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We investigate how perturbative reheating after inflation modifies the primordial gravitational wave
(GW) spectrum generated by cosmological phase transitions. Within a specific inflationary setup, we show
that the thermodynamic quantities that control the phase transition depend on the effective equation of state
of the cosmological background, which is itself set by the form of the inflaton potential during reheating.
Assuming reheating proceeds via perturbative dissipation of the inflaton condensate into boson or fermion
pairs, we find that phase transitions taking place in this epoch generally produce GW signals that are
systematically suppressed compared with the standard radiation-dominated scenario. We also identify
characteristic spectral features that may arise in this case, which could serve as distinctive signatures of the
modified expansion history during reheating.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The emergence of gravitational wave (GW) astronomy,
heralded by the pioneering discoveries of the LIGO,
VIRGO, and KAGRACollaborations [1,2], has profoundly
transformed our understanding of the Universe, igniting
widespread interest in probing GW sources across diverse
frequency bands and considering various production mech-
anisms. More recently, pulsar timing array collaborations
(NANOGrav [3], EPTA [4], PPTA [5], and CPTA [6]) have
provided compelling evidence for a GW stochastic back-
ground (GWSB) in the nanohertz regime. Beyond their
astrophysical origins, GWs have also gathered significant
interest for their connections to the models of particle

physics and the early Universe, see, for example,
Refs. [7–9] for recent reviews.
Among the various mechanisms proposed for GW gen-

eration, cosmological phase transitions stand out as one of
the most promising sources. These transitions are connected
to the symmetry breaking in the particle physics models. As
such, these transitions are known to occur within the
Standard Model (SM), related to the electroweak symmetry
breaking and QCD confinement transition. However, in the
SM, both of these transitions are smooth crossovers and do
not lead to the production of GWSB in the early Universe
[10,11]. GWs are instead sourced by first-order phase
transitions (FOPT), which often occur in the extensions
of the SM, i.e, beyond Standard Model (BSM) models.
These models can render the electroweak transition strongly
first order (see, for example, Refs. [12–17] for comprehen-
sive reviews and, e.g., [18–33] for model-specific analyses).
Additionally, a variety of hidden or dark sector scenarios
have been explored in this context [34–50]. However, only a
handful of studies, e.g., [51–62], have considered the
influence of the cosmological background on the FOPT
dynamics and the resulting GW spectra.
Motivated by these considerations, we investigate the

distinctive imprints that (perturbative) reheating can leave
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on the GW signal generated by a thermal first-order phase
transition occurring during this epoch. We work within the
framework of single-field inflation, assuming an attractor-
type inflaton potential. Then, reheating occurs at the end of
inflation, near the minimum of a monomial potential of the
form ϕn, thereby determining the effective equation of state
through the shape of the potential. We explore the resulting
GW signatures from the FOPT by considering three distinct
perturbative reheating channels: (i) decay of the inflaton
condensate into a pair of Higgs-like bosons (dubbed as
“bosonic reheating”), (ii) scattering of the inflaton con-
densate into a pair of Higgs-like bosons, and (iii) decay of
the inflaton condensate into a pair of SM-like fermions
(“fermionic reheating”). For each mechanism, we illustrate
how the corresponding GW spectrum deviates from the
canonical radiation-dominated (RD) case.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we discuss

the postinflationary perturbative reheating dynamics. The
details of the FOPT during reheating and the corresponding
GW signature are discussed in Secs. III and IV, respec-
tively. A qualitative and quantitative discussion of our
findings is elaborated in Sec. V. Then, we present our
conclusions in Sec. VI.

II. REHEATING AFTER INFLATION

We begin by outlining the dynamics of reheating
following single-field inflation. In this section, we derive
analytical results that elucidate the key features of reheat-
ing, in particular, its dependence on the free parameters of
the theory. Subsequently, we perform a comprehensive
numerical analysis to determine the resulting gravitational
wave spectrum in an inflaton-dominated cosmological
background.
We consider that reheating takes place either from the

perturbative decay of the inflaton at the minimum of its
potential or from the scattering of the inflaton condensate.
For two-body decay processes, we consider trilinear inter-
actions between the inflatonϕ and a pair of Higgs-like scalar
doublets φ or a pair of SM-like fermions Ψ (such treatment
can be widely found in the literature, see, for example,
Refs. [63–67]). We further consider 2-to-2 scattering of the
inflaton condensate into a pair of φ’s (see, for example,
Refs. [68,69], for scenarios that motivate inflaton scatter-
ing). The corresponding interaction Lagrangian then reads

Lϕ
int ⊃ −μϕjφj2 − yψΨ̄Ψϕþ σϕ2jφj2: ð2:1Þ

The interaction strengths are parametrized in terms of the
couplingsμ, yψ , andσ, for decays and scattering, respectively.
We consider the postinflationary oscillation of the inflaton ϕ
at the bottom of a monomial potential VðϕÞ of the form

VðϕÞ ¼ λϕ
ϕn

Λn−4 ; ð2:2Þ

where λϕ is a dimensionless coupling. The potential in
Eq. (2.2) can naturally arise in a number of inflationary
scenarios, for example, the α-attractor Tor E models [70–72]
or the Starobinsky model [73–76]. Now, given a particular
inflationary model, for example, in the α-attractor T model
[70,71], the potential can be expressed as

VðϕÞ ¼ λϕ M4
P

�
tanh

�
ϕ

M

��
n

≃ λϕ M4
P ×

8<
:

1 for ϕ ≫ MP;�
ϕ
M

�
n

for ϕ ≪ MP;
ð2:3Þ

whereMP ≃ 2.4 × 1018 GeV is the reduced Planckmass and
M ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffi

6α
p

MP. It is worth mentioning here, among the wide
variety of inflationary models, α attractors have emerged as a
particularly attractive framework due to their strong theoreti-
cal foundation and robust observational predictions. These
models can be generalized with the introduction of a new
parameter α, which is inversely related to the curvature in the
field space of the inflaton. The parameter α can be
smaller than 1, and this leads to very small values of the
scalar-to-tensor ratio r. On the other hand, large values of α
render the predictions to be the same as chaotic inflation
VðϕÞ ¼ ð1=2Þm2

ϕ ϕ
2. Consequently, an important feature of

α attractors is that they interpolate smoothly between chaotic
inflation and plateaulike models such as Starobinsky infla-
tion, thereby providing a unified description of a broad range
of inflationary potentials [70]. In Ref. [77], a best-fit value of
α ¼ 0.0962 was obtained for the T model with n ¼ 1 using
the Planck 2018 and BICEP2/Keck datasets. A more com-
prehensive study was later carried out in Ref. [78], where
constraints fromtheoverproductionof inflationary primordial
gravitational waves, nonperturbative reheating dynamics, big
bang nucleosynthesis (BBN), and Planck+BICEP/Keck
observations were combined to constrain both E- and
T-attractor models over the range 0.1≲ α≲ 20. More
recently, Ref. [79] updated this analysis using the latest
cosmological data from Atacama Cosmological Telescope
(ACT) [80,81] together with Planck 2018, BICEP/Keck
2018, and DESI (collectively referred to as P-ACT-LB-
BK18). Since the primary aim of the present work is not
to derive constraints on the parameter α, we fix its value to
α ¼ 1=6 throughout the analysis without loss of generality.
With this choice, the mass scale simply becomes M ≡MP.
The details of the experimental bounds from CMB observ-
ables1 on the potential are discussed in Appendix A.
The equation of motion for the oscillating inflaton field

reads [84]

ϕ̈þ ð3H þ ΓϕÞϕ̇þ V 0ðϕÞ ¼ 0; ð2:4Þ

1See also [79,82,83], for related discussions in the light of
ACT data.
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where

H ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ρϕ þ ρR
3M2

P

s
; ð2:5Þ

denotes the Hubble expansion rate, Γϕ the inflaton dis-
sipation rate, dots ð:Þ derivatives with respect to time,
primes ( 0) derivatives with respect to the field, and ρR is the
energy density of the radiation bath. During reheating, it is

legitimate to approximate H ≃
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ρϕ=ð3M2

PÞ
q

. Defining the

energy density and pressure of ϕ as ρϕ ≡ 1
2
ϕ̇2 þ VðϕÞ and

pϕ ≡ 1
2
ϕ̇2 − VðϕÞ, together with the equation of state

parameter w≡ pϕ=ρϕ ¼ ðn − 2Þ=ðnþ 2Þ [84], one can
write the evolution of the inflaton energy density as

dρϕ
dt

þ 6n
2þ n

H ρϕ ¼ −
2n

2þ n
Γϕ ρϕ: ð2:6Þ

During reheating aI ≪ a ≪ arh, where a is the scale factor,
the term associated with expansion, that is, Hρϕ, typically
dominates over the interaction term Γϕρϕ. Then, it is
possible to solve Eq. (2.6) analytically, leading to

ρϕðaÞ ≃ ρϕðarhÞ
�
arh
a

� 6n
2þn

: ð2:7Þ

Here, aI and arh correspond to the scale factor at the end of
inflation and at the end of reheating, respectively. Since the
Hubble rate during reheating is dominated by the inflaton
energy density, it follows that

HðaÞ ≃HðarhÞ ×
8<
:

�
arh
a

� 3n
nþ2 for a ≤ arh;�

arh
a

�
2

for arh ≤ a:
ð2:8Þ

At the end of the reheating (a ¼ arh), the energy densities
of the inflaton and radiation are equal, ρRðarhÞ ¼ ρϕðarhÞ ¼
3M2

PHðarhÞ2. Note that, to avoid affecting the success of
BBN, the reheating temperature Trh must satisfy Trh >
TBBN ≃ 4 MeV [85–90]. The evolution of the SM radiation
energy density ρR, on the other hand, is governed by the
Boltzmann equation of the form

dρR
dt

þ 4H ρR ¼ þ 2n
2þ n

Γϕ ρϕ: ð2:9Þ

Using Eq. (2.7), one can solve Eq. (2.9) and further obtain,2

ρRðaÞ ≃
2

ffiffiffi
3

p
n

2þ n
MP

a4

Z
a

aI

Γϕða0Þ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ρϕða0Þ

q
a03 da0; ð2:10Þ

where a general scale factor dependence of Γϕ has been
assumed. This can be justified from the fact that in the
present setup the effective mass mϕðaÞ for the inflaton is
obtained from the second derivative of Eq. (2.2), which
reads

mϕðaÞ2 ≡ d2V
dϕ2

¼ nðn − 1Þλ ϕ
n−2

Λn−4

≃ nðn − 1Þλ2
nΛ

2ð4−nÞ
n ρϕðaÞn−2n ; ð2:11Þ

or equivalently,

mϕðaÞ ≃mI

�
aI
a

�3ðn−2Þ
nþ2

; ð2:12Þ

where mI ≡mϕðaIÞ. Thus, for n ≠ 2, mϕ has a field
dependence that, in turn, would lead to a time-dependent
inflaton dissipation rate.

