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We search for a first-order phase transition (PT) gravitational wave (GW) signal from Advanced
LIGO and Advanced Virgo’s first three observing runs. Due to the large theoretical uncertainties,
four GW energy spectral shapes from bubble and sound wave collisions widely adopted in literature
are investigated, separately. Our results indicate that there is no evidence for the existence of such
GW signals, and therefore we give the upper limits on the amplitude of GW energy spectrum Ωpt(f∗)
in the peak frequency range of f∗ ∈ [5, 500] Hz for these four theoretical models, separately. We
find that Ωpt(f∗ ' 40 Hz) < 1.3 × 10−8 at 95% credible level, and roughly H∗/β . 0.1 and α . 1
at 68% credible level in the peak frequency range of 20 . f∗ . 100 Hz corresponding to the most
sensitive frequency band of Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo’s first three observing runs, where
H∗ is the Hubble parameter when PT happens, β is the bubble nucleation rate and α is the ratio
of vacuum and relativistic energy density.

Introduction. The evolution of the Universe can be
carried out in a smooth or abrupt way, and these sud-
den changes are what we called phase transitions (PTs)
[1–3]. The early evolution of the Universe might con-
tain a variety of PTs since many extensions of Standard
Model, such as grand unification model [4], suppersym-
metric model [5] and so on, predict the occurrence of
PTs. See some other relevant models in [6–14]. At QCD
scale, PT could happen due to the confinement between
quarks and gluons [15, 16]. At a higher energy scale, the
destruction of electroweak gauge symmetry may lead to
electroweak PT [17]. Generally, each breaking of new
symmetry introduced by theoretical models might lead
to the occurrence of PT. Therefore, the observation of
PT becomes a way to explore new physics.

Among all kinds of PTs, the first-order PT is of great
significance for gravitational wave (GW) astronomy, be-
cause they are usually strong enough to be interest-
ing sources of GW radiation [18, 19] in the Universe.
When the temperature of the Universe drops to a cer-
tain value, bubbles containing true vacuum will nucleate
in the meta-stable vacuum. Subsequently, these bubbles
expand, merge, fill the Universe in the end and GWs are
produced during this process [20–22]. Since the process
of nucleation and collision occurs in a random manner,
the radiated GWs form a stochastic gravitational wave
background (SGWB). Because the gravitational interac-
tion is very weak, SGWB decouples from the primordial
plasma rapidly. Detecting these GW signals has become
an important way to explore the early Universe which is
difficult to be observed by any other methods due to the
longer decoupling time [23].

At the time when GWs are produced, its frequency de-
pends on the duration of PT, and then GWs would be

redshifted by the expansion of the Universe. Therefore,
the frequency band of SGWB today is also related to
the temperature T∗ at which PT occurs. Pulsar Tim-
ing Arrays (PTAs) [24–27] are used to search for the
SGWB at frequencies of several nHz, corresponding T∗ at
the order of MeV. Even though a stochastic process has
been detected by PTA data sets [28–31], a SGWB detec-
tion consistent with general relativity cannot be claimed
because there is no statistically significant evidence of
quadrupolar spatial correlations [32–34], and the con-
straints on the first-order PT parameters from PTA data
sets are presented in [35, 36]. On the other hand, the
terrestrial GW observatories like Advanced LIGO [37]
and Advanced Virgo [38] are designed to be sensitive to
the frequency of 10 ∼ 103 Hz roughly corresponding to
the PT temperature in the range of 105 ∼ 1010 GeV.
So far, LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA Collaboration has accumu-
lated three generations (O1-O3) of GWs observing data
and there is no evidence for the SGWB signal [39, 40].
The related constraints on the GW energy spectrum gen-
erated by the first order PT have been investigated in [41]
based on the broken power law and two phenomenologi-
cal PT models.

In this letter, we present a comprehensive analysis of
the first-order PT models utilizing data from Advanced
LIGO and Advanced Virgo’s first three observing runs by
extending and improving the analysis in [41] in several
aspects. First of all, we take into account four different
GW energy spectral shapes from bubble and sound wave
collisions widely adopted in literature due to the large
theoretical uncertainties, and provide the constraints on
the amplitude of the GW energy spectrum in the peak
frequency range of f∗ ∈ [5, 500] Hz for these four theo-
retical models, separately. Secondly, although compact
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binary coalescences (CBCs) background is supposed to
contribute SGWB as well, it is not strong enough to pro-
duce a detectable correlation according to the current
sensitivities of both Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo
[39]. Therefore, different from [41], we do not include the
contribution of CBCs in our analysis. Thirdly, the pa-
rameters related to the amplitude of the GW spectrum
are chosen to be uniform distributions in our analysis for
resulting in more conservative upper limits than the log-
uniform priors adopted in [41]. Fourthly, we do not keep
the bubble nucleation rate β and the PT temperature T∗
fixed for deriving the upper limits on the GW spectrum
because they should be free from the viewpoint of data
analysis.

