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We propose a new extension of the Standard Model that incorporates a gauged U(1)B−L symmetry
and the type-III seesaw mechanism to explain neutrino mass generation and provide a viable dark
matter (DM) candidate. Unlike the type-I seesaw, the type-III seesaw extension under U(1)B−L

is not automatically anomaly-free. We show that these anomalies can be canceled by introducing
additional chiral fermions, which naturally emerge as DM candidates in the model. We thoroughly
analyze the DM phenomenology, including relic density, direct and indirect detection prospects,
and constraints from current experimental data. Furthermore, we explore the collider signatures
of the model, highlighting the enhanced production cross-section of the triplet fermions mediated
by the B− L gauge boson, as well as the potential disappearing track signatures. Additionally, we
investigate the gravitational wave signals arising from the first-order phase transition during B− L
symmetry breaking, offering a complementary cosmological probe of the framework.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics, despite
its remarkable success, leaves several fundamental ques-
tions unanswered. Two of the most pressing myster-
ies are the nature of dark matter (DM) and the origin
of neutrino masses. Observational evidence from astro-
physics and cosmology, including galaxy rotation curves,
gravitational lensing, and cosmic microwave background
data, strongly suggests that DM constitutes approxi-
mately 85% of the Universe’s matter content and 26.8%
of its energy density [1, 2]. However, the SM lacks a
suitable candidate to explain the DM of the universe.

Concurrently, the discovery of neutrino oscillations [3–
7] has conclusively demonstrated that neutrinos pos-
sess non-zero masses, contradicting the SM prediction
of massless neutrinos. This observation necessitates an
extension of the SM to accommodate neutrino mass gen-
eration mechanisms. Various seesaw mechanisms have
been proposed to explain the small neutrino masses, in-
cluding the type I [8–12], type II [13–17], and type III [18]
seesaw models.

The potential connection between these two fundamen-
tal puzzles has sparked considerable interest in the parti-
cle physics community. Several beyond Standard Model
(BSM) theories have been developed to address both is-
sues within a unified framework. Among these, models
based on the gauged U(1)B−L symmetry have garnered
significant attention due to their simplicity and potential
for experimental verifiability. See for instance [19–27]
and the references there in.

In this paper, we present a comprehensive study of a
U(1)B−L gauged type-III seesaw model that simultane-
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ously addresses the neutrino mass puzzle and provides a
DM candidate. We explore the model’s theoretical foun-
dations, analyze its phenomenological consequences, and
discuss its implications for current and future experimen-
tal searches. The type-III seesaw mechanism [18], which
introduces SU(2)L fermion triplets, offers a unique ap-
proach to neutrino mass generation. However, when em-
bedded within a gauged U(1)B−L symmetric setup, it
introduces new anomalies that require additional parti-
cle content for cancellation. Intriguingly, the fermions
needed for anomaly cancellation in this setup can serve
as viable DM candidates, establishing a natural link be-
tween neutrino physics and DM. Specifically, after a care-
ful assignment of B − L charges to the triplet fermions
which successfully cancels the SU(2)2L×U(1)B−L anoma-
lies, two additional chiral fermions are required to cancel
the remaining U(1)3B−L and (grav.)2 × U(1)B−L anoma-
lies. These fermions can combine to form a Dirac particle,
which gets stabilized by the remnant Z2 symmetry after
the U(1)B−L breaking and thus becomes a natural DM
candidate.

This U(1)B−L gauged type-III seesaw model presents
rich phenomenological implications for DM studies. It
offers novel avenues for investigating DM relic density,
direct and indirect detection strategies, and collider
searches. The presence of the B − L breaking scalar
helps in obtaining an enhanced parameter space for the
DM. Notably, the model predicts unique collider signa-
tures arising from the production of triplet fermions me-
diated by the B − L gauge boson. For TeV-scale triplet
fermions, the production cross-section at colliders can be
significantly enhanced in the presence of a B − L gauge
boson with a mass in the few-TeV range. Additionally,
the decay of these triplet fermions can lead to distinctive
disappearing track signatures. These signatures offer a
powerful probe of the model at future collider experi-
ments.

In addition, the model also predicts unique cosmolog-
ical signatures in the form of stochastic gravitational
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waves (GWs). These GWs originate from first-order
phase transitions during the breaking of the U(1)B−L

symmetry, a process central to the framework’s phe-
nomenology. The resulting GW spectrum can be probed
by current and future observatories such as LISA [28],
DECIGO [29], and the Einstein Telescope [30]. These
experiments provide a complementary avenue to test the
model, as the GW signals are sensitive to the dynamics of
the phase transition and the underlying particle physics
parameters.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Sec-
tion II, we provide a detailed description of our model,
including the particle content, gauge symmetries, and the
Lagrangian. Section III is dedicated to the neutrino mass
generation mechanism through the type-III seesaw in our
U(1)B−L framework. In Section IV, we explore the DM
phenomenology, discussing the relic density calculations.
Section V focuses on the direct and indirect detection
prospects and constraints from current experiments on
the collider phenomenology of our model, with particular
emphasis on the production and decay of triplet fermions
and the B − L gauge boson. We also discuss the poten-
tial for observing disappearing track signatures in future
collider experiments. In Section VI, we discuss the gravi-
tational wave signature of the first order phase transition
that occurs during the B-L symmetry breaking, provid-
ing a complementary probe and finally conclude in Sec-
tion VII.

II. MODEL

Our model extends the SM gauge group to SU(3)C ⊗
SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y ⊗ U(1)B−L by incorporating an addi-
tional U(1)B−L symmetry. With this extension, we aim
to address two fundamental issues: the origin of neu-
trino masses and the nature of dark matter (DM) in the
canonical type-III seesaw framework. The minimal par-
ticle content for a type-III seesaw model includes three
SU(2)L fermion triplets (ΣR1

,ΣR2
,ΣR3

) in addition to
the SM particles.

Here, it is worth mentioning that, in the case of type-I
seesaw model with U(1)B−L symmetry, the B−L anoma-
lies i.e.,

ASM
1 [U(1)3B−L] = −3 ; ASM

2 [(grav.)2 ×U(1)B−L] = −3,
(1)

are automatically canceled by the introduction of three
right-handed neutrinos with the sum of their B − L
charges equal to −3. However, this automatic cancella-
tion does not occur in the type-III seesaw scenario. The
key difference lies in the fact that the fermion triplets
in type-III seesaw are not SM gauge singlets, unlike the
right-handed neutrinos in type-I seesaw.

To ensure anomaly cancellation in our B− L symmet-
ric type-III seesaw model, we must consider the three
non-trivial anomaly conditions: i) SU(2)2L×U(1)B−L, ii)
U(1)3B−L and iii) (grav.)2 × U(1)B−L. Considering the

Fields SU(3)C ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y︸ ︷︷ ︸ ⊗U(1)B−L

ΣR1 1 3 0 -1

ΣR2 1 3 0 -1

Fermions ΣR3 1 3 0 2

χL 1 1 0 9+
√

57
6

χR 1 1 0 −9+
√

57
6

Φ1 1 1 0 2
Scalar Φ2 1 1 0 4

Φ3 1 1 0 -1
Φ 1 1 0 3

TABLE I. Charge assignment of BSM fields under the gauge
group G ≡ GSM ⊗U(1)B−L, where GSM ≡ SU(3)c ⊗SU(2)L ⊗
U(1)Y .

