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Abstract
It has been known that under-abundant dark matter density of an inert doublet can be replenished

by an additional dark matter component, say, a fermion. We find that such a scenario can lead

to the formation of stable Fermi-balls through coexisting minima of the finite temperature scalar

potential. More importantly, we demonstrate that the Fermi-balls contribute sizeably to the dark

matter relic density. In addition, the aforesaid coexisting minima open up the possibility of a first-

order phase transition. This, in turn, triggers emission of gravitational waves that can be tested

at the proposed BBO and U-DECIGO detectors. Therefore, the present study becomes a concrete

setup to embed Fermi-balls in a realistic two-component dark matter model, and, to test the same

using gravitational wave signatures.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Various experimental findings such as galaxy rotation curves and gravitational lensing
point towards the existence of cosmologically stable dark matter (DM) [1, 2]. While the
nature of DM is under investigation, its amount in the universe is precisely known from
the latest measurements by the PLANCK satellite [3]. Conceiving DM as an elementary
particle calls for extending the Standard Model (SM) since there is no such candidate in the
latter [4]. In fact, it has been hypothesised that DM is a weakly interacting massive particle
(WIMP) [5] whose interaction strengths to the particles in the thermal bath is in the weak
ball-park. However, it is this sizeable interaction strengths that has cornered most minimal
WIMP scenarios in view of the null results from direct detection experiments [6–9].

The lack of precise information on DM quantum numbers leads to the possibility that
DM consists of more than one type of particle (a partial list is [10–24]). Multi-particle DM
frameworks are interesting since they predict DM-DM interaction. And while the processes
driven by such interaction can contribute to the DM relic density, they have no role in
DM-nucleon scattering thereby keeping the direct detection rates unchanged.

There is a growing interest in studying the possibility of a first order phase transition
(FOPT), and, the consequential gravitational wave (GW) spectrum in dark matter models
[25–49]. FOPTs involve co-exiting minima, typically dubbed as the false and the true vacua,
of the free energy functional. And [50] introduced the idea that a fermionic DM candidate
can get trapped inside the false vacuum and form compact macroscopic DM candidates called
Fermi-balls. The conditions that must be satisfied here are (a) a substantial mass gap of
the fermion between false and true vacua compared to the phase transition temperature, (b)
asymmetry in the number densities of the fermion and its antiparticle, and (c) the fermion
must carry a conserved global charge Q. More details can be found in [50] and are skipped
here for brevity.

In this study, we look at the possibility of stable Fermi-ball formation in a multicompo-
nent DM setup. The inert scalar doublet scenario (see [51–61] and the references therein), a
popular WIMP setup, is extended by adding a fermion χ and a scalar S, both gauge singlets.
The fermion interacts with the rest of the fields through the scalar S. Such a scenario was
considered in [62]. The fermion χ is endowed with a global U(1)Q and is thus cosmologically
stable. We revisit the calculation of relic density of the resulting two-component DM setup.
It is reconfirmed that χ can replenish the relic density in parameter regions where the stan-
dalone inert doublet falls under-abundant, i.e., the inert doublet desert region. Therefore,
we focus mainly on the desert region in this study. Investigating the thermally corrected
scalar potential along the direction of S leads to coexisting vacua in the parameter space
of interest. We also compute the ensuing GW spectrum for representative benchmarks and

2



comment on their observability in the proposed satellite based GW detectors. Apart from
these, we report stable Fermi-ball formation in the desert region and compute their contribu-
tion to the observed DM abundance. In all, this study realises Fermi-balls in an ultraviolet
(UV)-complete DM model.

This paper is organized as follows. We theoretical set up is introduced in section II
and the ensuing multicomponent DM phenomenology is elucidated in section III. In section
IV, we shed light on the possibility of an FOPT concomitant with the DM aspects of the
scenario. The GW spectrum arising out of such an FOPT is also quantified. In addition,
we investigate the formation of stable Fermi-balls in the relevant parameter space of the
model and estimate the contribution of Fermi-balls to the observed DM relic density. We
summarise in section V. Important formulae are relegated to the Appendix.

II. THEORETICAL SETUP

In addition to the SM-like scalar doublet Φ, the scalar sector of the present setup com-
prises an additional doublet η and a gauge singlet S. Of these, Φ and S respectively pick
up vacuum expectation values (VEVs) v and vS. On the other hand, an odd Z2 parity is
assigned to η in view of its DM candidacy thereby preventing the same to pick up a VEV.
The particle content of the scalar multiplets is given below.