SGWB from the first-order PT. Isotropic SGWB can
be described by the fractional energy density spectrum
in the frequency domain:

Ω(f) =
1

ρc

dρgw
d ln f

, (1)

where ρc = 3H2
0 c

2/(8πG) denotes the critical density of
the current universe. It has been known that there are
three main sources of GW produced by a first-order PT:
bubble collisions, collisions of sound waves and magne-
tohydrodynamic turbulence [42, 43]. In this letter, the
contribution from turbulence is not considered due to the
lack of understanding about its energy spectrum [44–47].
Besides, magnetohydrodynamic turbulence is always sub-
dominant compared with sound waves. The amplitude of
the GW energy spectrum from a first-order PT is char-
acterized by the bubble nucleation rate β and the ratio
of vacuum and relativistic energy density α. Quantita-
tively, the following energy density spectrum can be used
to fit the SGWB from both bubble collisions and sound
waves [35, 44, 48–50]:

h2Ωpt(f) = Rg−
1
3
∗ ∆(vw)

(
κα

1 + α

)p(
H∗
β

)q

S
(
f

f∗

)
,

(2)
where h is the dimensionless Hubble constant, the factor
R ' 7.69 × 10−5, ∆(vw) is a function of bubble walls
velocity vw, g∗ is the number of relativistic degrees of
freedom which is fixed to be 100 in this letter, H∗ is the
Hubble parameter when phase transition happens and κ
counts for the fraction of vacuum energy converted. S(x)
represents the shape of the spectrum and it comes to its
maximum value at x = 1. Here, f∗ is the peak frequency
of SGWB at present:

f∗ ' 1.13× 10−7

(
f̃∗
β

)(
β

H∗

)(
T∗

GeV

)( g∗
10

)1/6
Hz,

(3)
where f̃∗ is the peak frequency when PT happens. For
sound waves, a suppression factor Υ should be multiplied
in Eq. (2) counting for the finite lifetime [51, 52]:

Υ = 1− (1 + 2τswH∗)
−1/2. (4)

The time scale τsw is usually taken to be the timescale for
the onset of turbulence [43]: τsw ' R∗/Ūf , where R∗ =
(8π)1/3β−1Max(vw, cs) [52, 53] and Ū2

f ' 3κswα/[4(1 +
α)] [43]. More details about the parameters in Eq. (2)
and Eq. (3) are listed in Table I.

Bubbles Collisions Sound Waves

∆(vw)
0.48v3

w
1+5.3v2

w+5v4
w

0.513vw

κ 1 f(α, vw)

p 2 2

q 2 1

S(x) (a+b)c

(bx−a/c+axb/c)c
x3

(
7

4+3x2

)7/2

f̃∗/β
0.35

1+0.07vw+0.69v4
w

0.536
vw

TABLE I. Parameters for the GW energy spectrum in Eq. (2)
and Eq. (3)

In fact, there are still large theoretical uncertainties for
predicting the PT GW energy spectrum. Analytically,
GW energy spectrum can be calculated assuming that
energy is concentrated on the infinitesimal bubble wall
and it vanishes once the bubbles collide with others. This
method is called envelope approximation [21, 49]. Nu-
merically, 3D lattice simulations [54, 55] can be used to
break through these assumptions. However, large solved
volume to accomodate multiple bubbles and very dense
lattices to fit thin bubble walls usually lead to substan-
tial costs. Hence, semi-analytic [56] methods are served
as alternative ways to do the calculation. Table II il-
lustrates the details of different GW energy spectra and
the typical shapes of these spectra are shown in Fig. 1.
In the high frequency band, the numerical simulation re-
sults show faster attenuation than envelope approxima-
tion, while the opposite is true at low frequency band.

Envelope Semi-analytic Numerical

a 3 1 ∼ 2.3 1.6 ∼ 0.7

b 1 2.2 ∼ 2.4 1.4 ∼ 2.3

c 1.5 2 ∼ 4.2 1

f̃∗/β
0.35

1+0.07vw+0.69v4
w

0.1 0.2

TABLE II. Energy spectra of bubble collisions for enve-
lope approximation, semi-analytic approach and lattice sim-
ulations. In this letter, we take (a, b, c) = (1, 2.2, 2) and
(a, b, c) = (0.7, 2.3, 1) for semi-analytic and numerical meth-
ods respectively.
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FIG. 1. SGWB energy spectra for bubble collision and sound
wave. The peak frequency f∗ is chosen to be 25 Hz.

