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Abstract: We study gravitational waves from supercooled cosmological first-order phase transitions.

If such a transition is followed by inefficient reheating, the evolution history of the universe is modified

by a period of early matter domination. This leaves an imprint on the predicted gravitational-wave

spectra. Using Fisher analysis we show the parameter space in reach of upcoming gravitational wave

observatories where reheating can be probed due to its impact on the stochastic background produced

by the transition. We use both the simplified geometric parametrisation and the thermodynamical one

explicitly including the decay rate of the field undergoing the transition as a parameter determining

the spectrum. We show the expansion history following the transition can be probed provided the

transition is very strong which is naturally realised in classically scale invariant models generically

predicting supercooling. Moreover, in such a scenario the decay rate of the scalar undergoing the

phase transition, a parameter most likely inaccessible to accelerators, can be determined through the

spectrum analysis.
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1 Introduction

Early-universe phenomena are so far poorly constrained due to the lack of data. Some of them, such as

inflation, topological defects and cosmological phase transitions related to symmetry breaking, are ex-

pected to have left a potentially observable signature in the form of stochastic gravitational-wave back-

ground (SGWB) [1]. Since the first detection of gravitational waves (GW) by the LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA

collaboration [2–10] almost a decade ago, this new messenger has been proven to be within our reach.

Recently, the pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations [11–13] reported evidence of an SGWB. It can

be explained by collisions of supermassive black holes taking place in the late universe [14–16] but an

explanation by a primordial source is also possible. In particular, a signal from a first-order phase

transition (PT) fits the data well [16–26]. Since the observed signal of a large amplitude is in the nano-

Hertz range, the corresponding PT sourcing such a signal would need to be extremely supercooled and

the universe should not reheat too much afterwards. This poses a challenge in constructing realistic

models featuring such a PT [27, 28].

It is much more natural to expect a signal sourced by a PT in the LISA [29, 30] frequency range

corresponding to processes at energies around the electroweak scale. In the case of a very high-

temperature PT a signal visible in Einstein Telescope (ET) [31, 32] could be observed. Supercooled

PTs, in which the transition proceeds at temperatures much below the critical temperature with a

huge latent heat release, are particularly promising in terms of the strength of the predicted GW

signal [23–26, 33–53]. Studying the observability of a PT-sourced GW signal at LISA and ET, and the

analysis of reconstruction of the parameters of the spectrum as well as of the underlying fundamental

physics model is the main goal of the present work.

This issue has been studied in the past [54–57] for GWs sourced by bubble collisions in the plasma,

and recently in ref. [58] also signals from bubble wall collisions, relevant for very strong transitions,

have been included. In the present work, we focus on supercooled PTs, which can result in GWs
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produced via bubble collisions or sound waves in the plasma. Following ref. [59] we assume that the

spectra generated via these two sources are identical for strongly supercooled transitions. We extend

the results of ref. [58] for supercooled PTs studying the possibility of probing the modified expansion

history of the universe via GWs. In particular, we are interested in probing a period of early matter

domination, caused by inefficient reheating after a supercooled PT. This inefficiency is associated with

a small decay rate of the field undergoing the transition to the SM fields and the resulting modification

of the spectra is one of the very few ways in which features of the underlying particle physics models

can be probed through GW signals.

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we introduce the physical setting under study,

namely supercooled phase transition and the process of reheating. We then proceed with the de-

scription of the applied methods of analysis: in section 3 we provide the signal templates, in both

geometrical (also called spectral) and thermodynamical parameterisations, in section 4 we review the

models for detector noise applied, while section 5 introduces the Fisher matrix method. The results

of the parameter reconstruction are presented in section 6 for spectral and in section 7 for thermody-

namical parameterisation. We conclude in section 8.

2 Supercooled PT and modified evolution of the universe

This section briefly reviews the most important features of supercooled PTs and specifies our treatment

of reheating after the PT.

