamics of the electroweak phase transition are described by the finite-temperature
effective potential in terms of the Higgs background field including the dominant contribu-
tions of the gauge bosons, the top quark, and the Goldstone bosons. In the following, the
MS renormalization scheme is adopted to avoid the issue with the infrared divergence that
originates from the Goldstone bosons in the OS schemes. Then, in the Arnold-Espinosa
scheme, the full one-loop finite-temperature effective potential is generally written as

V SM
eff (h, T ) =− µ2

H

2
h2 +

λH
4
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∑
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k (h, T )
)3/2]

,

(6.35)

2In Ref. [166], the authors argue that the imaginary part of the effective potential may be interpreted as
a decay rate of a state of the scalar fields.
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where k = {h, χ,W,Z, γ} corresponds to the bosons in the Standard Model.
The high-temperature expansion of the thermal functions (3.145) and (3.146) for the

temperature-dependent one-loop effective potential is valid with very high accuracy in the
case of the electroweak phase transition in the Standard Model since the ratio mi/T was
computed for each particle and satisfied the high-temperature limit given by the numeri-
cal analysis, which was discussed in Chapter 3. Hence, the high-temperature expansion is
implemented at the full effective potential which reads
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2
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4
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(6.36)

where each term is defined above. It is interesting to notice that only the cubic terms of the
gauge bosons do not cancel each other in the high-temperature expansion of the effective
potential and the ring corrections because the rest of the fields have the same degrees of
freedom in the ring correction.

Now, our main goal is to analyze in detail the phase transition that occurs at a finite tem-
perature. The electroweak phase transition could be studied by varying the renormalization
scale for different values, but the renormalization scale µR = υ is commonly used in the Stan-
dard Model as a natural choice. In Figs. 6.1, 6.2, and 6.3, the one-loop finite-temperature
effective potential is presented using the renormalization scale µR = υ to show its general
evolution as the temperature decreases gradually. Furthermore, the finite-temperature ef-
fective potential (6.36) at the critical temperature is illustrated in Fig. 6.4 for µR = mt/2,
mt, υ and 2mt and Table 6.1 presents the dependence of the critical temperature and the
critical Higgs vacuum expectation value on the renormalization scale.

µR (GeV) Tc (GeV) υc (GeV)
86.5 148.987 30
173.0 148.326 23
246.2 148.002 20
346.0 147.693 18

Table 6.1: The critical temperature of the electroweak phase transition (Tc) and the Higgs
vacuum expectation value (υc) for different values of the renormalization scale.
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Figure 6.1: The finite-temperature effective potential of the Standard Model computed for
temperatures higher than the critical temperature using µR = υ.

Figure 6.2: The finite-temperature effective potential of the Standard Model computed for
temperatures around the critical temperature using µR = υ.

In view of Table 6.1, the electroweak phase transition is not a strong enough first-order
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Figure 6.3: The finite-temperature effective potential of the Standard Model computed for
temperatures lower than the critical temperature using µR = υ.

Figure 6.4: The finite-temperature effective potential of the Standard Model at the critical
temperature for different renormalization scales µR = mt/2 (blue), mt (orange), υ (green)
and 2mt (red).

phase transition since the criterion (5.17) is not satisfied. The maximum ratio between the
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Higgs vacuum expectation value and the critical temperature is evaluated for µR = mt/2
with υc/Tc ≃ 0.2 < 0.6. Similarly, the authors of Ref. [55] argued that the sphaleron rate
condition is not satisfied for mH = 125 GeV in the Standard Model. In particular, they
considered the high-temperature expansion to calculate the ratio υc/Tc ≃ 0.2 for mH = 120
GeV and mt = 170 GeV, without taking into account the thermal resummation. Moreover,
similar calculations can be found in Refs. [55,81,90,98,120]. In Table 6.1, one also observes
that while at the critical temperature, the height of the barrier in the effective potential and
the Higgs vacuum expectation value change for various renormalization scales, the critical
temperature is slightly dropped by less than 1% for higher values of the renormalization
scale.

In Chapter 5, we demonstrated that the criterion for electroweak baryogenesis (5.17) can
be easily translated into an upper bound on the Higgs in order to require a strong first-order
phase transition. On the other hand, in lattice calculations, this bound can be computed
as mh ≲ 72 − 80 GeV in lattice calculations [167–170]. Therefore, the lack of a strong
electroweak phase transition in the Standard Model can be understood by these results as
well.

For the sake of completeness, the one-loop finite-temperature effective potential in the OS
renormalization scheme is briefly presented to showcase the differences between the renor-
malization schemes. More specifically, the one-loop finite-temperature effective potential can
be then written as

V SM
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4
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+
∑
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+
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12π

[
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k (h, T )
)3/2]

,

(6.37)

where k = {h, χ,W,Z, γ} and the one-loop contribution to the effective potential at zero
temperature in the MS scheme was simply replaced by the CW potential given by (6.19) in
the OS scheme. However, the effective mass of the Goldstone bosons vanishes at the Higgs
vacuum expectation value h = υ. In practice, the infrared divergences can be canceled by
the addition of the following term as shown in Ref. [34],

δV1(h) =
3m4

χ(h)

64π2
lnm2

χ, (6.38)

which makes the final result finite. In this scheme, the effective potential is presented in Fig.
6.5 for various temperatures in the early Universe and we computed the critical temperature
Tc = 160.9665 GeV and the ratio υc/Tc = 0.13 numerically. It is remarkable that the
numerical results for the critical temperature do not differ significantly from the ones in the
MS scheme. Regarding the Higgs vacuum expectation value at the critical temperature and
the height of the barrier, the results of the OS scheme approach the results of the MS scheme
for µR = mt.
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Figure 6.5: The finite-temperature effective potential of the Standard Model in the OS
renormalization scheme computed for different temperatures.

Lastly, I would like to comment that the Higgs tree-level potential could be extended by
higher-order operators of H†H as discussed in Refs. [34, 171–175]. However, these higher-
order terms would have coefficients with dimensions of inverse masses to some power and
lead to non-renormalizable theories.
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Chapter 7

Singlet Extensions of the Standard
Model

7.1 Introduction

High energy physics is now increasingly relying on gravitational wave experiments and as-
trophysical observations to tackle fundamental challenges such as electroweak baryogenesis
and dark matter. This shift comes in response to the lack of new particle detections at
the LHC since the discovery of the Higgs boson. For instance, the stochastic gravitational
wave background produced by a first-order phase transition could provide insights into elec-
troweak baryogenesis. Therefore, gravitational wave experiments could play a crucial role in
discovering new physics [106,174–195].

A wide range of fundamental problems in particle physics and cosmology have motivated
physicists to look for new physics beyond the Standard Model. Extensions to the Standard
Model could potentially explain dark energy, dark matter, the strong CP problem, and the
matter-antimatter asymmetry. In previous chapters, it was shown that the Standard Model
cannot explain the observed baryon asymmetry in the Universe, as the electroweak phase
transition is too smooth and the CP violation is insufficient. However, various extensions
to the Standard Model may address these issues, changing the Higgs potential to predict
a strong electroweak phase transition and introducing new sources of CP violation. This
has been shown through approaches like the singlet scalar extensions [165,194–225], the two-
Higgs doublet models [226–232], the composite Higgs models [233–238], and the higher-order
operators in the Standard Model [34,171–175].