Φ =

(
G+

1√
2
(v + h0 + iG0)

)
, η =

(
η+

1√
2
(ηR + iηI)

)
, S = vS + s0 (1)

With the Z2 ensuring stability on a cosmological time scale, the neutral inert scalars ηR and
ηI become potential DM candidates. The scalar potential consistent with the gauge and Z2

symmetries reads.

V (H, η, S) = −m2
ΦΦ

†Φ +m2
ηη

†η − 1

2
m2

SS
2 − µS

3
S3 + λ1(Φ

†Φ)2 + λ2(η
†η)2

+λ3(Φ
†Φ)(η†η) + λ4(Φ

†η)(η†Φ) + [
1

2
λ5(η

†Φ)2 + h.c.]

+
1

2
λ6Φ

†ΦS2 +
1

2
λ7η

†ηS2 +
1

4
λ8S

4. (2)

It is demanded that m2
Φ > 0,m2

η > 0,m2
S > 0 in order to ensure the said configuration of

the VEVs of the neutral scalars in this setup. The tadpole conditions lead to

m2
Φ = λ1v

2 +
1

2
λ6v

2
S, (3a)

m2
S = −µSvS + λ8v

2
S +

1

2
λ6v

2. (3b)
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The Z2 symmetry forbids η to mix with the other multiplets and thus the inert scalars are
mass eigenstates with masses MηR ,MηI and Mη+ as expressed below.

M2
ηR

= m2
η +

1

2
(λ3 + λ4 + λ5)v

2 +
1

2
λ7v

2
S, (4a)

M2
ηI

= m2
η +

1

2
(λ3 + λ4 − λ5)v

2 +
1

2
λ7v

2
S, (4b)

M2
η+ = m2

η +
1

2
λ3v

2 +
1

2
λ7v

2
S, (4c)

On the other hand, as shown below, an h0-s0 mixing does take place controlled by an angle
θ. It leads to the mass eigenstates h and H.(

h0

s0

)
=

(
cosθ sinθ
−sinθ cosθ

)(
h

H

)
(5)

One defines λL = λ3+λ4+λ5 in motivated from the fact that the ηR−ηR−h interaction
strength in the sθ → 0 limit is −λLv. With this, we deem the following parameters to be inde-
pendent while describing the scalar sector: {Mh,MH ,MηR ,MηI ,Mη+ , µS, vS, λL, λ2, λ7, sθ}.
The various quartic couplings and mη are expressible in terms of the independent parameters
as

m2
η = M2

ηR
− 1

2
λLv

2 − 1

2
λ7v

2
S, (6a)

λ1 =
M2

hc
2
θ +M2

Hs
2
θ

2v2
, (6b)

λ3 = λL +
2(M2

η+ −M2
ηR
)

v2
, (6c)

λ4 =
(M2

ηR
+M2

ηI
− 2M2

η+)

v2
, (6d)

λ5 =
(M2

ηR
−M2

ηI
)

v2
, (6e)

λ6 =
2(M2

H −M2
h)sθcθ

vvS
, (6f)

λ8 =
M2

hs
2
θ +M2

Hc
2
θ

2v2S
+

µS

2vS
. (6g)

Further, an SU(2)L singlet Dirac fermion χ is introduced that is charged under a global
U(1)Q. This symmetry is imposed with Fermi-ball formation in mind. Further, the same
also makes χ a DM candidate by stabilising it cosmologically. The Lagrangian involving χ

therefore reads

LY = −mχχχ− yχχχS. (7)

We note that the symmetries of the setup permit an inclusion of a bare mass parameter
mχ. The physical mass of χ therefore becomes Mχ = mχ + yχvS. We choose to describe the
fermionic sector in terms of the independent parameters {Mχ, yχ}.
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III. DM PHENOMENOLOGY

The setup admits two DM candidates, i.e., the CP-even inert scalar ηR and the fermion
χ, by virtue of the Z2 and U(1)Q symmetries. It is mentioned that the only way χ interacts
with the SM is via the scalar S. The relic abundance of χ is therefore largely dictated by
its annihilations to SM particles and H, all imperatively s-channel processes mediated by h

and H. As for ηR, the annihilation channels are (i) s-channel ηR ηR → SM SM processes
mediated by h,H, (ii) t/u-channel ηR η+ (ηI) → V V processes mediated by η± (ηI) with
V = W±Z as appropriate, and (iii) processes driven by the ηR − ηR − h− h, ηR − ηR − h−
H, ηR − ηR −H −H, ηR − ηR − V − V four-point interactions. Co-annihilation of ηR with
the heavier inert scalars can also get triggered for small mass splittings thereby contributing
to the relic density. In addition the χχ ↔ ηRηR conversion processes can also a play a
prominent role when there are two dark sectors involved as in the present case.