A first-order phase transition is possible when the scalar effective potential features two minima

separated by a barrier. At high temperatures, the symmetric minimum at the origin of the field space

is the global one. As the universe cools down, the potential evolves and eventually the two minima

become degenerate at the critical temperature, Tc. Just below this temperature, the phase transition

is already possible since it is energetically favourable for the field to tunnel to the global minimum of

the potential. If, however, the decay rate of the false vacuum is suppressed, the phase transition is

delayed. At some temperature TV the energy stored in radiation becomes equal to the energy stored in

the vacuum and a phase of thermal inflation begins. The phase transition begins when the nucleation

rate is sufficient for at least one bubble of true vacuum to nucleate per Hubble volume. We consider

the PT to be complete when the bubbles percolate at T∗.

The strength of the transition for supercooled PTs can be approximated as [60, 61]

α =
∆V

ρR∗
, (2.1)

where ∆V denotes the energy difference between the two minima of the potential at the percolation

temperature, which can be well approximated by ∆V evaluated at T = 0. ρR∗ denotes the energy

density stored in the pre-existing radiation bath at percolation temperature. In general ρR is given by

ρR(T ) =
π2g∗(T )

30
T 4, (2.2)

with g∗(T ) counting the number of relativistic degrees of freedom. Typically, for supercooled PTs the

pre-existing radiation is severely diluted and we can assume α ≫ 1. The inverse time scale of the

transition is typically approximated by the first-order expansion of the false vacuum decay rate

ΓV ∝ eβ(t−t∗)+... . (2.3)

– 2 –



The decay rate can be computed in a given model using its effective potential [62, 63] 1. In order to

remain as model-independent as possible we will not specify a potential and simply treat the inverse

duration normalised to the Hubble rate β/H as a free parameter.

The huge amount of energy stored in the potential and driving the thermal inflation is released

after the PT as the latent heat of the transition. A fraction of this energy is converted to GWs while

the rest remains in the scalar field until it is transferred to the primordial plasma in the process of

reheating. There are two possible scenarios of reheating controlled by the relative magnitude of the

decay rate of the scalar field that undergoes the transition, Γφ, to the Hubble rate at the moment of

the transition, H∗.

If Γφ ⩾ H∗, the decay of the scalar field to plasma particles is fast, the reheating is efficient

and can be considered instantaneous. Then, the reheating temperature can be easily estimated using

energy conservation [61] as follows. Since for strongly supercooled PTs α ≫ 1 we can assume that the

total energy in the universe is dominated by ∆V at the moment of transition. This energy is to be

transformed into the radiation energy of the reheated plasma at temperature Tr so

∆V = ρR(Tr), (2.4)

which leads to the approximation for the reheating temperature, Tr ≈ TV .

If Γφ < H∗, the scalar cannot immediately decay into plasma particles and instead oscillates about

the true minimum of the potential [71, 72]. The universe, when dominated by an oscillating scalar

field, evolves as matter-dominated [73] 2. This causes a period of early matter domination that lasts

until the decay rate Γφ becomes comparable with the Hubble parameter. The energy stored in the

oscillating scalar field redshifts as matter so the final reheating temperature is lower than in the case of

immediate reheating. To quantitatively study the reheating process we solve the following Boltzmann

equations [74] (see also refs. [38, 75] for a similar approach)

ρ̇R + 4HρR = Γφρφ, ρ̇φ + 3Hρφ = −Γφρφ, H2 =
ρR + ρφ
3M2

P

, (2.5)

where the dot symbolises the time derivative, ρR and ρφ denote the energy density of radiation and the

scalar field, respectively, and MP is the reduced Planck mass MP = 2.435 ·1018 GeV. Since we assume

that the transition is strongly supercooled, α ≫ 1, we set the initial energy density of the scalar field

to ρφ = ∆V , and the energy of radiation to zero. 3 We account for the number of relativistic degrees

of freedom changing with temperature g∗(T ) using data from ref. [76]. We solve this set of equations

numerically until the field energy density becomes negligible 4 and assume standard expansion from

that point until today.

