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ABSTRACT: We compute the one loop effective action for a Quantum Field Theory
at finite temperature, in the presence of background gauge fields, employing the Heat-
Kernel method. This method enables us to compute the thermal corrections to the
Wilson coefficients associated with effective operators up to arbitrary mass dimension,
which emerge after integrating out heavy scalars and fermions from a generic UV theory.
The Heat-Kernel coefficients are functions of non-zero background ‘electric’, ‘magnetic’
fields, and Polyakov loops. A major application of our formalism is the calculation of
the finite temperature Coleman-Weinberg potentials in effective theories, necessary for
the study of phase transitions. A novel feature of this work is the systematic calculation
of the dependence of Polyakov loops on the thermal factors of Heat-Kernel coefficients
and the Coleman-Weinberg potential. We study the effect of Polyakov loop factors
on phase transitions and comment on future directions in applications of the results
derived in this work.
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1 Introduction

The determination of the nature of the electroweak phase transition is of great interest
as a first order phase transition (FOPT) would be useful for explaining electroweak
baryogenesis [1-3]. A FOPT in the early universe will also produce stochastic gravita-
tional waves, which may be observable in Earth or Space-based gravitational wave de-
tectors or Pulsar-Timing Arrays. The frequency spectrum of the GW signals is related



to the temperature of the FOPT; therefore, particle physics models’ phase transitions
are directly testable in GW observations [4].

In the Standard Model lattice calculations have shown that the electroweak phase
transition is of first order for Higgs mass my < 68 GeV [5, 6] which implies that in the
SM with Higgs mass my =~ 125GeV, the EW phase transition is a smooth crossover.
The addition of dimension-6 operators in a SMEFT gives FOPT for a Higgs mass as
high as (myg < 170 GeV) for even a low cut-off scale A < 800 GeV [7-9] and with
the possibility of observations in gravitational wave detectors [8]. UV extensions of
the Standard Model have been constructed, and collider bounds dark matter direct
detection bounds on the parameters show the existence of a viable parameter space in
the BSM models where a FOPT is achieved by the 125 GeV SM Higgs [10-12].

Standard Model Effective Field Theories (SMEFT) can be used as efficient ways
of studying many classes of UV extensions of SM by the addition of higher dimensions
operators suppressed by powers of the cut-off scale A, which is of the order of the masses
of the heavy fields of the UV theory integrated out. While it would be more efficient to
study the problem of EW-phase transitions in the SMEFT framework, a comparison of
predictions of UV complete models with those of effective theories shows a mismatch of
parameters space for FOPT between the two [13, 14]. It is noted that in the parameter
space for achieving FOPT, dimension-8 operators become of the same magnitude as
dimension-6 operators [14], which raises the question of the efficacy of using SMEFT
studying phase transitions [15]. There is also an issue of non-decoupling of the heavy
field mass parameter in the light field effective potential in cases of heavy-light mixing
in the UV theory [16-19].

Heat-Kernel is one of the finest among the existing methods to compute one loop
effective action [20-25]. This method can be easily extended to accommodate the
scenarios where the heavy fields are integrated out, leading to effective action at one
loop or beyond. Recently, in a series of papers, the one-loop effective action has been
computed up to dimension eight for scalars and fermions [23-25]. Similar results have
been extended beyond one loop in [26, 27]. All these constructions are done for zero
temperature field theory. There are attempts to extend the very similar idea for finite
temperature for some specific low energy QCD scenarios [28]. We highlight in this
work that it is possible to establish relations among the zero-temperature Heat-Kernel
coefficients (HKCs) with the ones in the presence of finite temperature (7). In the case
of T' # 0, the truncation of the asymptotic series in Schwinger parameter (t) is not
straightforward as different powers of the parameters mentioned above contribute to
the same HKC. We discuss the method to compute 7' # 0 HKCs in great detail up to
dimension-6 effective operators, and that can be generalised further if required.

In order to study phase transitions, one has to calculate the Coleman-Weinberg



(CW) effective potential [29, 30], which is a one-loop effective theory obtained by ex-
panding a scalar field around a fixed background and integrating out the short distance
quantum fluctuations. Dolan and Jackiw first worked out the finite temperature cor-
rections to the CW potential [31] using the real-time diagrammatic method and the
imaginary time path integral formalism. This procedure needs to be augmented by
replacing the light field masses with their hard-loop thermal corrections in a procedure
known as Daisy resummation, first advocated by Parwani [32] and Arnold-Espinosa
[33]. The thermal resummation for multi-field potentials is carried out in [34]. Fi-
nally, the finite-temperature effective theory of the SM is presented as effective theory
3-dimensional theory in [35-38] using diagrammatic techniques. All these different
approaches to the finite temperature effective potential yield quantitatively different
results as was surveyed in [39, 40]. In this paper, we compute the effective action at
finite temperatures by starting from a UV theory and integrating out the heavy scalar

bosons and fermions. The order m?*

corrections give the free energy, and this is used
for computation of the thermal Coleman-Weinberg effective potential for light scalars
-like the standard model Higgs. The next order, m? correction, gives the thermal mass.
We compute the thermal corrections to the effective action at each order of expansion
in the heavy mass scale 1/m to consistently match the order of the effective action
term. We illustrate our results by computing the thermal Coleman-Weinberg potential
of the Higgs arising from an integrated out heavy scalar and discuss its implication in
phase transitions. We also give the derivation of the finite temperature non-Abelian
generalisation of the Euler-Heisenberg effective action of QED [41] by integrating out
heavy fermions. This effective action has applications in quark-gluon plasma [28], in
the calculation of the Schwinger mechanism [42] and the Casimir effect [43, 44].

A novel feature of the effective potentials obtained from integrating out heavy
gauged fields is the emergence of the Polyakov loop [45] contribution to the effective
potential. The Polyakov loop (PL), defined as Q = Fe:cp{—foﬁ Ao(zo, x;)dzo} was
first introduced in the context of QCD as a useful order parameter that distinguishes
the confined phase from the deconfined phase of quarks at finite temperature [45, 46].
Physically, it represents the free energy (or equivalently, pressure) associated with the
unconfined quarks in a thermal bath of gluons. In a general SU(N) gauge theory,
the contribution Polyakov loop in the effective action up to quartic order in € was
computed by Weiss [47]. In the context of QCD, the PL contribution to the quark-
gluon pressure was computed by [48, 49], and a calculation of a background Polyakov
loop potential using functional integrals was carried out in [50, 51]. The contribution
to phase transitions from Polyakov loops has been studied in the context of composite
Higgs models [52], dark sector non-Abelian gauge theories [51] and in the QCD phase
transition [53]. In this paper, using the Heat-Kernel method of obtaining the effective



action at finite temperature by integrating out heavy bosons and fermions gives us
a systematic procedure for including the contribution of Polyakov loop terms to all
orders. We then study the implications of Polyakov loops for phase transitions.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the Heat-Kernel
method and use it for calculating the effective action at finite temperatures by inte-
grating out heavy scalars in the UV theory. In Section 3, we derive the expressions
for the finite temperature effective action resulting from integrating out fermions. In
Section 4, we give the general procedure for the consistent calculations of the Coleman-
Weinberg effective potential in effective theories, and we illustrate this with a simple
example of calculation of CW potential on integrating out a heavy scalar. In Section 5,
we discuss the implications of our results in phase transitions. In Section 6, we discuss
the contributions of Polyakov loops to the effective potential and study their implica-
tion for phase transitions. In Section 7, we summarise our results and point to future
applications. In Appendix A, we give the detailed steps of derivations and list all the
Heat-Kernel with their associated thermal factors used in the paper.

2 Finite temperature Effective Action

At zero temperature, we define the quantum field theory in d + 1 = 4 dimensional
space-time. The effective action for a theory having a strong elliptic operator of the
form A = D?+m?+U, where m is the mass term and U = 3 <Z>T 5
of the theory, is given in terms of Heat-Kernel coefficients: b; [20-25]

captures the interaction

bo=1,by =U, by =U?+ G2 + = UW,

6 " 3
1 1 1
bg == U3 - §(UN) —UG2 - ]__O(JV)2 + 1_5GuuGqupu
1 1
+EUuu,u,u - %[Dua [Dua [D,,, ']M]”v (21>

where U,, = [D,,[D,,U]], current J, = [D,,G,], and G, = [D,,D,] is the field
tensor with D, = IDE :
To compute the finite temperature effective action, we will adopt a very similar trajec-
tory as discussed in Ref. [28]. To generalize the effective action computation at finite
temperature, i.e., ' # 0, we will start with a (d + 1) dimensional Euclidean manifold
as My x R'. Here, M, is the d-dimensional spatial manifold, and R! is the additional
non-compact time direction. We will compactify this direction using periodic boundary
conditions

Ot + 5,x) =+ d(t,x), (2.2)



where the + sign is for bosons and — sign for fermions and 5 = 1/T, where T is
the temperature. Note that the periodic boundary condition is employed only for
the wave functions along the R' component. Thus, the fields in the d-dimensional
manifold have no boundary, and thus, no boundary condition is imposed along these
directions. Here, we have (d 4 1) dimensional Euclidean coordinates: p € {i,0} with
1 =1,..,d is the space-time manifold coordinates. Similarly, Df = 0, + A, is realised
with 9, = {0;,00}, and A, = {A;, Ap}. Now, when we consider a background SU(N)
gauge theory, A, = A%T* where a = 1,..,(N* — 1), and T are SU(N) generators in
fundamental representation. It is worth mentioning that both A; and Ay will carry
gauge charges, depending on the gauge quantum number of the field being integrated
out.
The working Lagrangian of the real scalar field in (d + 1) dimensional Euclidean*
manifold is given as
L=¢'(=D*+m?*+ U)o, (2.3)

where D? = DZ + D? is the covariant derivative in Euclidean space = (D,)*(D*).