A. Fermionic reheating

First, we consider the scenario where the inflaton decays
into a pair of fermions via the Yukawa interaction in
Eq. (2.1), with a decay rate

ΓϕðaÞ ¼
y2eff
8π

mϕðaÞ; ð2:13Þ

where the effective coupling yeff ≠ yψ (for n ≠ 2) is
obtained after averaging over several oscillations
[63,91,92]. The evolution of the SM energy density
[Eq. (2.10)] in this case becomes

ρRðaÞ≃
3n
7−n

M2
PΓϕðarhÞHðarhÞ

�
arh
a

�6ðn−1Þ
2þn

�
1−

�
aI
a

�2ð7−nÞ
2þn

�
;

ð2:14Þ

for n ≠ 7, while for n ¼ 7,

ρRðaÞ ≃
14

3
M2

P ΓϕðarhÞHðarhÞ
�
arh
a

�
4

log

�
a
aI

�
: ð2:15Þ

The temperature of the SM bath evolves as3

TðaÞ ≃ Trh

�
arh
a

�
γ

; ð2:16Þ

with

2We caution that the validity of this approximation relies on a
sufficiently large number of e-folds, viz.Ne-fold ¼ log ðarh=aIÞ> 10
for the analytic expressions to match the numeric ones closely.
There is also a tight dependence on the initial conditions as the
reheating temperature Trh increases as we increase either
ρRðaIÞ=ρϕðaIÞ or ΓϕðaIÞ=HðaIÞ. 3For the RD case, we take γ ≡ 1.
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γ ≡ γf ¼
3

2

n − 1

nþ 2
; n < 7: ð2:17Þ

Here, we assume the SM bath thermalizes instantaneously.
The maximum temperature T ¼ Tmax corresponds to the
scale factor a ¼ amax, at which

dρR
da ¼ 0. Trading the scale

factor with temperature, one can write

HðTÞ ≃HðTrhÞ
�

T
Trh

� 3n
2þn

1
γ

; ð2:18Þ

which is the Hubble expansion rate during reheating. We
then use this expression for the rest of this paper.

B. Bosonic reheating

If reheating proceeds through decay into a pair of
bosons, the decay rate reads

ΓϕðaÞ ¼
μ2eff

8πmϕðaÞ
; ð2:19Þ

where, again, the effective coupling μeff ≠ μ (if n ≠ 2) can
be obtained after averaging over oscillations. Proceeding
similarly as before, the energy density of radiation becomes

ρRðaÞ≃
3n

1þ2n
M2

PΓϕðarhÞHðarhÞ
�
arh
a

� 6
2þn
�
1−

�
aI
a

�2ð1þ2nÞ
2þn

�
;

ð2:20Þ
with which the SM temperature and the Hubble rate evolve
similarly as in Eqs. (2.16) and (2.18), respectively, but with
a different factor,

γ ¼ γb ≡ 3

2

1

nþ 2
: ð2:21Þ

As mentioned before, a bosonic reheating scenario can
also be realised via 2-to-2 scattering of the inflaton
condensate into a pair of bosonic final states
[cf. Eq. (2.1)]. In this case, the inflaton dissipation rate
reads [63,65]

ΓϕðaÞ ¼
σ2eff ρϕ

8πmϕðaÞ3
; ð2:22Þ

where σeff , as before, is the effective coupling, obtained
after averaging over several oscillations. In this case, the
radiation energy density evolves as

ρRðaÞ ≃
3n

2n−5
M2

PΓϕðarhÞHðarhÞ
�
arh
a

� 18
nþ2

�
1−

�
aI
a

�4n−10
nþ2

�
;

ð2:23Þ

for n > 5=2, while for n ¼ 5=2 we have,

ρRðaÞ ≃
4

3
M2

P HðarhÞΓϕðarhÞ log
�
a
aI

�
: ð2:24Þ

In this case, we note, the bath temperature evolves
following Eq. (2.16), with

γ ¼ γb;s ≡ 9

2

1

nþ 2
: ð2:25Þ

Thus,

γb;s ¼ 3γb ¼
3

n − 1
γf : ð2:26Þ

For 2 ≤ n ≤ 6, 3=8 ≤ γf ≤ 15=16; 3=16 ≤ γb ≤ 3=8, while
9=16 ≤ γb;s ≤ 9=8. Notably, for n ¼ 2 (in general, for
n < 5=2), the radiation energy density dilutes faster than
the inflaton, implying the Universe cannot become radia-
tion dominated. Thus, for the remainder of this work, we
omit the n ¼ 2 case in the context of reheating by bosonic
scattering.

C. Evolution of energy densities

The evolution of inflaton and radiation energy densities,
and the SM bath temperature, as a function of the scale
factor, are shown in Fig. 1. We show cases of n ¼ 4 (upper
panel) and n ¼ 6 (lower panel). We do not show the results
for n ¼ 2 because for that case there is no distinction
between bosonic and fermionic cases, and as mentioned in
the previous section, reheating by scattering is not viable
then. We see explicitly that for n ¼ 4 the radiation evolves
identically for the fermionic decay and the bosonic scatter-
ing scenario. This can be easily understood from the fact
that in both cases T ∝ a−3=4 [cf. Eqs. (2.17) and (2.25)]. For
n ¼ 6, the bath temperature corresponding to fermionic
decay during reheating evolves as, T ∝ a−15=16, which is
very similar to the evolution during standard RD. For
bosonic decay, on the other hand, T ∝ a−3=16, while for
bosonic scattering the dependence is even steeper,
T ∝ a−9=16. For n > 4, we note that fermionic reheating
results in higher Tmax than bosonic reheating, irrespective
of decay or scattering. The decay of the inflaton condensate
into fermionic final states is proportional to mϕðaÞ, while
for bosonic final states it is proportional to 1=mϕðaÞ; hence
the reheating process will be more efficient over time for
bosonic final states than for fermionic final states as the
inflaton mass is a decaying function of the scale fac-
tor (time).
It is worth emphasising that for n > 4, the energy density

of the inflaton redshifts faster than that of radiation.
Consequently, the equation of state transitions from a stiff
regime with w > 1=3 to the radiationlike value w ¼ 1=3.
During this phase, the Universe becomes dominated by a
gas of relativistic, massless inflaton particles (i.e., no
longer a coherent condensate) with energy density scaling
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as a−4 [93,94]. These particles are generated due to the self-
interactions of the inflaton through a process known as
fragmentation. A comprehensive treatment of these phe-
nomena, which involves nonperturbative effects such as
parametric and tachyonic resonances [95,96], requires
dedicated lattice simulations (see, e.g., [97] for a recent
review). Such studies have been carried out, for example, in
Refs. [93,94,98–103]. A detailed analysis of these effects
lies beyond the scope of this work. Finally, we briefly
comment on purely gravitational reheating (PGR). For
w≳ 0.65 (equivalently n ≳ 9), PGR becomes increasingly
significant and can even dominate over conventional
perturbative reheating [104–108]. In contrast, for
w≲ 0.65, PGR alone is insufficient to successfully reheat
the Universe as the resulting reheating temperature falls
below the lower bound from BBN.

III. PHASE TRANSITION DURING REHEATING

A. Tree-level barrier model

To probe the dynamics of an FOPT during reheating,
we resort to a toy model of a real scalar field (see,
e.g. [109,110] for a detailed discussion). Assuming a
high-temperature regime for the studied scenario, the finite

temperature effective potential can then be parametrized as

Vðχ; TÞ ¼ 1

2
ðm2 þ bT2Þχ2 − 1

3
ηχ3 þ 1

4
λχ4: ð3:1Þ

Note that such a model can be related to a more common
case of a “radiative barrier” by setting η ∼ g3T, where g
would correspond to some effective coupling resulting
from integrating out heavier fields (e.g., gauge modes).
Here, instead, we focus on a scenario where the tree-level
barrier is independent of temperature; i.e., radiative thermal
corrections are subleading for the cubic term. As a result,
for m2 > 0 the potential preserves a barrier even at T ¼ 0,
enabling the study of comparatively strong phase
transitions that can generate sizeable GW signals.4

The phase structure of this model can be understood
analytically. First, the global minimum of the potential at
temperature T is given as

vðTÞ ¼ ηþ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
η2 − 4λðm2 þ bT2Þ

p
2λ

: ð3:2Þ

FIG. 1. Evolution of energy densities with scale factor, considering reheating via fermionic decay (black dashed), bosonic decay
(black dotted), and bosonic scattering (black dot-dashed), for n ¼ 4 ðtopÞ and n ¼ 6 ðbottomÞ. The black curves correspond to radiation
energy density, while the blue one is for inflaton energy density. The top and bottom right panels show the evolution of corresponding
bath temperature as a function of the scale factor. In all cases, we have fixed Trh ¼ 1 TeV (as marked by the horizontal dotted line) for
illustration.

4In the case of a “thermal barrier”, the thermodynamic
variable, β=H would be generically larger, thus leading to
suppressed GW signals.
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Then, the critical temperature, where both minima are
degenerate, can be obtained as

Tc ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2η2 − 9λm2

p
3

ffiffiffiffiffi
bλ

p : ð3:3Þ

Below the critical temperature, this model exhibits a FOPT
driven by thermal fluctuations and nucleation of true
vacuum bubbles. In our analysis, we restrict ourselves to
the leading-order description of the theory and thermal
nucleation at finite temperature (see, e.g., Refs. [111–123]
and references therein, for the state-of-the-art calculations
in BSM scenarios). Then, the Euclidean action evaluated on
the Oð3Þ-symmetric saddle point χsðrÞ is obtained as

S3
T

¼ 4π

Z
∞

0

dr r2
��

1

2

∂χs
∂r

�
2

þ VðχsÞ
�
; ð3:4Þ

where r is the radial coordinate along the critical bubble
radius. The probability of bubble nucleation per unit time
and volume is then given by [124–129]

ΓðTÞ ≃ T4 exp ð−S3=TÞ: ð3:5Þ

Note that here we have approximated the total prefactor of
nucleation rate on dimensional grounds as T4 (for details
on the calculation of the determinants, see, e.g.,
[111,128,130–132]).