The expressions for χχ −→ ηRηR, ηIηI , η
+η− annihilation cross-section are given below

for the sake of completion.

σχχ→ηRηR =
1

16πs

√
s− 4M2

χ

s− 4M2
ηR

| yhχχλhηRηR

s−M2
h + iMhΓh

+
yHχχλHηRηR

s−M2
H + iMHΓH

|2(s− 4M2
χ), (8a)

σχχ→ηIηI =
1

16πs

√
s− 4M2

χ

s− 4M2
ηI

| yhχχλhηIηI

s−M2
h + iMhΓh

+
yHχχλHηIηI

s−M2
H + iMHΓH

|2(s− 4M2
χ), (8b)

σχχ→η+η− =
1

16πs

√
s− 4M2

χ

s− 4M2
η+

|
yhχχλhη+η−

s−M2
h + iMhΓh

+
yHχχλHη+η−

s−M2
H + iMHΓH

|2(s− 4M2
χ). (8c)

The Yukawa and trilinear couplings appearing above are expressed in the Appendix. The
thermal relics of χ and ηR are obtained by solving the coupled Boltzmann equations below.
We define x = µred/T , where µred denotes the reduced mass defined through µred =

MχMηR

Mχ+MηR
.

dyχ
dx

=
−1

x2

[
⟨σvχχ→XX⟩

(
y2χ − (yEQ

χ )2
)

+ ⟨σvχχ→ηRηR⟩

(
y2χ −

(yEQ
χ )2

(yEQ
ηR )2

y2ηR

)
Θ(Mχ −MηR)

− ⟨σvηRηR→χχ⟩

(
y2ηR −

(yEQ
ηR

)2

(yEQ
χ )2

y2χ

)
Θ(MηR −Mχ)

]
(9a)

dyηR
dx

=
−1

x2

[
⟨σvηRηR→XX⟩

(
y2ηR − (yEQ

ηR
)2
)

+ ⟨σvηRηR→χχ⟩

(
y2H −

(yEQ
ηR

)2

(yEQ
χ )2

y2χ

)
Θ(MH −M1)

− ⟨σvχχ→ηRηR⟩

(
y2χ −

(yEQ
χ )2

(yEQ
ηR )2

y2ηR

)
Θ(Mχ −MηR)

]
. (9b)
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Here yi (i = χ, ηR) is related to the co-moving number density Yi =
ni

s
(where ni refers

to DM density and s is entropy density) by yi = 0.264MPl
√
g∗µYi; similarly for equilibrium

density, yEQ
i = 0.264MPl

√
g∗µY

EQ
i , with equilibrium distributions (Y EQ

i ) have the form

Y EQ
i (x) = 0.145

g

g∗
x3/2

(
mi

µ

)3/2

e−x
(

mi
µ

)
. (10)

Here, MPl = 1.22×1019 GeV, g∗ = 106.71 and mi denotes Mχ and MηR . Further, X in eqn. 9
denotes the SM particles, η± and ηI . This is because η± is expected to be in equilibrium
with the thermal plasma on account of electromagnetic interactions. Also, ηI being heavier
than ηR can decay to ηR and SM fermions (f) via an off-shell Z → ff . Both η+ and ηI thus
remain in equilibrium with the thermal bath. The thermally averaged annihilation cross
section, given by

⟨σv⟩ = 1

8m4
iTK

2
2(

mi

T
)

∞∫
4m2

i

σ(s− 4m2
i )
√
sK1

(√
s

T

)
ds (11)

is evaluated at the freeze-out temperature Tf and denoted by ⟨σv⟩f . One notes that Tf

is derived from the equality condition of DM interaction rate Γ = nDM⟨σv⟩ with the rate

of expansion of the universe H(T ) ≃
√

π2g∗
90

T 2

MPl
. Further, K1,2(x) are the modified Bessel

functions in eqn.(11).
It must be noted that the contribution to the Boltzmann equations coming from the

DM-DM conversion depends on the mass hierarchy of DM particles. Thus the use of the
Θ-function in the above equations. These coupled equations can be solved numerically to
find the asymptotic abundance of the DM particles, yi

(
µred
mi

x∞

)
, which can be further used

to express the contributions to relic density as

Ωih
2 =

854.45× 10−13

√
g∗

mi

µ
yi

(
µ

mi

x∞

)
, (12a)

where x∞ indicates an asymptotic value of x after the freeze-out. The index i stands for
DM components in our scenario: χ, ηR. However, we use numerical techniques to solve for
relic density of this two component model. The model is first implemented in LanHEP [64].
A compatible output was then fed into the publicly available tool micrOMEGAs4.3 (capable
of handling multi-partite DM scenarios)[65] to compute the relic densities of χ and ηR.