The effective Lagrangian is given as [22-25, 28]
< dt
ﬁeff = Cs tr / 7K, (24)
0

where ¢; = 1/2(1), and —1/2 for real(complex) bosons and fermions, respectively.
The interaction Lagrangian is related to the other thermodynamic quantities as L.fy =
—V (potential) = —F (free-energy) = p(pressure). Here, the trace of the HK K (¢; z, z; A)
is given as '

—tA d**'p —m2t —(=D24U)t
trK (62,25 A) = (zle”? ) :/ (27?)56 <at|e |p> (p|x) (2.5)

_ 12/ d’p oMt o= [=(Ditip:)*~Q>+U)]t (2.6)
52~ ] Qny | |

Here, we perform the integration over the additional direction (denoted as 0) using
periodic boundary condition, and that leads to the sum over py, which is the so-called

Matsubara frequency pg = 2”7”, with n € Z. Here, we normalize the zero-momentum

state as (z|0) = 1. We define Q = Dy + ipy = Jo + Ao + ipo, and the thermal Wilson
loop, known as the Polyakov loop, as

zo+03
Qz;) =T e:zp{—/ Ao(xé],:zi)datz)}, (2.7)

*Now onward, we will use all the fields and in Euclidean space and E-index will be suppressed.
tWe are using all negative Euclidean metric.



where T is the path-ordering.

Here, we work with a modified temporal gauge DyAy = 0, which is a residual one
of gauge choice Ay = 0. For Ay not having explicit temperature, i.e., xq dependence,
Polyakov loop reduces to Q(z;) = e #40@) = ¢=8Do a5 due to periodicity e #% = 1
[28].

Then,

tr K (t; ¢, x; A) oMt p[=(Ditipi)*+Q>~U)]t (2.8)

BZZ m% (v - 2,03 (2.9

SZZ g U - @, o )

Recall that the zero temperature HKCs, for d-dimensional Euclidean manifold, are
given as

1 1
bo=1,b, = U, b2 =U*+ —G?j - gUii, (2.11)
1 1 1
f— 3 — 2 _— .. . .
bs = U° + 2(U) + = UG 10(J) 15G,]G]ka,
1 1
+1—0(U)n'jj - %[Di, [Dj, [Dj, Jil]]- (2.12)

Let us define the thermal wave function as [28]

oS t/57) = (drt) i 30 QR (213)

__271mn

Po="g5"

Thus, in the presence of temperature, i.e., T" # 0, by can be written in terms of the
thermal wave function, for bosonic case,t as [28]

ol /) = (dmt) Ve = SO (aye (214)

where the 4+ and — signs are for bosonic and fermionic fields, respectively, taking care
of periodic and anti-periodic boundary conditions, respectively. We will formulate the

In case of fermion this modifies as Q@ — —€. In the next part, we will use it to compute the
effective action for the fermions.



prescription for Scalar Quantum Field Theory (SQFT) and then discuss how this can
be generalized for fermion fields.® Here, we have used the following property [28]

> Flim + Do) = Y. Flin - 5in 0). (2.15)

Note that after incorporating the thermal effects, the interaction term U is modified to
(U — @?%), and that is why the b,’s are accordingly modified as follows

bo=1,b =U —Q* by = (U — Q2)2 + lG? - %(U — QY (2.16)
1 1
by = (U - Q) + [(U Q*)i* + (U QG 10(J) 15GmeGm
1
+1—0(U — Q%)iijj — %[Di, [Dj, [Dy, Ji]ll, (2.17)

where, U;; = [D;, [D;, U]]. Comparing above two equations between b, and by, we can
express by in terms of by

k k 24\ k k
(08 ouymy (S0 (@0 (1)
Zb’“ T %:b’” k! =2 Rl e

k2,ks3

B S A oty (2.18)

2 ks
et kslko!

Now, by matching the coefficients of ¢"* from both sides, we find m = ky = ko + k3. We
give the finite temperature HKCs in Appendix A.1 explicitly, and we agree with results
in Ref. [28] depicted in different forms.

The trace of the Heat-Kernel is computed as [28]

trK (t; 2, ; A) =3 ZZ g e @ (U — Q2 D2)( kf)k. (2.19)

Our primary focus is to compute the effective action up to dimension six terms, i.e.,

$Here, we define g4y = Ag and later to revive the effect of g we can replace Log(Q2) by LO%(Q).



up to k = 3. Thus,
e e by — byt 4 bot? /2! — bst® /3]

trK (4, x,z;A) = trK(ta:xA)blg—ﬁZ

d
2

t)

- B Z 7 e et [BO — byt + Byt + QDBot”
)2

[b0+b + Qb+ Q%L + Q? b3T4]

:% L ge_mztz

po

gerzt — i)lteQZt + B1t2€Q2t + BgtzQeQZt

[bot?’ Q2 bT £ Q% | bT 0 Q% | Eng £ Q2 Q% | 53T4 £ QP eQ%}]

1
= e e | oo — bito + Bit*po + Bat*p;

(4mt) 2

[bot?’ 0o + DTt o + BL t9/2 oy + BT 2 g + DT, 13/ ¢3} (2.20)
Here, the the thermal HKCs (THKCs) are computed as, see appendix A.1

[;0 = 1 [;1 = U
by = b3 + bL, + QUL
by = (3!) |09+ bl +Q b, + Q* bly + Q% bL, . (2.21)

Here, we identify the zero temperature HKC b = [U2 — 21U + £(Gy)?], and the
finite temperature effects are captured through b3, = $[2E? + Ejo — 3Up), b3, =
—2Q[Ey — 3Uy]. To proceed further let us define b2 = B, + QB where 2B, = bO + b217

3L -
and 2By = bL,. We also define,

B = 2Vt ) - e+ %U(GUV RO U~ (0

BT = % — Unooo — 2(Up)? — Uy + 2UgoU + %[QEZ-OOEZ- 4 B2 — 2UE; — UiEy — ExUj]
+ %[QEMEJ']' +4k; By + 4EjEiij +2F; By + 2B B + Eiinj]]

bl, = % | — 4Uooo + 200 — 4UaU + [2UE +2E,U; — 6EE; — 2B, Ey| + 110[ QEW]]

bi; = % :4U00 — Ui + 2E7 + Eyo + 2Ei2:|; by, = % [_ QE“] (222)




Now, we are ready to write down the effective Lagrangian in terms of THKCs as

dt
ﬁeff = Cg tr / —K
o ¢

0 dt 2ee—m t _ _ _ _
=g tr / — 'uidﬂ bogo — bitdo + Bit?do + Bot* ¢y
o b (4rmt) >

— B3 G0+ BEE® 0o+ By 1772 6+ By 12 6 + B, 497 M]
= ¢, tr léou[o; 0] — b10[0; 1] + By1[0; 2] + B,l[1;3/2]

- [Z)gu[o; 3] + by 1[0 3] + b, 0[155/2] + by 125 2] + b, 1[3; 3/2]}] . (223)

Here, we define the following integral

. B It lu2ee—m2t l . 9
[k; 1] _/0 — 7(47”@1 ¢ ou(t/57)

_ [t pem Z 12k Q% (2.24)
ot (47t)% .

27rn

Recall that, here Q = Dy + ipy = 12"7” — %Log(Q) = %[n + 5= Log(Q)]. Define,

n= 2; Log(Q) € R, and nn ¢ Z where n € Z. Thus, the previous integral can be written
in the following form

© dt p2eemmt 1 271k R
[k 1 :/ e A - N
a=, o (4nt)s ﬁzn: gl
_ dt e r2mink (204n—d)/2,~m?t et
_Z / T B [_] [+ 1)t (dn)i

25 S
3 ) el [ e D 0 3 0
(4m) 0

Define, N = m? + (7”) (n+n)% and R = (2l +k —d —2)/2, then we have the following
integral

1
| = dt the M= __— T(R+1
| - R+ )

i+ (2;) (n+7)?] S dr(W), (2.26)



which leads us in (2.25) the form for the different [(k,[) as in terms of a summation
over the Matsubara frequency,

2e

[k 1 :; [%]km[nm] m? +(2;) (nm)z]_wr(W).