B. Thermodynamic parameters

To predict the GW spectrum generated by FOPT in the
model described in the previous section, we first identify
the key parameters that control the dynamics of the
transition. These include the bubble nucleation rate, the
transition temperature, the dynamics of bubble expansion,
and the fraction of the released energy transferred to the
plasma. We begin by outlining the general formalism used
to characterize the dynamics of first-order phase transitions,
emphasising model-independent quantities and their con-
nection to cosmological observables. We then discuss how
the standard expressions, typically derived for transitions
occurring during RD, are modified when the phase tran-
sition takes place during the reheating epoch.

1. Nucleation temperature

True vacuum bubbles begin to nucleate below the critical
temperature when the system supercools. In the cosmo-
logical context, one considers nucleation to be complete
when the nucleation rate per unit time and volume becomes
comparable to the Hubble volume. Thus, the nucleation
time tn (or the temperature Tn) is usually obtained from the
following condition:

NðtnÞ ¼
Z

tn

tc

dt
ΓðtÞ
HðtÞ3 ¼

Z
Tc

Tn

dT
T

ΓðTÞ
HðTÞ4 ¼ 1; ð3:6Þ

where, in the second step, one uses the adiabatic condition
T ∼ 1=a, which holds true during RD. The upper integra-
tion limit tc corresponds to the time when the scalar
potential has two degenerate minima (critical temperature).
The lower limit, tn, is the time when the above bubble
nucleation condition is satisfied. In practice, for estimating
the nucleation time, it is then usually enough to find the
time when the integrand function becomes of the order of
unity, i.e., ΓðTnÞ ≈HðTnÞ4.
In the framework considered here, the phase transition

proceeds during the reheating epoch, with the temperature
evolution governed by Eq. (2.16). The nucleation criterion
given in Eq. (3.6) can therefore be recast as

Z
Tc

Tn

dT
T

ΓðTÞ
HðTÞ4 ¼ γ; ð3:7Þ

where γ is the exponent in the temperature, see Eq. (2.16)
and can be one of the three options in Eqs. (2.17), (2.21),
and (2.25), corresponding to reheating by fermionic or
bosonic decays, and scattering into a scalar pair, respec-
tively. Accordingly, for bubble nucleation that occurs
during perturbative reheating, the nucleation temperature
is specified through

Γ
H4

				
T¼Tn

¼ γ: ð3:8Þ

In our analysis, we consider two representative bench-
marks for our toy model, corresponding to low and high
reheating temperature. The parameter choices for the
potential, for the two benchmarks, are listed in the
Table I. Then, in Fig. 2, we present the nucleation condition
for the benchmark BM1, for different choices of n, and
hence the corresponding exponent γ. We note that bubble
nucleation occurs within a narrow temperature interval, in
this case, Tn ≃ 45–55;GeV, reflecting the steep temper-
ature dependence of Γ=H4. In particular, bubble nucleation
is generically delayed compared to the RD case. For
bosonic reheating, bubble nucleation occurs at smaller
temperatures as we increase n. The converse is true for
fermionic reheating, for which nucleation is precipitated
with larger n. This effect happens due to the behavior of the

TABLE I. Parameter choices for the two benchmark scenarios,
denoted BM1 and BM2, that are employed in the remainder of
this work.

Benchmarks m2 [GeV2] b η λ Trh [GeV]

BM1 10 0.01 1.01 0.002 15
BM2 1000 10−8 1 10−9 106
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Hubble scale, which is normalized in all cases at Trh, see
Eq. (2.8), is biggest for the smallest γ; i.e., it achieves its
largest value for n ¼ 6 bosonic and its smallest value for
n ¼ 2 fermionic reheating. However, in all cases, the
Hubble scale during reheating is always larger than during
the RD period. A larger value of H would make the ratio
Γ=H4 achieve its nucleation threshold at smaller temper-
atures. More specifically, during RD, one has H ∝ T2.
In contrast, during inflaton-dominated reheating, the

Hubble rate scales as H ≃
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ρϕ=ð3M2

PÞ
q

∝ Tp, with

p ¼ 3n=½γðnþ 2Þ� > 2, for n ¼ 2, 4, 6.

2. Bubble percolation analysis

After the bubbles nucleate, they start to grow until they
fill all the space. Then, the moment relevant for production
of the GWs is usually chosen to be the percolation time.
Percolation can be related to the fraction of the volume
converted to a new phase. In case of cosmological phase
transitions, the fraction of true vacuum volume in the entire
Universe can be obtained as

IðtÞ ¼ 4π

3

Z
t

tc

dt0 Γðt0Þaðt0Þ3rðt; t0Þ3; ð3:9Þ

where

rðt;t0Þ¼
Z

t

t0

vwðt̃Þ
aðt̃Þ dt̃¼

Z
T

T 0

vwðT̃Þ
γ

1

T̃aðT̃ÞHðT̃ÞdT̃; ð3:10Þ

is the comoving bubble radius. Note that we have changed
the integration variable from time to temperature by
employing their relation in Eq. (2.16). Let us now discuss
the calculation of IðTÞ for transitions occurring during the
reheating era in more detail. The comoving bubble radius
can be computed analytically, using (2.16) and (2.18), then
after setting the bubble wall velocity vw ¼ 1 (details about
this particular choice can be found in Sec. III B 4), it reads

rðT; Tc; arhÞ ¼
1

γ

Z
Tc

T

dT 0

T 0aðT 0ÞHðT 0Þ

¼
8<
:

1
arhHðarhÞ

nþ2
2n−2

�
Trh
T

�2n−2
nþ2

1
γ

h
1 −

�
T
Tc

�2n−2
nþ2

1
γ

i
; during reheating;

Tc
aðTcÞHðTcÞ

�
1
T −

1
Tc

�
; during RD;

; ð3:11Þ

where in the second case, we have considered the standard RD with aðTÞ ¼ aðTcÞTc=T andHðTÞ ¼ HðTcÞðT=TcÞ2. Then,
it will also be useful to consider the noncomoving bubble radius,

RðT; Tc; arhÞ≡HðarhÞaðTÞrðT; Tc; arhÞ

¼
8<
:

nþ2
2n−2

�
Trh
T

�1
γ

3n
ðnþ2Þ

h
1 −

�
T
Tc

�2n−2
nþ2

1
γ

i
; during reheating�

Tc
T

�
2
−
�
Tc
T

�
; during RD:

ð3:12Þ

We show an example plot of this expression in Fig. 3. As
evident from this figure, the bubble growth can exhibit
dramatic differences for each reheating scenario, depending
on the temperature hierarchy Tc=Trh. In general, bubble
growth is more rapid when reheating proceeds through

fermionic channels, while it is comparatively slower in the
case of bosonic reheating.
This difference in growth dynamics has an important

consequence: it directly influences the time required for
bubble percolation. Tomake this explicit, we rewrite IðTÞ as

FIG. 2. Bubble nucleation condition following Eq. (3.8) evalu-
ated for BM1 for different values of n. The horizontal lines
display different values of γb=f , corresponding to each choice of n.
For the RD case, the horizontal line denotes unity.
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IðTÞ ¼ 4π

3

Z
T

Tc

dT 0

T 0
ΓðT 0Þ
γHðT 0Þ aðT

0Þ3rðT; T 0Þ3; ð3:13Þ

or alternatively, in terms of the physical bubble size at time t
(temperature T), we can write

IðTÞ ¼ 4π

3

Z
Tc

T

dT 0

T 0
ΓðT 0Þ
γHðT 0Þ aðT

0Þ3 RðT; T 0Þ3
HðarhÞ3aðTÞ3

¼ 4π

3

1

γ

Z
Tc

T

dT 0

T 0
ΓðT 0Þ

HðT 0ÞHðarhÞ3
�
T
T 0

�3
γ

RðT; T 0Þ3:

ð3:14Þ

The percolation time is typically defined as the moment
when approximately 34% of the total volume has converted
to the new phase, which corresponds to

IðTpÞ ¼ 0.34; PðTpÞ ¼ 0.71; ð3:15Þ

where PðTÞ ¼ e−IðTÞ denotes the probability that a given
point remains in the false vacuum.
In Fig. 4 we show a comparison of PðTÞ for different

reheating scenarios for BM1. The bosonic case exhibits the
most pronounced effect, as it leads to the lowest values of
the percolation temperature. This means that during
bosonic reheating, bubbles take longer to percolate.
Moreover, this effect is amplified as n increases, with
n ¼ 6 showing the lowest percolation temperature for the
bosonic case. In contrast, the fermionic case displays the
opposite behavior, where percolation instead occurs faster
as n increases. However, the variation in percolation
temperature with n is less significant than in the bosonic
case. Note that, in general, during reheating, percolation
happens at a lower temperature compared to standard RD,
following the arguments from the previous section. Thus,
the shift in the percolation temperature relative to standard

RD originates from the modified Hubble-scaling during
reheating and the nontrivial temperature-time relation.

3. Timescale of the transition

The characteristic time scale of the transition can be
quantified by examining the exponential nucleation regime.
In this limit, the inverse duration parameter β is defined as

β ¼ 1

Γ
dΓ
dt

				
t¼t⋆

≈ −
d
dt

�
S3
T

�				
t¼t⋆

; ð3:16Þ

where the nucleation rate is assumed to grow exponentially,
Γ ∼ eβðt−t⋆Þ. In this work, we identify t⋆ ≡ tp; i.e., we use
the percolation time at which true-vacuum bubbles coalesce
and the phase transition completes. Furthermore, since
adiabatic cooling does not hold in the present setup, the
inverse timescale is instead expressed in terms of a temper-
ature derivative, with γ factor included,

β

H⋆
≡ γT

d
dT

�
S3
T

�				
T¼Tp

: ð3:17Þ

We emphasize that regardless of any specific form of the
scalar potential, in the conventional scenario of RD, one
can always, in principle, find parameters that satisfy the
nucleation condition (3.6). If the background temperatures
were instead evolving following a power-law due to
perturbative reheating, satisfying the modified nucleation
condition, Eq. (3.8), should be even easier as γ ≤ 1 (except
for bosonic scattering, which for n ¼ 2 gives γb;s ¼ 9=8).
Therefore, the nonadiabatic expansion amounts to a rescal-
ing of the thermodynamic parameters, with respect to their
canonical values in a RD universe, by common factors as
follows:

β → β̃≡ γβ: ð3:18Þ

FIG. 3. Evolution of the noncomoving bubble radius as a function of temperature for Trh=Tc ¼ 0.5 (left panel) and Trh=Tc ¼ 0.1
(right panel). The blue (orange) curves correspond to the fermionic (bosonic) reheating case via perturbative decay. Different line styles
correspond to different n values, as mentioned in the plot legend.
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Thus, the reheating process, in general, affects the thermo-
dynamic parameters from the traditional computation in a
RD background.
Before moving on, we summarize the temperature

hierarchy relevant to our discussion. This is given by

Tmax > Tc > Tn > T⋆ ≈ Tp > Trh; ð3:19Þ

where Tp indicates the temperature at which bubbles start
percolating. The reason for this hierarchy is easily under-
stood. We are interested in the dynamics of FOPT during
reheating. Therefore, both bubble nucleation and percola-
tion are needed to take place during Tmax ≥ T ≥ Trh.