U(1)B−L charges of ΣR1 , ΣR2 , and ΣR3 as x1, x2, and
x3, the three anomalies become,

ASM+BSM
1 [SU(2)2L × U(1)B−L] = −3(x1 + x2 + x3) (2)

ASM+BSM
2 [U(1)3B−L] = −3− 3(x3

1 + x3
2 + x3

3) (3)

ASM+BSM
3 [(grav.)2×U(1)B−L] = −3−3(x1+x2+x3) (4)

Let us first address the SU(2)2L × U(1)B−L anomaly.
This can be canceled by assigning B−L charges of−1,−1,
and 2 to the three fermion triplets i.e. x1 = −1, x2 =
−1, x3 = 2 respectively.
However, canceling this anomaly alone is not suffi-

cient. The other two anomalies, U(1)3B−L and (grav.)2×
U(1)B−L, remain non-zero:

ASM+BSM
2 [U(1)3B−L] = −21

ASM+BSM
3 [(grav.)2 × U(1)B−L] = −3 (5)

To cancel these remaining anomalies, we introduce two
new chiral fermions, χL and χR, with specific B − L
charges. The B − L charges of these fermions are calcu-
lated to be (9 +

√
57)/6 and (−9 +

√
57)/6, respectively,

ensuring that all three anomaly conditions are simulta-
neously satisfied. χL, χR constitute a Dirac fermion χ,
which serves as the DM candidate in our setup.
In addition to these fermions, we introduce four new

scalar fields: Φ1,Φ2,Φ3, and Φ. These scalars play
crucial roles in our model: Φ1,Φ2, and Φ3 are necessary
for generating masses for the fermion triplets after
U(1)B−L symmetry breaking and Φ is introduced to
provide mass to the DM candidate. These additional
scalar fields, with their specific U(1)B−L charges, allow
us to construct a rich phenomenology that connects
neutrino mass generation and DM. The particle content
and their charge assignments are listed in Table I for
quick reference.
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Scalar Sector:

The scalar sector of our model consists of the SM Higgs
doublet H and four additional complex scalar singlets
Φ1,Φ2,Φ3, and Φ. The scalar Lagrangian of the model
consistent with the imposed symmetry can be written as:

Lscalar = (DµH)†(DµH) +

3∑
i=1

(DµΦi)
†(DµΦi)

+ (DµΦ)
†(DµΦ)− V (H,Φi,Φ) (6)

where Dµ and Dµ are the covariant derivatives for the
SM and U(1)B−L gauge groups, respectively:

Dµ = ∂µ + i
g

2
σaW

a
µ + i

g′

2
Bµ (7)

Dµ = ∂µ + ig
BL
QBL(ZBL)µ, (8)

with QBL being the U(1)B−L charge of the corresponding
field.
The scalar potential V (H,Φi,Φ) includes mass terms,

self-interactions, and cross-couplings between different
scalar fields:

V (H,Φi,Φ) = −µ2
H(H†H) + λH(H†H)2 +

3∑
i=1

(
− µ2

Φi
(Φ†

iΦi) + λΦi(Φ
†
iΦi)

2
)
+ (µ1Φ1Φ1Φ

†
2 + µ2Φ3Φ3Φ1

+ λ1Φ3Φ3Φ2Φ
†
1) +

3∑
i=1

λHΦi
(H†H)(Φ†

iΦi) +
(
− µ2

Φ(Φ
†Φ) + λΦ(Φ

†Φ)2
)
+ λHΦ(H

†H)(Φ†Φ)

+ µ3Φ
†
1Φ3Φ+ µ4Φ2Φ3Φ

†. (9)

Here, it is worth mentioning that for simplicity, we
assume certain mass hierarchy among the BSM scalars.
We assume Φ to be the lightest among the BSM scalars,
while the masses of Φ1, Φ2, and Φ3 have masses much
higher than Φ such that they do not play any crucial
role in the DM phenomenology. To simplify the analysis,
we decouple the light scalars from the heavy scalars by
considering all the corresponding quartic couplings to be
negligible.

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, we parameter-
ize the neutral components of the low-energy scalars as:

⟨H⟩ =
(

0
vh+h√

2

)
, ⟨Φ⟩ = ϕ+ vϕ√

2
, (10)

where vh is the vev of SM Higgs and vϕ is the vev of Φ.
The presence of λHΦ term induces mixing between H−Φ
and gives mass eigenstates as h1, h2. The mass-squared
matrix can be written as

M2
hϕ =

(
2v2hλH vhvϕλHΦ

vhvϕλHΦ 2v2ϕλΦ ,

)
(11)

and thus, the mixing angle is given by

tan(θhϕ) =
vhvϕλHΦ

v2hλH − v2ϕλΦ
. (12)

The scalar couplings can be expressed in terms of the
masses and mixing angles as

λH =
cos2(θhϕ)m

2
h1

+ sin2(θhϕ)m
2
h2

2v2h
(13)

λΦ =
cos2(θhϕ)m

2
h2

+ sin2(θhϕ)m
2
h1

2v2ϕ
, (14)

λHΦ = sin(2θhϕ)
m2

h1
−m2

h2

2vhvΦ
. (15)

After the breaking of U(1)B−L symmetry, ZBL boson
acquires mass through the vevs of the scalars charged
under the U(1)B−L, and is given by:

MZBL =
√
4u2

1 + 16u2
2 + u2

3 + 9v2ϕ gBL . (16)

where ⟨Φi⟩ = ui. Assuming u1 ≃ u2 ≃ u3 ≃ u , we can
write:

MZBL =
√

21u2 + 9v2ϕ g
BL
. (17)

III. NEUTRINO MASS

In our model, neutrino masses are generated through
the type-III seesaw mechanism, which is embedded
within the U(1)B−L framework. As mentioned ear-
lier, The type-III seesaw mechanism introduces SU(2)L
fermion triplets ΣRi

∼ (i = 1, 2, 3) with zero hyper-
charge. These triplets, in their adjoint representation,
can be written as:

ΣRi
=

(
Σ0

i /
√
2 Σ+

i

Σ−
i −Σ0

i /
√
2

)
The relevant Lagrangian for neutrino mass generation

is:

Lν ⊃ yαiLαH̃ΣRi −
1

2
MΣiTr[Σ

c
Ri
ΣRi ] + h.c. (18)

where Lα is the left-handed lepton doublet, H is the SM
Higgs doublet, Yαi are the Yukawa couplings, and MΣi

are the masses of the fermion triplets.
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After electroweak symmetry breaking, the neutrino
mass matrix in the basis (νcL,Σ

0) takes the form:

Mν =

(
0 MD

MT
D MΣ

)
(19)

We can diagonalize this matrix using the seesaw ap-
proximation, yielding the light neutrino mass matrix:

Mν = −MDM−1
Σ MT

D (20)

In our U(1)B−L extended model, the masses of the
fermion triplets are generated through the spontaneous
breaking of the B-L symmetry. The relevant Yukawa in-
teractions are:

LΣ. = y
Σ11

Σc
R1

ΣR1
Φ1 + y

Σ22
Σc

R2
ΣR2

Φ1 + y
Σ33

Σc
R3

ΣR3
Φ2

+ y
Σ12

(Σc
R1

ΣR2
+Σc

R2
ΣR1

)Φ1

+ yΣ13
(Σc

R1
ΣR3 +Σc

R3
ΣR1)Φ3

+ y
Σ23

(Σc
R2

ΣR3
+Σc

R3
ΣR2

)Φ3 (21)

Thus, after U(1)B−L symmetry breaking, these terms
generate the following mass matrix for the triplet
fermions:

MΣ =

y
Σ11

u y
Σ12

u y
Σ13

u
y
Σ12

u y
Σ22

u y
Σ23

u
y
Σ13

u y
Σ23

u y
Σ33

u

 , (22)

and similarly, after the electroweak symmetry breaking,
the Dirac mass matrix takes the form:

MD =

y
11
vh y

12
vh 0

y
21
vh y

22
vh 0

y
31
vh y

32
vh 0

 . (23)

The structure of these mass matrices reveals that our
model is flexible enough to accommodate both normal
and inverted neutrino mass hierarchies while remaining
consistent with current neutrino oscillation data.

IV. DARK MATTER

In our model, the Dirac fermion χ, formed by the com-
bination of χL and χR, emerges as a natural dark matter
(DM) candidate. The stability of χ as a DM candidate
is ensured by a residual Z2 symmetry, which remains af-
ter the spontaneous breaking of the U(1)B−L symmetry.
This symmetry forbids the decay of χ into SM particles,
making it a viable DM candidate.

The relevant Lagrangian for the SM singlets introduced
for anomaly cancellation is given by:

Lχ = χ
L
iγµDµχL

+ χ
R
iγµDµχR

+ yχχL
χ

R
Φ

+ yχχR
χ

L
Φ†. (24)

Define a Dirac fermion χ as χ = χ
L
+ χ

R
. Then Eq 24

can be rewritten as,

Lχ = χ̄iγµ∂µχ− g
BL
χ̄γµ(ZBL)µ

(
−9 +

√
57

6

)
χ

− yχχ̄PRχΦ− yχχ̄PLχΦ
†, (25)

where PL/R are the projection operators defined as
PL/R = (1∓ γ5)/2.
When Φ obtains a vev vϕ, and the U(1)B−L symmetry

gets broken spontaneously, χ gets a Dirac mass as:

MDM ≡ Mχ = yχvϕ . (26)

The primary interactions of χ with the SM particles
occur through the U(1)B−L gauge boson ZBL and the
scalar mediator h2 (the physical state resulting from
the mixing of Φ and H). These interactions play cru-
cial roles in determining the DM relic density and its
detection prospects. The relic abundance of χ is pri-
marily determined by its annihilation into SM particles
through s-channel ZBL and h2 exchange. The dominant
annihilation channels include: χχ → ff, ZZ,W+W−,
χχ → h1,2h1,2, χχ → ZBLZBL, χχ → ZBLh1,2 and
χχ → Σ+Σ−, if kinematically allowed.
The DM relic density can be calculated by solving the

Boltzmann equation

dYχ

dx
= − sx

H(MDM)
⟨σv⟩χ

(
Y 2
χ − (Y eq

χ )2
)

(27)

where x = MDM/T is the dimensionless parameter to
track the evolution of temperature, Y eq

χ is the equilibrium

abundance of χ i.e. Y eq
χ = 0.116

gχ
g∗
x2K2(x), K2(x) is the

modified Bessel function of second kind. H is the Hubble
parameter H(MDM) = 1.66

√
g∗M

2
DM/Mpl, s is the en-

tropy density s = 2π2

45 g∗M
3
DMx−3 and ⟨σv⟩χ is the ther-

mally averaged annihilation cross-section. Here, Mpl =
1.22 × 1019 GeV is the Planck mass, and g∗ = 106.75 is
the relativistic degrees of freedom (d.o.f).
It is worth mentioning here that we used the package

micrOMEGAs [31] for computing annihilation cross-section
and relic density, after generating the model files using
LanHEP [32].
Before delving deeper into the DM phenomenology, it’s

crucial to address the constraints on scalar portal cou-
plings arising from Higgs invisible decay searches. In our
model, the SM-like Higgs boson h1 can potentially de-
cay into pairs of the lighter scalar h2 (h1 → h2h2) or into
DM pairs (h1 → χχ̄) through scalar mixing. These decay
channels contribute to the Higgs invisible width, which is
tightly constrained by experimental searches. The most
recent bound on the Higgs invisible decay branching ratio
comes from ATLAS collaboration, setting an upper limit
of 14.5% at 95% confidence level [33]. This constraint
significantly restricts the allowed parameter space for
scalar portal couplings and mixing angles as well as DM
Yukawa couplings. In our subsequent analysis, we have
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carefully accounted for this constraint, ensuring that all
considered scenarios comply with the current Higgs in-
visible decay limit. This consideration is crucial as it di-
rectly impacts the viable regions of parameter space for
DM phenomenology, particularly for DM masses below
Mh1/2 ≃ 62.5 GeV.

A. Parameter Space Scan

To comprehensively understand the DM relic density
and elucidate the specific roles of various model parame-
ters in achieving the observed abundance, we conducted
extensive analyses and parameter space scans. The key
parameters governing the relic abundance of DM are
MDM, yχ, sin(θhϕ), gBL. Apart from these, other crucial
parameters that have a noteworthy effect on DM relic,
as well as other phenomenological aspects, are MZBL and
Mh2 . These parameters play crucial roles in determining
the strength and nature of DM interactions, influencing
annihilation channels, and shaping the viable parame-
ter space that satisfies both the observed relic density
and other experimental constraints. To systematically
explore the parameter space, we follow a structured ap-
proach: we treat MDM and yχ as free parameters and
determine the vev of Φ, denoted as vϕ, using Eq. 26. We
assume that the vev of Φ1,2,3 is 100 times that of Φ, i.e.,
u = 100vϕ, and subsequently compute gBL using Eq. 17.
Thus, the final set of free parameters for our parameter

scan is:

{MDM, yχ, sin(θhϕ),MZBL
,Mh2

}. (28)

FIG. 1. Relic density as a function of DM mass, with the
color bar indicating variations in Yukawa coupling yχ. Other
free parameters are kept fixed as mentioned in the inset of the
figure.

Initially, we set the following parameters: the mass of
the scalar particle h2 to 1TeV, the scalar mixing angle
sin(θhϕ) to 10−2, the mass of the ZBL boson to 3TeV,
the gauge coupling constant g

BL
to 0.1, and the mass of

Σ to 1TeV. We varied the Yukawa coupling yχ within

the range {10−5,
√
4π} and calculated the DM relic den-

sity for DM masses spanning from 1GeV to 10TeV, as
depicted in Fig. 1. Three resonance peaks are observed
at 62.5 GeV, 500 GeV, and 1.5 TeV, corresponding to
to the Standard Model Higgs boson (h1), the additional
scalar (h2), and the ZBL boson respectively. When the
DM mass exceeds the mass of h2, the χχ̄ → h2h2 channel
becomes kinematically accessible, leading to an increase
in the annihilation cross-section and a consequent de-
crease in the relic density. Additionally, for DM masses
above 2TeV, the χχ̄ → h2ZBL channel opens up, and
DM predominantly annihilates through this mode even
for very small values of yχ. We can clearly see that with
an increase in yχ, the relic density decreases due to the
annihilation cross-section being proportional to y2χ. Fur-
thermore, the effect of the DM mass on the relic den-
sity is evident when MDM is away from resonances, i.e.,
for MDM > 1TeV. As the DM mass increases, the relic
density gradually increases because of the decrease in the
annihilation cross-section, which is inversely proportional
to the DM mass.

