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Inspired by the recent evidences of nano-Hertz stochastic gravitational waves observed by
the pulsar timing array collaborations, we explore their implied supercooled electroweak phase
transition in the singlet extension of the Standard Model. Our findings reveal that by adjusting the
model parameter at per milli level, the corresponding percolation temperature can be continuously
lowered to 1 GeV. With such a low percolation temperature, the singlet dark matter may freeze
out before the electroweak phase transition, and, consequently, the entropy generated during the
transition can significantly affect the dark matter relic density. It alleviates the tension between the
requirement of a strong electroweak phase transition and the constraints imposed by dark matter
direct detection, and can be tested in future experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the North American Nanohertz Observatory
for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav), European Pul-
sar Timing Array (EPTA), Parkes Pulsar Timing Ar-
ray (PPTA), and Chinese Pulsar Timing Array (CPTA)
collaborations reported positive evidences for the pres-
ence of stochastic gravitational wave (GW) background
in the O(1 ∼ 10) nHz frequency band [1–4]. This back-
ground can be produced through a variety of cosmolog-
ical processes [5–32]. In a model-independent Bayesian
analysis of the NANOGrav data, a cosmological phase
transition with a percolation temperature around 1 GeV
is favored [33]. However, in popular new physics models
beyond the Standard Model, the electroweak phase tran-
sition (EWPT) occurs at around 100 GeV and concludes
rapidly, resulting in a milli-Hertz stochastic GW back-
ground [34–79]. Therefore, it is difficult to explain the
observed nano-Hertz GW signals using EWPT. Fortu-
nately, the phase transition can be postponed in the case
of supercooling. Generally, the percolation temperature,
at which the majority of true vacuum bubbles collide, is
typically lower than the nucleation temperature by no
more than 10 GeV [80–83]. The study in [84] found that
the percolation temperature can descend to a few MeV,
with a nucleation temperature of approximately 50 GeV,
in a toy model that is based on a non-linear realization
of the electroweak gauge group. A similar type of ex-
tremely supercooled first-order phase transition (FOPT)
is investigated in [85] within the framework of the SM
extended with a dimension-six operator.
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In this study, we investigate the phenomenon of ex-
treme supercooling within a more realistic model, i.e., the
singlet extension of the SM with Z2 symmetry (SSM),
which contains a dark matter (DM) candidate. This
model is highly restricted by the DM direct detection lim-
its [86, 87]. Even when taking into account the dilution
effect caused by the supercooled phase transition, these
constraints cannot be alleviated as the freeze-out temper-
ature is lower than the nucleation temperature [88, 89].
Nonetheless, inspired by the observed evidence of nano-
Hertz stochastic GWs, it is possible that the EWPT ends
at a temperature of a few GeV. In this scenario, the
freeze-out of DM may occur before the completion of
the phase transition, and thus the DM density can be
diluted by entropy release during the strong first-order
phase transition [88, 90, 91].

By and large, it is possible to generate the reported
nano-Hertz stochastic GWs through an extremely su-
percooled EWPT in new physics models. Accordingly,
the relevant phenomenology of DM needs to be revis-
ited, as the DM decouples from other particles during
the EWPT, which may have significant implication for
the abundance of DM.

The work is organized as follows. In Section II, we
provide an introduction to our model and discuss the
physics associated with the phase transition. Section III
shows the range of nucleation temperature and percola-
tion temperature in the SSM, and demonstrates the cor-
responding spectrum of GWs. In Section IV, we analyze
the implications of a low percolation temperature on the
calculations of dark matter. Finally, we summarize our
findings and draw our conclusion in Section V.
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II. SINGLET EXTENSION OF THE SM

The SSM is one of the simplest and most predic-
tive realisations of the weakly interacting DM scenario.
In this model, the addition of an extra scalar field al-
lows for the generation of a potential barrier between
the high-temperature symmetric minimum and the elec-
troweak symmetry breaking (EWSB) minimum as the
universe cools down. This results in a strong first-order
EWPT, which has the potential to generate the ob-
served baryon asymmetry of the universe and produce de-
tectable stochastic GWs (see [92, 93] for recent reviews).