4. Energy budget and bubble wall velocity

Another important parameter, which quantifies the
strength of a phase transition, is the amount of latent heat
released during bubble expansion. Since the transition takes
place during the reheating, the overall latent heat can be
expressed as5

αðTÞ≡ ρRðTÞ
ρRðTÞ þ ρϕðTÞ

αRðTÞ; ð3:20Þ

where αRðTÞ is the “usual” expression valid during RD,
describing the ratio of vacuum energy stored in the
transitioning field to the radiation energy density,

αRðTÞ≡ ΔðVðTÞ − T ∂V
∂TÞ

ρRðTÞ
; ð3:21Þ

where ΔV is the potential energy difference between the
false and true minima of the potential. Following the
standard hydrodynamic treatments in Refs. [18,134], which
assume spatial dependence only along the z direction, we
find that the inflaton background does not modify the
matching conditions across the bubble wall. Since the
inflaton energy density and pressure remain uniform across
the interface, their contributions are trivially canceled. As a
result, the inflaton component does not play any dynamical
role in the hydrodynamic analysis, and the general latent
heat parameter αR can be defined in the same way as in the
standard literature.
Last but not least, the dynamics of the bubble wall

expansion is characterized by the wall expansion velocity,
vw. The calculation of this parameter is usually a very
involved task, see, e.g., [135–152], for recent progress.
While a closed-form analytic expression applicable in
generic circumstances does not exist in the literature, some
analytic estimates have appeared in [27]. Recently, a
dedicated numerical tool WallGo was developed, stream-
lining the calculations of the bubble-wall velocity, see
Refs. [142,143] for details. In this work, however, we focus
on the impact of reheating on GW spectra and also consider
a toy model where FOPT should be strong enough that the
wall velocity could be approximated by unity, and the
detailed estimates for the bubble wall velocity are thus
beyond the scope of this work.
A basic consistency condition of our setup follows from

the definition of the latent heat, Eq. (3.20), which measures
the ratio between the pressure driving bubble expansion
and the total energy density. If the phase transition occurs
during the reheating process, then α cannot be too large;
otherwise, the scalar potential driving the transition would
contribute excessively to the total energy density, in
contradiction with our initial assumptions. Conversely, if
α is too small, the production of observable gravitational
wave signals becomes unlikely. For these reasons, through-
out this work, we restrict our analysis to cases with α≲ 0.2,
that are neither too small nor in conflict with our con-
sistency requirements. Our study, therefore, focuses on the
regime of weak detonations, which are characterized by
moderate transition strength and ultrarelativistic bubble
wall velocities.

IV. GRAVITATIONAL WAVES FROM FOPT
DURING REHEATING

In our benchmark scenarios, the vacuum energy stored in
the scalar field is comparable to that of the surrounding
plasma. Consequently, we neglect GWs generated by
ultrarelativistic fluid motions or bubble collisions
[153–158] and instead concentrate on GW production
sourced by sound waves in the plasma [159–168].
Specifically, we employ the spectrum derived within the
Higgsless framework [169–171]. These results are obtained
from a simplified simulation in which the scalar field is

FIG. 4. Probability of finding a point in a false vacuum PðTÞ for
different reheating scenarios, for BM1. Horizontal gray line
denotes the percolation condition PðTÞ ¼ 0.71.

5The modification of the latent heat parameter in a nonstandard
cosmological background is a crucial effect and previously has
been overlooked in the literature, see, e.g., Refs. [44,55,60,133].
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neglected, and nucleated bubbles are modeled as
expanding spherical regions where the equation of state
of the fluid is modified to exclude the false-vacuum energy
contribution. This approach enables a significantly larger
dynamical range than more complete treatments and is

expected to accurately capture our regime of interest,
where the transition remains predominantly thermally
driven while already exhibiting considerable strength.
The spectral shape is described by a double broken power
law,

ΩGW;⋆ðfÞ ¼ 0.11

�
0.6 κsw

α

1þ α

�
2

ϒðy; wÞðH⋆R⋆Þ × SðfÞ;

SðfÞ ¼ N

�
f
f1

�
n1
�
1þ

�
f
f1

�
a1
�−n1þn2

a1

�
1þ

�
f
f2

�
a2
�−n2þn3

a2 ;

f1;⋆
H⋆

¼ 0.2
H⋆R⋆

¼ 0.2
β̃

H�

1

ð8πÞ1=3 ; ð4:1Þ

where the parameters read n1 ¼ 3, n2 ¼ 1, n3 ¼ −3, a1 ¼ 2, and a2 ¼ 4. Since we do not consider extremely weak phase
transitions, we take the bubble wall velocity to be relativistic [27,29,148,149,172–174], vw ≃ 1, which implies a frequency
separation f2=f1 ≃ 5.9 [171]. The normalization constant N is fixed by imposing Sðf2Þ ¼ 1, yielding N ≃ 0.35. The sound
wave period in modified expansion reads [52]

ϒðy; wÞ ¼ 2

3ð1 − wÞ
�
1 − Y−3ð1−wÞ

2

�
¼ 1

3

�
1þ n

2

��
1 − Y− 6

nþ2

�
;

Y ¼
�
1þ 3

2
ð1þ wÞτswH⋆

� 2
3ð1þwÞ ¼

�
1þ 3n

nþ 2
τswH⋆

�nþ2
3n

; ð4:2Þ

with

τsw¼
ð8πÞ13
H⋆

�
β̃⋆
H⋆

�−1
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þα

1þw
1

κsw

1

α

s
¼ π1=3

β̃ksw

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2nþ4

n

r ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þα

α

r
:

ð4:3Þ

Finally, we have the sound wave efficiency,

κsw ¼ αR
0.73þ 0.083

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
αR

p þ αR
: ð4:4Þ

Note that in the sound wave GW template, κswðαRÞ
quantifies the fraction of latent heat converted to bulk

kinetic energy of sound waves, with the remainder 1 − κsw
approximately partitioning to bubble wall kinetic energy.
The factor α=ð1þ αÞ in Eq. (4.1) instead represents the
ratio of phase transition vacuum energy to the total energy
density ρR þ ρϕ, naturally diluted by inflaton domination
during reheating. Additionally, the sound-shell duration τsw
[Eq. (4.3)] depends on the total α, further modulating GW
production. The net reheating suppression thus arises as
ΩGW ∝ κ2sw½α=ð1þ αÞ�2, driven by both inflaton dilution
(α ≪ αR) and modified expansion history.
The abundance of GWs redshifted up to today

reads [56,175]

ΩGW;0 ¼
�
a⋆
a0

�
4
�
H⋆

H0

�
2

ΩGW;⋆ ¼
�
arh
a0

�
4
�
Hrh

H0

�
2
�
a⋆
arh

�
4
�
H⋆

Hrh

�
2

ΩGW;⋆

¼ 1.67 × 10−5h−2
�

100

g⋆ðTrhÞ
�

1=3
�
H⋆

Hrh

�
23w−1
3wþ3

ΩGW;⋆

¼ 1.67 × 10−5h−2
�

100

g⋆ðTrhÞ
�

1=3
�
H⋆

Hrh

�2
3
n−4
n

ΩGW;⋆: ð4:5Þ

This corresponds to the standard expression with the additional redshift described by the last bracket. For frequency, we find
a similar modification,
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f0 ¼
a⋆
a0

f⋆ ¼ arhHrh

a0

a⋆H⋆

arhHrh

f⋆
H⋆

¼ 1.65 × 10−7 Hz
Trh

GeV

�
g⋆ðTrhÞ
100

�
1=6

�
f⋆
H⋆

��
H⋆

Hrh

�2n−2
3n

: ð4:6Þ

Using the above, we can also find the frequency corresponding to the horizon size at the time of the transition,

fH ¼ a⋆
a0

H⋆

2π
¼ 2.62 × 10−8 Hz

Trh

GeV

�
g⋆ðTrhÞ
100

�
1=6

�
H⋆

Hrh

�2n−2
3n

¼ 2.62 × 10−8 Hz
Trh

GeV

�
g⋆ðTrhÞ
100

�
1=6

�
T⋆

Trh

�2n−2
nþ2

1
γ

: ð4:7Þ

It is also convenient to define the frequency corresponding to the reheating temperature,

frh ¼
arh
a0

Hrh

2π
¼ 2.62 × 10−8 Hz

Trh

GeV

�
g⋆ðTrhÞ
100

�
1=6

: ð4:8Þ

The shape of the spectrum at scales beyond the size of the horizon at the transition time is determined by the expansion
rate [176],

ΩGWðfÞ ∝

8>><
>>:

ΩGW;0ðfÞ; for f > fH;

ðf=fHÞ4n−7n−1 ΩGW;0ðfHÞ; for frh < f < fH;

ðf=frhÞ3ðfrh=fHÞ4n−7n−1 ΩGW;0ðfHÞ; for f < frh:

ð4:9Þ

For n ¼ 4, corresponding to a radiationlike equation of
state, one recovers the standard super-horizon scaling
ΩGW ∝ f3 [177,178]. For n ¼ 2, describing an effectively
matter-dominated era, the spectrum scales instead as
ΩGW ∝ f [51,53]. Finally, while presenting the GW spec-
trum for the standard RD case, we make use of the sound
wave template described in Appendix B.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In order to illustrate the impact of the expansion history
on the GW spectra, we employ the two benchmarks that
have been introduced previously in Table I. We then
calculated all the required phase transition parameters;
the numerical values are collected in Table II for BM1
and Table III for BM2. In both cases, we have considered
relatively strong transitions that could produce a strong GW
background but that remain consistent with the inflaton
dominating the energy density during reheating. We also
chose cases where the end of the transition Tp is not far
from the end of the inflaton domination Trh to avoid
dilution of the spectra due to a very small abundance of
the source compared to the inflaton [see Eq. (3.20)].
Finally, the overall scale was chosen such that the reheating
temperature of BM1 corresponds to Tp ≈Oð10 GeVÞ and
a signal within the range of LISA [179,180] while bench-
mark 2 corresponds to Tp ≈Oð106 GeVÞ and a signal
within the range of ET [181,182].