The simplest extension to the Standard Model is the real singlet extension, which adds a
real singlet scalar field S coupled with the Higgs doublet H [165,194–222]. More specifically,
in this extension, the Lagrangian density can be invariant under a Z2 symmetry transforma-
tion,

S → −S, (7.1)

if it does not include cubic interaction terms which may appear in the most general renor-
malizable tree-level potential [175, 219–222]. This Z2 symmetry allows us to study the con-
sequences of a cosmological phase transition in the singlet sector for the electroweak phase
transition [165, 194–222]. Then, the tree-level potential, which respects this Z2 symmetry,
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reads

V (H,S) = −µ2
H |H|2 + λH |H|4 − µ2

S

2
S2 +

λS
4
S4 + λHS|H|2S2. (7.2)

This singlet extension provides a viable explanation for electroweak baryogenesis and the
theoretical and phenomenological implications of this extension have been extensively studied
over the past decades. It is remarkable and appealing that this extension offers a solution
for electroweak baryogenesis, following the principle of Occam’s razor.

In this study, we could also consider that a dimension-six operator of the singlet scalar
field is weakly coupled to the Higgs doublet. This higher-order operator comes from an
effective theory, which is active at a scale M beyond 15 TeV. This is also supported by the
absence of new particle observations at the LHC. Therefore, the dimension-six operator is
included in the tree-level potential (7.2),

V (H,S) = −µ2
H |H|2 + λH |H|4 − µ2

S

2
S2 +

λS
4
S4 + λHS|H|2S2 +

λ

M2
|H|2S4, (7.3)

where the dimensionless coupling λ is the Wilson coefficient of the effective theory. This
singlet extension can be presented at the same time as the usual singlet extension, which is
described by the tree-level potential (7.2), by setting the Wilson coefficient to zero.

This chapter is based on research conducted by the author and his supervisor Prof. V. K.
Oikonomou, published in Physical Review D and can be found in Ref. [239]. It focuses on the
real singlet extension to the Standard Model with higher-order interactions between the Higgs
doublet and a real singlet scalar field to examine their impact on electroweak baryogenesis.
This study shows that in this extended Standard Model, the Universe undergoes two phase
transitions: an initial phase transition in the singlet sector at high temperatures, followed by
the electroweak phase transition. The nature of the singlet phase transition—either second
order or first order—depends on the mass of the singlet scalar and its couplings with the Higgs
boson. Finally, we conclude that the presence of the dimension-six operator strengthens the
electroweak phase transition in certain regions of the parameter space, which were previously
excluded in singlet extensions without these higher-order operators.

7.2 Effective Potential

In this model, the effective potential can be derived following the methods demonstrated
earlier and is similar to the one in the Standard Model, but it is important to note that
the real singlet scalar field is also associated with a constant background field as the Higgs
scalar field. Thus, the zero-temperature contribution and finite-temperature contribution to
the one-loop effective potential will be shortly shown in this section.

To begin with, the zero-loop correction to the classical potential (7.3) is written in terms
of the background fields as,

V0(h, ϕ) = −µ
2
H

2
h2 +

λH
4
h4 − µ2

S

2
ϕ2 +

λS
4
ϕ4 +

λHS
2
h2ϕ2 +

λ

2M2
h2ϕ4, (7.4)

where the Higgs doublet was written as in Eq. (6.1) and h and ϕ are the real constant
background fields associated with the Higgs boson and the real singlet scalar field, respec-
tively. The tree-level potential (7.4) is plotted in Fig. 7.1 for λ = 0 and λ/M2 = 2 × 10−5
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GeV−2. In this work, only the dominant contributions to the one-loop finite temperature

Figure 7.1: The tree-level potential for λ = 0 (upper) and λ/M2 = 2× 10−5 GeV−2 (lower),
considering mS = 62.5 GeV, λHS = 0.1 and a = 0.1.

effective potential are considered, including the gauge bosons, the top quark, and the Higgs
and Goldstone bosons. The effective masses of the Higgs boson, the singlet scalar field, and
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those fields which are coupled to the background fields h and ϕ are given by,

m2
h(h, ϕ) = −µ2

H + 3λHh
2 + λHSϕ

2 +
λ

M2
ϕ4 (7.5)

m2
χ(h, ϕ) = −µ2

H + λHh
2 + λHSϕ

2 +
λ

M2
ϕ4 (7.6)

m2
S(h, ϕ) = −µ2

S + 3λSϕ
2 + λHSh

2 +
6λ

M2
h2ϕ2 (7.7)

m2
W (h) =

g2

4
h2 (7.8)

m2
Z(h) =

g2 + g′2

4
h2 (7.9)

m2
t (h) =

y2t
2
h2. (7.10)

7.2.1 Zero-Temperature Corrections

In the MS renormalization scheme, the zero-temperature one-loop contribution to the effec-
tive potential reads,

V i
1 (h, ϕ) = (−1)Fini

m4
i (h, ϕ)

64π2

[
ln

(
m2
i (h, ϕ)

µ2
R

)
− Ci

]
, (7.11)

where i = {h, χ, S,W,Z, t} counts the particles that contribute to the effective potential and
their degrees of freedom are,

nh = 1, nχ = 3, nS = 1, nW = 6, nZ = 3, nt = 12. (7.12)

The choice of the renormalization scale µR causes an uncertainty in the critical temperature
Tc and the Higgs vacuum expectation value [157–160]. In Ref. [157], it was concluded that
varying µR from mt/2 to 2mt the OS-like and MS schemes agreed with each other within the
scale uncertainties which were (3.8 − 6.2)% in the critical temperature Tc and (10 − 23)%
in the ratio υc/Tc. When the renormalization scale was equal to µR = mt/2, the OS-like
and MS results were almost identical. In our numerical study, the renormalization scale
µR = mt/2 is chosen. The authors in Ref. [158] also analyzed the implications of different
renormalization schemes.

7.2.2 Finite-Temperature Corrections

The temperature-dependent component of the one-loop finite-temperature effective potential
for each particle i is given by

V i
T (h, ϕ, T ) = (−1)Fi

niT
4

2π2

∫ ∞

0

dx x2 ln

[
1− (−1)Fi exp

(
−
√
x2 +

m2
i (h, ϕ)

T 2

)]
, (7.13)

where the thermal functions are given by (3.145) and (3.146).
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The thermal resummation in this model is very similar to the Standard Model, which
was presented earlier. In the Arnold-Espinosa scheme, the effective potential is cast into the
form (6.33) as in the Standard Model effective potential. Only the temperature-dependent
self-energies of the scalar fields are modified in the singlet-extended Standard Model and are
expressed as,

Πh(T ) = Πχ(T ) =

(
3g2

16
+
g′2

16
+
y2t
4

+
λH
2

+
λHS
12

)
T 2, (7.14)

and

ΠS(T ) =

(
λS
4

+
λHS
3

+
λυ2

2M2

)
T 2. (7.15)

The thermal masses of the gauge bosons remain the same as in the Standard Model. Finally,
the effective potential is commonly preferred to be computed using the Arnold-Espinosa
scheme in Beyond the Standard Model physics, as a result, the Arnold-Espinosa scheme is
adopted throughout this chapter.

In conclusion, in view of Eqs. (7.4), (7.11), and (7.13), the one-loop finite-temperature
effective potential can be written as,
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(7.16)

where i = {h, χ, S,W,Z, t, γ} and k = {h, χ, S,W,Z, γ}. Hence, the effective potential
(7.16), using the high-temperature expansion of the thermal functions, is cast into the form,
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(7.17)
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Now the dynamics of the phase transitions in the singlet extensions of the Standard
Model can be analyzed using the finite-temperature effective potential (7.17). However, this
model should comply with all the experimental and theoretical constraints in cosmology and
particle physics. As a result, the parameter space is reduced significantly as will be presented
in the next sections.