After some parameterization, the tree-level effective
potential of the SSM can be expressed as

V0(ϕh, ϕs) = −µ2
h

2
ϕ2
h +

λh

4
ϕ4
h −
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s

2
ϕ2
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λs

4
ϕ4
s +
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4
ϕ2
hϕ

2
s , (1)

where ϕh and ϕs represent the background field configu-
rations for the SM Higgs and the additional scalar field,
respectively. The model parameters satisfy the tadpole
conditions,
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at the electroweak vacuum v ≡ (vEW, 0). Here we set
mh = 125 GeV and vEW = 246 GeV. As a result, there
remains three free parameters, namely ms, λs, and λhs.
For simplicity, we incorporate the one-loop correction us-
ing the on-shell-like renormalization scheme in Landau
gauge, which maintains the above tadpole conditions.
The total effective potential is given by

V (ϕ;T ) = V0(ϕ) + V1(ϕ;T ) + V1T(ϕ;T ), (3)

where
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Here ϕ represents (ϕh, ϕs), JB,F are the thermal functions
for boson and fermion, mk(ϕ;T ) is the field-dependent
thermal mass including Debye corrections, k ranges over
the entire field-dependent mass spectrum except Gold-
stone bosons to remedy the infrared divergences, nk

and sk represent the corresponding degrees of freedom
and spin, and the Parwani method [94] is adopted for
daisy resummation. The resummed effective theory en-
ables the computation of advanced state-of-the-art cal-
culations [95–97]. The Mathematica package DRalgo can
be used to perform these computations [98].

In general, altering the settings in the effective poten-
tial would have a tolerable impact on the properties of
EWPT, except when the transition temperature is sensi-
tive to the model parameters [99]. Unfortunately, the sit-
uation of extreme supercooling is highly sensitive to the
model parameters. Consequently, even slight changes to
the above settings can lead to different percolation tem-
peratures. However, we find that the change in percola-
tion temperature with varying λhs is continuous, unlike
the behavior of the nucleation temperature. This implies
that we can always tune the model parameters to achieve
a similar result shown below.
In the evolution of the effective potential at finite tem-

perature, there are three commonly used temperatures to
characterize the process of phase transition: the critical
temperature Tc, the nucleation temperature Tn, and the
percolation temperature Tp.
The critical temperature Tc is defined as the tempera-

ture at which the two minimums become degenerate,

V (vhighh , vhighs ;Tc) = V (vlowh , vlows ;Tc), (6)

where V (ϕh, ϕs, T ) is the full one-loop finite temperature

effective potential, and the minimums of (vhighh , vhighs )

and (vlowh , vlows ) correspond to the high-temperature sym-
metric minimum and the low-temperature EWSB mini-

mum, respectively. In the SSM, we have vhighh = 0 and

vlows = 0, while vhighs usually increases continuously from
zero and vlowh approaches vEW at zero-temperature.
When the temperature of the universe falls below Tc,

the low-temperature EWSB minimum starts to have
lower free energy than the high-temperature symmetric
minimum. Thus some regions of the symmetric plasma
tunnel to the true vacuum with a probability per unit
volume per unit time [84, 100]:

Γ ∼ A e−S , (7)

where S is given by
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(8)

Here the bubble configuration ϕ(r) in the integral is fixed
from the corresponding equation of motion

d2ϕ

dr2
+

d− 1

r

dϕ

dr
=

∂Veff(ϕ;T )

∂ϕ
, (9)

subjected to the boundary conditions lim
r→∞

ϕ(r) = 0 and

dϕ/dr|r=0 = 0 [100, 101]. The pre-factor A is often es-
timated as the fourth power of the temperature when
temperature is high and the fourth power of the energy
scale when temperature is zero. In this paper, we set A
to T 4

c ∼ O(100 GeV)4 as in [102, 103], for all the tem-
perature, as the EWPT energy scale is the same order as
Tc.
The nucleation rate of bubbles increases significantly

as the universe continues to cool. The phase transition
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begins when the probability of nucleating a supercriti-
cal bubble within one Hubble volume becomes approxi-
mately one, which gives the definition of Tn:∫ +∞

Tn

dT

T

Γ(T )