Figure 5 shows the GW spectra corresponding to the
parameter space points detailed in Table II and Table III. In
both panels, the potential is fixed while the lines correspond
to different reheating scenarios. The black solid line shows
the spectrum produced in the standard expansion history,
i.e., during RD, while the blue and orange lines correspond
to the domination of the inflaton undergoing fermionic and
bosonic reheating, respectively. Colored solid, dashed, and
dotted lines correspond to different inflaton potentials [see
Eq. (2.2)] affecting its redshift as in Eq. (2.7). As is well
known, any additional radiation component beyond that of

TABLE II. FOPT parameters for the standard case and for
bosonic and fermionic reheating scenarios for BM1. The “−”
indicates that the corresponding parameter does not apply to the
standard radiation domination.

Type n γ Tp (GeV) αRðTpÞ αðTpÞ β̃=H⋆

RD − 1 28.23 0.4674 − 62.36

Bosonic decay 2 3=8 27.26 0.5340 0.02447 19.97
4 1=4 24.56 0.7988 0.001077 7.179
6 3=16 22.26 1.169 0.0002180 1.611

Bosonic scattering 6 9=16 26.72 0.5773 0.02869 27.10

Fermionic decay 2 3=8 27.26 0.5340 0.02447 19.97
4 3=4 27.51 0.5156 0.1148 41.71
6 15=16 27.44 0.5206 0.1605 51.52
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the SM can be parametrized in terms of the effective
number of relativistic species, ΔNeff ≡ Neff − NSM

eff , where,
within the SM NSM

eff ¼ 3.044 [183–191], taking into
account the noninstantaneous neutrino decoupling. Since
the energy density of GW scales as ρGW ∝ a−4, they behave
as an extra radiation component. Consequently, measure-
ments of ΔNeff place an upper bound on the GW energy
density at the epochs of BBN and CMB decoupling
[13,192–195]. Within the framework of ΛCDM, the
Planck legacy data report Neff ¼ 2.99� 0.34 at 95% CL
[196], shown as the solid horizontal gray line. Future CMB
experiments such as CMB-S4 [197] and CMB-HD [198]
are expected to reach sensitivities of ΔNeff ≃ 0.06 and
ΔNeff ≃ 0.027, respectively, indicated by the horizontal
gray dashed and dotted lines. Next-generation satellite
missions, including COrE [199] and Euclid [200], are
projected to further improve the bound to ΔNeff ≲ 0.013.
As one can see, the predicted GW spectrum in the present
scenario remains well below all these limits. The amplitude
and peak frequency of the spectra in Fig. 5 are clearly
modified due to the nonstandard expansion. Numerically,
we find that the primary impact of the nonstandard
expansion on the peak amplitude arises through the
reheating-induced rescaling associated with the γ factor
that modifies the percolation temperature and duration of
the transition through Eqs. (3.13) and (3.18), while the
additional redshift factors in Eqs. (4.5)–(4.9) are sub-
dominant for our benchmarks. This is clear, given that
the modified redshift discussed in Sec. IV depends
only on n, while in the figure we see n has the opposite
effect for fermionic and bosonic reheating. In the fermionic
case, increasing n increases the amplitude and frequency,
while in the bosonic case, the two are decreased. We
explicitly checked the redshift suppression/enhancement

ðH⋆=HrhÞ23 n−4n ¼ ðTp=TrhÞ
2ðn−4Þ
γðnþ2Þ across n ¼ 2, 4, 6 and all

scattering channels. For our temperature hierarchies
(Tp=Trh ∼Oð1Þ), this yields only moderate Oð1Þ effects,
typically mild suppression for n ¼ 2 and a slight

enhancement for n ¼ 6, while n ¼ 4 brings no effect.
However, more dramatic hierarchies Tp ≫ Trh would
amplify inflaton domination, driving α ≪ αR via
Eq. (3.20) and strongly suppressing the signal despite
any redshift gain.
We note, however, that in all cases with modified

expansion the resulting signal is suppressed relative to
the standard RD scenario. This suppression arises from the
dilution of the initial spectrum, caused by the very small
abundance of the source relative to the inflaton, as indicated
in Eq. (3.20). It is worth emphasising that the peak
amplitude of the GW spectrum from a FOPT occurring

TABLE III. FOPT parameters for the standard case and for
bosonic and fermionic reheating scenarios for BM2. The “−”
indicates that the corresponding parameter does not apply to the
standard radiation domination.

Type n γ Tp (GeV) αRðTpÞ αðTpÞ β̃=H⋆

RD − 1 1.338 × 106 0.7334 − 165.7

Bosonic decay 2 3=8 1.350 × 106 0.7069 0.1063 63.30
4 1=4 1.328 × 106 0.7569 0.01263 40.78
6 3=16 1.305 × 106 0.8107 0.001976 29.55

Bosonic scattering 6 9=16 1.339 × 106 0.7314 0.1138 93.33

Fermionic decay 2 3=8 1.350 × 106 0.7069 0.1063 63.30
4 3=4 1.343 × 106 0.7235 0.2442 125.1
6 15=16 1.339 × 106 0.7325 0.2900 155.4

FIG. 5. The GW spectra for the benchmark points listed in
Table II and Table III. Colored solid, dashed, and dotted lines
indicate different inflaton potentials [see Eq. (2.2)], which modify
the redshift behavior according to Eq. (2.7). The black solid curve
corresponds to the spectrum obtained in a standard expansion
history considering RD, whereas the blue, orange, and green lines
denote inflaton domination with fermionic and bosonic reheating
and reheating by scattering, respectively. The shaded regions
depict sensitivities of upcoming and planned experiments LISA
[179,180], ET [181,182], CE [201,202], and BBO [203]. The
horizontal lines correspond to the ΔNeff bound from different
experiments (see text for details).

BARMAN, KIERKLA, LEWICKI, and MERCHAND PHYS. REV. D 114, 023511 (2026)

023511-12



during reheating via inflaton condensate scattering lies
between the two decay scenarios, while the fermionic
decay channel yields the largest contribution. This behavior
is consistent with Fig. 1, which shows that reheating
through fermionic decays produces the highest radiation
energy density. In contrast, the bosonic scattering case
results in an intermediate radiation density, lying between
the fermionic and bosonic decay channels, thereby leading
to a correspondingly intermediate GW signal.
Unfortunately, the modification of amplitude and fre-

quencywe see in Fig. 5 is easilymimicked by simply slightly
changing the parameters of the scalar potential and cannot be
used to identify the modified expansion history unless the
potential is probed by other means, for example, through
collider experiments. However, there is one unique feature,
most visible forn ¼ 2 at low frequencies. This is the result of
superhorizon GWs reentering during inflaton domination,
described by the middle row of Eq. (4.9). For larger n, the
feature is also, in principle, present, although n ¼ 6 corre-
sponds toΩGW ∝ f3.4, which is difficult to spot compared to
the standard ΩGW ∝ f3 at lower frequencies. In the case of
n ¼ 4, we have radiationlike scaling distinguishable from
the standard slope at lower frequencies only by the possible
smoothing of expected fine features coming from the
changes in the number of degrees of freedom of the SM
plasma [204,205], which briefly change the expansion rate.
The primary limitation of this method for inferring the
expansion history is the large separation between the feature
and the peak of the spectrum, which requires the spectrum to
have a very large amplitude for the feature to also be
detectable (see, for example, Ref. [206] for reconstruction
forecast in LISA). Nevertheless, if observed, this feature
could enable the identification of this scenario using theGW
spectrum alone.
Before concluding, let us also mention the potential

production of primordial black holes (PBHs) triggered by a
cosmological FOPT. This intriguing possibility has been
widely discussed in the recent literature [119,207–219].
Although the detailed predictions within specific setups are
still being clarified [220,221], one can formulate a general
expectation for the class of models considered here. PBH
production associated with a FOPT relies on the generation
of inhomogeneities arising from the stochastic nature of
bubble nucleation. In the scenario studied in this work,
however, the cosmological evolution is dominated by an
additional component unrelated to the transition itself.
Consequently, no extra inhomogeneities are induced by
the phase transition, and no PBH production connected to it
is expected. While this conclusion is negative, it may also
serve as a distinguishing feature of the present setup. If a
strong GW background attributable to a phase transition
were observed without the anticipated accompanying PBH
population, this could indicate that the expansion of the
Universe was dominated by an energy density component
unrelated to the phase transition.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have investigated gravitational wave
(GW) signals from strong first order phase transitions
(FOPT) driven by a scalar field in generic cosmological
backgrounds that arise during reheating with a monomial
potential. Compared to the standard RD case, the resulting
GW spectrum is always suppressed, with stronger sup-
pression for bosonic than fermionic reheating. This effect
originates from the latent heat parameter, which, during
reheating, receives contributions from both radiation and
inflaton energy densities; inflaton domination reduces the
effective transition strength and weakens the GW signal.
Moreover, the distinct temperature scaling of the inflaton
energy density across reheating mechanisms, set by the
potential shape, leads to different levels of suppression.
Overall, reheating dynamics play a central role in determin-
ing the thermodynamics of cosmological FOPTs and their
GW spectrum. Changes in thermodynamic parameters
induced by the modified expansion history can be effec-
tively mimicked by suitable alterations of the scalar
potential. Therefore, GW spectral modifications alone
cannot uniquely probe this scenario, and complementary
tests, such as accelerator experiments, are necessary to
disentangle the effects (as it has been pointed out in
[215,220,222–224], late-time FOPT could also leave dis-
tinct imprints on the CMB and the large- and small-scale
structures).
Nevertheless, two features may provide distinctive sig-

natures. First, the low-frequency GW spectrum is altered
for modes that were superhorizon during the transition; the
resulting slope encodes information about the expansion
rate at that epoch, although detecting it requires sufficiently
strong signals. Second, PBH production is suppressed
despite potentially strong transitions, because the inflaton
dominates the expansion while the scalar vacuum energy
does not affect the background dynamics. Consequently,
the absence of PBHs alongside a strong GW signal could
serve as an important indicator of this framework.
Finally, we outline possible directions for future work.