FIG. 2. Dependence of relic density on DM mass. Free pa-
rameters are varied as mentioned.

In Fig. 2, we analyze the impact of the scalar mixing
angle, sin(θhϕ), on the relic density by varying it ran-
domly within the range {10−6, 0.707}. The figure illus-
trates the relic density as a function of DM mass, with
the color gradient representing the variation in the mix-
ing angle. Here, we fix the Yukawa coupling yχ at 0.1
and maintain the other parameters as specified in Fig.
1. Three resonance peaks are evident, corresponding to
the h1, h2, and ZBL mediated s-channel processes. As
the value of the mixing angle increases, the relic density
decreases. This behavior arises because the annihilation
cross-section is proportional to the square of the mixing
angle; thus, an increase in the mixing angle enhances the
annihilation cross-section, leading to a reduction in relic
density.
To further elucidate the role of beyond Standard Model

(BSM) scalar particles in achieving the correct relic den-
sity and expanding the viable DM parameter space, we
analyze two distinct scenarios: Case I: The mass of the
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FIG. 3. left : Case-I: correct relic points in the plane of sin θhϕ and MDM for fixed ϕ mass at 500 GeV. right : Case-II: correct
relic points in the plane of sin θhϕ and MDM.

scalar h2 is fixed at 500GeV. Case II: The mass of the
scalar h2 is varied randomly over a broad range.

1. Case-I: Mh2 = 500 GeV

We perform a comprehensive parameter scan to iden-
tify regions that satisfy the correct relic density, varying
the parameters within the following ranges:

• MDM ∈ [1, 104] GeV,

• yχ ∈ [10−5,
√
4π],

• sin(θhϕ) ∈ [10−6, 0.707],

• MZBL ∈ [1, 5] TeV.

• Mh2
= 500 GeV,

The points satisfying the relic density constraint are
shown in the left panel of Fig. 3, plotted in the
sin θhϕ–MDM plane. Notably, two dips appear at around
62.5 GeV and 250 GeV, corresponding to s-channel pro-
cesses mediated by the SM Higgs (h1) and the BSM
scalar (h2), respectively. At these resonances, the cor-
rect relic density is achieved with smaller couplings due
to enhanced annihilation cross-sections.

For MDM > 500 GeV, relic density is satisfied for
smaller sin θhϕ but with larger Yukawa couplings. These
points correspond to the process χχ → h2h2. Addition-
ally, for larger mixing angles in this mass range, the pro-
cess χχ → h1h2 also contributes to determining the relic
abundance. When MDM ≳ 750 GeV, the annihilation
channel χχ → h2ZBL becomes kinematically accessible,
further affecting the relic density.

As the DM mass increases, achieving the correct relic
abundance requires progressively larger Yukawa cou-
plings. This arises because higher DM masses lead to a
reduced annihilation cross-section, necessitating an en-
hancement via stronger couplings to maintain the re-
quired depletion rate.

We observe that the correct DM relic density can only
be obtained for MDM > 55 GeV. However, as we will
discuss in the next section, direct detection constraints
impose an upper limit on the mixing angle, excluding
MDM < 224 GeV. Thus to explore viable parameter space
for smaller DM masses, we extend our analysis to Case-
II, where the scalar mass is varied both above and below
the DM mass.

2. Case-II: Mh2 ∈ [1, 104] GeV

In this scenario, we allow the mass of the scalar h2 to
vary over a broad range, Mh2 ∈ [1, 104] GeV. The re-
sulting parameter space satisfying the correct relic den-
sity is shown in the right panel of Fig. 3, plotted in the
sin θhϕ–MDM plane.
For smaller DM masses, the t-channel annihilation pro-

cess χχ → h2h2 becomes accessible, significantly increas-
ing the cross-section and thereby reducing the relic abun-
dance to the observed level. Consequently, this scenario
allows for viable DM candidates in the lower mass range.
When Mh2 exceeds the DM mass, resonant annihi-

lation via h2 plays a crucial role in achieving the cor-
rect relic density, particularly for parameter points where
MDM ∼ Mh2/2. This resonance effect, in conjunction
with the ZBL resonance, facilitates the depletion of DM.
Overall, while the general features of the relic den-

sity for this case remain similar to those in Case-I, the
variation in h2 mass enhances the viable DM parameter
space, providing additional flexibility in satisfying both
relic density and other experimental constraints.

V. DETECTION PROSPECTS

A. Direct Detection

In this framework, DM can scatter off the nucleons at
terrestrial detectors through both scalar mediation and
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FIG. 4. Case-I (left), Case-II (right): Spin-independent direct detection cross-section as a function of DM mass. The present
constraints and future sensitivities from the different direct detection experiments are shown with different colored lines as
mentioned in the legend, see text for details.

U(1)B−L vector boson mediation, as illustrated in Fig. 5.

χ χ

h1, h2

N N

χ χ

ZBL

N N

FIG. 5. [left ]: Scalar mediated DM-N scattering, [right ]: ZBL

mediated DM-N scattering

The spin-independent (SI) DM-nucleon cross-section
via scalar mediation is given by [34]:

σSI
scalar =

µ2
r

πA2
[M]2, (29)

where µr = MDMmn

MDM+mn
is the reduced mass, mn is the nu-

cleon (proton or neutron) mass, and M is the amplitude
corresponding to the scalar-mediated diagram shown in
Fig. 5 [left ]. This amplitude is expressed as:

M = Zfp + (A−Z)fn, (30)

where A is the mass number of the target nucleus, Z
is its atomic number, and fp and fn are the interaction
strengths of the DM with protons and neutrons, respec-
tively. These interaction strengths are given by:

f i
p,n =

∑
q=u,d,s

fp,n
Tq

αi
q

mp,n

mq
+

2

27
fp,n
TG

∑
q=c,t,b

αi
q

mp,n

mq
, (31)

where

α1
q = yχ sin θhϕ × mq

v
×
(

1

m2
h1

)
,

α2
q = yχ cos θϕh × mq

v
×
(

1

m2
h2

)
. (32)

The values of fp,n
Tq

and fp,n
TG

can be found in [35].

The SI DM-nucleon cross-section via ZBL mediation is
given by [36]:

σSI
vector =

µ2
r

πM4
ZBL

g2
BL

(
9 +

√
57

6

)2[
Z(2b̃u + b̃d)

+ (A−Z)(b̃u + 2b̃d)

]2
, (33)

where b̃u/d is the quark-ZBL coupling, which is the same
for all quarks and equals g

BL
/3.