We perform the sum over the Matsubara frequency as follows,

Z[n+ﬁ]k{m + <2w) (n+ﬁ)2] = = Z<27T)(d A=k) +ﬁ]k[(ﬁ2—r)2+(”+ﬁ)2rT

B

n

_Z<27T)(d 2l—k) [n—i-ﬁ]k
|(n+n) + I mg|k+t2—d

~(Emyeh U d* G(x)
-\ I (2l —d +j) &~ da*

Here, we define mg = 22, and 7 = 5= Log(Q2), (n + i) + m3 = |(n+n) 41 mg|* and
we introduced the function G(k;x) = — +1i e where x € Rt. The summation

[(n41)
of this function over Matsubara frequencies can then be written in terms of Epstein-

functions. We can write

o0

- 1
2 CGlkiz) = n;w ((n+ i)z + 1 mg|2

1 > 1
= @—d) Z (21—d)/2
|z ~\2 2
— [(n+n) +(mﬁ/x)]

_ 1 1-2s (s —1/2)
- a7

AT e -
+ ‘r?s)‘al PEVAC 12N cos(2mbyk) KY2K, o (2rk ©)),
k=1

1 20—d
= @9 [[E(mﬁ/m)<72 ;L fl)], (2.27)

where C' = mg/x,a1 = 1,0y =7, s = (2l — d)/2, and we define [54]

[E(MB/x)<¥; 1: ) [Cl 25\/:1 (SF—(Sl)/2)

ATS -
k=1

— 10 —




Therefore the sum over the Matsubara frequency can be expressed as

S I+ al [m + (?) (n+ﬁ)2]_2l+§d (2.28)
].

_9]— k k
B I*_ (2 — d + j) dak L]z | 2 7 _1

Now, after performing the sum the final and compact form of the integral is given
as

r2minh o 2m\@-2-k) (—1)k Atk—d
wi= 5 s (3) e )

d* 1 20—d
B DR o COCVED N P P~
dax* [\x|(2l—d) [[E ' ( 2 L n)h

Here, we must set d = 3 — 2¢ to recover the thermally corrected effective action for a

(2.29)

r=1

four-dimensional theory.

2.1 Effective Action: Without Polyakov Loops

We use the generalised Chowla-Selberg formula [55] derived in [56, 57], in the limit
in which Polyakov loop contribution vanishes, i.e., by = 7 = 0, as ((—2m;0) = 0 for
meZt:

N [ L VTR —1/2) oy
_; ST 2 or(y)

> KTV Ky p@2rkr),  (2.30)
k=1

¥y tL/2

I'(y)

where r € R ¢ Z.
In the limit when we set the Polyakov loop contribution to zero, i.e., n — 0 = ) —
1, we find,

10:0) = i () 15 [( ma)* +2 €8 (g %d)]
- { 7r2ﬁ22 _o(nmp3) + 37;T2F(—2+e)(2;g )E}

2

= (S 2 2 Lkeme). @a

3272 m? 2 w232 —

- 11 -



We can evaluate the expressions for small and large mf as follows. For high
temperatures (mfS < m/2) we sum the Bessel series as shown in Appendix A.3 and

obtain
0:0] = (1 ATy 3 ) -+ 8[0;0]
T 3o (M) Ty TR ’

m* drp?. 3

n 327?2<1n( m2 )+§_7E>
m? 2 m? m* mpBe’E] 3

_ L _°

T8 T B 1252+(47r)2< Og[ dn ] 4)
2¢(3 6 02 5 84

_ K@) m 7 Gm B (2.32)

3 (4m)4 (4m)6
This result agrees with the expression of pressure of bosons at high temperatures [31]

m> 2 m? m* (Log[mﬁeq 3)

1273 * 90 B 24 2 *3 (47)2
¢(3)m° B*  ((5)m°p*
T T3@nt  2mp

p = ¢0[0;0] =

For low temperatures m/ > m/2 we can expand the Bessel function in (2.31) the
large argument limit,

()= (L) ery G et L (2:33)

95 — ok L k
2z po (—2)k E! z

where we have introduced the Pochhammer symbol ( ), defined as (z); = I[z+k]/T'[z].
We see that due to the exponential suppression, for mf > /2, the k = 1 term in the
Bessel sum in (2.31) dominates. Retaining just the & = 1 term in (2.31) and evaluating
the leading terms in the Bessel function expansion (2.33), we obtain the expression for
the boson pressure at the low temperature given by,

3/ 157  108/T\2 315 /T\3
L= 00 =T (57m) e it e () 1o o)
s 10 0] onT) € TS T 12s\m) T 1021 \m

10395(T>4 } (2.34)

32768 \m
We can evaluate the other coefficients [[/; k] in the high and low (mf) limits in the
same way. The expressions for some other [[/; k]’s in the mf < /2 limit useful for the

computation of phase transitions in effective theories up to dimension-6 are calculated

- 12 —



in Appendix A.3 and are listed below

2 d 2 —d
101) = i (5) " TS| Omay s 205 T)]
E
:8i< ™m? _1+7E) 2BZ _1(nmp)
4
— {8m— (n( ZT )—1+7E) +5[0;1]}
2 2
_ 8ﬂ (111(47;? )—1 +7E)
m 1 m? mpeY 1 2m* 32
BT RTY: @{Log[ Ar ] - 5} ) B - (239)
2 opNd4 4 4—d
002 = 5o m () 1) [( my) 42 05 (m; T)]
4 =
~ o ()~ 8 + 5 3 Kalam)
n=1
2
_ 1617T2 <1n(4;’“2‘ )—vE) +5[0;2]
1 Amp? 1 1 (1. rmBe’r  C3T(3) rmpB2
1672 (hl( m? )_VE) * 8rmp R{i [ 47 ] —2(27m)2 [T]
5)T(5) fmB714
5] ) (2:30
e 2m\d-6 _ 6—d 6—d
03] = 5o <F> P(T)[(m ) 6+d+2@8<m57 —)]
1 I &
~ 16m2m2 i 8m2mT Znﬂ(l(nmﬁ)
1
- m + 8[07 3]
! ! g L5 ) (2.37)

= Tom2m? | srmPB | 22 )2C()_ (476

Employing the Heat-Kernel coefficients listed in (2.21) and (2.22) with the thermal

- 13 —



factors I(k, 1), the complete effective action is given as

Lo = [tr[éo] 1[0; 0] — tr [by] 1[0; 1] + tr [By] 1]0;2] + tr [By] 1[1;3/2]

—tr [z}gu[o; 3] + 6L,00; 3] + BL, I[1;5/2] + BF, 0]2; 2]]] (2.38)
Tty 1 1 N 1/
— ¢, tr|1[0;0] — U 0051] + 5 (2~ Ui+ (Gy) )+ §<2EZ. + Eio — 3Uso ) | 1[0;2]

1 - . . - -
—g(EZ-Z- - 3U0> 1[1;3/2] — [bgu[o;?,] BT 0[0; 3] + BL, 0[1;5/2] + BT, 1[2; 2] + B, 1[3; 3/2]}].
2.2 Effective Action: With Polyakov Loops

When the scalars and fermions in the loop or the heat bath carry gauged charges, the
thermal factors of the HKC are from (2.28) and (2.29), given by

m* A p? 3 m? o= 1 .
10; 0] = (m( m’; )+ 5 — 7E> +oam >~ = cos(2mni)K_a(nmp),
n=1

3272 2
2 2

m dmm m =1 .
0[0; 1) = ) <ln(7) -1+ ’YE) + 5775 Z - cos(2mnn)K_;(nmp),
n=1

1 A7 1 — .
0[0; 2] = 62 (IH(W) - “YE) + = Zcos(Qﬂnn)[Ko(nmﬁ),
n=1

1 1

00; 3] = 627 + e nz::ln cos(2mnn)Ki (nmp). (2.39)

We evaluate the expressions for lg[0, 0] with Polyakov loop contribution in for the case
mp < /2 and 7 < 1/(27) as follows. In this limit, we can rewrite the sum as follows
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(see appendix for detailed evaluation)

Sal0,0] = 7r2ﬁ2 Z — cos(2mnn)K_o(nmp3)
m? == 1 (27ni)%9(—1)1
- S s
P = 1 @)k (-1t 1
- 7:;52 Zﬁ( 7m()2q)(‘ ) o2 K-2(nmp)
q=0 n=1
2mn

i) {1 [ 0y (g =+ L[R2

4 2

(mp)?

b [~ 2O LA (2 + -2 [Bo0) + Si3) - m(may2)]}

+Z[_%ﬁ}2r+2m{%[_ﬁ

(2.40), we obtain the expression for the pressure

]qur 429+ D0(2r + 2 + 1)}.

Evaluating the terms up to (8m)® in
in the high temperature mf < /2 and as a perturbative expansion in the Polyakov
loop factor n < 1/27 given by

m! sm 3 72 (1 — 30n?)

= — 1 )24 p2 - v
(1+6n*)m*  dmi’m = m’ N B*m® (6n2¢(5) + ¢(3)) (2.41)

1232 1533 673 38474 ' '
For low-temperature applications, we compute
m? = 1 N
L = ¢s5q[0;0] = 225 Z = cos(2mnn)K_o(nmp), (2.42)
n=1

in the mf > m/2 limit. Using (2.33), we see that the n = 1 dominates exponentially,
and we obtain the expression for the boson pressure with Polyakov loop contribution

given by
m \3/2 15T 108 ,T\2 315 /T\3
() e e 1 BT LY T
Lo onr) € cos@mn) L+t el 1024 \m
10395 /T \ 4
iy S NI 2.4
+32768<m) } (2.43)
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3 Integrating out Fermions

In the case of fermions [24], the Lagrangian is given as

,Cf = \II(P —my — 2)\11, (31)

where ¥ = S + iRv; with S, R are the scalar fields. The operator (P —m; — X) is
weak-elliptic operator. After performing bosonization, we can rewrite this operator as
a strong elliptic operator and compute the effective action following the similar HK
method adopted for bosons. Here, the functional form of the HKCs remains unaltered
after the following redefinition [24]

Py = Py — iR (3.2)
1

U= Us =2mg% = 20, G + S? +3R* — (PS) +iv’(RS+ SR);  (3.3)

G — Gu +iv° [y, P, R — v,P,R] + 20, R>. (3.4)

Here, we consider the spin-0 fields (R, S), and the gauge fields are background ones.
Then, we can write down the zero temperature HKCs for the fermion case as

1 1
bo=1,by = Uy, by =U} + ngw =3V (3.5)
Effective action after integrating out heavy fermion, we find a very similar effective
action, given in (2.23).