H(T )4
= O(1), (10)

where H(T ) =
√

8πGρ/3 is the Hubble constant, G is
the gravitational constant, and ρ is the energy density of
the universe [104]. From this definition, we can get an
approximate formula for Tn,

S ≈ 4 ln
MPl

T
≈ 130 ∼ 140, (11)

where the Planck scale is MPl = 1.22× 1019 GeV.
With the temperature further decreasing, the nucle-

ated bubbles of true vacuum keep growth and occupy
nearly 30% of the space when the percolation temper-
ature Tp is reached. This percentage is determined by
the formation of a cluster of connected bubbles with
size of the order of the medium, i.e., bubbles are collid-
ing [83]. Therefore, Tp is crucial for the stochastic GW
background produced from bubble collision.

The calculation of Tp involves approximating the frac-
tion of false vacuum [102],

h(t) = exp[−
∫ t

tinitial

Γ(t′)V (t′, t)dt′], (12)

where vw is the bubble velocity and

V (t′, t) = g

[∫ t

t′
vw(τ)dτ

]3
. (13)

For a spherical bubble, the shape constant g is equal to
4π/3. In general, the fraction of false vacuum undergoes
a significant change around the percolation temperature
Tp. Therefore, the accuracy of the computational results
relies on the stability of the action calculation. Nonethe-
less, in the case of the SSM, the stability of the action cal-
culation is not satisfactory in CosmoTransitions [105].
Thus, we repeat the calculation of Tp for each sample,
find the interval that includes the percolation tempera-
ture, and ensure that the length of the interval is small
enough to safely consider the average value as the perco-
lation temperature.

In a fast phase transition, these three temperatures
are closely aligned with one another. However, in a su-
percooled transition, they become noticeably separate,
resulting in an enlargement of the energy gap as the tran-
sition progresses.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In Fig. 1 we present the nucleation temperature and
the percolation temperature for a set of benchmark
points in the SSM (ms = 234 GeV, λs = 0.2, λhs ≃ 1.96).
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The nucleation temperature and the
percolation temperature versus the mixing coupling λhs in the
SSM. Other parameters are fixed using the tapole conditions
with fixed ms = 234 GeV and λs = 0.2.

These particular points are selected near the line where
the two phases (with zero or nonzero vEW) become de-
generate at zero temperature, i.e. Tc = 0, satisfying [106]

1

2
λhsv

2
EW − µ2

h

√
λs

λh
= m2

s . (14)

On this line, there will be no EWPT at all. By tun-
ing the model parameters, such as by decreasing λhs, we
can achieve an EWPT at a significantly low tempera-
ture. It is worth noting that the transition tempera-
ture is highly sensitive to the model parameters when
it is small [99]. We start our scan from this line, using
EasyScan HEP [107]. The results are illustrated in Fig. 1.
In addition to the data points obtained from the grid
scan, we have included the specific endpoint of the Tn

curve, as well as several manually selected data points
indicating low values of Tp, which will serve as bench-
mark points for subsequent analysis.
We can see that both Tn and Tp decrease as λhs in-

creases, because a smaller λhs leads to a smaller energy
gap between the two minima. The curve of Tn ends at
84 GeV with λhs = 1.961. The reason of such an end can
be seen from the left panel of Fig. 2, or Figure 4 in [88]
and Figure 2 in [85]. For a given point, as the temper-
ature decreases, the action S initially decreases, but it
may start to increase before reaching approximately 140
due to the temperature appearing in the denominator of
Eq. 11. The lower bound for Tn in the SSM is approxi-
mately 44 GeV [72, 88]. In [72], a much lower Tn can be
achieved in the super fine-tuned region where the high-

temperature symmetric mumimum has non-zero vhighh .
Here, we fix the values of λs and ms such that the low-
est Tn is approximately 84 GeV, to demonstrate that it
is still possible to find Tp around 1 GeV even when the
lower bound on Tn is high.
Before the nucleation temperature disappears, the dif-

ference between Tn and Tp is relatively small, around
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5 GeV. Then, Tp decreases dramatically and continu-
ously from 80 GeV to zero. This means that, without
considering any other constraints, we can obtain any de-
sired value of Tp by finely tuning λhs at a level lower than
1‰. Of course, Tp should be at least large than 1 MeV
to satisfy nucleosynthesis constraints.