In order to gain some insight on the relic density generation, we fix vS = MH = µS = 200
GeV, µS = 50 GeV, λ2 = λL = 0.01, sinθ = 5× 10−4 and plot the individual relic densities

1 One is supposed to use g∗s in the above equations. However, g∗s ≃ g∗ holds for temperatures ∼ O (GeV)
or above[63].
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versus Mχ for certain fixed values of MηR , yχ and λ7. Fig.1 displays such plots corresponding
to MηR = 300 GeV, λ7 = 1, 2 yχ = 0.5, 1, 2. Resonance dips noted at Mχ = Mh/2, MH/2,
and, the more the value of yχ, the lesser is Ωχh

2. Both these observations are expected of
the h,H-mediated s-channel amplitudes that are also proportional to yχ. We find from Fig.1
that Ωχh

2 in the observed ballpark is obtained for yχ ≳ 1 for the values chosen for vS,MH

and µS. A general feature is that Ωχh
2 starts increasing for Mχ > MH . A mild dependence

on λ7 is also noted owing to the χχ ↔ ηRηR conversion amplitude being approximately
proportional to λ7 for small sθ.

MηR
 = 300 GeV, vS = 200 GeV, MH = 200 GeV, μS = 200 GeV

λ7 = 1, yχ = 1
λ7 = 1, yχ = 2
λ7 = 1, yχ = 0.5
λ7 = 2, yχ = 1
λ7 = 2, yχ = 2
λ7 = 2, yχ = 0.5

Ω
χ 

h
2

10−3

1

1000

106

Mχ (GeV)
0 200 400 600 800 1000

MηR
 = 300 GeV, vS = 200 GeV, MH = 200 GeV, μS = 200 GeV

λ7 = 1, yχ = 1
λ7 = 1, yχ = 2
λ7 = 1, yχ = 0.5
λ7 = 2, yχ = 1
λ7 = 2, yχ = 2
λ7 = 2, yχ = 0.5

Ω
η R

 h
2

0.01

0.02

Mχ (GeV)
0 200 400 600 800 1000

FIG. 1: Variation of Ωχh
2 (left) and ΩηRh

2 (right) versus Mχ for MηR = 300 GeV. The color coding

is explained in the legends.

The contribution of the inert doublet to the observed relic density is ≃ 10% in the desert
region. In addition to the (co)annihilations processes for the standalone inert doublet model,
ηRηR → hH,HH become operative in the present setup. The sensitivity to λ7 is seen to be
higher in case of ΩηRh

2. This is confirmed by the right plot of Fig.1. The individual relic
densities for MηR = 500 GeV shown in Fig.2 also affirm the aforementioned observations.

Direct detection experiments such as LUX [66], PandaX-II [67] and Xenon-1T [68] look
for DM-nucleon scatterings in terrestrial detectors. However, the non-observation of such
processes has put stringent upper bounds on the corresponding cross sections. In our setup,
both the DM candidates interact with the nucleons via t-channel processes mediated by h and
H. The spin-independent direct detection (SI-DD) cross sections for ηR and χ respectively
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MηR
 = 500 GeV, vS = 200 GeV, MH = 200 GeV, μS = 200 GeV

λ7 = 1, yχ = 1
λ7 = 1, yχ = 2
λ7 = 1, yχ = 0.5
λ7 = 2, yχ = 1
λ7 = 2, yχ = 2
λ7 = 2, yχ = 0.5

Ω
χ 

h
2

10−3

1

1000

106

Mχ (GeV)
0 200 400 600 800 1000

MηR
 = 500 GeV, vS = 200 GeV, MH = 200 GeV, μS = 200 GeV

λ7 = 1, yχ = 1
λ7 = 1, yχ = 2
λ7 = 1, yχ = 0.5
λ7 = 2, yχ = 1
λ7 = 2, yχ = 2
λ7 = 2, yχ =0.5

Ω
η R

 h
2

0.02

0.05

Mχ (GeV)
0 200 400 600 800 1000

FIG. 2: Variation of Ωχh
2 (left) and ΩηRh

2 (right) versus Mχ for MηR = 500 GeV. The color coding

is explained in the legends.

are

σSI
ηR

=
µ2
H,n

4π

[
mn fn
MηR v

(
λhηRηR

M2
h

+
λHηRηR

M2
H

)]2
. (13a)