Loy =cy tr [50['1?[0;0] — byl p[0; 1] + Byl[0; 2] + Bylg[0;3/2]
— |B9010; 3] + B3, 0(0; 3] + B, 0p[155/2] + BE, D2 2]}] . (36)

Note that the THKCs (l;i,gij,f?i), for fermions, are of similar forms as for bosonic
case, given in previous section, incorporating the redefinition given in Eq. 3.2 with an
additional trace over gamma-matrices as the HKCs are matrices in Clifford space.
Here, the ¢,,’s are the thermal wave function, which is anti-periodic for fermions.
We can still use the previous results, i.e., bosonic case, with a replacement 2 — —€,
and that implies that in case of fermions, iy = s=log(—Q) = (3 + ) € R, and 7 ¢ Z.
Thus, ny = 7y + 1/2, where 7, is the 7 in the bosonic case, see the previous section.
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In the case of fermion

0)(8) = ; 5(57;6!/2 m? + (%)2((n+ 1/2) + )] 2

2
= 203(0;0](28) — 1[0 0](8),
1(3) = W m? + (2%)2((71 +1/2)+7)’] ZP(Q%d)
~ 20500 1](26) — 15[0: 1](5). (37

Note that zero-mode contributions from [5[0; 0](23) and 15[0; 0](3) exactly cancel each
other. In general, we can write lg[k; ] = 20p[k; ](28) —Ug[k;[](5) V{k;(}, see appendix
for the general proof. For the case of zero Polyakov loops, using the bosonic integral
Ig[k; 1] given in (2.29) and listed in (2.35), we find:

)
{ 47T,LL)+§_7E>+[_ T2 N m?

6472 2 8(90 BY) " 2(24 B?)

m (o[ _é}_w+...}},

2 (47)? 4 3 (4m)4
(3.8)

With Polyakov loops, we have the finite temperature contribution of fermions in
the loop to the effective action, for n < 1/(27), is given by:

712 (1 —3072)  782mS (672
S0r(0,0) = -1 T B0T) _ O G0) + ¢0)

602 +1)m? 7wa*m  m? m 3
iy 4;;52) ~ o7 * 500 (log (%) - +ﬁ2§(3)) o (3.9)

If there are no background scalar ﬁelds but we have background gauge fields, then
we have Uy = —%JWGW = —zoM Z _1 G}, T* with Ts are generators of background
SU(N) gauge theory. Thus, tr[U fl = O as tr[T %] = 0, and the effective action is given
as

dt
»Ceff = Cy tr / —K
0
. /OO dt MZEe—mQt
= cy tr — —
50t )®
1

114 1

bopo — bitdo + Bit’ ¢y + B2t3/2¢1]

—%Q( M—BUO) 17[1;3/2]|. (3.10)
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Here, we have c¢; = —1/2 for fermions, and b = U7 = 5Us;; + 5(Giy)?l, bl = L2E7 +
Eiio—3Us ), b3y = —2Q[Ey; —3Uy,]. As tr[Us] = 0, we find b; will not contribute. The
other thermal HKCs are simplified further as by = 3 [(Gy;)? + E? —:Uy,,]. The effective
action (3.10) is the non-Abelian generalization of the Euler-Heisenberg effective action
of QED [41] at finite temperature.

Let us consider another scenario where heavy fermions are vector-like, and coupled
with the light scalar, i.e., SM like Higgs [58, 59]. This UV theory possesses CP-violation,
and once the heavy vector fermions are integrated out, CP-violating dimension-6 opera-
tors (HTH G Wé‘“’) generated. This CP violation may play a role in baryogenesis where
it is known that the CP violation in the standard model CKM matrix is not enough and
a new source of CP violation is required for generating successful baryogenesis [1-3].

4  Coleman-Weinberg potential from Finite Temperature Ef-
fective Action

In this section, we derive the effective potential of the light scalars from the effective
action at finite temperature (2.38) and (3.6), which we obtained after integrating out
heavy bosons or fermions respectively.

The effective action is the sum of the tree level action for the scalar for which
we want the effective potential arising from the one loop effective actions at finite
temperature,

Logs(61,8) = Liree + L7 (mu, T) + LiD (m, T). (4.1)

In the absence of gauge fields, the light field effective action after integrating out the
heavy bosonic fields, in the absence of gauge interactions of the heavy bosons is from
(2.38),
1
E;Ll) = ¢, tr[l][O;O](m, T) — U 0[0;1](m,T) + §(U2) 0[0; 2)(m, T")
— (U®) 10;3](m, T) + - - ] (4.2)
Here, U is defined from the tree-level UV interaction Lagrangian as

52£tree )
U(dr) = #, (4.3)

which is written in terms of ¢; using e.o.m of ¢,. Similarly, we can write the one loop
correction to the light field effective action from loops of light bosonic fields (of mass
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m,) at finite temperature as

£ = te[1[0; 0)(mu, T) — U, ”[0;1](mzaT)+%(Ul2) 0[0; 2)(mu, T)

— (UF) 100 3](mn, T) + -+, (4.4)
where U is ,
UZ(QSI) _ 0 ﬁtreae;;bhaqSl)’ (45)
]

written in terms of ¢; using e.o.m of ¢;,. In order to obtain a dimension-6 effective
theory, we need to retain terms of order U? and U? in (4.2) and (4.4), respectively.
The Coleman-Weinberg [29, 30] effective potential, which captures the infrared
dynamics of the light field, is obtained by integrating out the short-distance quantum
fluctuations around a constant (space-time independent) background ¢,. To calculate
the CW potential we write the light scalar ¢;(x, 8) = ¢p+ (%, 3) where ¢ is a constant
background field, and expand the effective action in powers of quantum-fluctuations

o(x, B),

0Lcss 1 52£eff
X,0)+ =
5¢l ¢>l:¢b(p( B) 2 6¢l2 1=y

Leps(d1,B) = Leps(dp) + o(x,8)>+---.  (4.6)

The linear term is eliminated by using the e.o.m of ¢; in the classical effective action

Ler(1, B).

e~ Vow (6.8) — /Dgo(x, B)e=Sess (@) o= [ 25 (0%Legs /067 6,= 0, 0(x.5)* (4.7)

The second derivative of the action evaluated at constant background is the effective
mass of the light field,

1 62
mgff@b) = 55752 (ﬁtree + ﬁl(l)(mz, T)+ Eﬁf)(m, T)) ’ (4.8)
i

b=y .
The effective mass-squared of light fields is the sum of three contributions: tree level,
one loop after integrating out light fields with mass m; and one loop contribution of
integrating out the heavy fields with mass m.

For integrating out ¢(x, 3), we can use the Heat-Kernel technique with mgff(gbb)
as the mass. Now U = 0 as the effective action is computed at a constant background.
In the HK expansion, we have by = 1 and by, = 0 for all £ = 2,3,.... We find that the
Coleman-Weinberg potential from the effective action after integrating out the heavy
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fields at finite temperature is, using (2.38) and (2.31), is given by,

Vow (¢, T) = ¢ tr[bo] 0[0;0](meys, T)
: . 3

where the thermal correction to the one loop CW potential, which for 7" > m/(2) is
given by the series (A.26),

2 2 3 4
mT g T g T My { [meffev] _ §}

s ) € ’T -
cs S[0; 0](meypys, T) 90 24 27 2 (4m)? ArT 4
C(3) ms;
By mey 41
3 (4m)*T? 1

The main ingredient in computing the thermal CW potential is calculation of the
effective mass m.sy at finite temperature in a given theory. For an effective theory, the
general expression for the thermal corrected effective mass of the light field, using (4.2)
and (4.4), can be written explicitly as

1
mgff(l)(ébb,T) =m; + §U1(¢l)

gt = () 10 1), T) + 5 (U(6))” 10020, T)

— (U7 (é0))" 1(0:3] (1, T)|

d1=0p
cn tr[— (U(en))” H[O;l](m,T)+%(U2(¢l))// 1[0; 2](m, T)

— (U%(¢n)™ 1[0;3](m, T)] : (4.11)

d1=0¢p

where primes acting on U denotes derivative w.r.t the light field ¢;. This is the effective
mass, including the one loop thermal corrections from the heavy fields and light fields,
and this is substituted in (4.9) to obtain the finite temperature Coleman-Weinberg
potential for an effective theory.