The absence of a nucleation temperature does not im-
ply the absence of bubbles, but indicates that the statis-
tical average number of bubbles within a Hubble volume
is less than one. It is still possible for a few bubbles to
be generated and expand until they fill the entire uni-
verse. As a consequence, the collisions of these bubbles
can generate a stochastic GW background.

Fig.2 illustrates the action and the false vacuum
rate versus temperature for the benchmark point with
λhs ∈ [1.9694, 1.9751], which corresponds to Tp ∈
[1.48, 0.02] GeV. The action consistently remains above
140, indicating that there is no nucleation temperature.
In this situation, only a few bubbles can be generated.
Such a low Tp indicates that the dominant phase transi-
tion mode is not the thermal transition but the quantum
tunneling, which can be observed from the flat area in
the left panel of Fig.2. Typically, the dominant source
of spectrum of stochastic GW background is the sound
wave in EWPT [108]. However, in the case of extreme
supercooling, most of the released energy is utilized to
accelerate the bubble walls, making the bubble collision
as the dominant source. Additionally, it is safe to ap-
proximate the velocity of the bubble wall as 1 instead of
solving the Boltzmann equation, which is the value used
in the recent NaNoGrav report [33].

Fig. 2 also shows that the supercooled phase transi-
tion lasts for a considerable duration, which makes the
expansion effect of the universe non-negligible. We esti-
mate that this effect will reduce the value of Tp for the
benchmark point of λhs = 1.9694 from 1.48 GeV to 0.06
GeV, and the transition can still accomplish, using the
approximate method for the simplified model [84]. For-
tunately, due to the continuous variation of Tp with the
parameter, it is possible to identify a new point where Tp

is close to the previously obtained value. By increasing
λhs to 1.9671, we find a new point where Tp is approx-
imately 1.6 GeV, accounting for the expansion effect of
the universe.

Using the results of [109], the spectrum of GW gener-
ated through bubble collisions can be described as

Ωcolh
2 = 1.67× 10−5(

100

g∗ )1/3(
β

H∗
)κ2

p(
α

α+ 1
)2

× 0.11v3

0.42 + v2
S(f), (15)

where

S(f) =
3.8(f/f0)

2.8

1 + 2.8(f/f0)3.8
, (16)

f0 = 1.65 × 10−7(
T∗

GeV
)(

g∗
100

)1/6(
β

H∗
)

× 0.62

1.8− 0.1v + v2
Hz, (17)

κp =
1

1 + 0.715α
(0.715α+

4

27

√
3α

2
), (18)

with g∗ being the degree of freedom of relativistic par-
ticles, α being the ratio of the vacuum energy to the
radiation energy, v being the bubble wall velocity and T∗
being the reference temperature. A few remarks are in
order:

1. In this extreme supercooling case, α is sufficiently
large, exceeding 105 for the benchmark points, so
that the ratios involving α in Eq. 15 and Eq. 16
can be regarded as one. The definition of κp here
may not be appropriate in our particular case, but
it is expected to equal one due to the dominance of
vacuum tunneling in the transition process.

2. The reference temperature is often set as the nu-
cleation temperature or the percolation tempera-
ture. Recently, the study in [83] proposed that
the nucleation temperature may not be suitable for
this extreme case, and the percolation temperature
can accurately reflect the phase transition process.
Therefore, we use the percolation temperature as
the reference temperature to avoid the dilemma of
non-existence of the nucleation temperature.

3. The parameter β is often defined as the deriva-
tive of the thermal action: β/H∗ = Td(S3/T )/dT .
However, in the case of supercooling, where the
dominant action is the 4D action, β becomes zero,
as shown in Fig. 2. Another way to calculate
β is based on dimensional analysis [84], where
β ∼ vR−1 ∼ R−1, with R being the characteris-
tic length scale chosen as the radius of the bubble.
Thus, β/H∗ ∼ 1/(RH∗) ∼ V 1/3/R ∼ O(1), due to
the fact that the entire universe is occupied by only
a few bubbles. This estimation of β is consistent
with the result of [84]. A low bound of β/H∗ > 3
is introduced in [110] to prevent phase transitions
from being incomplete or leading to eternal infla-
tion. It assumes that β/H∗ is of the same order
as S3/T at nucleation, while our scenario involves
S ≃ S4 during the phase transition.