The overall energy scale for the above set of equations is set by ∆V , in particular, the Hubble

parameter at the percolation temperature is given by H2
∗ = ∆V/3M2

P . Therefore, to illustrate various

reheating scenarios we fix ∆V and in figure 1 present the evolution of energy densities of radiation

and the oscillating scalar field with the scale factor for different values of Γφ/H∗, obtained by solving

the system of eq. (2.5) numerically. The maximal temperature of the plasma (obtained from ρR using

1See [64–70] for a recent discussion of this approximation.
2In fact, the scalar field after the transition might not be exactly homogeneous. In such a case a modified equation

of state would be needed. However, the exact result is not certain yet and we will continue to use the simplifying

assumption of matter domination following an inefficient reheating.
3Numerically we set it to some very small number that does not influence the computations.
4By negligible we mean ρφ/ρR = 10−4 for LISA ρφ/ρR = 10−7 for ET. The different values have no physical

importance and were chosen for increasing numerical accuracy.
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eq. (2.2)), Tmax, is reached for the scale factor amax, which does not depend on Γφ/H∗. Yet, the

value of Tmax decreases with decreasing decay rate. The scale of reheating, aeq, defined as the scale at

which the energy densities of radiation and the scalar field are equal, grows with decreasing Γφ/H∗.

Consequently, the corresponding reheating temperature Teq decreases. To sum up, the lower the value

of Γφ/H∗, the longer the reheating phase and the lower the maximal temperature reached.

ρR
ρϕ

ρR + ρϕ

Γϕ = 1H∗
Γϕ = 0.1H∗
Γϕ = 0.01H∗

Figure 1. Evolution of the energy density of the scalar ρφ (dashed lines) and the radiation ρR (dotted lines)

for different values of the scalar decay rate Γφ indicated with different colours. The densities are normalised

to the overall energy scale ∆V = ρmax. The vertical dotted line to the left shows the scale factor for which

the maximal temperature is reached amax (the same value in all cases) while the colourful dot-dashed lines

indicate the scale factor aeq of reheating for which ρφ = ρR in each case.

In the following sections, we use the maximal temperature, Tmax, to parameterise the GW spectra.

We could equally choose the reheating temperature, Teq, since anyway the modified evolution history,

as depicted in figure 1 is included in the computation of the redshift that GW signal produced during

a first-order PT experiences. The resulting modification of the shape of the spectrum opens the

possibility of probing the history of the universe using GWs from PTs. Moreover, it could be possible to

reconstruct the decay rate of the scalar, Γφ, from the observed signal. In the next section, we introduce

the template that we use for the signal, including the modified redshift due to matter domination.

Subsequent sections present the analysis of the reconstruction of the spectral and thermodynamical

parameters of the signal.

3 Signal template

Various possible mechanisms sourcing GWs during a PT have been discussed in the literature [1, 58, 77,

78]. Following ref. [59], we assume that the GW signals from very strong PTs have the same spectral

shape, independently of whether they were sourced by bubble collisions or by plasma motion. 5 We

5Another possible source is associated with density fluctuations produced by the phase transition [22, 23]. This effect

could have a significant impact on our results as it tends to dominate the signal in the strongly supercooled regime

which we also focus on. However, the exact shape of the spectrum from this source is not known yet for models with

inefficient reheating and we do not take it into account in the present work.
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will use the following parameterisation [16] for the emitted GW spectral shape,

S(f, fp, f∗, d) =
(a+ b)c(

b
[

f
fp

]− a
c

+ a
[

f
fp

] b
c

)c

(
1 + ( f∗f )(a/γ)

1 + ( f∗f )(d/γ)

)γ

, (3.1)

where fp is the frequency of the peak and we fix the slopes following [58, 59] as a = b = 2.4 and c = 4.

The frequency f∗ corresponds to the horizon-size wavelength at the time of the phase transition [16, 19].

For frequencies far below f∗ the spectrum scales universally, depending on the energy budget of the

universe [79, 80]. The parameter d defines the slope of the spectrum in this regime, while γ controls

how quickly that asymptotic slope is reached. We will use two canonical slopes, that is, d = 3

corresponding to standard radiation domination [79, 80] 6 and d = 1 corresponding to a matter-

domination period after the transition [74, 75]. The last term in the equation above parametrises

our ignorance concerning the shape of the spectrum at the horizon size. In principle, a numerical

simulation including the expansion of the universe would give us the exact shape. However, in the

absence of such a simulation, we simply fix γ = 1 for d = 3 and γ = 1
3 for d = 1, respectively, which

results in a quick transition not modifying the spectrum far from the breaking point at f∗ in each case.