We summarise some of the salient features of the construction of the Coleman-
Weinberg potential of a scalar at finite temperature in an effective theory obtained by
integrating out the heavy fields:

e The thermal contribution to the effective action from the integrated out heavy
fields which are represented by terms of dimension-4 and dimension-6, [[0; 2](m, T'),
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and [[0; 3](m, T') respectively have not been considered in the earlier literature and
are essential for a consistent calculation of the thermal effective action and the
subsequent calculation of the thermal CW potential from such theories.

The thermal corrections to the light field effective mass from dimension-4 and
dimension-6 operators (U?)” and (U})” which are given by [[0;2](m,;,T) and
0[0; 3](mmy, T') have not been considered in the literature earlier when computing
the thermal CW potential of effective theories.

When we gauge interactions of the heavy fields, we find contributions in two ways.
The HK coefficients Ei,i =0,1,2,--- generalise to include terms with gauge fields
Goi, Gi; and gradients of spatial and temporal gradients of the potential U;, Uy,
etc. There is also a contribution from the Polyakov loops €2; and €2,. Here €
depends on the gauge charges of the light fields. In the case of Higgs potential,
; will arise from the SU(2) charge of the Higgs. The Polyakov loop contribution
of the heavy fields that have been integrated out will be present in €2, which will
depend on the gauge representations of the respective heavy fields.

Once we have obtained a light field EFT, we construct the effective Coleman-
Weinberg potential by integrating out the short wavelength fluctuations of the
light fields. In deriving (4.9), it is required that m.s; >~ U;(¢p) is the larger than
all the light field masses m; in the theory effective theory, as m.ss acts as the
infrared infrared regulator [60].

For this procedure to be valid, the tree level light field masses m; must obey the
constrain,

mi < Uy(¢y). (4.12)

The condition (4.12) gives us a criterion of which fields to treat as light and
which are to be treated as heavy fields with mass m discussed in Section 2. For
example, for evaluating the CW potential of the SM Higgs h we count the particles
with masses m; ( like top and W, Z) as light as their masses obey the condition
m? < —p? + $h? while particles with masses m which are heavier than the field
dependent effective Higgs mass m? > —u?+ %hz must be first integrated out using
the method of Section 2 to derive the effective action at a finite temperature of
the light Higgs, and then the CW potential can be calculated of the effective
Higgs theory.

In deriving the effective theory at finite temperature (2.38) and (3.6), the only
assumption made is m > m;. The temperature can follow any of the three
hierarchies " > m > my, T < m; < m or m > T > m;. The expressions for
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the 0[k; ](m,T"), which we reduce to sums of modified Bessel functions K, (nmg),
remain the same irrespective of the temperature hierarchy. One can then use
different asymptotic expansions of K,(nmf) for mf > n/2 or mfi < w/2 to
obtain the high or low-temperature expansions, respectively, depending on the
application at hand.

In the next sections, we give examples of singlet heavy scalars that are integrated
out to obtain the Higgs-EFT at finite temperature and the Coleman-Weinberg poten-
tial from this EFT. We elaborate on the effect of Polyakov loop contributions in the
Coleman-Weinberg potential, which, to our knowledge, has not been studied earlier,
and examine their role in determining the nature of phase transitions.

5 Phase transitions in effective theories

In this section, we will illustrate the calculation of phase transitions in effective theories,
which follows from the effective potential at finite temperature worked out in Section 4.
In this section, we will set the contributions of Polyakov loops and background gauge
fields to zero. We study in detail the effect of Polyakov loops in phase transition in
Section 6.

Specifically working in SMEFT, it was shown in [15] that phase transitions calcula~
tions from effective theories capture only a small slice of the parameter space requiring
a first-order phase transition (FOPT) compared to the calculation from the full UV
complete theory [7-14]. To see why this is so, we start with the SMEFT for the Higgs
boson H = %(O, h)T up to dimension-6 given by

1 1 1 1
Lofy = 5(0h)° ~ <§a2h2 + qaah’ + 6a6h6) : (5.1)

We fix some of the parameters on the zero temperature potential Vy(h) from (5.1) by
imposing the conditions

Vo) =0, Ve(h)| = miy = (125Gev)? (5.2)

h=v
with v = 246GeV. Imposing these conditions gives us ay = % (m3, — 2asv*) and a4 =

2
(% — 2@602) and we can express the potential as

1 1 (m? 1
Vo(h) = ~1 (mj — 2av*) B* + 1 (Whg — QaﬁvQ) Rt + 6a6h6, (5.3)
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The tree level effective Higgs mass is

m; = 0;Vo(h) = ag + 3ash® + 5agh*
2

1 3
= —imio + a61)4 + 5 (m—go — 4a602) h2 + 5a6h4. (54)
(%

When the heavy sector masses are very heavy compared to the SM Higgs mass and
the temperature hierarchy is m > T > my, then the thermal corrections to Higgs mass
from integrating out the heavy sector (4.2) are exponentially suppressed by the factor
e~™/T and we can drop these terms. The thermal corrections to the Higgs mass will
come from the SM fields in (4.4). Following this assumption, we can write the thermal

effective potential as a power of h as
V(h,T) = Vo(h) + Vi(my, T)
1 1 1
= —ay(T)h* + —=as(T)h* + —as(T)h* + - - (5.5)

2 2v/2 4

In the SMEFT, the total tree level and loop contributions to the coefficients are

~ L 4 2 (1 /mig 2 3 02 2 1L,

ay(T) = -3 (myy — 2agv?) + T (Z(Q—v? — 2a4v ) + 1—6(39 +4¢7) + R

1 1 1 3 2 m2 3/2

——y(T) = ———= BT = ——T (3¢ + 2(¢* + ¢*)** + 12v3( 222 — 2050?)
2\/§a3( ) 2\/5 AST < g+ 2(9 +g ) + \/7 202 aeV ’

~ Miy 2

iy(T) =~ (2—1)2 — agv ) (5.6)

The a3 coefficient, which is negative and which is crucial for phase transitions, arises
from gauge boson and Higgs loops and is dominated by the gauge boson contribution

1 3 9
3 3+_ 2+ / 3/2) ] 57
273n < g +509"+9") (5.7)

At the transition temperature 7, we must have V(h = v.,,T = T,) = 0. This phe-
nomenon can happen when the cubic term and quartic terms in (5.5) cancel among

~

themselves as the quadratic term is smaller than each of these terms for h > v. Solving
V(h =v.,T =1T.) =0 for T, we have

v, 2E _ 1 (39° + 3(g> + ¢')*?)

R, = — -
T. Q4 127 (m_io _ 2a6v2)

(5.8)

202

The condition for the first-order phase transition is R. > 1. If we have only the standard
model without the dimension 6-terms, then setting ag = 0 in (5.8), we have

v? 3, 3, 9 1273
= - /2
R, G2, (3g + 2(g +4") ) ) (5.9)
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Taking the weak coupling g*/(4m) = 1/29.5, we see that the condition R, > 1 in (5.9)
can be met only if the Higgs mass myo < 31.5 GeV. Therefore, in the standard model,
we do have an FOPT.

In SMEFT, keeping the contribution of the dimension-6 term in (5.8), we see that
the condition for FOPT, R. > 1, can be written the constraint on ag given by

Mo _g002) < - (367 1 2 (g2 1 g2 ) ~ 0.256 5.10
<2v2 6”)<12w(g+2(9+9) )_‘ ' (5.10)
The dimension-6 contribution requires to be fine-tuned so that the denominator in (5.8)
is small and the parameter space (5.10) for FOPT is therefore limited.

The contribution of the dimension-6 operators is significant when the heavy particle
mass scale ag ~ m™2 =~ (800GeV)~2 [7, 8]. This implies that for temperatures T >
m/(2m), the heavy particle thermal loop contributions from (4.2) must be included in
the light particle thermal potential (5.6). Heavy bosons will contribute to the cubic term
in (5.6), and this will give us extra parameter space for achieving FOPT. We illustrate
this with an example of Higgs coupling with a heavy scalar and the contribution of the
integrated out scalar in the Higgs phase transition.

5.1 Heavy scalar UV theory

We consider a UV theory with renormalizable coupling terms with a light scalar ¢ and
a heavy scalar ® of mass m given by

1 1
Viry = m*®* + §>\hc1>4 + 112D + M PPD + Ny d* D% + pgp®? + 5)\@4 +pie? . (5.11)

The lagrangian of the heavy field can be written as

ﬁUV:(I)(P2—m2—U)(I)+B(I)+h.C. (512)
where
U = M@ + A\ud® + 1120, (5.13)
and
B = md* + Mo’ . (5.14)

We need to integrate out the heavy field ® and obtain the effective potential in terms
of the light field ¢. We can use the e.o.m of ® to write U in terms of the light fields as
follows. e.o.m of ® is given by

(P*=m’-U)®=-B, (5.15)
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which can be expanded treating m? as the heavy scale as

1 1 (P?-U) (P?-U)?
O — — B=—(1 .. )B
(P2—m2-U) m2( + m2 + m +

~ —B. (5.16)

Using this, we can express (5.13) in terms of the light fields as

A

U= (Wﬁ + Ao ) + Ad? + fi20 (5.17)

The light field effective mass at tree level U; is

A
Ui(6) = 16" + Ng' + 3 (mz +00%) + T (1 + o) (5.18)
The heavy field effective mass at the tree level, which is used in (4.2), is

2 1 52VUV

. 1
Mefy = 2 §b2 ‘@:B/mQ (5.19)