The spectrum of stochastic GW background gener-
ated by these collisions for λ = 1.9694 is shown by
the blue curve in Fig. 3. The grey band represents the
observations from pulsar timing arrays [2–4] (summa-
rized in [9]), while the dotted curves indicate the fu-
ture detection capabilities from the Laser Interferom-
eter Space Antenna (LISA, brown) [111], Taiji (pur-
ple) [112], and TianQin (red) [113], which are taken from
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The S value (left panel) and the false vacuum ratio (right panel) versus the temperature for benchmark
points λhs ∈ [1.9694, 1.9751], where other parameters are fixed as ms = 234 GeV and λs = 0.2. In the left panel, the lines from
top to bottom correspond to increasing lambda values. In the right panel, the lines from left to right correspond to decreasing
lambda values.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The spectrum of stochastic GW back-
ground generated by bubble collisions in the SSM, for a refer-
ence temperature of 1.48 GeV (blue solid curve) and 47 GeV
(green dashed curve), with the observations from pulsar tim-
ing arrays (violin plots) and the future detection capabilities
(dotted curves).

[114, 115]. We observe that the spectrum associated with
Tp ≈ 1.48 GeV displays a peak frequency that coincides
with the NANOGrav signals. The results are consistent
with the nano-Hertz background produced in the similar
way by the one-dimensional effective potentials [84, 85].

The energy released during the supercooled phase tran-
sition will heat up the surrounding plasma and cause a
shift in the peak frequency of the stochastic GW back-
ground. In [116], the reheating temperature is esti-
mated to be approximately at the energy scale of the new

physics, assuming conservation of energy density during
the reheating process (this will be further discussed in
the next section). Meanwhile, [117] pointed out the en-
tropy injection of phase transition could lead to a strong
dilution of the GW signal. Consequently, the peak fre-
quency of the background will undergo a red-shift from
the desired nano-Hertz range. We illustrate this shift by
the green dashed-line in Fig.3, with a simplified estimate
of Treh ≈ 47GeV, which is obtained from Eq. 19 and
will be discussed later. This issue cannot be avoided by
simply decreasing Tp to a much lower value. We have
checked numerically that the corresponding latent heat
α decreases proportionally to 1/T 4 in the case of extreme
supercooling. Consequently, even if we reduce Tp to the
MeV scale, the reheating temperature Treh still remains
on the order of dozens of GeV.
In this study, the main focus is to demonstrate the ex-

istence of a remarkably low percolation temperature in a
concrete model, which serves as a prerequisite for explain-
ing nano-Hertz GW. Further investigations are necessary
to verify and understand this complex scenario.

IV. IMPLICATIONS ON DARK MATTER

We previously found in [88] that the dilution effect
caused by an electroweak FOPT is negligible for the
current DM density in the SSM. This is because the
freeze-out temperature Tf is always lower than the nu-
cleation temperature, indicating that the strong FOPT
typically occurs before the DM freeze-out. In the SSM,
the freeze-out temperature can be approximated as Tf ≈
ms/20 GeV, where ms is required to be smaller than 1
TeV for a strong FOPT. Consequently, we have Tn >
50 GeV > Tf .
Nevertheless, in this unique situation of extreme su-
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percooling, the phase transition completes when the tem-
perature of the universe drops below Tp, which is below
the GeV scale. This is significantly lower than the freeze-
out temperature calculated using the traditional method.
Thus, the dilution effect caused by FOPT can be pre-
served and has an impact on the current DM relic density.
This effect can potentially rescue parameter space that
was previously excluded by DM direct detection experi-
ments or by an excessive DM relic density. Note that the
calculation of dilution factor described in [118] may not
be applicable in this case, as it assumes not very strong
supercooling. It also assumes that the energy density is
conserved during the reheating as in [116], but allows
a fraction ξ of the universe to be occupied by the true
vacuum. Then, we have