7.3 Electroweak Baryogenesis in the Singlet Extensions

The theory of electroweak baryogenesis was discussed in detail in Chapter 5. In this section,
we briefly comment on the implications of the singlet extensions to the electroweak baryoge-
nesis. First and foremost, one of the main ingredients for electroweak baryogenesis requires
a strong first-order electroweak phase transition which is characterized by the sphaleron rate
criterion (5.17). However, in the Standard Model, this criterion is not fulfilled and additional
CP -violating sources are required to realize electroweak baryogenesis, a fact that encour-
aged physicists to formulate theories beyond the Standard Model. We will show that the
singlet extensions of the Standard Model can provide us with numerous insights to explain
the observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe.

In the real singlet extension, a CP -violating source has been proposed in Ref. [215].
In particular, a dimension-six operator is introduced and originates from an effective field
theory at a new physics scale. This operator couples the singlet scalar field with the top
quark and the top-quark Yukawa interaction term is written as

ytQLH
(
1 +

η

Λ2
S2
)
tR + h.c. , (7.18)

where η is a complex phase and Λ is the new physics scale. Subsequently, this higher-order
operator changes the effective mass of the top quark which now reads

m2
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Therefore, the top quark acquires a complex phase that varies spatially along the profile of
the bubble wall, providing the CP -violating source required to explain the matter-antimatter
asymmetry in the Universe [215].

It is essential to mention that the effective potential (7.17) changes due to this dimension-
six operator in (7.18), and its contribution to the effective potential at leading order in the
high-temperature expansion is given by1

δV =
T 2

4

y2t
2
h2
(
ϕ

Λ

)4

(7.20)

However, the dimension-six operator in the effective potential does not impact the critical
temperature or the vacuum expectation values at the critical temperature, as it vanishes
in both the h and ϕ directions. This operator primarily increases the height of the barrier
at the critical temperature Tc, resulting in a thinner bubble wall. Furthermore, we assume

1This is the real part of the contribution of the dimension-six operator in (7.18).
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that ϕ/Λ remains very small, leading to a negligible contribution to the effective potential.
Consequently, it does not significantly influence the phase transition dynamics and is not
taken into account in the finite-temperature one-loop effective potential (7.16). This is
further discussed in Refs. [215,216].

7.4 Physical Parameter Space

In this singlet extension to the Standard Model, the parameter space is defined by µS,
λS, λHS, and the coefficient λ. For the numerical results, it is assumed that the effective
theory is active at a scale of M = 15 TeV. Moreover, the model’s parameter space is mainly
constrained by the vacuum structure, the validity of perturbation theory, and experimental
measurements of the invisible Higgs decay width. If the model predicts a strong electroweak
phase transition, the parameter space is further restricted by the sphaleron rate criterion
(5.17).

The vacuum state of the current Universe is described by the Higgs vacuum expectation
value at zero temperature, where the SU(2)L×U(1)Y symmetry is broken, and the zero vac-
uum expectation value of the singlet scalar field, where the Z2 symmetry remains unbroken.
Specifically, at zero temperature, the singlet mass-squared is written as,

m2
S ≡ m2

S(υ, 0) = −µ2
S + λHSυ

2 > 0. (7.21)

Consequently, the Higgs minimum in the effective potential at zero temperature must be the
global minimum, expressed as

V0(υ, 0) < V0(0, υs) ⇒ λS > λH
µ4
S

µ4
H

, (7.22)

where υs is the singlet vacuum expectation value at zero temperature in the ϕ direction.
During the two-step electroweak phase transition, the parameter µ2

S is assumed to be positive.
Additionally, it is required that λS > 0 and λ > 0 to ensure the tree-level potential is bounded
from below.

Based on Eqs. (7.22) and (7.21), the minimum value of the singlet self-coupling λS can
be determined as

λminS =
λH
µ4
H

(
m2
S − λHSυ

2
)2
. (7.23)

The singlet self-coupling can be then expressed as

λS = λminS + a, (7.24)

where a is a positive parameter, typically set to a = 0.1 for singlet masses mS ≥ mH/2
[98,157,210,214,217]. Therefore, the parameter space can be equivalently described in terms
of the singlet mass, the Higgs-singlet interaction coupling, and the Wilson coefficient for a
given parameter a.

Furthermore, the one-loop perturbative analysis is not valid for large coupling constants.
Therefore, to ensure the perturbativity of the couplings at high energy scales, the RGEs are
solved at one loop for the couplings λHS, λH , and λS, as detailed in Appendix B. The RGE
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evolution of the gauge couplings and the top quark Yukawa coupling remains consistent with
that of the Standard Model. The contribution of the higher-order operator to the RGEs is
neglected, given that the effective field theory is weakly coupled with λ/M2 < 10−4 GeV−2.
According to Ref. [210], the RGE evolution indicates that the model remains perturbative up
to scales of 10−100 TeV, depending on the coupling constant λHS. For a reliable perturbative
analysis, the constraint λminS < 8 is imposed, which corresponds to λHS < 5 with the singlet
mass ranging from 0− 550 GeV.

Finally, the tree-level potential possesses a Z2 symmetry, and the singlet scalar may act
as a dark matter candidate [205, 209, 212, 213, 215, 221, 240–242]. Thus, the unbroken Z2

symmetry at zero temperature ensures the stability of the dark matter particle and forbids
the mixing between the Higgs boson and the singlet scalar field.

7.5 Invisible Higgs Decay

The existence of a singlet particle could have a number of consequences in particle physics.
These consequences are highly determined by the value of the singlet mass, which plays an
important role in the progress of the phase transitions in the extended Standard Model. If the
singlet mass ismS < mH/2, the decayH → SS will be kinematically allowed, contributing to
the invisible decay width of the Higgs boson. According to the latest collider experiments,
the branching ratio of the Higgs to the invisible sector is set to BRinv < 0.11 − 0.19 at
95% CL, where the upper and lower limits of this range correspond to the results from the
ATLAS [243,244] and the CMS collaboration [245], respectively.

First of all, the branching ratio of the Higgs to the invisible particles reads

BRinv =
Γinv

Γinv + Γvis
. (7.25)

Now if the branching ratio of the Higgs to the invisible particles is set at BRinv < 0.19
and the Higgs decay width to visible channels is Γvis = 4.07 MeV, the upper bound on the
invisible decay width of the Higgs boson is,

Γinv < 0.955 MeV, (7.26)

where this decay width is computed as

Γinv =
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Subsequently, the Higgs-singlet coupling can be constrained using the inequality (7.26),
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where Γm(H → SS) is the upper bound on the invisible decay width of the Higgs boson.
Owing to µ2

S ≥ 0, Eq. (7.28) leads to
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Γm(H → SS). (7.29)
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Namely, the singlet masses which are allowed by the constraints (7.29) are separated into
the following regions, as shown in Fig. 7.2,

mS ≤ 30.19 GeV and mS ≥ 62.43 GeV.

In general, the lower mass region is restricted by the upper bound of λHS = 0.014, while the
higher mass region is characterized by a wider range of values for λHS, but it has almost a
fixed singlet mass.