The present analysis assumes that the FOPT proceeds as a
weak detonation with ultrarelativistic bubble walls; extend-
ing the treatment to deflagrations and hybrid modes would
require a full computation of the bubble wall velocity in this
nonstandard background. Furthermore, the contribution of
bubble collisions and magnetohydrodynamic turbulence to
the GW spectrum, neglected here due to our moderate-α
regime, may become relevant for stronger transitions. It
would also be interesting to embed the scalar field driving
the transition into a concrete beyond the Standard Model
(BSM) framework, viz., a dark sector conformal transition
or an extended Higgs sector, to determine whether realistic
parameter points can satisfy both the consistency require-
ments of the reheating scenario and the observational
prospects for upcoming detectors.
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APPENDIX A: DETAILS OF INFLATIONARY
CONSTRAINTS

The so-called potential slow-roll parameters are defined as

ϵVðϕÞ≡M2
P

2

�
V;ϕðϕÞ
VðϕÞ

�
2

; ηVðϕÞ≡M2
P

V;ϕϕðϕÞ
VðϕÞ : ðA1Þ

Thus, for the α-attractor T model with the potential in
Eq. (2.3), we find

ϵTVðϕÞ ¼
n2

3α
csch2

� ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2

3α

r
ϕ

MP

�
; ðA2Þ

ηTVðϕÞ¼
n
3α

�
n−cosh

� ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2

3α

r
ϕ

MP

��
csch2

� ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2

3α

r
ϕ

MP

�
:

ðA3Þ

Note that at the end of inflation ȧ ¼ 0, which roughly
corresponds to ϵVðϕendÞ ≃ 1. This condition allows us to
find the inflaton field value at the end of inflation,

ϕend ≃
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3α

2

r
MP sinh−1

�
nffiffiffiffiffiffi
3α

p
�
: ðA4Þ

The inflationary number of e-folds between the horizon
crossing of the perturbation with a comoving wave number
k⋆ and the end of inflation is

N⋆ ≃
1

MP

Z
ϕ⋆

ϕend

dϕffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2ϵTVðϕÞ

p
¼ 3α

2n

�
cosh

� ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2

3α

r
ϕ⋆

MP

�
− cosh

� ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2

3α

r
ϕend

MP

��
; ðA5Þ

with ϕ⋆ ≡ ϕða⋆Þ being the field value at the moment when
the Planck pivot scale k⋆ ¼ 0.05 Mpc−1 crosses the comov-
ing Hubble radius, i.e., k−1⋆ ¼ ða⋆H⋆Þ−1. The spectral index
ðnSÞ and the tensor-to-scalar ratio (r) in the SR regime are
defined as

rðϕ⋆Þ¼16ϵVðϕ⋆Þ; nSðϕ⋆Þ−1¼2ηVðϕ⋆Þ−6ϵVðϕ⋆Þ:
ðA6Þ

Using (A2) and (A3), we get

rTðϕ⋆Þ ¼
16n2

3α
csch2

� ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2

3α

r
ϕ⋆

MP

�
; ðA7Þ

nTSðϕ⋆Þ − 1 ¼ −
2n
3α

csch2
� ffiffiffiffiffiffi

2
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r
ϕ⋆

MP

�
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�
2nþ cosh

� ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2

3α

r
ϕ⋆

MP

��
: ðA8Þ

One can use the above expression for the spectral tilt nTS (A8)
to find the value of ϕ⋆ as

ϕ⋆ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffi
3α

2

r
MP log ½F ðα; nÞ=3�; ðA9Þ

where

F ðα; nÞ ¼ n
αð1 − nTSÞ

þ
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2n½αðnTS − 1Þ
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s
: ðA10Þ

A combination of Planck, ACT, and DESI-DR1 (P-ACT-LB) gives the observed value ns ¼ 0.9743� 0.0034 [225]. The
tensor-to-scalar ratio is defined as
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r≡ Δ2
t ðk⋆Þ

Δ2
sðk⋆Þ

; ðA11Þ

with

Δ2
t ðk⋆Þ ¼

2

π2
H2

⋆

M2
P
; Δ2

sðk⋆Þ ¼
1

8π2
H2

⋆

M2
P

1

ϵ⋆
; ðA12Þ

denoting the dimensionless tensor and scalar power-spec-
tra, respectively. Above, ϵ⋆ ≡ −Ḣ⋆=H2

⋆ is the (Hubble)
slow-roll parameter. The amplitude of the scalar power
spectrum measured by Planck at k ¼ k⋆ is Δ2

sðk⋆Þ ¼ 2.1 ×
10−9 [226], which, in turn, implies Δ2

t ðk⋆Þ ≤ 6.7 × 10−11.
Utilizing (A12) one gets the upper bound on the Hubble
rate,

H⋆ ≃HðaendÞ ≤ 4.4 × 1013 GeV; ðA13Þ

which, in turn, allows us to constrain the inflaton energy
density at the end of inflation,

ρϕðaendÞ ¼ 3M2
PHðaendÞ2 ≤ 3.4 × 1064 GeV4: ðA14Þ

The inflaton potential at a ¼ a⋆ can be expressed in terms
of the observables as

Vðϕ⋆Þ ¼
3π2

2
M4

PΔ2
sr; ðA15Þ

implying

λϕ ¼
�
3

2
π2Δ2

sr

�
tanh−n

�
ϕ⋆ffiffiffiffiffiffi
6α

p
MP

�
: ðA16Þ

Since, at a ¼ a⋆, the field value ϕ⋆ > MP, the inflaton
potential can be approximated by a constant value
Vðϕ⋆Þ ≈ λϕM4

P, while the current BICEP/Keck bound
on r demands r≲ 0.036 at 95% of CL (see Table IV).
This can be utilized to put an upper bound on λ≲ 10−9.

APPENDIX B: GW FROM SOUND WAVES IN
STANDARD COSMOLOGY

In this appendix, we summarize the template used to
model the stochastic GW background generated by

long-lived acoustic waves in the plasma.6 The sound waves
are sourced by the kinetic energy of the fluid after the
bubble collisions, and their efficiency is characterized by
the fraction of vacuum energy converted into bulk motion,

κswðα; vwÞ≡ ρkin
ρvac

¼ κswðα; vwÞα
1þ α

; ðB1Þ

where α is the strength of the transition, and vw is the
bubble wall velocity.
For subsonic deflagrations and supersonic detonations,

we adopt the standard fits,

vJðαÞ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2
3
αþ α2

q
þ

ffiffi
1
3

q
1þ α

; ðB2Þ

κCswðαÞ ¼
ffiffiffi
α

p

0.135þ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
0.98þ α

p ; ðB3Þ

κDswðαÞ ¼
α

0.73þ 0.083
ffiffiffi
α

p þ α
: ðB4Þ

In the main analysis, we interpolate between these limits
following

κswðα; vwÞ

¼ ðvJ − 1Þ3v5=2J v−5=2w κCswðαÞκDswðαÞ
½ðvJ − 1Þ3 − ðvw − 1Þ3�v5=2J κCswðαÞ þ ðvw − 1Þ3κDswðαÞ

:

ðB5Þ

The present-day energy density spectrum of gravitational
waves from sound waves is written as

ΩswðfÞ ¼ Ω0
swSsw

�
f
fsw

�
; ðB6Þ

with peak amplitude

Ω0
sw ¼ 1.67 × 10−5
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��
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100
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�
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3
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�
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where the factor Sfin accounts for the finite lifetime of the
sound waves and is parametrized as

Sfin ¼ min

2
64 ð8πÞ1=3vw

β
H�

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
3
4

κswðα;vwÞα
1þα

q ; 1

3
75: ðB8Þ

TABLE IV. Summary of current observational upper bounds on
the tensor-to-scalar ratio r at the pivot scale k⋆ ¼ 0.05 Mpc−1

(unless otherwise stated). The BICEP/Keck BK18 + Planck
bound represents the most stringent current 95% CL upper limit.

Experiment Upper limit on r (95% CL)

Planck r ≲ 0.11
Planck 2018 + BK15 r0.002 ≲ 0.056
BICEP/Keck (BK18) + Planck r0.05 < 0.036 6For details, see Refs. [14,160,162].
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The peak frequency observed today is given by

fsw ¼ 2.63 × 10−6 Hz
�
β=H�
100

��
T�
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��
g�ðT�Þ
100

�
1=6

:

ðB9Þ

For the spectral shape, we use the double broken power law
and introduce

f2
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¼ 1

vw − 1=
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p ; ðB10Þ

where the normalization is given by

N
�
f2
fp

�
¼ −2.23

�
f2
fp

�
−4

þ 5.03

�
f2
fp

�
−3

− 2.61

�
f2
fp

�
−2

þ 2.42

�
f2
fp

�
−1

þ 0.21; ðB11Þ

Sswðf; fp; f2Þ ¼ N
�
f2
fp

��
f
fp

�
3

×

�
1þ

�
f
fp

�
2
�
−1
�
1þ

�
f
f2

�
4
�
−1
:

ðB12Þ

[1] LIGO Scientific, Virgo, and KAGRA Collaborations,
Constraints on cosmic strings using data from the third
Advanced LIGO–Virgo observing run, Phys. Rev. Lett.
126, 241102 (2021).

[2] KAGRA, VIRGO, and LIGO Scientific Collaborations,
GWTC-3: Compact binary coalescences observed by
LIGO and Virgo during the second part of the third
observing run, Phys. Rev. X 13, 041039 (2023).

[3] NANOGrav Collaboration, The NANOGrav 15 yr data set:
Evidence for a gravitational-wave background, Astrophys.
J. Lett. 951, L8 (2023).

[4] EPTA and InPTA Collaborations, The second data release
from the European pulsar timing array—III. Search for
gravitational wave signals, Astron. Astrophys. 678, A50
(2023).

[5] D. J. Reardon et al., Search for an isotropic gravitational-
wave background with the parkes pulsar timing array,
Astrophys. J. Lett. 951, L6 (2023).

[6] H. Xu et al., Searching for the nano-hertz stochastic
gravitational wave background with the Chinese pulsar
timing array data release I, Res. Astron. Astrophys. 23,
075024 (2023).