Depending on the gauge coupling gBL and the prod-
uct of the Yukawa coupling yχ with the mixing angle
θϕh, either the scalar-mediated process or the vector
boson-mediated process dominates, or both become com-
parable. We compute the DM-nucleon scattering cross-
section using micrOMEGAs for parameter points that sat-
isfy the correct relic density constraint and present the
results as a function of DM mass for Cases I (IVA1) and
II (IVA2) in Fig. 4, shown in the left and right panels,
respectively.

These points are then compared against the most strin-
gent upper limits on the DM-nucleon scattering cross-
section from the LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) direct detection ex-
periment [37], as well as XENONnT [38] and DS-50 [39].

In Case I, aside from the h2 resonance around 250 GeV,
the allowed DM mass range extends from 500 GeV to
3 TeV. In Case II, we find a viable parameter space for
DM masses ranging from O(1) GeV up to 3 TeV. In both
scenarios, the maximummixing angle permitted by direct
detection constraints is approximately sin(θhϕ) ∼ 0.3.

Additionally, we showcase the projected sensitivities of
DARWIN [40], SuperCDMS [41], and DS-LM [42], which
has the potential to probe a significant portion of the
parameter space in future experiments.
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FIG. 6. Case-I (left), Case-II (right): DM annihilation cross-section as a function of DM mass for DM DM → µ+µ− and
DM DM → W+W− channels. The combined Magic and Fermi-LAT limits [43] are shown with dark cyan and dark red colored
dashed lines for µ+µ− and W+W− channels, respectively. The projected sensitivity of CTA [44] is shown with the red dotted
line for the W+W− channel.

B. Indirect Detection

Beyond direct detection experiments, DM within the
WIMP paradigm can also be explored through indirect
detection experiments. These searches focus on detect-
ing SM particles produced via DM annihilation or decay.
Among the potential final-state particles, photons and
neutrinos are particularly significant, as their neutrality
and stability enable them to travel unimpeded from the
source to the detector.

Gamma rays, originating from electromagnetically
charged final states, fall within the typical energy range
expected for WIMP DM and can be observed using space-
based telescopes such as the Fermi Large Area Telescope
(Fermi-LAT) or ground-based observatories like MAGIC
and HESS. By measuring the gamma-ray flux and in-
corporating standard astrophysical inputs, one can infer
possible DM annihilation channels into various SM final
states, such as µ+µ−, τ+τ−, and W+W−. Since DM
particles do not directly couple to photons, the observed
gamma rays arise from the decay of these charged par-
ticles. Constraints on DM properties can thus be de-
rived by analyzing Fermi-LAT and MAGIC observations
of dwarf spheroidal galaxies (dSphs) [43].

Given that DM can annihilate into multiple final
states, Fermi-LAT constraints on individual annihilation
channels tend to be relatively weak in many scenar-
ios. In Fig. 6, we present the DM annihilation cross-
section into µ+µ− and W+W− channel as a function of
DM mass along with the most stringent constraints from
MAGIC+Fermi-LAT. We also show the projected sensi-
tivity of CTA [44] for the W+W− channel with red dot-
ted line. The parameter points shown in this figure corre-
spond to those that satisfy relic density as well as direct
detection constraints in both Case I and Case II. Clearly,
all points in Fig. 6, which are consistent with relic den-
sity requirements as well as direct detection bounds, also
remain within the limits set by indirect detection exper-

iments.

C. Collider Search

Collider Constraints on ZBL:

In addition to constraints from relic density and di-
rect or indirect DM searches, the B − L gauge sector
is subject to stringent experimental limits from collider
experiments such as ATLAS, CMS, and LEP-II. Data
from LEP-II [45, 46] impose a lower bound on the ratio
of the new gauge boson mass to its coupling, requiring
it to be at least 7 TeV. However, current LHC experi-
ments have already surpassed the bounds set by LEP-II.
In particular, searches for high-mass di-lepton resonances
at ATLAS [47] and CMS [48] have placed even tighter
constraints on the additional gauge boson, significantly
limiting the viable parameter space for the B −L exten-
sion.
To incorporate these collider constraints into our anal-

ysis, we follow the approach outlined in [27, 49], where
the maximum allowed value of the gauge coupling gBL

for a given gauge boson mass MZBL is determined as

gU.L.
BL =

√
σExp

σTh/g2Th

, (34)

where σExp represents the experimental upper limit on
the production cross-section of the process pp → ZBL +
X → l+l− + X, with l = e, µ. The term σTh denotes
the theoretical prediction of the same process within the
model, computed for a benchmark gauge coupling gTh.
It is important to note that, in our model, ZBL has addi-
tional decay channels compared to the conventional B−L
scenario. Consequently, the branching ratio of ZBL into
charged leptons (l+l−) is reduced, leading to weaker con-
straints on the gBL −MZBL

parameter space.



9

FIG. 7. The points satisfying relic density, direct detection,
and indirect detection constraints are shown in the gBL −
MZBL plane for the case-I (case-II) with blue circles (green
boxes). The constraints from ATLAS[47] and CMS [48] are
shown with black and red solid lines, respectively.

Finally, we present the parameter points that satisfy
the relic density, direct detection, and indirect detection
constraints in the gBL − MZBL

plane in Fig. 7, allowing
us to examine the viable parameter space against col-
lider constraints from ATLAS and CMS. The exclusion
limits from CMS and ATLAS, derived using the method
outlined above, are shown as red and black solid lines,
respectively.

Only parameter points that lie below both the red and
black solid lines remain consistent with all relevant con-
straints (i.e., relic density, direct detection, indirect de-
tection, and collider bounds from ATLAS and CMS). As
evident from the figure, some of the previously allowed
points are excluded once these collider constraints are
imposed.

Collider Signature of Triplet Fermion:

q

q′

Σ+

Σ0

W+

q

q

Σ+

Σ−

Z/A/ZBL

q

q

Σ0

Σ0

ZBL

FIG. 8. Feynmann diagrams for Σ±,0 production through
p− p collision.

In this section, we briefly discuss the detection
prospects of this scenario at collider experiments. Fig. 8
illustrates the production channels of the fermion triplet
in proton-proton collisions. We compute the production
cross-section of the triplet fermion in proton-proton col-
lisions at a center-of-mass energy of

√
s = 13 TeV, shown

as a green dotted line in Fig. 9 as a function of MΣ. As
expected, the production cross-section decreases with in-
creasing MΣ. Existing collider searches at ATLAS [50]
and CMS [51] have already placed constraints on the
triplet fermion mass, requiring it to be greater than 790
GeV and 880 GeV, as shown in Fig. 9.

FIG. 9. Pair production of Σ±,0 at the 13 TeV LHC. The
black dotted (solid) line represents the 95% CL upper limit
from the CMS [51] (ATLAS [50]) experiment. The green dot-
ted line shows the production cross-section in the absence of
ZBL. The blue (red) line represents the production cross-
section for MZBL = 5 TeV and gBL = 0.2, corresponding to
the first (third) generation of triplet fermions.