In a simplified geometrical (spectral) parameterisation of the spectrum we treat the amplitude Ωp

and peak frequency fp as well as the low-frequency slope d as free parameters such that the observed

spectrum reads

ΩGEOM
GW = ΩpS(f, fp, f∗, d) , (3.2)

where the spectral shape is given by eq. (3.1). We show example spectra of interest for LISA and ET

in figure 2. Solid lines show the spectra with d = 1 corresponding to matter domination after the

phase transition, while dotted lines represent d = 3 corresponding to standard radiation domination.

The peak amplitude is fixed, Ωp = 10−9, while different colours represent different peak frequencies.

The breaking frequencies, f∗ are marked by vertical dashed lines. 7

In order to compute the spectrum for a particular particle physics model we need to relate the

spectrum to the parameters defining the transition which we discussed in section 2. This gives the

emitted spectrum

ΩTH
GW, emit = 5.1 · 10−2

(
β

H∗

)−2

S(f, fp, f∗, 3), fp = 0.7f∗
β

H∗
, (3.3)

where the numerical factors are determined through numerical simulations [59]. This gives us the

spectrum at the time of the production and in order to compute the spectrum today we need to

properly include the redshift. This can be done using [74]

ΩTH
GW = ΩTH

GW, emit ×


(

a∗
a0

)4 (
H∗
H0

)2
, for f ≥ f∗(

af

a0

)4 (
Hf

H0

)2
, for f < f∗

(3.4)

where the lower case describes the modes that are super-horizon at the time of the transition, which

begin to redshift only once they enter the horizon at a = af , H = Hf . Above we also use the standard

6The variation in the number of degrees of freedom modifies this simple result and also has an impact on the shape

of the spectrum [81, 82]. Such modifications are also not limited to GW sources associated with a PT [83].
7We explain how to evaluate f∗ below.
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LISA PLS
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Signal with d = 3

f∗

fp = 3 · 10−4 Hz

fp = 3 · 10−3 Hz
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f [Hz]

10−13

10−12

10−11

10−10

10−9

10−8

10−7

10−6

Ω
G

W

ET PLS

Signal with d = 1

Signal with d = 3

f∗

fp = 3 · 101 Hz

fp = 3 · 102 Hz

fp = 3 · 103 Hz

Figure 2. Examples of spectra with fixed peak amplitude Ωp = 10−9, and various peak frequencies fp
indicated by colour (see the legend). The breaking frequencies f∗ are marked by vertical dashed lines in

respective colours. LISA power-law integrated sensitivity curve (PLS) is shown with a solid black line in the

top panel while the bottom panel features the PLS for ET.

relation between scales and frequencies for the horizon size at the time of the transition and at the

moment when the mode of a generic frequency f re-enters the horizon

f∗ =
a∗H∗

2π
, f =

afHf

2π
. (3.5)

In the standard radiation domination case eq. (3.4) simply gives ΩGEOM
GW = 1.67 · 10−5 ΩTH

GW, emit.

Unlike in the simple radiation-dominated case, in order to include the redshift we need to solve

the Boltzmann equations (2.5) to find the evolution of the scale factor included in the equations above.

In this way, we account for the dilution of the signal due to a period of matter domination and the

influence of the scalar decay rate Γφ on the spectrum. To demonstrate this, we will focus on three

benchmark values of Γφ which we already discussed in section 2 and for which the evolution is depicted

in figure 1. Figure 3 shows the resulting spectra with the colour indicating the value of Γφ, while all
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Γϕ = 0.01H∗
fp

Figure 3. The solid lines show example spectra for the three benchmark values for Γφ = H∗, 0.1H∗, 0.01H∗

as indicated by the colours. Peak frequencies are marked with dash-dotted vertical lines in respective colours

while the solid black lines correspond to the PLS sensitivity curves. In the top panel, the parameters are fixed

to Tmax = 105 GeV and β/H∗ = 10 with the PLS curve corresponding to LISA while in the bottom panel