Figure 7.2: The parameter space (blue shaded) for mS < mH/2 (upper) and the higher mass
region (lower) which satisfy the constraint (7.26) and µ2

S ≥ 0 setting BRinv < 0.19.
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The invisible Higgs boson branching ratio can be alternatively considered BRinv < 0.11
at 95% CL with invisible decay width,

Γinv < 0.503 MeV (7.30)

As a result, the allowed singlet masses are

mS ≤ 25.45 GeV and mS ≥ 62.48 GeV,

which satisfy the condition (7.29).

Figure 7.3: The parameter space (blue shaded) for mS < mH/2 (upper) and the higher mass
region (lower) which satisfy the constraint (7.30) and µ2

S ≥ 0 setting BRinv < 0.11.
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7.6 The Electroweak Phase Transition in the Singlet

Extensions

In this section, the behavior of the one-loop finite-temperature effective potential (7.17) is
analyzed in the two-dimensional configuration space (h, ϕ) spanned by the background fields
associated with the Higgs and the singlet scalar field.

Figure 7.4: The full effective potential during the strong electroweak phase transition as the
temperature decreases. In this example, the singlet’s phase transition is first-order using a
point of the parameter space with mS = 500 GeV, λHS = 4.3, λ/M2 ≃ 2× 10−5 GeV−2 and
a = 0.1.

First of all, the electroweak phase transition consists of an initial first-order or second-
order phase transition in the ϕ direction from the origin (h, ϕ) = (0, 0) to a non-zero singlet
vacuum expectation value and a subsequent first-order phase transition from (0, υ′s) to the
Higgs vacuum (υc, 0). At first, the vacuum of the Universe resides at the origin (h, ϕ) = (0, 0).
At a high temperature, denoted as Ts, a phase transition proceeds in the ϕ direction from
the origin to a non-zero singlet vacuum expectation value2. As the temperature falls, in the

2It is important to mention that the Z2 symmetry is never restored for certain large values of the couplings

133



Figure 7.5: The full effective potential during the strong electroweak phase transition as the
temperature decreases. In this example, the singlet’s phase transition is second-order using
a point of the parameter space with mS = 62.5 GeV, λHS = 0.15, λ/M2 ≃ 2× 10−5 GeV−2

and a = 0.1.

finite-temperature effective potential, a barrier is formed, separating the global minimum and
a second local minimum as shown in Figs. 7.4 and 7.5. When the initial global minimum
in the ϕ direction and the second local minimum in the h direction are degenerate at a
critical temperature, a first-order phase transition occurs from the non-zero singlet vacuum
expectation value to the non-zero Higgs vacuum expectation value. Consequently, the phase
transition proceeds via thermal tunneling, and the bubbles of the broken phase nucleate
within the surrounding plasma of the false vacuum.

Furthermore, the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the discrete Z2 symmetry causes
the emergence of topological defects, while the scalar field S acquires a non-zero vacuum
expectation value at a high temperature [246]. In particular, the domain walls, which are

λ, λHS and λS . The singlet phase transition may occur at extremely high temperatures, although it is
uncertain if such a temperature can be reached in the electroweak epoch. This is also a feature in the singlet
extensions without the dimension-six operator and does not affect our discussion since the electroweak phase
transition is realized with Tc ≪ Ts.
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produced after the Z2 symmetry breaking, can importantly influence the electroweak phase
transition. In Ref. [247], it is proposed that this issue can be addressed by the inclusion of
a dimension-six operator in the ordinary real singlet extensions, considering a scenario in
which the Z2 symmetry was never a symmetry of the vacuum state. This scenario is not
presented in this study, and the implications of topological defects can be studied in future
works.

In the next paragraphs, the study of the two-step electroweak phase transition is com-
pleted by dividing the parameter space into three mass regions: the low-mass region, the
Higgs resonance region, and the high-mass region.

7.6.1 High-mass Region

Initially, the parameter space for mH < 2mS in Fig. 7.6 with zero Wilson coefficient refers
to the two-step electroweak phase transition, adopting the common parametrization with
a = 0.1. This parameter space includes numerous small regions with a one-step electroweak
phase transition. More specifically, it was computed that the parameter space with µS ≲ 90
GeV corresponds to a region with both scenarios. In contrast, after we impose the criterion
for a strong electroweak phase transition, the parameter space with λ = 0 is eliminated
further. In particular, this occurs primarily when mS > 200 GeV as illustrated by the
parameter space and the blue dotted line in Fig. 7.6. These findings are consistent with other
[209, 210, 214, 217]. However, the perturbative analysis has certain uncertainties related to
the renormalization scale dependence and other theoretical aspects, as discussed in references
[157–160]. These uncertainties could lead to small differences between our results and those
in the literature.

The parameter space for the strong electroweak phase transition in Fig. 7.6 changes
slightly if the Wilson coefficient is λ < 102. Lower singlet masses weaken the impact of the
non-zero Wilson coefficient when the Wilson coefficient increases. A comparison between
the parameter spaces of the singlet extension with λ = 0 and λ = 104 is shown in Fig.
7.7. Notably, for a = 0.1, the influence of the dimension-six operator is observed to be
insignificant. However, this behavior changes significantly for higher values of the parameter
a and is further investigated for lower singlet masses.

Fig. 7.4 illustrates the behavior of the finite-temperature effective potential during the
thermal history of the Universe. In this specific case, the phase transition of the singlet is
first order, characterized by parametersmS = 500 GeV, λHS = 4.3, λ/M2 ≃ 2×10−5 GeV−2,
and a = 0.1. However, for lower singlet masses and Higgs-singlet couplings, it can also be a
second-order phase transition. As depicted, at high temperatures, the effective potential is
symmetric. As the Universe cools down, the effective potential develops a second minimum in
the ϕ direction, which becomes the global minimum at temperatures below 218 GeV. Then,
a minimum appears in the Higgs direction, and a barrier is formed between this minimum
and the global minimum. At the critical temperature, Tc = 95.8 GeV, the two minima are
degenerate and below this temperature the Higgs vacuum becomes deeper than the singlet
vacuum, leading to the electroweak phase transition.
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Figure 7.6: The blue region is the parameter space of the singlet model for a two-step
electroweak phase transition with mS > mH/2, a = 0.1 and λ = 0. The orange dotted line
describes the constant µS = 90 GeV. The parameter space of the strong two-step electroweak
phase transition with υc/Tc > 1 corresponds to the blue region which is bounded from
below by the blue dotted line. The critical temperature in this parameter space varies from
Tc ≃ 30− 140 GeV.

7.6.2 Higgs Resonance Region

The Higgs resonance region is of particular interest in dark matter physics because the
singlet can be considered a viable dark matter candidate with a mass around mS = 62.5
GeV [240–242]. This region, however, is highly constrained by direct dark matter searches
conducted by experiments such as LUX, XENON1T, and XENONnT [205,209,215,240–242].

To begin with, we adopt a = 0.1 to calculate the critical temperatures Tc and Ts, along
with evaluating the sphaleron rate criterion for various Wilson coefficient values and Higgs-
singlet couplings. These results are shown in Figs. 7.8, 7.9, 7.10, and 7.11. The presence
of the higher-order operator significantly influences the electroweak phase transition when
λ > 103, leading to a reduced parameter space where the ratio υc/Tc decreases due to the
non-zero Wilson coefficient and a higher Higgs-singlet λHS is required to realize a strong
electroweak phase transition.