In the conventional type-III seesaw scenario, the pro-
duction of Σ occurs primarily via SM gauge boson-
mediated Drell-Yan processes. However, in a gauged
B − L framework, the additional gauge boson ZBL can
significantly impact this pair production cross-section.
This effect is illustrated in Fig. 9 for benchmark values
of MZBL = 5 TeV and gBL = 0.2 consistent with the AT-
LAS and CMS constraint on additional gauge boson mass
and gauge coupling. We consider the production of the
first generation of triplets as well as the third generation
with the same mass. The third generation of triplets has
a B-L charge twice that of the first generation, result-
ing in a larger cross-section than the latter. Our results
show that the presence of ZBL enhances the production
cross-section, particularly for MΣ ≳ 1.1 TeV.
At MΣ = 1.5 TeV, the production cross-section

in the presence of ZBL is σpp→ΣΣ = 1.56 ×
10−4 (2.31× 10−4) pb, compared to σpp→ΣΣ = 1.32 ×
10−4 pb in the pure type-III seesaw scenario. This corre-
sponds to an enhancement of approximately 18% (75%)
for the first (third) generation of triplet fermions.
Furthermore, as MΣ approaches ≈ 2.4 TeV, where

the resonance condition is satisfied for MZBL
= 5 TeV,

the enhancement becomes even more pronounced. In
this case, the cross-section in the presence of ZBL is
σpp→ΣΣ = 9.74 × 10−6 (2.94× 10−5) pb, whereas in its
absence, it is σpp→ΣΣ = 1.42 × 10−6 pb. This results in
a substantial enhancement of 586% (1970%) for the first
(third) generation.
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FIG. 10. A comparison of Σ±,0 pair production cross-sections
at the 13 TeV LHC in the minimal type-III seesaw model
and its U(1)B−L-extended counterpart, focusing on third-
generation couplings with MΣ = 1.9 TeV. Regions of param-
eter space consistent with ATLAS [47] and CMS [48] con-
straints are indicated by cyan data points. The stars corre-
sponds to three benchmarks as mentioned in Tabel II.

To further examine the impact of ZBL on the Σ pro-
duction cross-section at colliders, we conduct an exten-
sive scan over MZBL

and gBL, computing the production
cross-section at the LHC with

√
s = 13 TeV for a fixed

MΣ = 1.9 TeV for the third generation.
In Fig. 10, we present the relative enhance-

ment in the production cross-section, defined as
σ(type-III + U(1)B−L)/σ(type-III) as a function of
MZBL

, with the gauge coupling gBL randomly varied
within the range [10−3, 1]. The figure illustrates that,
away from the resonance, the production cross-section
can increase by a factor of approximately 50, while near
resonance, this enhancement can reach up to 140 times,
as indicated by the gradient-colored points.

However, when we impose the ATLAS+CMS con-
straints on the gBL −MZBL

parameter space, the results
are shown by the cyan points. Even after applying these
constraints, we still observe an enhancement of up to 40
times, highlighting the significant effect of the ZBL gauge
boson in modifying the collider phenomenology of type-
III seesaw models.

These results highlight the crucial role of the ZBL

gauge boson in modifying the collider phenomenology of
type-III seesaw models, offering a potential signature for
probing this scenario at future high-energy experiments.

Once produced, Σ± can decay into Σ0 and a soft π±,
exhibiting disappearing charged track signatures1. This
decay arises due to electroweak corrections, which in-

1 The charged triplets can also undergo leptonic decays: Σ± →
Σ0e±ν̄e(νe) and Σ± → Σ0µ±ν̄µ(νµ). However, for a mass split-
ting of ∆M ∼ 166 MeV, these leptonic channels are highly sup-
pressed, with a branching fraction of only 2%, while the dominant
decay channel Σ± → Σ0π± accounts for 98%.

duce a small mass splitting between the charged and neu-
tral components of the triplet. The decay width of the
charged component of the fermion triplet is given by [52]:

ΓΣ±→Σ0π± =
2G2

F

π
f2
πV

2
ud(∆M)3

√
1− m2

π

(∆M)2
,(35)

where GF = 1.166× 10−5 GeV−2 is the Fermi constant,
fπ = 131 MeV is the pion decay constant, Vud is the rele-
vant CKM matrix element, mπ = 134.98 MeV is the pion
mass, and ∆M is the mass splitting between the charged
and neutral components of the triplet due to electroweak
corrections. This mass splitting is given by [52]:

∆M =
α2MΣ

4π

[
s2wf

(
MZ

MΣ

)
+ f

(
MW

MΣ

)
− f

(
MZ

MΣ

)]
,

(36)
where

f(r) = −r[2r3 ln r + (r2 − 4)
3
2 lnA]

4
, (37)

A =
(r2 − 2− r

√
r2 − 4)

2
, (38)

and α2 = g2

4π , with g = 0.65 and sw = 0.474 being the
weak mixing angle.

FIG. 11. The decay length of Σ± versus its mass, compared
with the ATLAS [53] and CMS [54] bounds on disappearing
charged track searches at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV.

The ATLAS [53] and CMS [54] experiments at the LHC
have placed constraints on long-lived particle signatures
associated with disappearing charged tracks. In Fig. 11,
we present the decay length of Σ± → Σ0π± as a function
of Σ± mass. Current LHC constraints exclude Σ± masses
below 650 GeV. Since for a TeV scale triplet fermion, the
mass splitting ∆M is around 166 MeV, such disappear-
ing charged track signatures serve as a potential avenue
for verifying this model at present and future collider ex-
periments.
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VI. STOCHASTIC GRAVITATIONAL WAVES
FROM FIRST-ORDER PHASE TRANSITION

The model under consideration also presents intrigu-
ing cosmological detection prospects through stochastic
gravitational waves, offering a complementary probe of
its viability. These gravitational wave signatures origi-
nate from the phase transition associated with the spon-
taneous breaking of U(1)B−L. This symmetry is broken
when the scalars Φ1,2,3,Φ acquire vacuum expectation
values.

A first-order phase transition (FOPT) can occur if the
true vacuum, where U(1)B−L is broken, has a lower en-
ergy density than the high-temperature false vacuum,
with a potential barrier separating them. Identifying the
parameter space where an FOPT occurs requires analyz-
ing the shape of the effective potential, including higher-
order corrections along with the thermal corrections. In
our scenario, four singlet scalars contribute to the break-
ing of U(1)B−L. To simplify the analysis, we consider an
effective field, ϕ′, which is a linear combination of these
four fields, as the primary driver of the FOPT. A full
treatment incorporating all four scalars simultaneously
is beyond the scope of this work.

As detailed in Appendix A, we compute the com-
plete effective potential, incorporating the tree-level po-
tential Vtree, the one-loop Coleman-Weinberg correction
VCW [55], and finite-temperature corrections [56, 57].
The critical temperature Tc, at which the potential de-
velops two degenerate minima (0, vc), is determined by
analyzing the temperature evolution of the potential.
The ratio vc/Tc serves as the order parameter, where a
larger value indicates a stronger first-order phase transi-
tion (FOPT). The FOPT proceeds via quantum tunnel-
ing, with the tunneling rate estimated by calculating the
bounce action S3 following the approach in [58, 59]. The
nucleation temperature Tn is then determined by equat-
ing the tunneling rate to the Hubble expansion rate of
the universe, Γ(Tn) = H4(Tn).