One can compute the effective action more precisely by including the effects of
loops consisting of light-heavy scalar propagators. In that case, we need to work with
complete action as we can not disentangle the free part from the interaction part, see
Ref. [25]. Here, we are providing the sample structures of a few relevant terms :

Cy
»Ceff B (4 ) CtT[UZ] + Cijt’f’[UijUji] + CijktT[UijUijki]], (520)
where i,j,k € {1,2,..,n} for n-number of non-degenerate scalar fields. Here, U;; =
65(51)1_ with ®; is the scalar field with mass M;. For n = 2, a few sample C;’s can be

given as [25],

MY gy + M2

Ci = M{ +log(M; /11?); Cra = 1 — A2
12

1 ]\42
Ci2 = X7~ L,

5.2 SM Higgs + heavy singlet

log(M3/M3). (5.21)

To illustrate the general formalism developed in the earlier sections, we consider the
UV theory of SM Higgs interacting with a heavy singlet scalar ® [1]. The general gauge
invariant potential for the Higgs scalar (H”) = (1//2)(0, h) with scalar singlet is

1 1 1

2
1
Vou = S0+ M0+ S0 + A%+ DN = ikt > 0. (5.22)
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To keep the discussion simple, we will impose an additional Z5 symmetry on ®, which
makes p; = 0. We will take m? > 0 and )\, > 0, and the heavy scalar does not take a
vacuum expectation value at zero temperature. The field-dependent mass terms of the
heavy and light fields are, therefore

U(h) = m? + Auh?, (5.23)
and 1
Ul(h) = _:U’l2 + 5)\1}2,2. (524)

To be sensitive to up to dimension-6, we need to keep terms up to U? and U} order
in (4.4), which would be used for computing the effective thermal masses (4.11), which
in turn will be used for computing the Coleman-Weinberg potential (4.9).

Starting from a UV theory, we can integrate out the heavy field ® to obtain the
effective one loop potential at zero temperature at a lower scale u given by

Cs m2 3 m2
Vi) =gzt (i (52) =5) +2 (1 (35)) 0

1 m2 2 = (_1)n 4-2ny71m
—§1n<F)U +ZTm uns. (5.25)

n=3

The quadratic and quartic couplings of the Higgs field h in the effective potential

V(h) = Viree(h) + Vone—toop(h), (5.26)
where ) )
‘/tree(hf) = Z>\lh4 - §Ml2h27 (527)

are fixed using the following conditions,

oV (h) _o PV

il 2
= 5.28
Oh  h=vp=0 Oh?  |h=v,u=v Mo (5.28)

with v = 246GeV and myg = 125.7GeV. Imposing the boundary conditions (5.27) at
zero temperature, we can write the quadratic and quartic couplings in terms of the
observable parameters my, and v. The log u terms are absorbed in these observable
parameters [16, 17]. Keeping terms up to dimension-6 in the Higgs field, we can write
the Higgs potential at zero temperature as

1

1 (m} 1
V(h) =3 (miy — 2asv") B* + 1 (% — 2a6v2) ht + 6aﬁh(”, (5.29)
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1
T 6MA
In order to calculate the finite temperature potential effective potential for the

with ag =

Higgs, we need to include contributions from the light fields (h, W, Z,t) as well as the
thermal contribution from ® loops given in (4.2) with the effective mass of ® taken
as m% = m? + \yh?. We will then get additional contributions to the thermal Higgs

potential (5.5),
V(h,T) = Vo(h) + Vi(h,T) ++Vu(h,T)

1 1 1
= Zas(TYh? + ——az(Th> + —a,(T)h* + - - - .
2@2( ) +2\/§a3( ) —0—4a4( ) + (5 30)

Now, the total tree level and loop contributions from the heavy and light fields to the
coefficients are

~ 1 2 4 o (1 m%zo 2 3 2 /2 1, 1
GQ(T) = —5 (mho — 2a61) ) +T Z(—2U2 — QCLG’U ) + 1—6(39 +g9 ) + Zy + ﬂ)\hl s
= Gy(T) = ———ET = ——T(3¢° + 2(g* + ¢’/ + 12 3(ﬂ—2 2) AN

— 20,62}2) .

where we assumed m? + A\ h? ~ A\ h? which can be valid for m not to large compared
to v and Ap; ~ 1 in the range of the field h ~ v. > v.
The critical temperature for the phase transition is the temperature at which the
potential has two degenerate minima separated by a potential hump,
oV (h, T =T.)
oh

Computing the critical temperature using (5.32) we find

0, V(h=0,T)=0, V(.,T.)=0. (5.32)

h=v¢

wv3E 1 (30°+ 307+ g7+ X))
T. a, 127 (mio _ 2a6vz>

202

R. =

(5.33)

We see that due to heavy-light mixing coupling Aj;, we have more parameter space for
getting R. > 1 and a first-order phase transition. If we had started with the dimension-
6 effective theory (5.1) at zero temperature and included thermal loop corrections
from the SMEFT particles, we would obtain R, given in (5.8) and missed the thermal
contribution coming from heavy-light mixing term.

In conclusion, this section has illustrated that the correct procedure to compute
effective potential at finite temperature in EFTs is to derive the thermal EFT from a
UV theory instead of starting with a zero-temperature EFT and computing thermal
corrections from the light particles only.
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6 Polyakov loop contribution to effective potential and phase
transitions

In this section, we will focus on the contribution of Polyakov loops in the Coleman-
Weinberg effective potential at finite temperature and study the effect of PLs on phase
transitions. For the computation of the Higgs effective potential, Polyakov loops can
arise in two ways:

e PL contribution to Higgs potential can arise from the weak SU(2) gauge charge
of the Higgs, or in the Higgs carries non-zero charges of a dark sector gauged

SU(N).

e PL terms in the Higgs potential can also arise from heavy scalar or fermions that
have been integrated out to give the SMEFT if those heavy particles carry non-
zero charges of some gauged SU(N) group. These contributions are important
at high temperatures 7" > m when these heavy particles will be present in the
thermal plasma.

The finite temperature effective potential arising from a scalar loop is given by
(2.41),

4

2 6472 2 3272

Ve =~ 10,0 = 2 (1 () + 2 ) - 2 (102 (F557) ~ § + %)

W

_om(1=30m%)  (L+6r%)m*  2m*m o om’  BPm® (6R°C(5) + ((3)) N

005t 2462 1583  12n8 38474

7r2(1—30ﬁ2)

we see that Polyakov loops make a negative contribution to the pressure p = —4; 71

O(mp).

Moreover, that may possess significance for cosmological applications. If there are
gauged scalar particles in the thermal bath with masses m < T, they will contribute
to the cosmological Hubble expansion factor as negative effective neutrino degrees of
freedom AN, = —2 3072

The negative m3T term, which is important for phase transitions, is unaffected
by the contribution of the Polyakov loop. However, novel terms like mT are absent
without Polyakov loops, and extra contributions to m?, m?*, and m® coefficients from
Polyakov loops will change the parameter space for phase transitions.

Polyakov loop contributions also arise from fermions in the heat bath; for example,
the Higgs potential will receive Polyakov loop corrections from top quark loops, from
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the strong interaction SU(3) and from other possible dark-sector gauged interactions
of the top quark. The effective scalar potential arising from gauged fermions in the
loop is from (3.9) given by,

v;ne—lOOP — —Cf tr [EO HQF(O7 0)] (62)

- o o () ) - 2 (i (22) )

ot (30A° — 1) (68° 4 Dym? | mitm | T5%mO (63%C(5) +((3)) , ]

L 4832 + 1033 3(2m)*

We would like to emphasize that for Chiral fermion in (3+1) dimension, tr(b,) = 4.
There are contributions to the m?, m* and m® terms in the potential and a novel linear
mT? term. Polyakov loops make a negative to the pressure, which is equivalent to
AN, = —157? extra neutrino species.

The expressions (2.41) and (6.2) are perturbative expansions in 7 valid for 7 <
1/(2m). For the value of 7 ~ 1, one must do a non-perturbative summation of the
Bessel series of [(0,0) in (2.39). In numerical computations of phase transitions, one
can use the expression (2.39) valid for all values of mf and the entire range of n € [—1, 1]
for an accurate calculation of the parameters.

7 Conclusions

Effective actions at finite temperatures have many applications in colliders, in the
study of quark-gluon plasmas, and in the study of non-perturbative phenomena like
the Schwinger mechanism and Casimir effect. Effective theories also have cosmological
applications, like calculations of the relic density of dark matter and phase transitions.

The standard approach starts with an SMEFT of some suitable dimension n > 4
and uses the standard calculations of finite temperature field theory. This approach
breaks down for T" > m, i.e., when the application involves temperatures larger than the
mass of the heavy fields integrated out. This is so because when T" > m, the thermal
loops have the heavy particles, but the finite temperature calculations starting from
an SMEFT can only have the SM particles in the loops. This lacuna of the standard
method of using SMEFT at finite temperatures is seen in the computation of phase
transitions in effective theories, where explicit calculations show that the parameter
space of phase transitions computed with the full UV theories do not match the results
of calculations using SMEFT.