Tmax = 109 GeV and β/H∗ = 10 and the PLS curve corresponds to ET.

other parameters are fixed. First, we see the plateau at low frequencies now clearly depending on the

length of the matter domination period. The smaller the decay rate the longer it takes before the

field decays into radiation. Thus, the corresponding plateau at frequencies below the horizon size is

longer for smaller values of Γφ. Now we carefully treat the reheating after the PT and model the

redshift in agreement with the actual temperature evolution of the universe after the PT, as described

in section 2. Therefore, we can see the impact of modified redshift due to the matter domination on

the part of the spectrum within the horizon at the time of transition. The modified redshift results

in diminished peak amplitude and somewhat increased peak frequency for a longer period of matter

domination.

Relating the geometrical and the thermodynamical parameterizations, we can evaluate the first

break, f∗ in order to only look at physically relevant parameters. Using the above simplification, with
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eqs. (3.2) and (3.3) substituted, and evaluated at peak frequency, such that S ≈ 1, we can eliminate

β/H∗ to find f∗,

f∗ ≈ 1

0.7
√
5.1 · 10−2 · 1.67 · 10−5

√
Ωpfp ≈ 1.56 · 103

√
Ωpfp . (3.6)

Due to the simplification, this expression holds for the pure radiation case of d = 3 and can be

used in eq. (3.2). While reconstructing signals from the geometric parameters we will also use it for

d = 1, implicitly assuming that the matter domination period lasts for a very short time such that the

modification of the peak due to the redshift can be neglected.

4 Detector Noise

In this section, we will review the noise models for the experiments we focus on. We start with LISA

using a noise model based on refs. [84] and [85]. The main sources of noise are acceleration and

path-length uncertainty, defined by the characteristic amplitudes√
(δa)2 = 3 · 10−15 m/s2,

√
(δx)2 = 1.5 · 10−11 m. (4.1)

They combine to the effective noise power spectral density [84]

Seff,LISA
noise (f) =

10

3

(
SI(f)

(2πf)4
+ SII

)
R(f) + SGal(f), (4.2)

where SI and SII encode the two sources of noise and are given by

SI = 4
(√

(δa)2/L
)2 (

1 + (f1/f)
2
)
Hz−1 = 5.76 · 10−48

(
1 + (f1/f)

2
)
s−4 Hz−1,

SII =
(√

(δx)2/L
)2

Hz−1 = 3.6 · 10−41 Hz−1,

(4.3)

while the inverse response function reads

R(f) =

(
1 +

(
f

f2

)2
)
. (4.4)

We use the length of the LISA arm L = 2.5 · 109 m and characteristic frequencies f1 = 0.4mHz and

f2 = 25 mHz [84]. The last term SGal in eq. (4.2) refers to galactic confusion noise produced by binary

white dwarfs which can be approximated by the analytic fit [85],

SGal(f) = Af−7/3e
−
(

f
f3

)α 1

2

[
1.0 + tanh

(
−f − fk

f4

)]
, (4.5)

where A = 1.14 · 10−44, α = 1.8, f4 = 0.31mHz and f3, fk depend on the observation time Tobs, via

log10 (f3) = a3 log10 (Tobs) + b3, log10 (fk) = ak log10 (Tobs) + bk. (4.6)

Here the unit of Tobs is years and a3 = −0.25, b3 = −2.7 and ak = −0.27, bk = −2.47.

Next, let us turn to the sensitivity of the Einstein Telescope. The final design of the experiment

is still debated [86]. For simplicity, we use the interpolated function for the power spectral density

DET
noise , for the D design [32, 87]. The effective noise power spectral density can be written as [88]:

Seff,ET
noise (f) =

1

2

1√
3

∣∣∣∣DET
noise (f)

ΓET(f)

∣∣∣∣ , (4.7)
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where ΓET(f) given in [89] is the overlap reduction function and we include an additional factor of

one half, to follow our convention for equation (5.2) 8.