σSI
χ = sin 2θ

µ2
N1,n

4π

[
yχ mn fn

v

(
1

M2
H

− 1

M2
h

)]2
(13b)

where µηR,n = mnMηR/(mn + MηR), µχ,n = mnMχ/(mn + Mχ) are the DM-nucleon re-
duced masses and fn = 0.2837 is the nucleon form factor [69]. In this two-component DM
framework, the effective SI-DD cross sections relevant for each of the candidates can be
expressed by the individual DM-nucleon cross-section scaled by the relative abundance of
that particular component (Ωih

2) in the observed DM relic density (Ωobsh
2). That is,

σSI
i,eff =

Ωih
2

Ωobsh2
σSI
i . (14)

We adopt Ωobsh
2 = 0.12 here. It is ensured in the subsequent analysis that σSI

ηR,eff and σSI
χ,eff

respect the latest XENON-1T bounds. A more careful analysis for multi-particle DM direct
search cross section can be performed by computing total recoil rate (see for instance, [13–
16]), however the above procedure gives a correct order of magnitude estimate for individual
components.

IV. DYNAMICS OF A FOPT

Since χ couples only to the scalar S prior to EWSB, the Fermi-ball dynamics is dictated
by the thermal evolution of the vacuum expectation value < S(T ) >. Therefore, we examine
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the scalar potential as a function of a background field ϕ in the direction of the scalar S.
The tree level potential is straightforwardly found to be

V0(ϕ) = −1

2
m2

Sϕ
2 − 1

3
µSϕ

3 +
1

4
λ8ϕ

4. (15)

Next, we quote the corresponding one-loop Coleman-Weinberg potential [70] in dimensional
regularisation (DR). That is,

VCW(ϕ) =
1

64π2

∑
i

ni

{
M4

i (ϕ) log
(
M2

i (ϕ)

µ2

)
− 3

2

}
. (16)

Here, µ is the renormalisation scale encountered in dimensional regularisation (DR) and
i runs over all particles interacting with S. The ith particle has ni number of degrees of
freedom, and, picks up a field dependent mass Mi(ϕ) in the process. One finds

nG+ = nη+ = 2, nG0 = nh0 = nηR = nηI = 1, nχ = −4. (17)

The various field-dependent masses are expressed as

M2
G+(ϕ) = M2

G0
(ϕ) = M2

h0
(ϕ) = −m2

Φ +
1

2
λ6ϕ

2, (18a)

M2
η+(ϕ) = M2

ηI
(ϕ) = M2

ηR
(ϕ) = m2

η +
1

2
λ7ϕ

2, (18b)

M2
S(ϕ) = −m2

S − 2µSϕ+ 3λ8ϕ
2, (18c)

M2
χ(ϕ) = (mf + yχϕ)

2. (18d)

We adopt the MS scheme in this study and thus subsequently choose µ = vS. Further, the
one-loop correction to the scalar potential induced due to T ̸= 0 reads [71–73]

VT (ϕ, T ) =
T 4

2π2

[ ∑
b=boson

nbJB

(
M2

b (ϕ)

T 2

)
+

∑
f=fermion

nfJF

(
M2

f (ϕ)

T 2

)]
. (19)

In the above, the indices b and f respectively run over the bosonic and fermionic fields. The
functions JB,F (x) read

JB,F (x) =

∫ ∞

0

dx y2 log[1∓ e−
√

y2+x]. (20)

Further, infrared effects are included using the daisy remmuation technique [74, 75]. In
particular, the Arnold-Espinosa prescription [75] that contributes the following term:

VDaisy(ϕ, T ) = − T

12π

∑
b=boson

nb

[
M3

b (ϕ, T )−M3
b (ϕ)

]
, (21)
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where M2
b (ϕ, T ) = M2

b (ϕ) + Πb(T ) refers to the thermal mass of the bth boson. The Debye
mass corrections Πb(T ) for the considered setup are relegated to the Appendix. In all, the
scalar potential finite temperature becomes

Vtotal(ϕ, T ) = V0(ϕ) + VCW(ϕ) + VDaisy(ϕ, T ). (22)

The scalar potential above admits coexisting minima that can be obtained through

∂Vtotal

∂ϕ
= 0, (23a)

∂2Vtotal

∂ϕ2
> 0. (23b)

The two minima ϕf and ϕt (say) can be dubbed as the false and the true vacuum respectively.
Such dynamics therefore opens up the possibility of a first order phase transition (FOPT).
It also entails tunnelling from ϕf to ϕt whose probability per unit 4-volume is given by [76]