On the other hand, the parameter space for a strong electroweak phase transition expands
when a > 0.4. As demonstrated for a = 1 in Fig. 7.10, the criterion υc/Tc > 1 can be met
with much lower λHS than in the case with λ = 0. Consequently, if λ/M2 ≳ 10−4 GeV−2, a
strong electroweak phase transition can occur for every low Higgs-singlet couplings (satisfying
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Figure 7.7: The parameter space (blue region) of the singlet extension with a dimension-
six operator (λ = 104) in order to realize a strong two-step electroweak phase transition
(υc/Tc > 1). The orange line shows the lower bound of the parameter space of the singlet
extension which is represented by a blue dotted line in Fig. 7.6. In both cases, we take
a = 0.1.

the condition µ2
S > 0). Therefore, the higher-order operator could assist a strong electroweak

phase transition in parameter space regions that were previously excluded in earlier singlet
extensions of the Standard Model.

In Figs. 7.10 and 7.8, the critical temperature with λ ̸= 0 converges with the critical
temperature for λ = 0 as λHS increases. This indicates that the higher-order operator has
a more dominant effect at lower λHS values. This trend is also evident in the ratio υc/Tc
shown in Figs. 7.9 and 7.10. Nevertheless, for a = 0.1, the influence of the higher-order
operator peaks at an intermediate low value of the Higgs-singlet coupling, rather than at the
lowest values.

7.6.3 Low-mass Region

In the low mass region, the effective potential exhibits behavior similar to that presented in
the Higgs resonance region in Fig. 7.5. Meanwhile, the singlet’s phase transition is predom-
inantly second-order within the parameter space which complies with the experimental and
theoretical constraints.

In previous sections, we discussed that the parameter space for mS < mH/2 is signifi-
cantly constrained by the invisible decay width of the Higgs boson and the condition µ2

S > 0.
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Figure 7.8: The critical temperature (Tc) as a function of the Higgs-singlet coupling (λHS)
for mS = 62.5 GeV and a = 0.1.

First, it is assumed that the branching ratio of the Higgs boson to invisible particles is
BRinv < 0.19. The lower mass region mS ≲ 30 GeV in Fig. 7.2 is eliminated by the
sphaleron rate criterion (5.17) for λ = 0 and a ≳ 0.05. In contrast, large values of λ > 103

and a ≳ 0.05 can support a strong phase transition for mS ≤ 1 GeV. This is evident when
λ = 2 × 104 and a = 0.75 are considered, because a strong electroweak phase transition
occurs for any coupling λHS and mS < 10 GeV, as shown in Fig. 7.12. In particular, the
lower bound of the Higgs-singlet coupling λHS with a singlet mass mS = 0.1 GeV and Wil-
son coefficient λ = 2 × 104 can induce a strong electroweak phase transition and is at least
106 times smaller than the corresponding value in the singlet extension with λ = 0. Thus,
the non-zero Wilson coefficient results in a strong electroweak phase transition for very low
allowed Higgs-singlet couplings. This holds even if the branching ratio is BRinv < 0.10.

On the other hand, the previous trend is reversed for a ≲ 0.05. In this range, λ = 0
results in a strong first-order phase transition, while λ ̸= 0 weakens the phase transition.
With λ = 0, the electroweak phase transition primarily occurs for mS < 10 GeV to achieve
a two-step phase transition. However, this upper mass limit increases for very low values of
a and λHS. This behavior is demonstrated in Fig. 7.13, which shows that the lowest allowed
value of λHS decreases as a decreases for a given singlet mass.

In Figs. 7.14 and 7.15, one observes the behavior of the critical temperatures and the
ratio of the sphaleron rate condition for mS ≤ 1 GeV and a = 0.001. Initially, it is obvious
that the lower bound of λHS, which induces a strong electroweak phase transition, decreases
considerably for λ/M2 ≃ 10−7 − 10−5 GeV−2. In Fig. 7.14, the pattern of the critical
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Figure 7.9: Upper: The sphaleron rate criterion as a function of the coupling λHS for
mS = 62.5 GeV and a = 0.1 in the case of zero and non-zero Wilson coefficient. Lower:
The critical temperature of the singlet’s second-order phase transition Ts as a function of
the coupling λHS for mS = 62.5 GeV and a = 0.1.

temperature Tc is similar to that seen in the previous mass region, while in Fig. 7.15, the
temperature Ts stabilizes at high values of λHS, which contrasts with the behavior discussed
earlier.

In the scenario where the branching ratio is BRinv < 0.11, the earlier conclusions for the
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Figure 7.10: The electroweak phase transition with mS = 62.5 GeV and a = 1: Upper:
The critical temperature (Tc) as a function of the Higgs-singlet coupling (λHS). Lower: The
sphaleron rate criterion as a function of the coupling λHS in the case of zero and non-zero
Wilson coefficient.

lower mass region are unaffected. This constraint only drops the maximum Higgs-singlet
coupling to λmaxHS = 0.01, which in turn further reduces the parameter space to describe a
strong electroweak phase transition.

Regarding the second region of the parameter space for mS < mH/2, the singlet mass is

140



Figure 7.11: The critical temperature of the singlet’s second-order phase transition Ts as a
function of the coupling λHS for mS = 62.5 GeV and a = 1 in the case of zero and non-zero
Wilson coefficient.

highly constrained to nearly half the mass of the Higgs boson due to the condition (7.29) (see
Fig. 7.2 and Fig. 7.3). Consequently, there is no significant difference between this scenario
and the Higgs resonance scenario. More specifically, the results for the critical temperature Tc
and the Higgs VEV υc remain consistent with those from the previous section. Additionally, if
we assume that BRinv < 0.19, the parameter space for a strong electroweak phase transition
almost vanishes for zero Wilson coefficient due to the invisible Higgs decay width constraint
(7.29). However, the presence of a higher-order operator can reduce the lower bound on λHS
due to the sphaleron rate criterion discussed earlier. It is important to comment that in the
higher mass region, an allowed value of λHS > 0.065 can induce a viable electroweak phase
transition for λ/M2 ≃ 9× 10−5 GeV−2 and a = 0.75. Thus, the dimension-six operator can
lead to a strong first-order phase transition in the higher mass region of the parameter space
for mS < mH/2. This discussion also applies to BRinv < 0.11, as the lower bound of the
Higgs-singlet coupling remains unchanged, but the parameter space for a strong two-step
electroweak phase transition significantly reduces for mS < 62.499 GeV.