5 Fisher matrix reconstruction

For a given spectrum ΩGW characterised by parameters θα, the Fisher information matrix allows one

to evaluate the accuracy of reconstruction of θα values from the observed signal, under the assumption

of Gaussian likelihood function [90, 91]. An element of the Fisher information matrix is given by [54,

58, 92–94],

Fαβ = Tobs

∫ fmax

fmin

df

∂ΩGW

∂θα
∂ΩGW

∂θβ(
Ωnoise +ΩGW

)2 , (5.1)

where we converted the effective noise Seff from eq. (4.2) into fractional energy density parameter

Ωnoise =
4π2f3

3H2
0

Seff . (5.2)

We note that in the expression above we assumed that the A and E channels give equal contributions.

We also assume Tobs = 4 years, for both LISA and ET.

The inverse of the Fisher matrix gives the squared covariance matrix

σ2 = F−1 . (5.3)

The diagonal elements, treated separately, give projected squared uncertainties of the reconstruction

of a given parameter when we marginalise over other parameters. The off-diagonal elements represent

covariance between different parameters. One can diagonalise the covariance matrix to obtain new

variables whose uncertainties are uncorrelated. Let us define the (relative) normalized uncertainties

using the following relations

δxy =


σxx

x for x = y ,√
|σ2

xy|√
xy for x ̸= y ,

(5.4)

where we write every element of covariance matrix σ2 matrix as σ2
xy. Note that non-diagonal elements

can be negative, so we introduced absolute value in (5.4). Mathematically, this definition can be

understood as applying the natural logarithm to the parameters of the covariance matrix, i.e. θi →
ln θi, then σ2

ln θi,ln θj
=

σ2
θiθj

θiθj
, see section 4.1 of ref. [54] or section 3.4 of ref. [58].

Let us also define the signal-to-noise ratio SNR [77]

SNR =

[
Tobs

∫
df

Ω2
GW

Ω2
noise

] 1
2

, (5.5)

where the integral runs over the sensitivity window of the experiment. The usual criterion of observ-

ability, SNR = 10, will give us a reference in the analysis of the reconstruction of parameters.

Let us note that the Fisher formalism can break down for signals that have low SNR, or signals

that weakly depend on certain parameters, see ref. [91]. This could be improved by performing a full

Bayesian analysis [58, 95], which, however, is out of the scope of this paper. We also note that for

large SNR the calculation of SNR becomes unreliable and gives only an upper limit, due to intrinsic

noise, see ref. [96].

8See eqs. (A.55) and (A.24) in [88] for details.
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6 Reconstruction of spectral parameters from the signal

We will begin with the reconstruction of geometrical parameters that is the peak amplitude Ωp,

frequency fp and low-frequency slope parameter d as introduced in eq. (3.1). Figure 4 shows nor-

malised uncertainties of the reconstruction of these parameters as functions of the amplitude and

peak frequency for fixed low-frequency slope d. Solid, dashed and dotted lines show three contours

corresponding to the uncertainty of 1%, 10% and 100% of the value, respectively. Purple contours

correspond to d = 3 while the red ones to d = 1. In the top panel, we show the reconstruction results

for LISA while in the lower panel for ET. The black line shows the simplified detection criterion for

our spectra using SNR = 10 for d = 3. The stars in both panels correspond to the spectra shown

in the two panels of figure 2 with the colours indicating the parameters defining the given spectrum.

For the parameters defining the amplitude and position of the peak we find that, as expected, the

SNR = 10 line falls between 10% and 100% uncertainty on parameters. The same is not true for the

low-frequency slope parameter d which requires a very large amplitude of the signal and peak fre-

quency somewhat above the peak sensitivity of the experiment. This is very simple to understand by

looking at the example spectra in figure 2. The modification below the frequency corresponding to the

horizon size appears at frequencies significantly below the peak. The amplitude of the signal at that

frequency is also significantly lower and only if the peak is well within the sensitivity the modification

can be observed. Nonetheless, we find a viable region in the parameter space where the evolution

history of the universe can be probed. In particular, in the region where δdd < O(10 − 100%), the

scenarios with and without early matter domination can be distinguished.