Γ(T ) = T 4

(
SE

2πT

)3/2

e−
SE
T . (24)

Here, SE is the classical euclidean "bounce" action in 3-dimensions calculated as

SE = 4π

∫ ∞

0

dr r2
[
1

2

(dϕ
dr

)2
+ Vtotal(ϕ, T )

]
. (25)

The scalar field ϕ is derived by solving the classical field equation

d2ϕ

dr2
+

2

r

dϕ

dr
− ∂Vtotal

∂ϕ
= 0. (26)

A critical temperature Tc is identified through

Vtotal(ϕf (Tc), Tc) = Vtotal(ϕt(Tc), Tc), (27)

The bubble picture can be invoked to understand FOPT in analogy with the liquid-gas
phase transition. In a sea of the false vacuum can be thought to be populated by bubbles
containing the true vacuum. And the bubbles grow in size as tunnelling from ϕf to ϕt

proceeds. There is ∼ 1 bubble per unit Hubble volume at the nucleation temperature Tn

typically defined as

SE(Tn)

Tn

= 140. (28)

Gravitational waves in case of an FOPT are mainly generated through (a) bubble wall
collisions [77–81], (b) sound waves [82–85], and (c) magneto-hydrodynamic (MHD) turbu-
lence [86–90] in the plasma. We express below the corresponding contributions to the energy
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BM1 BM2

MηR 351.194 GeV 228.89 GeV

Mχ 602.952 GeV 618.55 GeV

yχ 1.754 1.838

ΩηRh
2 0.019 0.010

Ωχh
2 0.081 0.072

σSI
ηR

6.936 ×10−48 cm2 1.62 ×10−47 cm2

σSI
χ 8.25 ×10−50 cm2 8.67 ×10−50 cm2

Tc 263.784 GeV 380.746 GeV
ϕc

Tc
1.491 2.018

Tn 236.2 GeV 284.2 GeV

αn 1.23× 10−2 1.84 ×10−3

β 2.219 ×103 1.025 ×103

vb 0.660 0.611
M∗

χ

T∗
3.805 4.505

Fχ 0.459 0.590

ΩFBh
2/Ωobsh

2 16.67% 31.67%

Required cχ 4.93× 10−3 7.29× 10−3

TABLE I: Benchmark parameter points and the corresponding predictions of GW amplitude and

Fermi-ball contribution to DM.

density as a function of the GW frequency f [91–96].

Ωcollh
2 = 1.67× 10−5

( β

H

)−2( 0.11v3b
0.42 + v2b

)( κcα

1 + α

)2(100
g∗

) 1
3
( 3.8(f/fcoll)

2.8

1 + 2.8(f/fcoll)3.8

)
, (29a)

Ωswh
2 = 2.65× 10−6

( β

H

)−1

vb

( κsα

1 + α

)2(100
g∗

) 1
3
( f

fsw

)3( 7

4 + 3(f/fsw)2

)7/2
, (29b)

Ωturh
2 = 3.35× 10−4

( β

H

)−1

vb

( κtα

1 + α

)3/2(100
g∗

) 1
3
( f

ftur

)3 (1 + f/ftur)
−11/3

1 + 8πf/hs

. (29c)

In the above, the parameter α [97] is defined as

α =
∆ρ

ρr(Tn)
, (30)

where ∆ρ =[
Vtotal(ϕf (T ), T ) − Vtotal(ϕt(T ), T ) − T d

dT

(
Vtotal(ϕf (T ), T ) − Vtotal(ϕt(T ), T )

)]
T=Tn

param-

eterizes the energy budget of the FOPT through its latent heat release. Moreover,
ρr(T ) = π2

30
g∗T

4 is the energy density of the radiation dominated phase in the presence
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of g∗ number of relativistic degrees of freedom. One also has

β = Tn
dSE

dT

∣∣∣∣
T=Tn

(31)

[98] that quantifies the speed of phase transition. Further, vb is the bubble wall velocity

in general related to the Jouget velocity vJ =
1/

√
3+
√

α2+2α/3

1+α
[94–96]. One reckons vb ≃ vJ

unless there is supercooling. The factors κc, κs and κt respectively are efficiency factors
relevant to bubble collision, sound wave emission and turbulence. They are expressed as

κc =
1

1 + 0.715α

(
0.715α +

4

27

√
3α

2

)
, (32a)

κs =

√
α

0.135 +
√
0.98 + α

, (32b)

κt = 0.1κs. (32c)

Finally, the frequencies fcoll, fsw and fturb at which the corresponding GW amplitudes peak
[91–96] are expressed below.