7.7 Conclusions

In this section, we present the key findings of our research on the real singlet extensions
of the Standard Model to describe a strong electroweak phase transition and the observed
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Figure 7.12: The critical temperature as a function of the Higgs-singlet coupling for a = 0.75
and 1 and mS ≤ 0.1 GeV.

baryon asymmetry. In this research, we particularly investigated the real singlet extensions,
including dimension-six operators that couple the real singlet scalar field with the Higgs
doublet. This study showed that the electroweak phase transition proceeds as a two-step
transition: an initial phase transition involving the singlet scalar field at high temperatures,
followed by a strong first-order phase transition in the Higgs sector. On the other hand, the
parameters of our model should respect all the experimental and theoretical constraints in
cosmology and particle physics, such as experimental constraints on the invisible Higgs decay
width and the theoretical condition for a strong first-order phase transition. As a result, we
examined the two-step electroweak phase transition that complies with these constraints for
mS = 0−550 GeV. In this model, the critical temperature of the electroweak phase transition
ranges from around 30−200 GeV and depends on the parameters of the model. Initially, we
demonstrated that the parameter space of our model for mS > mH/2 and a = 0.1 remains
approximately the same as in the singlet extension without a higher-order operator. Then,
it was demonstrated that in the Higgs resonance region, the parameter space is expanded
by taking a parameter a > 0.4 and a non-zero Wilson coefficient. This is clearly illustrated
in the case of a = 1 in Fig. 7.10, where the criterion υc/Tc > 1 can be satisfied by much
lower λHS compared to the case with zero Wilson coefficient. Namely, it is evident that
the higher-order operator could assist a strong electroweak phase transition in regions of
the parameter space that were previously excluded in the literature. Moreover, in the low-
mass region, the parameter space is primarily excluded by the invisible Higgs decay width
and the criterion for a strong first-order phase transition. If we assume that the branching
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Figure 7.13: The dependence of the lowest λHS, which is allowed by all the previous con-
straints imposing the criterion υc/Tc > 0.6, on the parametera for mS = 1GeV and λ = 0.

ratio of the Higgs boson to invisible particles is set to BRinv < 0.19, the lower mass region
mS < 30 GeV, is completely excluded by the sphaleron rate criterion considering zero Wilson
coefficient and a > 0.05. In contrast, large values of the Wilson coefficient with the same
value for a can assist the strong phase transition for singlet masses mS ≤ 1 − 10 GeV.
Consequently, a strong electroweak phase transition can be generated for mS < mH/2 with
Wilson coefficients λ/M2 > 5× 10−6 GeV−2 and parameters a ≳ 0.05.
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Figure 7.14: The critical temperature of a strong electroweak phase transition as a function
of the coupling λHS for mS ≤ 1 GeV and a = 0.001 in the case of zero and non-zero Wilson
coefficient λ = 0 (blue), 85 (green), 600 (gray), 1200 (brown).
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Figure 7.15: Upper: The sphaleron rate criterion as a function of the coupling λHS for
mS ≤ 1GeV and a = 0.001 in the case of zero and non-zero Wilson coefficient. Lower:
The critical temperature of the singlet’s second-order phase transition Ts as a function of
the coupling λHS for mS ≤ 0.1GeV and a = 0.001 in the case of zero and non-zero Wilson
coefficient.
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Chapter 8

Conclusions and Discussion

This present thesis explores the cosmological phase transitions in the early Universe, with
an emphasis on the electroweak phase transition in the Standard Model and its extensions.
Our study comprehensively investigates the role of the effective potential in determining the
true vacuum of the theory, describing phase transitions, and providing numerous insights
into electroweak baryogenesis.

After a brief introduction to spontaneous symmetry breaking, we proceeded to a discus-
sion about the Higgs mechanism and the Standard Model which relies on the electroweak
symmetry breaking to describe the massive gauge bosons and fermions in nature. We ex-
tended the discussion to the spontaneous symmetry breaking induced by quantum corrections
to the classical potential. These radiative corrections are taken into account in the effective
potential which is minimized at the vacuum expectation value of the quantum field operator
in the true vacuum of the theory. Thus, the one-loop effective potential in scalar field the-
ories and non-Abelian gauge theories was derived by evaluating the 1PI Feynman diagrams
with a single loop and zero external momenta. We also proceeded to the regularization and
renormalization in the aforementioned theories to deal with the ultraviolet divergences in
the one-loop effective potential.

Additionally, this thesis demonstrates how a spontaneously broken symmetry can be re-
stored at high temperatures due to finite-temperature effects. This symmetry restoration is
thoroughly examined using the finite-temperature effective potential. The finite-temperature
field theory was essential in formulating the Feynman rules at finite temperatures and com-
puting the effective potential for various quantum field theories. This approach immediately
shows that the electroweak symmetry in the Standard Model is restored at high tempera-
tures due to thermal effects and is associated with a cosmological phase transition in the
early hot Universe. However, the previous perturbative analysis to compute the effective
potential breaks down near the critical temperature and requires thermal resummation to
incorporate the dominant contributions from the ring diagrams.

In the next part, we investigated the theory of cosmological phase transitions to describe
the thermal tunneling and the bubble nucleation during a phase transition. In particular,
this theory was developed to understand further the tunneling rate between two different
vacua in finite-temperature field theory and determine the evolution of the phase transition
in the expanding Universe. After the formation of the bubbles, we showcased that the bubble
nucleation is initiated at a temperature such that the probability for a single bubble to be
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nucleated within one horizon volume is around unity.
Moving on, the study examined the physical mechanism to describe the observed matter-

antimatter asymmetry of the Universe. More specifically, the three conditions for baryoge-
nesis were presented in detail and electroweak baryogenesis was proved a viable description
of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe. Then we emphasized the importance of a strong
first-order phase transition during electroweak baryogenesis and formulated a criterion to
be satisfied by this phase transition at the critical temperature. Subsequently, the finite-
temperature one-loop effective potential of the Standard Model was computed, including the
ring diagram corrections to study in detail the electroweak baryogenesis. In this perturbative
analysis, it was shown that the electroweak phase transition is first order and the critical
temperature is around Tc = 148 GeV varying the renormalization scale from 86.5 GeV to 346
GeV in the MS scheme and Tc = 161 GeV in the OS scheme. However, it was concluded that
the electroweak phase transition in the Standard Model is not sufficiently strong to account
for the observed baryon asymmetry in the Universe. In order to address the shortcomings of
the Standard Model, the thesis discussed the potential of Beyond Standard Model physics
in explaining fundamental problems in cosmology and particle physics.

In the last chapter, we aimed to provide a viable solution to the problem of electroweak
baryogenesis. We particularly explored the electroweak phase transition within the frame-
work of real singlet extensions of the Standard Model, including dimension-six operators
that couple the real singlet scalar field with the Higgs doublet. This study showed that the
electroweak phase transition proceeds as a two-step transition: an initial phase transition
involving the singlet scalar field at high temperatures, followed by a strong first-order phase
transition in the Higgs sector. Additionally, we considered the role of a CP-violating source,
such as a dimension-six operator coupling the singlet to the top-quark mass. As a result,
electroweak baryogenesis can be realized to account for the baryon asymmetry observed in
the current Universe. This scenario is also compatible with the singlet particle being a dark
matter candidate with a mass close to half of the Higgs mass. Therefore, we examined the
two-step electroweak phase transition for singlet masses mS = 0 − 550 GeV that complies
with various experimental and theoretical constraints. In this model, it was computed that
the critical temperature of the electroweak phase transition ranges from around 30 − 200
GeV, which depends on the parameters of the model. Last but not least, it was concluded
that the presence of the higher-order operator could assist a strong electroweak phase tran-
sition in regions of the parameter space that were excluded in the singlet extensions without
the dimension-six operator, especially for singlet masses lower than half of the Higgs mass.

Finally, an important aspect we did not cover in our discussion is the stochastic gravi-
tational wave background associated with the first-order phase transitions in the Standard
Model and its extensions. During such phase transitions, the collisions between expanding
bubbles of vacua are expected to produce a stochastic gravitational wave background de-
tectable by current and future gravitational wave experiments [248–254]. In fact, the sound
waves generated after the phase transition and the magneto-hydrodynamical turbulence in
the plasma could also source gravitational waves associated with a first-order phase tran-
sition in the early Universe [255–261]. In an upcoming study, we plan to investigate this
stochastic gravitational wave background in the singlet extension of the Standard Model with
dimension-six operators. In this work, we also mentioned certain theoretical uncertainties in
the perturbative analysis that can propagate to the calculations for the gravitational-wave
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background from first-order phase transitions [159]. As a result, these uncertainties can be
eliminated by following various methods, such as a gauge-invariant framework for computing
the bubble nucleation rate [262,263], which are left to be implemented in future studies.