The analysis presented here is subject to certain simplifications, mentioned before. The d =

3 case corresponds to the standard scenario of radiation domination while d = 1 corresponds to

a period of matter domination after the transition. In this example, we keep the redshift as in

the standard radiation case also for d = 1 which leads again to eq. (3.6). A prolonged period of

matter domination leading to an extended plateau with Ω ∝ f for frequencies below the horizon

size would lead to extra dilution according to eq. (3.4). Thus our example corresponds to a very brief

matter domination, although the length of the plateau in the simplified spectrum does not reflect that.

Therefore, the results in this plot show the most optimistic range in which the matter-domination-

induced modification can be reconstructed. The analysis of thermodynamical parameters presented

in the following section is free from the simplifications discussed above.

7 Reconstruction of thermodynamical parameters from the signal

For the thermodynamical parameters that fully determine the signal we choose the maximal temper-

ature attained during the reheating process, Tmax, the inverse time scale of the transition, β/H∗, and

the decay rate of the scalar field, Γφ. Their relations with the spectral parameters are discussed in

section 3. The simplified templates discussed in the previous section proved enough to verify standard

expansion after the PT, for strong enough signals. However, the thermodynamical parameters have a

more direct connection to the underlying model and give us a chance to understand the nature of the

PT that gave origin to the observed GW signal. Reconstruction of Tmax and β/H∗ is not enough to

deduce the underlying model. The spectra are degenerate with respect to those and many models lead

to similar thermodynamical parameters. However, Γφ carries direct information about the underlying

fundamental physics. The weaker the coupling between the scalar that undergoes the transition to

the SM, the lower the value of Γφ. An extended period of early matter domination, resulting in a
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Figure 4. Relative uncertainties in the reconstruction of geometrical parameters with LISA (top panel) and

ET (bottom panel), for the low-frequency slope d = 3 and d = 1 (see eq. (3.1)). Solid, dashed and dotted

blue lines correspond to the normalised uncertainties of 1%, 10% and 100% respectively. The black solid line

corresponds to SNR = 10 for the signal with d=3 for comparison. The stars in the top and bottom panels

represent parameters of the spectra from the top and bottom panels of figure 2.
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characteristic feature in the GW spectrum, would be a clear sign of a transition in a sector weakly

coupled to the SM.

Let us proceed with the analysis of the parameter space. Figure 5 shows the relative uncertainties

(see eq. 5.4) of the inverse time scale of the transition β/H∗, the maximal temperature reached Tmax

and the decay rate Γφ. We again fix the value Γφ to our three benchmarks shown with different colours.

The solid lines show the standard detection criterion SNR = 10 while the dashed lines show the 10%

uncertainties of the parameters indicated in each panel. The top panel shows the reconstruction with

LISA while the bottom one with ET. Finally, the grey stars correspond to the spectra depicted in the

respective panels in figure 3 (they differ only by the value of Γφ/H∗, therefore they correspond to a

single point in the space of β/H∗ and Tmax). As expected we see the regions where β/H∗ and Tmax

can be determined are similar and strongly correlated. This is due to the degeneracy as the time scale

determines both the amplitude and peak frequency of the signal. Note that the line of 10% relative

uncertainty for Tmax is placed slightly to the left, while for β/H∗ to the right compared to SNR = 10.

Most importantly we again see that the region in which the decay rate can be determined is much

smaller as an appropriately strong signal is required. This is analogous to the determination of the

slope d in the simplified spectra from the previous section. Now we can see why ideally the matter

domination period should not last too long as that diminishes the amplitude of the spectrum due

to modified redshift and decreases the experimental prospects accordingly. Nonetheless, in a certain

region of the parameter space Γφ, which is a property of the underlying fundamental physics model,

can be probed via GW. It may be a unique way of probing weak scalar couplings.