fcoll = 1.65× 10−5Hz
( g∗
100

)1/6 ( Tn

100 GeV

) ( 0.62

v2b − 0.1vb + 1.8

)( β

H

)
, (33a)

fsw = 1.65× 10−5Hz
( g∗
100

)1/6 ( Tn

100 GeV

) ( 2√
3

)( β

H

)
, (33b)

ftur = 1.65× 10−5Hz
( g∗
100

)1/6 ( Tn

100 GeV

) (7
4

)( β

H

)
. (33c)

The total GW density is therefore the sum of the individual contributions from bubble
collsion, sound wave production and turbulence. Thus,

ΩGWh2 = Ωcollh
2 + Ωswh

2 + Ωturh
2. (34)

We fix MH = vS = µS = 200 GeV, λL = 0.01, sθ = 5 × 10−4, yχ = 1.8, λ7 = 1, 2 for
illustration and make the following variation 100 GeV ≤ MηR ,Mχ ≤ 1 TeV in our numerical
scans. The scan range is motivated from the fact that we wish to probe the IDM desert
region in terms of the GW spectrum and Fermi-ball formation. The parameter regions in
the MηR −Mχ plane corresponding to ϕc

Tc
> 1, 2, 3 are overlayed on the region accounting for

≥ 50% of the observed relic abundance in Fig.3. An FOPT with ϕc

Tc
≥ 1 is dubbed strong

hereafter. The results of Fig.3 demonstrate the possibility of accommodating together a
strong FOPT and an elevated thermal relic abundance in the IDM desert region. This point
emerges as a major upshot of this study. We would like to mention that the wide [0.06,0.12]
interval for the thermal relic is chosen deliberately in order to leave room for a possible
Fermi-ball contribution.
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Φc/Tc > 2
Φc/Tc > 1.5
Φc/Tc > 1
0.06 < ΩηR

 h2 + Ωχ h2 < 0.12

M
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900
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FIG. 3: Variation of Vtotal(ϕ, T ) versus ϕ for T = Tc, Tn in case of BP1 and BP2. The color coding

is explained in the legends.

To advance the discussion further, we pick two two representative benchmarks from the
desert region that predict strong FOPT. The benchmarks, BM1 and BM2, are displayed in
in Table I. The shape of Vtotal(ϕ, T ) is shown at the critical and nucleation temperatures for
the chosen benchmarks in Fig.4.

BP1 T = Tc

T = Tn

 V
Φ

,T
/1

09  (
G

eV
)

−1.25

−1.2

−1.15

−1

−0.95

−0.9

Φ (GeV)
0 100 200 300 400 500

BP2 T = Tc

T = Tn

 V
Φ

,T
/1

09  (
G

eV
)

−2.5

0

2.5

5

7.5

10

Φ (GeV)
0 200 400 600 800

FIG. 4: Regions in the MηR −Mχ plane simultaneously accounting for strong FOPT and at least

50% of the observed DM relic. The color coding is explained in the legends.
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The WIMP DM density for both benchmarks is majorly generated by the fermion χ

though the IDM shares ≳ 15% of the WIMP contribution. The corresponding SE at various
T are computed using the publicly available tool FindBounce [99]. The parameters relevant
to an ΩGWh2 calculation are also shown in the table. The GW spectra corresponding to
these benchmarks can be seen in Fig.5. The GW spectra peak at around O(10−15) and
O(10−17) values for BM1 and BM2 respectively. And the shapes of the spectra are such
that BM1 is within the reach of the proposed GW detector BBO [100]. BM2 can also be
probed by the U-DECIGO detector [101, 102]. Given the representative nature of the chosen
benchmarks, it is inferred that the IDM desert region can be probed by the aforementioned
experiments.

BP1
BP2
BBO
U-DECIGO

Ω
G

W
 h

2

10−24

10−21

10−15

10−12

f (Hz)
10−4 10−3 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

FIG. 5: Variation of Vtotal(ϕ, T ) versus ϕ for T = Tc, Tn in case of BP1 and BP2. The color coding

is explained in the legends.