[7] LISA Cosmology Working Group Collaboration, Cosmol-
ogy with the laser interferometer space antenna, Living
Rev. Relativity 26, 5 (2023).

[8] NANOGrav Collaboration, The NANOGrav 15 yr data set:
Search for signals from new physics, Astrophys. J. Lett.
951, L11 (2023).

[9] J. Ellis, M. Fairbairn, G. Franciolini, G. Hütsi, A. Iovino,
M. Lewicki et al., What is the source of the PTA GW
signal?, Phys. Rev. D 109, 023522 (2024).

[10] K. Kajantie, M. Laine, K. Rummukainen, and M. E.
Shaposhnikov, Is there a hot electroweak phase transition
at mH ≳mW?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 2887 (1996).

[11] M. Laine and A. Vuorinen, Basics of Thermal Field Theory
(Springer, New York, 2016), Vol. 925, 10.1007/978-3-319-
31933-9.

[12] C. Caprini et al., Science with the space-based interfero-
meter eLISA. II: Gravitational waves from cosmological
phase transitions, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 04 (2016) 001.

[13] C. Caprini and D. G. Figueroa, Cosmological backgrounds
of gravitational waves, Classical Quantum Gravity 35,
163001 (2018).

[14] C. Caprini et al., Detecting gravitational waves from
cosmological phase transitions with LISA: An update, J.
Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 03 (2020) 024.

[15] P. Athron, C. Balázs, A. Fowlie, L. Morris, and L. Wu,
Cosmological phase transitions: From perturbative particle
physics to gravitational waves, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 135,
104094 (2024).

[16] R. Roshan and G. White, Using gravitational waves to see
the first second of the Universe, Rev. Mod. Phys. 97,
015001 (2025).

[17] D. Croon and D. J. Weir, Gravitational waves from phase
transitions, Contemp. Phys. 65, 75 (2024).

[18] M. Kamionkowski, A. Kosowsky, and M. S. Turner,
Gravitational radiation from first order phase transitions,
Phys. Rev. D 49, 2837 (1994).

[19] R. Apreda, M. Maggiore, A. Nicolis, and A. Riotto,
Gravitational waves from electroweak phase transitions,
Nucl. Phys. B631, 342 (2002).

[20] C. Grojean and G. Servant, Gravitational waves from
phase transitions at the electroweak scale and beyond,
Phys. Rev. D 75, 043507 (2007).

[21] A. Ashoorioon and T. Konstandin, Strong electroweak
phase transitions without collider traces, J. High Energy
Phys. 07 (2009) 086.

[22] M. Kakizaki, S. Kanemura, and T. Matsui, Gravitational
waves as a probe of extended scalar sectors with the first
order electroweak phase transition, Phys. Rev. D 92,
115007 (2015).

[23] V. Vaskonen, Electroweak baryogenesis and gravitational
waves from a real scalar singlet, Phys. Rev. D 95, 123515
(2017).

BARMAN, KIERKLA, LEWICKI, and MERCHAND PHYS. REV. D 114, 023511 (2026)

023511-16

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.241102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.241102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.13.041039
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346844
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346844
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdd02
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/acdfa5
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/acdfa5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-023-00045-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-023-00045-2
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdc91
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdc91
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.023522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.2887
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-31933-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-31933-9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/04/001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aac608
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aac608
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/024
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2023.104094
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2023.104094
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.97.015001
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.97.015001
https://doi.org/10.1080/00107514.2024.2423496
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.2837
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00264-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.043507
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/07/086
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/07/086
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.115007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.115007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.123515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.123515


[24] G. C. Dorsch, S. J. Huber, T. Konstandin, and J. M. No, A
second Higgs doublet in the early universe: Baryogenesis
and gravitational waves, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 05
(2017) 052.

[25] A. Beniwal, M. Lewicki, J. D. Wells, M. White, and A. G.
Williams, Gravitational wave, collider and dark matter
signals from a scalar singlet electroweak baryogenesis,
J. High Energy Phys. 08 (2017) 108.

[26] J. Ellis, M. Lewicki, and J. M. No, On the maximal
strength of a first-order electroweak phase transition and
its gravitational wave signal, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys.
04 (2019) 003.

[27] M. Lewicki, M. Merchand, and M. Zych, Electroweak
bubble wall expansion: Gravitational waves and baryo-
genesis in standard model-like thermal plasma, J. High
Energy Phys. 02 (2022) 017.

[28] A. Chatterjee, A. Datta, and S. Roy, Electroweak phase
transition in the Z3-invariant NMSSM: Implications of
LHC and dark matter searches and prospects of detecting
the gravitational waves, J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2022)
108.

[29] J. Ellis, M. Lewicki, M. Merchand, J. M. No, and M. Zych,
The scalar singlet extension of the standard model:
Gravitational waves versus baryogenesis, J. High Energy
Phys. 01 (2023) 093.

[30] P. Ghosh, T. Ghosh, and S. Roy, Interplay among gravi-
tational waves, dark matter and collider signals in the
singlet scalar extended type-II seesaw model, J. High
Energy Phys. 10 (2023) 057.

[31] P. Borah, P. Ghosh, S. Roy, and A. K. Saha, Electroweak
phase transition in a right-handed neutrino super-
field extended NMSSM, J. High Energy Phys. 08
(2023) 029.

[32] J. E. Camargo-Molina, R. Enberg, and J. Löfgren, A new
perspective on the electroweak phase transition in the
standard model effective field theory, J. High Energy Phys.
10 (2021) 127.

[33] E. Camargo-Molina, R. Enberg, and J. Löfgren, A catalog
of first-order electroweak phase transitions in the standard
model effective field theory, J. High Energy Phys. 08
(2025) 113.

[34] P. Schwaller, Gravitational waves from a dark phase
transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 181101 (2015).

[35] J. Jaeckel, V. V. Khoze, and M. Spannowsky, Hearing the
signal of dark sectors with gravitational wave detectors,
Phys. Rev. D 94, 103519 (2016).

[36] M. Breitbach, J. Kopp, E. Madge, T. Opferkuch, and P.
Schwaller, Dark, cold, and noisy: Constraining secluded
hidden sectors with gravitational waves, J. Cosmol. As-
tropart. Phys. 07 (2019) 007.

[37] P. S. B. Dev, F. Ferrer, Y. Zhang, and Y. Zhang, Gravita-
tional waves from first-order phase transition in a simple
axion-like particle model, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 11
(2019) 006.

[38] J. B. Dent, B. Dutta, S. Ghosh, J. Kumar, and J. Runburg,
Sensitivity to dark sector scales from gravitational wave
signatures, J. High Energy Phys. 08 (2022) 300.

[39] E. Morgante, N. Ramberg, and P. Schwaller, Gravitational
waves from dark SU(3) Yang-Mills theory, Phys. Rev. D
107, 036010 (2023).

[40] R. Pasechnik, M. Reichert, F. Sannino, and Z.-W. Wang,
Gravitational waves from composite dark sectors, J. High
Energy Phys. 02 (2024) 159.

[41] F. Koutroulis, M. McCullough, M. Merchand, S. Pokorski,
and K. Sakurai, Phases of Pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone
bosons, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2024) 095.

[42] P. Di Bari and M. H. Rahat, Split Majoron model confronts
the NANOGrav signal and cosmological tensions, Phys.
Rev. D 110, 055019 (2024).

[43] W.-Z. Feng, J. Li, and P. Nath, Cosmologically consistent
analysis of gravitational waves from hidden sectors, Phys.
Rev. D 110, 015020 (2024).

[44] A. Banik, Y. Cui, Y.-D. Tsai, and Y. Tsai, The sound of
dark sectors in pulsar timing arrays, arXiv:2412.16282.

[45] S. Balan, T. Bringmann, F. Kahlhoefer, J. Matuszak, and C.
Tasillo, Sub-GeV dark matter and nano-Hertz gravitational
waves from a classically conformal dark sector, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 08 (2025) 062.

[46] M. Kierkla, A. Karam, and B. Swiezewska, Conformal
model for gravitational waves and dark matter: A status
update, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2023) 007.

[47] T. Bringmann, T. Konstandin, J. Matuszak, K. Schmidt-
Hoberg, and C. Tasillo, Tuning the violins: Dark sector
phase transition models for the PTA signal, arXiv:2602.
09092.

[48] M. Kierkla, B. Swiezewska, T. V. I. Tenkanen, and J. V. D.
Vis, Gravitational waves from supercooled phase transi-
tions: Dimensional transmutation meets dimensional re-
duction, J. High Energy Phys. 02 (2024) 234.

[49] L. Sagunski, P. Schicho, and D. Schmitt, Supercool exit:
Gravitational waves from QCD-triggered conformal sym-
metry breaking, Phys. Rev. D 107, 123512 (2023).

[50] D. Schmitt and L. Sagunski, QCD-sourced tachyonic
phase transition in a supercooled Universe, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 02 (2025) 075.

[51] G. Barenboim and W.-I. Park, Gravitational waves from
first order phase transitions as a probe of an early matter
domination era and its inverse problem, Phys. Lett. B 759,
430 (2016).

[52] H.-K. Guo, K. Sinha, D. Vagie, and G. White, Phase
transitions in an expanding universe: Stochastic gravita-
tional waves in standard and non-standard histories, J.
Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 01 (2021) 001.

[53] J. Ellis, M. Lewicki, and V. Vaskonen, Updated predictions
for gravitational waves produced in a strongly super-
cooled phase transition, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 11
(2020) 020.

[54] A. Hook, G. Marques-Tavares, and D. Racco, Causal
gravitational waves as a probe of free streaming particles
and the expansion of the Universe, J. High Energy Phys. 02
(2021) 117.

[55] M. A. Buen-Abad, J. H. Chang, and A. Hook, Gravita-
tional wave signatures from reheating, Phys. Rev. D 108,
036006 (2023).

[56] M. Kierkla, G. Laverda, M. Lewicki, A. Mantziris, M.
Piani, J. Rubio, and M. Zych, From Hubble to bubble, J.
High Energy Phys. 11 (2023) 077.

[57] J. B. Dent, B. Dutta, and M. Rai, Imprints of early universe
cosmology on gravitational waves, J. High Energy Phys.
03 (2025) 098.