One may ask whether the ranges of β/H∗ and Tmax are realistic and can be attained in physically

motivated models. Popular extensions of the SM featuring supercooling are models with classical scale

symmetry. Correct pattern of symmetry breaking can be easily achieved in models where classically

conformal SM is extended with a new gauge group, e.g. U(1) [23, 39, 45–48, 52, 53] or SU(2) [39,

40, 42, 44, 97–105]. In the model with U(1)B−L symmetry low values of β/H∗ are naturally obtained

for reheating temperatures above 20 TeV [74] which perfectly fits the range of parameters within the

reach of LISA (see figure 5). In the case of the model with a new SU(2) group, it has been shown

in ref. [105] that the case of non-instantaneous reheating (Γφ < H∗) cannot be realised since in this

region of parameter space the phase transition does not end successfully with percolation of bubbles.

This conclusion could be modified by updates in the percolation criterion, see e.g. ref. [23]. Then,

according to ref. [105] (see also ref. [44] for an NLO update), in the region of small Γφ the expected

values would be around Treh ≈ 105 GeV 9 and β/H∗ ≈ 10, which overlaps with the range where we

predict Γφ could be probed. Therefore, we can take the values of Treh and β/H∗ as indicative for a

class of similar models. This shows that GWs from supercooled phase transitions could directly probe

underlying fundamental physics models.

8 Conclusions

In this work, we presented a projection for the reconstruction of parameters describing the GW spectra

in supercooled cosmological phase transitions using the Fisher matrix formalism, for two forthcoming

GW detectors, LISA and ET. We used both the simplified spectra in the geometrical parameterisation

(peak amplitude, Ωp and frequency, fp as well as d – the slope of the spectrum for frequencies corre-

sponding to super-Hubble scales) and the spectra parameterised by the thermodynamical quantities

(inverse time scale of the transition β/H∗, maximal temperature attained during reheating, Tmax and

9For exact values more detailed modelling of inefficient reheating would be needed which was not done in ref. [105]
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correspond to SNR = 10. The colour of the contours indicates one of the three benchmark values for Γφ/H∗ =

1, 0.1, and 0.01. The stars represent parameters of the spectra from the corresponding panels in figure 3.

– 13 –



the decay rate of the scalar field, Γφ). In the latter case, the dilution of the signal due to an early

matter-domination period is properly taken into account.

We showed that for strong signals associated with supercooled PTs one can probe the parameters

of the spectra with a very good precision. In a wide range of parameter space admitting supercooling,

individual parameters (both geometrical and thermodynamical) could in principle be reconstructed

with accuracy at percent level. This accuracy, however, is worsened when degeneracies among the

thermodynamical parameters are taken into account.

If the transition is strong enough we will gain access to the low-frequency slope going beyond the

frequencies corresponding to the horizon size at the time of the transition. tilt of the slope beyond that

scale encodes information on the expansion rate following the transition and allows us to probe the

process of reheating. As our two benchmarks, we used the standard radiation domination following

the transition (d = 3) and a period of matter domination (d = 1) corresponding to inefficient reheating

where the field oscillates for a significant amount of time around the true vacuum before decaying into

SM particles. We found that in a small yet viable parameter space, the accuracy of reconstructing the

tilt d is enough to distinguish between early matter domination and standard radiation domination.

Thus, it is possible that GW signals from strongly supercooled phase transitions will be used to probe

the expansion history of the universe.

Typically the thermodynamical parameters defining the spectrum are degenerate and thus many

points in the parameter space of a given model can result in the same GW spectra. The reheating

history is different in that regard as it has a direct impact on the shape of the spectrum. We described

the inefficient reheating in terms of the underlying particle physics model using the decay rate of the

scalar Γφ. The ratio of this parameter and the Hubble constant determines the length of the matter

domination period. As a result, it controls the range of frequencies where the characteristic plateau in

the spectrum is produced. We show that this parameter can be measured provided the amplitude of

the spectrum is large enough. Whenever this is possible we would be able to gain direct information

about the underlying fundamental physics model from the GW spectrum. Interestingly, the phase

of early matter-domination can appear if the new scalar undergoing the phase transition has a small

decay rate, in particular, it is very weakly coupled to the SM Higgs boson. In this way, cosmological

GW would constitute a way to probe couplings probably inaccessible at colliders, proving synergy

between these two approaches to probe fundamental interactions.
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