In this paper, we use the Heat-Kernel method to compute the finite tempera-
ture Wilson coefficients of the higher dimension operators. The zero-temperature HK
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method gives a systematic expansion of higher dimension operators as an expansion in
the inverse powers of the heavy field mass, which is integrated out. This is particularly
useful when the heavy fields have gauged charges, and the HK method provides the
higher dimension operators, which are covariant functions of the corresponding ’elec-
tric’ and 'magnetic’ fields and their derivatives. In the finite temperature calculation of
the HK coefficients, we obtain the thermal factors I(k,1) associated with the operators
at all orders. We compare our results with the known results; for example, the (0, 0)
gives the pressure, and (0, 1) gives the thermal mass of bosons and fermions. We give
the general expressions for calculations of I(k,1) for all operators and as perturbative
expansions in mf. These results are then used in the calculations of the finite tem-
perature Coleman-Weinberg potential of higher dimension effective theories, which are
used in the phase transition calculations. Of particular interest is our calculation of
the contribution of Polyakov loops in the effective action at finite temperature and the
Coleman-Weinberg potential. We also show that the PL contributions can change the
parameter space for phase transitions.

In this paper, we develop the formalism and give the general results. In future
work, we will apply the results to compute phase transitions in specific models.
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A Appendix

A.1 Thermal Heat-Kernel coefficients

Here, we provide some of the relations explicitly:

I k=0
M k=1
_bl = Q2[;0 - 61
ML k=2
by /2!

by

IV. k=3
—by /3!

bs

—

_l_

k3:k2202b0:l~)0:1. (Al)
]{73:1,]{72:0;
k3:0,k2:1:
by =Q%y+b=Q*+U —Q*=U. (A.2)

k’3:2,k’2:0; k‘gzl,k‘g:l; k3:0,k2:2.

Q%)%+ 07 | b
Tbo — Qb + B

by — (Q%)%by + 2Q%,

(U~ @2~ (@) +2Q°0 — 3(U ~ @+ (G’
U? — %Uu‘ + %(Q2)u + %(Gij)2 + [Q27 Ul. (A.3)

k’g :3,]{32 :0; k‘3:2,/€2 = 1; k’g = 1,]{32 :2; k‘g :O,k‘g = 3.
(@) (@)% | (@); b

T TR TR TE LT
bs + (Q%)% by — 3(Q%)*by + 3(Q)bs

U3 —2(Q% UIU + U[Q*, U] + [Q*,[Q* U] — Q*Uu + Q*(Q%)u

1 1 1 1 1

§Q2(Gij)2 + §(Ui — Q)+ §(U — Q*)(Gy)* + 1—0(%)2 - 1_5GijijGki
1 , 1

1—0(U — Q%)iijj — %[Du [Dj, [Dj, Jil]]- (A.4)

Now, at this point, we have to be careful about the distinction between () and Dy. )

is a c-number only when brought to the extreme left of any given term while within

the commutator the operator Dy will play a central role as Q) = Ipy+ Dy. Keeping this
in mind we will compute the the following commutator as follows

[Q%,U] = QQ.U] +[Q.U]Q = QUs + UpQ

= QUy + QUy — [Q, Uy] = 2QUy — Uy, (A.5)
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where Uy = [Dy, U] = (DoU) = [Q, U], Uy = [D3, U] = [Dy, [Dy, U]] = [Q, Uy].

UQ = —[Q,U] + QU = QU — U, (A.6)

Q. [Q%,U]] = [Q,2QUy — Ugo] = 2QUoo — Unoo- (A.7)
[Q2,[Q2, U]] = [Q%,2QUy — U] = 4Q*Uny — 4QUo0o — Unooo- (A.8)
Uoo@ = —[Q, Usoo] + QUooo = QUsoo — Unooo- (A.9)

Note that
[Do, [Do, U)] = [Do, (DoU — UDy)] = DgU — DoU Dy + DoU Dy — UD;

[D2,U] = Do|DoU — UDy) + [DoU — UDo]|Dy = DU — DoU Dy + DU Dy — U D2
= [Do, [Do, U]] = Ugo. (A.10)

Please note that Dy(f(€2)) = 0. Here, we carefully convert all the open derivatives into
closed ones such that we can move them freely inside the trace.

(@) = [Di, Q%) = Q[D;, Q) + [D;, QQ = QG + GioQ
= —QE; — E,Q = —2QFE; + [Q, ;] = —2QE; + Ej.
(Q%)i(Q%); = 4Q*E} — 6QEE; — 2QE;Eyg + 2Eijoo B + Ej. (A.11)

(@i = [Di, [Di, Q%)) = [Dy, Q[D;, Q) + [D;, Q1Q] = [D;, QG0 + GioQ).

(D, QG| = Q[D;, Gio) + [Ds, QGio
= —QFE; + (Gy)*.

[D;, GioQ] = —E;Q + (Gi0>2 = E? - QE; +(Q, Eyl, (A.12)

Where, we have defined Ez = GOZ’ = _Gi07 [DZ, Q] = [DZ, D(]] = Gi07 and [Q, E”] = E“O
Thus, (Q%)i = [Di, QG| + [Ds, GioQ] = —2QEj; + 2E7 + Ei.
1

s 1 1
by = U% — ~Uy + - (2 2
» = U% = Ui+ 5(Giy) + 5(Q%)is + QU]
= [U? - ;)U“ + é(G )3 — :1))[2QE“ 2672 — Eio] +2QUy — Uy
1 1 1 2
= [U? - U“ + 6(G )3+ g[2E2 + Eyio — 3Ugo] — gQ[EZ-Z- — 30y
= bo+b + QUL (A.13)
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(Q%)iij; = [Dj, [Dj, —2QE; + 2E? + Ey]] (A.14)
= D; [Dj(_2QEii + 2E2-2 + FEiio)]
= D;[2E,E;i — 2QE;;; + 2E;Eyj + Eyo; + 2Ei; E]
= 2E,E;; + AE;E;j + AE;Eyi; + 2E;E;j; + 2E;j,E; + Eijo;; — 2QFy;.

by = U3 —2[Q*, UIU + U[Q*, U] + [Q% [Q* U]] — Q*Uy; + Q*(Q%)s;

Loz ve Yo o Yy _orve v Lo Yoo
QUG 4 LU= @+ (U~ Q)G+ (1) — GG
1 1 1 1 1 1
- U + 10(']7«) 15GUG§ka2 + 2U(GU> + 2(UZ> + 1OU“]j 30(JZ>J]Z
+4Q*Ugo — 4QUo00 — Unono
1+2QUUy — 2(Uy)? — UUyy — 4QUoU + 2UnU (A.15)

—QUsi — 2Q°Eyi + 2Q°E} + Q% Eiig
+%[4Q2Ei2 — 6QEnE; — 2QE;Ey + 2Ei0E; + Ej)]
+%[2QU2'E¢ +2QEU; — 2U B; — Ui By — EyUsj)
+11—O[2EZ-Z-E]-J» +4E;;E;; + 4E; By + 2EEj; + 2E;5, By + Eiioj; — 2QEyij5).
= (31) b9 + b3 + Q biy + Q% byy + Q° biy | (A.16)
A.2  [[k;l]: Without Polyakov loop Contribution

Here, we must set d = 3 — 2¢ to recover the thermally corrected effective action for a
four-dimensional theory. In the limit when we set the Polyakov loop contribution to
zero, i.e. 2 — 1, we find
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B(4m)a2\ 5 2
2¢ r
= a 2m\ @72 —3 4 2e +(3-2¢) =3+ 2

2e _ . 3—2¢
N Y N (3-29)  (mg)
- ()« ) [(mg) @20 42 {

B(4m)B-20/2 2 I 2
Val(=2+¢) 4-2¢ 2(mg)* "¢ 1
+ m(mﬁ) + (V72T (=32 £ ¢) ; o [K_2+6(27mm5)}]

4

_om m m?  2mp? BN € o= 1 m 2T\ €
= 12n5 1275 T2 {27r2ﬁ2< m ) D K-alnmB) + 32w2r(_2+6)< m? ) }

n=1

011 = g (5) . O30 [< )42 65(ms 2%[)]

—1—1—2&)
2

)1—25

2

) ( mg)l_% + 2 G:S <m5;

- ﬁ<47Tl;;6—26)/2 (5) 5 _< ma) 2 { - =
(=

Val(=1+e) o 9 2m =1
(1250 1/2+€)(m5) —l—\/_ 152+e ;n[K 1(2mnmg) }]

B m m? At €
B _% - % 2 {47T2ﬁ ; E[K_l(nmﬁ) * 167?211(_1 +€)< m2 ) }
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1[0; 2] = ”7(2—%)[1_4 r=) [( mg) T+ 2 “3‘5<m6? Zl;—dﬁ

_ I (2_7T>—1—26 r 14 2e
5 3

1 <27r)—1—2E F(1+2€
Bm)G202\ 2

Vl(e) —2¢ 2y — 1
T rar+o™  tTaatg 2 E%@mmﬁ)}]

1+2e>

) ( mg)_1_25 + 2 CS (mg; B

)|(mg) 7 42 { -

(mﬁ>—1—25
2

n=

- {ﬁ i%(nmﬁ) * 3217r2r(6)<4;§2)6}'

1[0;3] = %(%)d_ﬁ 1“(6;d) [( mg) 5T +2 CS (mﬁ; u)]

27T)—3—2E F(3 + 2¢

3+26>
2

) [(ma) % 42 €5 (my:

)|(mg) 242 { -

(mﬁ>—3—25
2

_ W <27r)—3—2E F(3—226

Val(1+e) —2-2¢ 2ﬁ3+26 (mp) ' &
g™ Tt TR —l—Be) ;”Ml@mmﬁ)}]

1 1 >
—9 K .
{327r2m2 t 16m2mT ;" 1(nm/ )}

Note that here, mg = (m3)'/2.