We then compute the key parameters necessary to es-
timate the stochastic gravitational wave (GW) spectrum
originating from bubble collisions [60–64], sound waves in
the plasma [65–68], and plasma turbulence [69–74]. The
two critical parameters for estimating the GW signal are
the latent heat released relative to the radiation energy
density (ρrad) and the duration of the phase transition.
These are expressed in terms of α(Tn) and β/H(T ) which
determine the strength of the FOPT and are given by:

α(Tn) =
ρvac(Tn)

ρrad(Tn)
, (39)

where

ρvac(T ) = Veff(ϕfalse, T )− Veff(ϕtrue, T )−

T
∂

∂T
[Veff(ϕfalse, T )− Veff(ϕtrue, T )], (40)

and

ρrad(T ) =
π2

30
g∗T

4, (41)

where g∗ is the number of d.o.f when the bubbles are
nucleated. The parameter β is the inverse of the duration
of PT, given as

β

H(Tn)
≃ Tn

d

dT

(
S3

T

)∣∣∣∣
T=Tn

(42)

As discussed earlier, the energy density of stochastic
gravitational waves (GWs) receives contributions from
three primary sources: bubble wall collisions, sound
waves in the plasma, and magnetohydrodynamic (MHD)
turbulence. The total GW energy spectrum can be ap-
proximated as the sum of these contributions:

ΩGWh2 ≈ Ωcolh
2 +Ωswh

2 +Ωturbh
2. (43)

The details of these contributions are provided in Ap-
pendix B.
We compute the GW spectrum generated by the first-

order phase transition for three benchmark points that
satisfy the correct relic density constraint as well as the
constraints from DM direct and indirect detection ex-
periments, as listed in Table II. The corresponding GW
spectra are shown in Fig. 12, along with the sensitiv-
ity curves of various upcoming GW experiments, such as
BBO[75], CE[76], DECIGO, U-DECIGO, U-DECIGO-
corr [29, 77–79], ET[30], LISA[28], µARES[80], covering
a broad frequency range.
Our results indicate that all three benchmark points

can be probed by future GW detectors. However, one of
them (BP3) is already excluded by collider constraints
on the MZBL

− gBL parameter space. Interestingly, all
three benchmark points also predict a significantly en-
hanced production cross-section2 for the triplet fermion
at colliders in the presence of the ZBL boson. The
BP1, BP2, BP3 are shown with green, red and black col-
ored stars in Fig. 10. These findings highlight the com-
plementary detection prospects of this scenario, demon-
strating its rich and intriguing phenomenology across
both cosmological and collider experiments.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have proposed a gauged U(1)B−L

extension of the Standard Model embedded within the
type-III seesaw framework, addressing the dual chal-
lenges of neutrino mass generation and dark matter (DM)

2 In Table II, ∆σ/σ ≡ σ(type-III+U(1)B−L)−σ(type-III)

σ(type-III)
, where

σ(type-III) represents the production cross-section of Σ in type-
III seesaw, and σ(type-III+U(1)B−L) represents the production
cross-section of Σ in an U(1)B−L extended type-III seesaw model.
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BPs MZBL(GeV) gBL λ u(TeV) v(TeV) TC(TeV) Tn(TeV) α β/H MDM(GeV) sinθhϕ Relic DD Collider ∆σ/σ%

BP1(⋆) 4949.29 0.18 0.01 6 10.3925 2.98 1.38414 0.150 193.417 15 10−5 ! ! ! 366.278%

BP2(⋆) 4000 0.0814 0.0005 10.721 18.5698 2.575 0.86265 0.510 521.539 48.25 10−5 ! ! ! 295.904%

BP3(⋆) 3437.01 0.25 0.002 3 5.19624 3.32 3.15062 0.00955 4370.18 4.20 10−5 ! ! % 145.851%

TABLE II. Benchmark points satisfying DM relic, direct, and indirect detection constraints and giving observable GW signa-
tures. The last column corresponds to the Σ production cross-section enhancement due to the presence of ZBL for MΣ = 1.9
TeV.

FIG. 12. Gravitational wave spectrum from first-order phase transition for three benchmarks as shown in Table II. The
sensitivities of different GW experiments are shown in solid-colored lines.

within a unified framework. By introducing SU(2)L
triplet fermions to generate neutrino masses through the
type-III seesaw mechanism and additional chiral fermions
to cancel gauge anomalies, we establish a natural connec-
tion between neutrino physics and DM. The residual Z2

symmetry arising from U(1)B−L breaking stabilizes the
Dirac fermion formed by the anomaly-canceling chiral
fermions, providing a viable DM candidate.

A comprehensive analysis of the DM phenomenology
reveals that the model successfully reproduces the ob-
served relic density while evading constraints from direct
detection experiments such as LZ, XENONnT, and in-
direct searches by Fermi-LAT and MAGIC. The inter-
play between the new scalar mediator and ZBL-mediated
interactions governs the DM phenomenology, with the
possibility of DM annihilation into the B− L scalar sig-
nificantly expanding the viable parameter space, particu-
larly for light DM masses below the SM Higgs resonance
(MDM ≲ Mh2

/2). Crucially, the presence of the U(1)B−L

gauge boson enhances the production cross-section of
triplet fermions at colliders by roughly a factor of O(10),
while disappearing charged track signatures from their

decays provide a distinctive experimental probe of the
model. These collider signatures, combined with LHC
constraints on ZBL, define a testable parameter space for
future experiments.

Notably, the model predicts unique cosmological signa-
tures through stochastic gravitational waves (GWs) gen-
erated during the first-order phase transition (FOPT) of
U(1)B−L symmetry breaking. Our analysis demonstrates
that the resulting GW spectrum lies within the sensi-
tivity ranges of upcoming observatories like LISA, DE-
CIGO, and the Einstein Telescope, establishing GWs as a
complementary probe of the model’s symmetry-breaking
dynamics. The correlation between the collider signature
i.e. enhanced triplet production with the GW parame-
ters (α and β) and thus the predicted GW spectrum un-
derscores the multi-faceted testability of this framework.

In summary, this gauged U(1)B−L type-III seesaw
model achieves a compelling synthesis of neutrino mass
generation, rich DM phenomenology, and interesting col-
lider and cosmological detection prospects. Future re-
sults from high-luminosity colliders, next-generation DM
detectors, and GW observatories will critically assess its



13

viability, potentially illuminating new physics beyond the
Standard Model.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

S.M. acknowledges the financial support from Na-
tional Research Foundation(NRF) grant funded by
the Korea government (MEST) Grant No. NRF-
2022R1A2C1005050. P.K.P. would like to acknowledge
the Ministry of Education, Government of India, for pro-
viding financial support for his research via the Prime
Minister’s Research Fellowship (PMRF) scheme. The
works of N.S. and P.S. are supported by the Depart-
ment of Atomic Energy-Board of Research in Nuclear Sci-
ences, Government of India (Grant No. 58/14/15/2021-
BRNS/37220). S.M. and P.K.P. would like to thank
Arnab Chaudhuri and Indrajit Saha for useful discus-
sions on FOPT and gravitational waves.