In conclusion, while the Standard Model does not provide a viable description for the
observed baryon asymmetry of the Universe, certain extensions, particularly those involving
additional singlet scalar fields and higher-dimensional operators, present a possible path
forward. Further exploration of these extensions and their implications for particle physics
and cosmology remains a promising area of research.
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Appendix A

Chemical Potential

In Chapter 3, it was mentioned that if there is a set of conserved charges in a system, the
chemical potential for each conserved charge should be introduced in the partition function.
In this work, it was mainly considered that the chemical potentials related to conserved
charges vanish or can be omitted compared to the temperature (µi ≪ T ). However, in
certain conditions in particle physics, such as in heavy ion collision experiments, the chemical
potentials play an essential role and are included in the effective potential.

To begin with, we show the inclusion of the chemical potential in the effective potential
for a complex scalar field theory. The classical Lagrangian is written as

L = ∂µϕ∗∂µϕ−m2ϕ∗ϕ− λ(ϕ∗ϕ)2 (A.1)

and the Lagrangian is invariant under the U(1) global transformations

ϕ(x) → e−iaϕ(x) , (A.2)

where a ∈ R. According to Noether’s theorem, the global U(1) symmetry implies the
conserved current,

jµ =
∂L

∂(∂µϕ)

δϕ

δa
+

∂L
∂(∂µϕ∗)

δϕ∗

δa
= i (ϕ∗∂µϕ− ϕ ∂µϕ

∗) . (A.3)

The conserved charge is then defined as

Q =

∫
d3x j0(x) = i

∫
d3x (ϕ∗∂tϕ− ϕ ∂tϕ

∗) , (A.4)

The partition function is easily computed by (3.16) if we express the complex scalar field in
terms of two real scalar fields,

ϕ(x) =
ϕ1(x) + iϕ2(x)√

2
(A.5)

with the Hamiltonian density

H =
1

2

(
π2
1 + π2

2 + (∂iϕ1)
2 + (∂iϕ2)

2 +m2ϕ2
1 +m2ϕ2

2

)
+
λ

4

(
ϕ2
1 + ϕ2

2

)2
, (A.6)
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where the conjugate momentum is πi = ∂tϕi = i∂τϕi and the conserved charge is

Q = i

∫
d3x (π1ϕ2 − π2ϕ1) . (A.7)

Therefore, the partition function in the complex scalar field theory is identical to the partition
function (3.16) in the real scalar field theory by replacing the Hamiltonian density with (A.6)
and the conserved charge with (A.4). Likewise, the path integral can be written carrying
out the integrals over the conjugate momenta π1 and π2 according to the partition function
(3.21). As a result, the Lagrangian path integral in the imaginary time formalism can be
expressed as [59–61].

Z =

∫
P

Dϕ∗Dϕ exp

{
−
∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d3x

[
(∂τ + µ)ϕ∗ (∂τ − µ)ϕ+ ∂iϕ

∗∂iϕ+m2ϕ∗ϕ+ λ(ϕ∗ϕ)2
]}

where the usual normalization factor is omitted and µ is the chemical potential associated
with the conserved charge. The partition function can also expressed as

Z =

∫
P

Dϕ∗Dϕ exp

{∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d3x

[
(∂ν + iµδν0)ϕ

∗ (∂ν − iµδν0
)
ϕ
]

+

∫
P

Dϕ∗Dϕ exp

{∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d3x

[
−m2ϕ∗ϕ− λ(ϕ∗ϕ)2

]} (A.8)

in the Minkowski space-time. It is very interesting that the chemical potential appears in
the action as a gauge field A0. Moreover, the imaginary time formalism that was developed
in the previous chapters could be easily extended by introducing the zeroth-component of
the four-momentum as p0 = iωn + µ. As a result, one proves that the one-loop contribution
in the effective potential of the free theory is given by [59–61]

1

βV
lnZ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

[
ω +

1

β
ln
(
1− e−β(ω−µ)

)
+

1

β
ln
(
1− e−β(ω+µ)

)]
, (A.9)

where ω =
√
p⃗ 2 +m2 and the momentum integral converges only if |µ| ≤ m. This expression

coincides with (3.119) substituting ω → ω−µ and ω → ω+µ since it corresponds to two real
scalar fields. This result can be obtained by expanding the complex scalar field into a Fourier
transform in terms of ζ which carries the full infrared behavior of the field. The Matsubara
mode with ωn = 0 and p⃗ = 0 is called the condensate and is described by ϕ = ζ [61,264]. As a
result, the finite-temperature one-loop effective potential can be identified as the free-energy
density which equals to [61,264–266]

Veff(ζ, µ, T ) =
(
m2 − µ2

)
ζ2 −

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ω

−
∫

d3p

(2π)3

[
1

β
ln
(
1− e−β(ω−µ)

)
+

1

β
ln
(
1− e−β(ω+µ)

)]
,

(A.10)

where ζ is determined by the minimization of the effective potential. Therefore,

∂Veff
∂ζ

= 2
(
m2 − µ2

)
ζ = 0, (A.11)
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which leads to ζ = 0 unless |µ| = m. The physical properties of a system are often determined
by an intensive variable conjugate to the chemical potential which is defined as the number
density of the conserved charge. If |µ| = ζ, the number density is

ρ =
1

βV

(
∂ lnZ

∂µ

)
T,V

= −2mζ2 + ρ∗(β, µ = m), (A.12)

where

ρ∗ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

(
1

eβ(ω−m) − 1
+

1

eβ(ω+m) − 1

)
(A.13)

where the case µ = −m is similar. If the temperature decreases with fixed number density,
the chemical potential will decrease until the point in which |µ| = m holds [264]. If the
temperature declines further, then the number density is greater than ρ∗ which implies that

ζ2 =
ρ∗(β, µ = m)− ρ

2m
(A.14)

when the temperature is T < Tc, where Tc is the critical temperature obtained by the
equation

ρ = ρ∗(βc, µ = m). (A.15)

In the non-relativistic limit, the critical temperature is

Tc =
2π

m

(
ρ

ζ(3/2)

)2/3

, ρ≪ m3. (A.16)

In the ultra-relativistic limit, one obtains [264]

Tc =

(
3ρ

m

)1/2

, ρ≫ m3. (A.17)

When the bosons are massless, all the charge resides in the condensate at all temperatures.
Finally, the behavior of chemical potential as a function of the number density and the
temperature indicates that a second-order phase transition takes place at the critical tem-
perature [61, 264, 265]. Namely, the order parameter ζ declines continuously to zero as the
temperature rises from zero to the critical temperature, while ζ vanishes for higher tempera-
tures. At zero temperature, all the conserved charge resides in the zero-momentum mode as
a Bose-Einstein condensate. However, as the temperature increases, a part of the charge is
excited out of the condensate. At some point, the temperature is high enough to thermally
disorder the condensate.