The possibility of Fermi-ball formation in this specific framework is discussed next. We
first define ∆U(T ) = Vtotal(ϕf (T ), T )−Vtotal(ϕt(T ), T ). The energy of a Fermi-ball for T ≃ 0

with global charge QFB and radius R reads

E =
3π

4

(
3

2π

)2/3
Q

4/3
FB

R
+ 4πσ0R

2 +
4π

3
U0R

3. (35)

where the first term is the Fermi-gas pressure of χ, σ0 the surface tension, and U0 =

∆U(T )|T=0. The surface term can be neglected compared to the volume term given the
macroscopic size of the Fermi-balls. Following closely the analysis of [50], we find that
stability of the a Fermi-ball requires

(12π2U0)
1/4 < mχ + yχϕt(0). (36)
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The expressions for the mass, radius and charge of a Fermi-ball can be found in [50] and are
therefore skipped here. It is clear that Fermi-ball formation necessitates coexisting minima
of the scalar potential at zero temperature. This can be arranged through the trilinear
−1

3
µSϕ

3 term. Thus, in retrospect, the introduction of such a term stands justified.
A important quantity in the context of Fermi-balls is the fraction of χ trapped in the

false vacuum. Denoting the same by Fχ, it can be obtained as a function of the bubble wall
velocity vb and M∗

χ/T∗. Here, T∗ refers to the temperature where Fermi-balls start to form
and M∗

χ is the field dependent mass of the fermion at that temperature. We take T∗ ≃ Tn

in this analysis, an approximation that remains valid for a non-supercooled FOPT such as
the ones under consideration. Finally, Fermi-balls contribute to the relic density by

ΩFBh
2 = 0.12× Fχ

(
cχ

0.0146

)(
U

1/4
0

100 GeV

)
, (37)

where cχ is a number typically ∼ 0.01. The observed relic is thus a sum of the contributions
from DM scattering and Fermi-balls. That is,

Ωobsh
2 = ΩηRh

2 + Ωχh
2 + ΩFBh

2. (38)

The values of Fχ and the relative contributions of Fermi-balls to the observed relic density
are shown in Table I. It is seen that the contributions are sizeable and exceed the contibution
from η. In fact, Fermi-balls account for ≃ 32% of the observed DM for BP2. In the last row
of the same table, we also estimate the value of cχ stipulated in the process.

V. SUMMARY

We have revisited a two-component DM model involving an inert scalar η and an fermion
χ that are respectively doublet and singlet under SU(2)L. The fermion interacts with the
rest of the fields through an SU(2)L scalar S, and, makes up for the relic density in regions
where the standalone inert doublet would lead to under-abundance. This is particularly true
for the 100 - 500 GeV mass range of the inert doublet where we focus on in this study.

The presence of a cubic term in the scalar potential leads to co-exiting minima. This
possibility is enhanced by T ̸= 0 corrections thereby triggering first order phase transitions.
We have demonstrated in this study that the aforementioned mass range of the inert doublet
can lead to a strong FOPT for appropriate values of the other parameters. Two represen-
tative benchmarks are chosen with Tn in the 200-300 GeV range. The gravitational wave
spectrum arising out of FOPT is also looked at. We obtain ΩGWh2 ≃ O(10−17) for frequency
∼ O(0.1) Hz implying that the proposed benchmarks can be probed by the proposed BBO
and U-DECIGO GW detectors.
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We have also shown that the present scenario allows for the formation of stable Fermi-
balls in the parameter region sensitive to the aforesaid detectors in terms of the strength of
GW production. The contribution of Fermi-balls to DM relic density is also estimated. It is
seen that the Fermi-ball contribution can be a sizeable ≳ 30% of the observed relic density.
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VI. APPENDIX

A. Model couplings

yhχχ = −yχsθ, (39a)

yHχχ = yχcθ, (39b)

λhηRηR = λLvcθ − λ7vSsθ, (39c)

λhηIηI = (λ3 + λ4 − λ5)vcθ − λ7vSsθ, (39d)

λhη+η− = λ3vcθ − λ7vSsθ, (39e)

λHηRηR = λLvsθ + λ7vScθ, (39f)

λHηIηI = (λ3 + λ4 − λ5)vsθ + λ7vScθ, (39g)

λHη+η− = λ3vsθ + λ7vScθ. (39h)
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B. Debye mass corrections

Πh0(T ) =
1

12

(
6λ1 + 2λ3 + λ4 +

1

2
λ6 +

3

4
(g′)2 +

9

4
g2 + 3y2t

)
T 2, (40a)

ΠG0(T ) = ΠG+(T ) = Πh0(T ), (40b)

ΠηR(T ) =
1

12

(
6λ2 + 2λ3 + λ4 +

1

2
λ7 +

3

4
(g′)2 +

9

4
g2
)
T 2, (40c)

ΠηI (T ) = Πη+(T ) = ΠηR(T ), (40d)

Πs0(T ) =
(
2λ6 + 2λ7 + 3λ8 + 2y2χ

)T 2

12
. (40e)
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