A.3 Sum of Modified Bessel Function

We have used the method given in Ref. [61] to compute the following sum of the Bessel’s
functions employing suitable Mellin transformation and identifying the associated poles
of different orders.

Sun(2) = 3 Lk (2), (A17)

— 35—



where, arg|z| < 7/2, and v > 0. The finite contributions, taking care of the poles of
different orders, after employing residue theorem is given as [61]

San(z) = ﬂg]a_lfll —a+N]F[1 _a _N]

2 2
N-1
1 (-1 S [217 N
32 T =3
o C(s) [N g C(sp) L 1
+ ; Toawmila] e T3 b+ N 1)~ Log(=/2)}
Here, poles occur at s =a+ N —2r, and s, = a — N — 2r. The di—gamma function
(g +1) is defined as 1h(q +1) = =y + 3277, ¢ = —y+>.?_ 1. For example,
3
D1 = =% BB =+ (A1)
Let us define three terms as follows [61]
11z l—a+N l—a—-—N
R e |
N-1
1 — z12r—N
s =23 Sl v e [F]7 (A.19)

r=

53:;%[%12HN{C(8;> +%¢(r+1)+%¢(r+l\7+1)—LOQ(Z/2)}-

C(s;)

Using this method we compute some of the Bessel function sums which will be
useful in the computation of the leading order thermal heat coefficients.

5[0; 0]
We want to compute the following sum
m? /27BN € 1
S[0:0 = 57 ( - ) g —K_s(nm§). (A.20)
We define
Z % o(nmp). (A.21)
n=1 n

ISince K, (2) = K_,(2).



Thus, we have « = 2, N = 2,z = mf3. Here, poles occur at s =a+ N —2r =4 —2r
forr=0,1,and s, =a— N —2r = =2r for r > 1.
The residue for simple pole at s = 1 is given as

Lzt | 1—a+ N l—a—-Ny 7mmpg
R R et B P e
Residue at s = s is given as
N-1
o 1 (—1)T I [Z 2r—N
%2 =5 ; T = 3]
m w2
=—— — —. A2
45 m2p% 12 (4.23)
Residue at s = s, is given as
2r+N C(Sr) 1
=3 T HN 21 {ads SO0+ 1)+ 2+ N +1) — Log(z/2)}

o 2 2r+N 1 1
_Zrl T+ZV [71 ' {C( 2:: +§w(r+1)+§w(r+N+1)—Log(z/z)}
¢

w3/ 30 o)
2r)

s °° g((r+2) [ r”?{ 2T>+ ¢( +1)+%¢(7’+3)—L09(z/2)}

N C’(—27‘) [_72} 2742

B m? 32 z 3
- 16 {LOQ(EHV_Z}jL; ! (r +2)]
~ m?p? z 3 ¢3) m* g° ek
- 16 {LOQ(EHV—Z} T3 T (A.24)
We use the following relation [61]
¢ (—2r) = % [ (2;1)2} "2+ T2 + 1). (A.25)

Final contribution reads as
2

s[0;0] = <2WM2B>Ei%[K_2(nt) - :‘—2[51 + S + 53]
1

252\ m

_om? rmmp mt 2 m?2 32 z 3 ¢(3) m* g
=Tz [T * {45 g IR 16 {Loo+0-7} - 3(2)7 2
o om? 2 m? m? mpBe’7 3 2((3) mb p?

G 4554_12ﬁ2+167r2{LOg[ Arr }_Z}_ 3 (4m)!
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5[0; 1]

We want to compute the following sum

m =1
5[0:1) = 5 3 ; ~K_1(nmp). (A.26)
We define .
Z %[K 1(nmp). (A.27)
n=1

Thus, we have « = 1, N = 1,z = mf3. Here, poles occur at s =a+ N —2r =2 —2r
forr =0, and s, = a— N —2r = —2r for r > 1. Following the similar footsteps
described in the previous case, the total residue is computed in terms of Sy, .55, S5 that
are computed below.

R I e e e EE
S, = %N:_Ol (—;)TF(N — (st [gr " 6:; (A.29)
Sy = i . (Cr(ji_i\f)' [%ZrHN{ g((;”_)) + %w(r +1)+-¢(r+N+1) Log(z/2)}
-3 T'C(;‘E%I 2 i((:;:)) 500+ 1)+ 5+ N+ 1) — Log(2/2)}
= OS] D s Lot + g0 - Logter2)}
+ ; % [TZ}QTH{E((—_;)) U+ 1)+ ;@D(r +2) = Log(2/2)}
-l - S S e 5]
-] 3} et <A-30>
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Final contribution reads as

8[0;1] = m [_E+ w2 _mﬁ{Log[mﬁew}—1}+%m3ﬁ3“']

22 2 6mB 4 A 5 (2r)
_ m 1 m? mpeY 1 2m452
BT RN T @{Log[ ir =30+ G s (Asy
5[0; 2]
We define

1 o
Saw(n2) 4—2 o(nm3). (A.32)

Thus, we have « = 0, N = 0,z = mf3. Here, poles do not occur at s =a+ N —2r =
—2r for any r, but double poles at s, = o — N —2r = —2r for » > 1. Here, the total
relevant contribution of this sum can be written in terms of 57, S, S3, computed below.

R i e e e
e

1 rze? L (=2r) [
-l 2 1 F

- el

"5 (7] *apeel 7]

r=1

Final contribution reads as

-l ({257 - S
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5[0; 3]

We want to compute the following sum

87r2 Zn K_1(nmp). (A.35)
We define
nz) = in K_1(nmp). (A.36)
n=1
Thus, we have « = —1, N = 1,z = mf. Here, poles occur at s} = a+ N —2r = —2r

forr =0,and s, =a—N —2r = =2 — 2r for » > 0. Here, the total contributions
cane be written as sum of residues computed in the form of functions 57, S5, Ss.

lrzye=1 _(1—a+ N l1—a—N T

Slzz[ﬂ r[ . }r[ . }:mw. (A.37)
1= (—1)" 212r-N 1

S22 S TW-naDlg] =g

(r+N ¢(sy)
SR
IR 2 1 CH
= 2(7;{_3 0(3) - ‘ng)zg(s) " (A.38)
Final contribution reads as
5[0;3] = 8£m [mfﬂz - 277115 + 2gf)2c(3) :Z;ﬂ)3g(5) L
= 87”,1,135 (52)26( ) = 1?2?544(5) +oe (A.39)

— 40 —



éﬂ[(]; 0]

=> ) 0¥ Koy(nmpB). (A.40)

=0 n=1
Thus, we have « = 2 — 2[, N = 2,z = m/3. Here, poles occur at s; = a+ N — 2r =
4—-20l—2r,and s, = a— N —2r = =2l — 2r. Here, we have [ > (. Here, the non-zero
residue is expressed in terms of Sy, .Ss, S3, computed below.

51:iﬂgrﬂfll_fﬁr[l—z—ﬁ

- 1+2l}rl—3—2l] (A1)

2 2

_ i % c(4-20)[3] e 20)] (A.42)

S5 = ZZ N 7’+N [ ]QHN{E((E_)) + %?/)(TWL 1)+ %¢(T+N+ 1) —Log(z/2)}

_er' r+2 [ ]2T+2{</(_2l_2r)

+¢(—20 - 2r) Ew(r +1)+ %@D(r +3) — In(mp/2)| }

i [i )![— %ﬁr+2{%[— (2—7102]T+l§(2r+2l+ D@ +20+1)}
+ %[ %ﬁ] )] =7 +3/4- ln(mﬁ/2)}]. (A.43)
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Finally, collecting all the contributions, the sum reads as

-2 1+2z]rl—3—2z]

. > >
+ i % [g(4 —2)) [g} o 21)}

SRR R (R e

| — o
|
3
w‘m

rg(O) [ 34— ln(mﬁ/Q)]] . (A.44)

A.4 Relation between [p[k;!] and [z[k;!]

H-Ex Al + () (w2 +07) 0

- e [5a] e + 7] )
=2 i ﬂ(f;;d/z [g_g]d (2mg)° + (p)2] ZF(—?d)

- ri:l ﬁ(f;;d/z [;_g]d (2my)° + (Tﬂ 5F(—7d)
2 ; B 47:d/2 [25]d[ 2mg)* ] (_Td)
S il ﬁ{ 2 o] rh

2¢

i 2md 9 1%, —d
—2 ;W[F] [ma)? + 0] T(5)
= 215[0:0](28) — 15(0; 0)(8), (A45)

where p = 2n + 1 are odd integers. But ¢,] € Z*. Note that zero-mode contributions
from [5[0;0](25) and [5[0;0](5) exactly cancel each other. This relation equally holds
for all values of {k,l}, and we can write the general relation as

1l 1(8) = 205 lk; [)(28) — Vsl 1(8) ¥ ks 1}, (A.46)
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