Could we associate a chemical potential with a gauge symmetry? We shall consider
the Lagrangian density (1.8) in the Higgs model to showcase the answer to this important
question. The Lagrangian density (1.8) is invariant under the U(1) gauge transformations
and a conserved current exists

jµ = iϕ (∂µ − ieAµ)ϕ
∗ − iϕ∗ (∂µ + ieAµ)ϕ (A.18)
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As a result, the chemical potential is associated with the charge,

Q = i

∫
d3x [ϕ (∂t − ieA0)ϕ

∗ − ϕ∗ (∂t + eA0)ϕ] (A.19)

Analogously, the partition function in the Higgs model can be cast into the form [264]

Z =

∫
P

DAµDϕDϕ∗ det

(
∂F

∂ω

)
δ(F ) exp

{∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d3xLc

}
.

where the usual normalization factor is omitted, the determinant relates the integration
measure between different gauges and the Lagrangian density is

Lc = −1

4
FµνF

µν+
(
∂ν − ieAν − iµδν0

)
ϕ∗ (∂ν + ieAν + iµδν0)ϕ−m2ϕ∗ϕ−λ(ϕ∗ϕ)2 . (A.20)

which differs from the Lagrangian density (1.8) due to the inclusion of the chemical potential.
The partition function does not depend on the chemical potential if the gauge field is shifted
as follows

Aν → Aν −
µ

e
δν0 . (A.21)

However, an additional term should be introduced in the Lagrangian density (A.20) to
compensate for the charge density of the scalar field and lead to an electrically neutral
system [264]. The form of this term should be eAνJν , where Jν = J0δν0 is a constant
background charge density. Namely, this term makes the system neutral without considering
vanishing chemical potential and thermodynamic equilibrium can be established. The zeroth
component of the background charge density is obtained by imposing

⟨Âν⟩ = 0 . (A.22)

The complex scalar field is parameterized as

ϕ = ζ +
ϕ1 + iϕ2√

2
(A.23)

with expectation value
⟨ϕ̂⟩ = ⟨ϕ̂∗⟩ = ζ . (A.24)

Now the equations of motion can be directly derived by the Lagrangian density (A.20) [264]:[
∂2 + 2iµ∂0 − µ2 +m2 + ie(∂νAν) + 2ieAν∂

ν − e2AνAν − 2eµA0

]
ϕ = 2λ(ϕ∗ϕ)ϕ (A.25)

and
−∂2Aν = ie (ϕ ∂νϕ∗ − ϕ∗∂νϕ) + 2eϕ

(
eAν + µδν0

)
ϕ∗ + eJν . (A.26)

Thus, we substitute (A.23) into the equations of motion (A.25) and (A.26) and then compute
the grand canonical average of the equations assuming no mixing to obtain

Jν = −µδν0
(
2ζ2 + ⟨ϕ2

1⟩+ ⟨ϕ2
2⟩
)

(A.27)
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and
ζ2 = 0 (A.28)

or

ζ2 =
1

2λ

(
−m2 + µ2 + e2⟨A2⟩ − 3λ⟨ϕ2

1⟩ − 3λ⟨ϕ2
2⟩
)

(A.29)

A similar approach was followed by Linde and Kirzhnits [70], but they also added the QED
Lagrangian as a fermion sector in the Higgs model. Subsequently, a non-vanishing fermion
chemical potential was introduced on account of the QED conserved current, ψγµψ. On the
other hand, the chemical potential of bosons was considered to vanish. More specifically, a
bosonic current is conserved in this theory and a chemical potential can be associated with
this current which is inserted in the partition function [70]. In this case, this additional term
implies the addition of a background current in the Lagrangian density, similar to the one in
the Higgs model above. However, no charged particles are present in the Lagrangian density
to create this additional background source. Hence, in this theory, the chemical potential
of bosons is required to vanish as a necessary condition [70]. In summary, in the Higgs
model [264], a chemical potential is introduced on account of a conserved current and it is
included in the partition function. As a consequence, the zeroth component of the gauge
field is shifted by a term that cancels the chemical potential from the partition function
which then appears by the addition of a constant background current.

In the framework of the Standard Model, four currents are conserved above the elec-
troweak critical temperature as the gauge group SU(2)L × U(1)Y has four independent
generators which were introduced in the first chapter. On the other hand, after spontaneous
symmetry breaking the electromagnetic current is the only conventionally conserved current.
In Ref. [264] the chemical potential associated with the electromagnetic current is consid-
ered. The procedure is similar to the Higgs model but by far more complex. It was shown
that a second-phase transition occurs in this context and the critical temperature increases
with the electric charge density neglecting the radiative corrections.

At very high temperatures, if a charge is violated at a rate lower than the Hubble expan-
sion rate, it can be considered conserved [267]. In the Standard Model with zero neutrino
masses, the baryon number B and the nf flavor lepton numbers Li are global conserved
charges below the critical temperature of the electroweak phase transition. Above this crit-
ical temperature, the difference

Ni =
B

nf
− Li (A.30)

is only conserved, where i = 1, ..., 3 counts the fermionic generations. One could also assign a
chemical potential to the charge formed by the addition of the baryon and lepton number, but
electroweak sphalerons rapidly violate this charge. If the early Universe experienced a period
of inflation, it can be assumed that the initial values of the conserved charges are practically
zero. However, a number of mechanisms, such as leptogenesis and baryogenesis should have
generated at least the non-zero charges that one observes in the current Universe, such as
the baryon number. In addition, the values of the charges and equivalently the chemical
potentials are small, so that the free energy1 is obtained at the lowest non-trivial order

1The dependence of the free energy on the chemical potential is determined by its second derivatives at
vanishing chemical potential, which are known as susceptibilities.
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O(µ2) [267,268]. For instance, the chemical potential associated with the baryon number is
estimated to have a very small cosmological value [71], of the order 10−9. As a result, the
absence of the chemical potential does not significantly affect our calculations.

Above the critical temperature, the hypercharge and the weak isospin are conserved gauge
charges that are related to the generators of the gauge group SU(2)L × U(1)Y . The gauge
group has four generators, which have been presented in the first chapter. However, one
selects two mutually commuting conserved charges out of the four gauge charges in order
to be associated with chemical potentials. The corresponding chemical potentials cannot
be considered arbitrarily since in thermodynamic equilibrium the system is neutral with
respect to the gauge charges. This implies that the values of these chemical potentials are
fixed and functions of the temperature and the chemical potentials associated with global
charges [269].

Taking into consideration the above discussion, the absence of chemical potentials in the
Standard Model effective potential shown in the previous chapter can be a reliable approach,
especially in cosmology. This has been further motivated by the predictions of Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis which rely on this assumption, while the observed baryon asymmetry of the
Universe corresponds to a chemical potential µ ≃ 10−10T [61].
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Appendix B

One-loop Beta Functions

In the MS renormalization scheme, the RGEs for the parameters of the real singlet extension
are given by

16π2βλH = 24λ2H − 3
(
3g2 + g′2 − 4y2t

)
λH +

1

2
λ2HS +

3

8

(
3g4 + 2g2g′2 + g′2

)
− 6y4t (B.1)

16π2βλHS
= 4λ2HS +

(
12λH + 6λS + 6y2t −

9

2
g2 − 3

2
g′2
)
λHS (B.2)

16π2βλS = 18λ2S + 2λ2HS (B.3)

16π2βg = −19

6
g3 (B.4)

16π2βg′ =
41

6
g′3 (B.5)

16π2βgs = −7g3s (B.6)

16π2βyt =
9

2
y3t −

(
9

4
g2 +

17

12
g′2 + 8g2s

)
yt (B.7)

where the one-loop beta function can be written as

βg = µ
dg

dµ
. (B.8)
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