IMPRINTS OF REHEATING DYNAMICS ON GRAVITATIONAL … PHYS. REV. D 114, 023511 (2026)

023511-17

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/05/052
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/05/052
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2017)108
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/04/003
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2022)017
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2022)017
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)108
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)108
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2023)093
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2023)093
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2023)057
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2023)057
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)029
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)029
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)127
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)127
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2025)113
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2025)113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.181101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.103519
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/07/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/07/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/11/006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/11/006
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)300
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.036010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.036010
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2024)159
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2024)159
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2024)095
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.055019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.055019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.015020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.015020
https://arXiv.org/abs/2412.16282
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/08/062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/08/062
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)007
https://arXiv.org/abs/2602.09092
https://arXiv.org/abs/2602.09092
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2024)234
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.123512
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/02/075
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/02/075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/11/020
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/11/020
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)117
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.036006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.036006
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2023)077
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2023)077
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)098
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)098


[58] D. Bettoni, G. Laverda, A. Lopez-Eiguren, and J. Rubio,
Hubble-induced phase transitions: Gravitational-wave im-
print of Ricci reheating from lattice simulations, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 03 (2025) 027.

[59] Y. Xiao, H.-K. Guo, J.-H. Hu, J. M. Yang, and Y. Zhang,
Growth of the gravitational wave spectrum from sound
waves in a universe with a generic expansion rate, Phys.
Rev. D 112, L081302 (2025).

[60] A. Banik, N. Bernal, and F. Hajkarim, Primordial gravi-
tational waves from phase transitions during reheating,
arXiv:2506.02116.

[61] D. Racco and A. Stanzione, Impact of supercooling on
direct searches for dark matter and gravitational wave
backgrounds, arXiv:2512.16809.

[62] G. Laverda and J. Rubio, Higgs-induced gravitational
waves: The interplay of non-minimal couplings, kination
and top quark mass, J. High Energy Phys. 08 (2025) 203.

[63] M. A. G. Garcia, K. Kaneta, Y. Mambrini, and K. A. Olive,
Inflaton oscillations and post-inflationary reheating, J.
Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 04 (2021) 012.

[64] B. Barman, N. Bernal, Y. Xu, and Ó. Zapata, Gravitational
wave from graviton Bremsstrahlung during reheating, J.
Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 05 (2023) 019.

[65] N. Bernal, S. Cléry, Y. Mambrini, and Y. Xu, Probing
reheating with graviton bremsstrahlung, J. Cosmol. As-
tropart. Phys. 01 (2024) 065.

[66] Y. Xu, Constraining axion and ALP dark matter from
misalignment during reheating, Phys. Rev. D 108, 083536
(2023).

[67] M. Becker, E. Copello, J. Harz, J. Lang, and Y. Xu,
Confronting dark matter freeze-in during reheating with
constraints from inflation, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 01
(2024) 053.

[68] D. Hooper, G. Krnjaic, A. J. Long, and S. D. Mcdermott,
Can the inflaton also be a weakly interacting massive
particle?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 091802 (2019).

[69] M. A. G. Garcia, Y. Mambrini, K. A. Olive, and S. Verner,
On the realization of WIMPflation, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 10 (2021) 061.

[70] R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Universality class in conformal
inflation, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 07 (2013) 002.

[71] R. Kallosh, A. Linde, and D. Roest, Superconformal
inflationary α-attractors, J. High Energy Phys. 11 (2013)
198.

[72] R. Kallosh and A. Linde, Non-minimal inflationary at-
tractors, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 10 (2013) 033.

[73] A. A. Starobinsky, A new type of isotropic cosmological
models without singularity, Phys. Lett. 91B, 99 (1980).

[74] A. A. Starobinsky, Nonsingular model of the universe with
the quantum gravitational de Sitter stage and its observa-
tional consequences, in Second Seminar on Quantum
Gravity (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Moscow,
1981).

[75] A. A. Starobinsky, The perturbation spectrum evolving
from a nonsingular initially de-Sitter cosmology and the
microwave background anisotropy, Sov. Astron. Lett. 9,
302 (1983).

[76] L. A. Kofman, A. D. Linde, and A. A. Starobinsky, Infla-
tionary Universe generated by the combined action of a

scalar field and gravitational vacuum polarization, Phys.
Lett. 157B, 361 (1985).

[77] S. Bhattacharya, K. Dutta, M. R. Gangopadhyay, and A.
Maharana, α-attractor inflation: Models and predictions,
Phys. Rev. D 107, 103530 (2023).

[78] A. Chakraborty, M. R. Haque, D. Maity, and R. Mondal,
Inflaton phenomenology via reheating in light of primor-
dial gravitational waves and the latest BICEP/Keck data,
Phys. Rev. D 108, 023515 (2023).

[79] M. R. Haque, S. Pal, and D. Paul, ACT DR6 insights on the
inflationary attractor models and reheating, arXiv:2505.
01517.

[80] Atacama Cosmology Telescope Collaboration, The ata-
cama cosmology telescope: DR6 power spectra, likeli-
hoods and ΛCDM parameters, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys.
11 (2025) 062.

[81] Atacama Cosmology Telescope Collaboration, The atacama
cosmology telescope: DR6 constraints on extended cosmo-
logical models, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 11 (2025) 063.

[82] G. German and J. C. Hidalgo, Viability of generalized a-
inflation from Planck, ACT, and DESI data, arXiv:2508
.01017.

[83] J. Ellis, M. A. G. Garcia, K. A. Olive, and S. Verner,
Constraints on attractor models of inflation and reheating
from Planck, BICEP/Keck, ACT DR6, and SPT-3G data,
arXiv:2510.18656.

[84] M. S. Turner, Coherent scalar field oscillations in an
expanding Universe, Phys. Rev. D 28, 1243 (1983).

[85] S. Sarkar, Big bang nucleosynthesis and physics beyond
the standard model, Rep. Prog. Phys. 59, 1493 (1996).

[86] M. Kawasaki, K. Kohri, and N. Sugiyama, MeV scale
reheating temperature and thermalization of neutrino back-
ground, Phys. Rev. D 62, 023506 (2000).

[87] S. Hannestad, What is the lowest possible reheating
temperature?, Phys. Rev. D 70, 043506 (2004).

[88] F. De Bernardis, L. Pagano, and A. Melchiorri, New
constraints on the reheating temperature of the universe
after WMAP-5, Astropart. Phys. 30, 192 (2008).

[89] P. F. de Salas, M. Lattanzi, G. Mangano, G. Miele, S.
Pastor, and O. Pisanti, Bounds on very low reheating
scenarios after Planck, Phys. Rev. D 92, 123534 (2015).

[90] T. Hasegawa, N. Hiroshima, K. Kohri, R. S. L. Hansen, T.
Tram, and S. Hannestad, MeV-scale reheating temperature
and thermalization of oscillating neutrinos by radiative and
hadronic decays of massive particles, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 12 (2019) 012.

[91] Y. Shtanov, J. H. Traschen, and R. H. Brandenberger,
Universe reheating after inflation, Phys. Rev. D 51,
5438 (1995).

[92] K. Ichikawa, T. Suyama, T. Takahashi, and M. Yamaguchi,
Primordial curvature fluctuation and its non-gaussianity in
models with modulated reheating, Phys. Rev. D 78,
063545 (2008).

[93] K. D. Lozanov and M. A. Amin, Equation of state and
duration to radiation domination after inflation, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 119, 061301 (2017).

[94] K. D. Lozanov and M. A. Amin, Self-resonance after
inflation: Oscillons, transients and radiation domination,
Phys. Rev. D 97, 023533 (2018).

BARMAN, KIERKLA, LEWICKI, and MERCHAND PHYS. REV. D 114, 023511 (2026)

023511-18

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/03/027
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/03/027
https://doi.org/10.1103/xyvn-hsqz
https://doi.org/10.1103/xyvn-hsqz
https://arXiv.org/abs/2506.02116
https://arXiv.org/abs/2512.16809
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2025)203
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/05/019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/05/019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/01/065
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/01/065
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.083536
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.083536
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/01/053
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/01/053
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.091802
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/061
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/061
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/07/002
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2013)198
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2013)198
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/10/033
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90670-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90381-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90381-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.103530
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.023515
https://arXiv.org/abs/2505.01517
https://arXiv.org/abs/2505.01517
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/11/062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/11/062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/11/063
https://arXiv.org/abs/2508.01017
https://arXiv.org/abs/2508.01017
https://arXiv.org/abs/2510.18656
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.28.1243
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/59/12/001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.023506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.043506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2008.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.123534
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/12/012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/12/012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.5438
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.5438
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.063545
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.063545
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.061301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.061301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.023533


[95] L. Kofman, A. D. Linde, and A. A. Starobinsky, Towards
the theory of reheating after inflation, Phys. Rev. D 56,
3258 (1997).

[96] J. F. Dufaux, G. N. Felder, L. Kofman, M. Peloso, and D.
Podolsky, Preheating with trilinear interactions: Tachyonic
resonance, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 07 (2006) 006.

[97] B. Barman, N. Bernal, and J. Rubio, Two or three things
particle physicists (mis)understand about (pre)heating,
Nucl. Phys. B1018, 116996 (2025).

[98] P. B. Greene, L. Kofman, A. D. Linde, and A. A.
Starobinsky, Structure of resonance in preheating after
inflation, Phys. Rev. D 56, 6175 (1997).

[99] A. M. Green, Supersymmetry and primordial black hole
abundance constraints, Phys. Rev. D 60, 063516 (1999).

[100] M. A. Amin, R. Easther, H. Finkel, R. Flauger, and M. P.
Hertzberg, Oscillons after inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108,
241302 (2012).

[101] D. G. Figueroa and F. Torrenti, Parametric resonance in the
early Universe—a fitting analysis, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 02 (2017) 001.

[102] M. A. G. Garcia and M. Pierre, Reheating after inflaton
fragmentation, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 11 (2023) 004.

[103] M. A. G. Garcia, M. Gross, Y. Mambrini, K. A. Olive, M.
Pierre, and J.-H. Yoon, Effects of fragmentation on post-
inflationary reheating, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 12
(2023) 028.

[104] M. R. Haque and D. Maity, Gravitational reheating, arXiv:
2201.02348.

[105] S. Clery, Y. Mambrini, K. A. Olive, A. Shkerin, and S.
Verner, Gravitational portals with nonminimal couplings,
Phys. Rev. D 105, 095042 (2022).

[106] R. T. Co, Y. Mambrini, and K. A. Olive, Inflationary
gravitational leptogenesis, arXiv:2205.01689.
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