Appendix A: First-order phase transition

The finite temperature effective potential is given as

Veff(ϕ
′, T ) = Vtree(ϕ

′) + VCW(ϕ′) + Vct(ϕ
′)

+VT (ϕ
′, T ) + Vdaisy(ϕ

′, T ) (A1)

The tree-level part of the potential is given as

Vtree = −1

2
λϕ′v2ϕ′2 +

1

4
λϕ′ϕ′4, (A2)

where v =
√

3u2 + v2ϕ. The one-loop Coleman-Weinberg

zero temperature contribution in MS renormalization
scheme is given as

VCW =
∑
i

ni

64π2
m4

i (ϕ
′)

(
log

(
m2

i (ϕ
′)

µ2
R

)
− ci

)
, (A3)

where mi(ϕ
′) being the field dependent masses given as

mϕ′(ϕ′) =
√
−λϕ′v2 + 3λϕ′ϕ′2 ; nϕ′ = 1,

mη′(ϕ′) =
√

−λϕ′v2 + λϕ′ϕ′2 ; nη′ = 1,

MZBL
(ϕ′) = 4.58267gBLϕ

′ ; nZBL
= 3, (A4)

ni denotes the corresponding d.o.f, and ci = 3/2 for
scalars and fermions and 5/3 for gauge bosons. The
renormalization scale is fixed at µR ≡ v. The counter
term is

Vct = −δµ2

2
ϕ′2 +

δλϕ′

4
ϕ′4, (A5)

which is derived by solving

∂(VCW + Vct)

∂ϕ′

∣∣∣∣
ϕ′=v

= 0,
∂2(VCW + Vct)

∂ϕ′2

∣∣∣∣
ϕ′=v

= 0.

(A6)

The finite temperature contribution is given as

VT =
T 4

2π2

[∑
i∈B

niJB

(
mi(ϕ

′)

T

)
−
∑
j∈F

njJF

(
mj(ϕ

′)

T

)]
,

(A7)

where

JB/F (y) =

∫ ∞

0

x2 log
(
1∓ e−

√
x2+y2)

(A8)

The daisy contribution is

Vdaisy =
T

12π

∑
k

nk

(
[m2

k(ϕ
′)]3/2 − [m2

k(ϕ
′) + Πk(T )]

3/2

)
,

(A9)

where nk denotes all d.o.f. for scalars and only longitu-
dinal d.o.f. for vector bosons and Π′

ks are given as

Πϕ′(T ) = Πη′(T ) =

(
g2BL

2
+

λϕ′

3

)
T 2

ΠZBL
(T ) = 13.2781g2BLT

2. (A10)

The bubble nucleation rate per unit volume at a finite
temperature is given by

Γ(T ) ≃
(
S3(T )

2πT

)3/2

T 4e−
S3(T )

T , (A11)

where S3 is the three-dimensional Euclidean action given
as

S3(T ) =

∫
d3r

[
1

2

(dϕ′

dr

)2
+ Veff(ϕ

′, T )

]
, (A12)

which is calculated by solving

d2ϕ′

dr2
+

2

r

dϕ′

dr
− dVeff(ϕ

′, T )

dϕ′ = 0, (A13)

with the following boundary conditions

dϕ′

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0, ϕ′(∞) = ϕfalse. (A14)

The nucleation process begins when the bubble nucle-
ation rate becomes comparable to the Hubble expansion
rate, which is described by

Γ(Tn) ≈ H(Tn)
4, (A15)

where Tn is the nucleation temperature, which corre-
sponds to a temperature where S3/T is approximately
140.
We have illustrated the temperature dependence on

the effective potential in the left panel of Fig. 13 for BP1
from Table II. The variation of Γ and H4 as a function
of temperature is shown in the right panel of Fig. 13,
which gives the nucleation temperature as Tn = 1.38414
TeV.
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FIG. 13. left : Effective potential profile for BP1 from Table II at different temperatures. right : Variation of Γ, and H4 with T
for BP1 from Table II.

Appendix B: Gravitational waves from FOPT

(i) Bubble collision:
The peak frequency and the amplitude of the GWs

generated by the bubble collision are given by

f col
peak = 1.65× 10−5(Hz)

(
g∗(Tn)

100

)1/6(
Tn

0.1 TeV

)
0.64

2π

(
β(Tn)

H(Tn)

)
, (B1)

Ωcolh
2 = 1.65× 10−5

(
100

g∗(Tn)

)1/3(H(Tn)

β(Tn)

)
(
κϕ(Tn)α(Tn)

1 + α(Tn)

)2
A(a+ b)c(

b
(

f
fcol
peak

)−a/c
+ a
(

f
fcol
peak

)b/c)c ,

(B2)

with efficiency factor

κϕ =
1

1 + 0.715α(Tn)

(
0.715α(Tn) +

4

27

√
3α(Tn)

2

)
,

(B3)

and a = 1.03, b = 1.84, c = 1.45, A = 5.93×10−2 [81–83].
(ii) Sound waves:
The peak frequency and the amplitude of the GWs

generated by the sound waves are expressed by [82]

f sw
peak = 8.9× 10−6(Hz)

(
g∗(Tn)

100

)1/6(
1

vw

)(
Tn

0.1 TeV

)
(
zp
10

)(
β(Tn)

H(Tn)

)
(B4)

where the wall velocity vw ∼ 1, and zp ∼ 10.

Ωswh
2 = 2.59× 10−6

(
100

g∗(Tn)

)1/3(H(Tn)

β(Tn)

)
vwΥ(Tn)

(
κsw(Tn)α(Tn)

1 + α(Tn)

)2 73.5
(

f
fsw
peak(Tn)

)3(
4 + 3

(
f

fcol
peak(Tn)

)2)3.5 .(B5)

The efficiency factor is [84]

κsw =
α(Tn)

0.73 + 0.083
√
α(Tn) + α(Tn)

(B6)

The suppression factor is given as

Υ = 1− 1√
1 + 2τsw(Tn)H(Tn)

, (B7)

where the lifetime of the sound wave is given as [85]

τsw =
R∗(Tn)

Uf (Tn)
, (B8)

where mean bubble separation is given by

R∗ =
(8π)1/3vw
β(Tn)

, (B9)

and the rms fluid velocity is given as

Uf =

√
3κsw(Tn)α(Tn)

4(1 + α(Tn))
. (B10)

(iii) Turbulence:
The peak frequency and the amplitude of the GWs

generated by the turbulence are expressed by [82, 83, 86]

f turb
peak = 2.7× 10−5(Hz)

(
g∗(Tn)

100

)1/6(
1

vw

)(
Tn

0.1 TeV

)
(
β(Tn)

H(Tn)

)
, (B11)
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Ωturbh
2

= 3.35 × 10
−4

(
100

g∗(Tn)

)1/3(H(Tn)

β(Tn)

)(
κturb(Tn)α(Tn)

1 + α(Tn)

)2

vw

( f
fsw
peak

(Tn)

)3
(
1 +

( f

fcol
peak

(Tn)

))3.6(
1 + 8πf

h∗(Tn)

) , (B12)

where the efficiency factor is κturb = 0.1κsw [86], and

the inverse of the Hubble time at the epoch of GW pro-
duction, red-shifted to today, is expressed as:

h∗ = 1.65× 10−5(Hz)

(
g∗(Tn)

100

)1/6(
Tn

0.1 TeV

)
(B13)
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