ρ(ϕf , T
′) = ρ(ϕf , Treh)− ξ[ρ(ϕf , Treh)− ρ(ϕt, Treh)]

= ρ(ϕf , Treh)− ξL, (19)

where ϕf and ϕt represnt false and true vacuums, respec-
tively. We can determine the value of ξ once we know the
reheating temperature, or vice versa. For the benchmark
point with λhs = 1.9694, by setting f ≈ 0.3 and T ′ = Tp,
we can find that the corresponding reheating tempera-
ture is approximately 47 GeV, which is consistent with
another estimation method Treh ∼ (1 + α)1/4Tp = 40.7
GeV [119]. On the other hand, we can calculate the true
vacuum ratio f for the case when T ′ = Tp and Treh = Tc,
where the maximum reheating temperature corresponds
to the critical temperature at which the universe is in the
phase-coexistence stage. This gives f ≈ 14 ≫ 1, which
is clearly unphysical. Similar results can also arise even
in cases where the phase transition is not extremely su-
percooled, as demonstrated in [88]. It suggests that the
assumption of energy density conservation may not hold
in this scenario. It is necessary to consider more dynamic
processes, as discussed in [120], to better understand this
situation. Additionally, the calculation of freeze-out tem-
perature before EWSB is an unsolved problem. There-
fore, a specific study is required to determine the dilution
factor, and we leave this for future research.

Fig. 4 displays the limits from DM direct detection on
the parameter space of SSM where a supercooled EWPT
may occur. We assume that the singlet scalar s only
contributes a fraction frel = Ωs/ΩDM to the total DM
density, so the limits are applied by

1

d
frel σSI < σLZ, (20)

where σLZ is the 90% CL limits from the LUX-ZEPLIN
experiment (LZ) [121], d is the dilution factor. Large
λhs can evade DM direct detection due to a small frel.
However, the region where a strong EWPT occurs is fully
excluded by the current results of LZ if the dilution factor
d is smaller than 2, which is the upper value obtained in
[88]. Along the green line in Fig.4, we can tune the model
parameters to achieve an extremely supercooled EWPT,
which results in a larger dilution factor. For example,

100 200 300 400 500 600
ms (GeV)

2

4

6

8

10

λ
h

s d
=

1

d
=

2 d =
5

d = 8

EWPT

Supercooled EWPT

Excluded by LZ

FIG. 4. (Color online) Limits from DM direct detection on
SSM taking into account the dilution effect. The areas ex-
cluded by current limits from LZ are delineated with red shad-
ing, with colors from light to dark corresponding to dilution
factor d = 1, 2, 5, 8, respectively. The blue band indicates
the parameter space where a strong EWPT occurs, while the
transition is supercooled near the green line.

the region of supercooling with ms > 100GeV can evade
DM direct detection if d > 5.
Therefore, the supercooled EWPT found in this pa-

per can alleviate the tension between the requirement of
an EWPT and the constraints from DM direct detection
in the SSM. It provides the opportunity to simultane-
ously explain the GW signals and baryon asymmetry,
while satisfying constraints from DM detection and col-
lider searches. Meanwhile, the survival parameter space
can be cross-checked by future GW and DM detection: a
more supercooling case gives a strong GW signal, while
a less supercooling case results in a large effective DM-
nucleons cross section.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we investigated the phenomenon of ex-
treme supercooling and the occurrence of a strong first-
order electroweak phase transition in the singlet exten-
sion of the Standard Model. Our findings revealed that
the percolation temperature can significantly and con-
tinuously decrease with increasing mixing coupling λhs.
Consequently, by appropriately tuning the model param-
eters, we found that it is possible to achieve a percolation
temperature of a few GeV. We explored the implications
of such a phase transition on the generation of a stochas-
tic GW background resulted from bubble collisions at
the percolation temperature. The observed signals from
pulsar timing array collaborations could be reasonably
explained by this GW background, disregarding possible
red-shift effects. If this extreme supercooling and strong
first-order electroweak phase transition indeed character-
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izes the nature of our universe, it will have a profound
impact on the dark matter properties. Further research
in this direction is warranted to fully understand the im-
plications and consequences of our findings.
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