Method of data analysis. The measurement of SGWB
depends on the correlations [57, 58] between multiple de-
tectors and Bayesian approach is used to calculate the
possibility of models [59]. Correlated magnetic noise bud-
get shows that such signal is negligible [39, 60] since the
intensity of this correlation is much lower than the sen-
sitivity of the current detectors. Therefore, a Gaussian
distributed fluctuation is assumed and likelihood is given
by

p(ĈIJ |θ;λ) ∝ exp

−1

2

∑
IJ

∑
f

(
ĈIJ(f)− λΩ(f ;θ)

)2
σ2
IJ(f)

 .
(5)

The energy spectrum is characterized by parameters θ
to be estimated. ĈIJ denotes the spectrum of correla-
tion and σIJ is related to the noise intensity of detector
pair IJ . Summing the index IJ means multiplying the
likelihoods from all detector pairs since the correlations
between different baselines can be neglected [58]. Here
λ denotes the calibration uncertainties [61] of the detec-
tor baselines and should be marginalized by the method
given in [62].

The Bayesian analyses for the circumstances of bub-
ble collision dominant and sound wave dominant cases
will be done separately because it is ambiguous to de-
termine which one plays a leading role. Python software
bilby [63] is used for parameter estimation and generate
2D posterior distribution corner-plots. For the bubble
collision dominant case, all three models are considered,
and κ and vw are set to unity based on the assumption
that the bubble wall interacts weakly with the plasma
and runaway regime has been reached. For the sound
wave dominant case, κ is related to α and vw [64]. In our
statistical analysis, θ = (α, H∗/β, f∗) are free parame-

ters to be determined in the bubble collision dominant
cases, and θ = (α, H∗/β, f∗, vw) are free parameters in
the sound wave dominant case. The parameters related
to the amplitude of the GW energy spectrum are cho-
sen to be uniform distributions in our analysis because
it results in more conservative upper bounds than the
log-uniform prior. Besides, we note that Eq. (2) may not
be applicable for α & 10 and H∗/β & 1 [65, 66]. Details
about the priors are listed in Table III.

Parameter Prior

α Uniform(10−3, 10)

H∗/β Uniform(10−3, 1)

vw Uniform(10−2, 1)

f∗ LogUniform(5, 500)

TABLE III. Priors distributions of the parameters used for
Bayesian analysis, and the distribution of vw is set to be δ(1)
for the bubble collision dominant cases.

Results. The posterior distributions of parameters
are illustrated in Fig. 2 for all four theoretical models.
Roughly speaking, we find H∗/β & 0.1 and α & 1 are
excluded at 68% confidence level in the peak frequency
range of f∗ ∈ [20, 100] Hz for all four theoretical mod-
els considered in this letter. This frequency range rougly
corresponds to the most sensitive frequency band of Ad-
vanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo since 99% of the sen-
sitivity measuring the SGWB comes from the frequency
band of 20 ∼ 76.6 Hz during O3 observation run [39].
The Bayes factors between SGWB caused by PT and
pure noise logBPT

niose are −0.64, −0.74, −0.70 and −0.63
for the bubble collision dominant cases fitted by enve-
lope approximation, semi-analytic, numerical methods,
and the sound wave dominant case, respectively. This
result indicates that there is no evidence to claim such
SGWB signals in the data.

In order to effectively demonstrate the constraints on
the GW energy spectrum in the frequency band, we pro-
vide the upper limits on the amplitude of the GW en-
ergy spectrum Ωpt(f∗) for the peak frequency f∗ in the
range of f∗ ∈ [5, 500] Hz. Our results are illustrated
in Fig. 3, and we find that the constraints are different
for these four different theoretical models. However, the
most stringent constraint appears at around f∗ ' 40 Hz
with the upper limits of Ωpt(f∗ ' 40 Hz) < 1.3×10−8 at
95% credible level for all four scenarios.

Discussion and Conclusions. We search for the GW
signals generated by first-order PT in various theoreti-
cal models widely adopted in literature using data from
Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo’s first three ob-
serving runs. To demonstrate the influence of theoretical



4

FIG. 2. Posterior distributions of parameters for bubble collision and sound wave dominant cases. Here 68% and 95% exclusion
contours are shown. Horizontal solid green lines denote the priors used in analysis.

uncertainties, three models of bubble collision and one
of sound wave contribution are investigated separately.
The result of Bayesian analysis does not show preference
between different models and implies that it is impossible
to tell which model is more preferred. In all, we find that,
roughly speaking, H∗/β . 0.1 and α . 1 at 68% credi-
ble level in the peak frequency range of 20 . f∗ . 100
Hz corresponding to the most sensitive frequency band

of Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo’s first three ob-
serving runs.

Generally, a log-uniform prior is preferred for vari-
ables spanning several orders of magnitude. However,
the lower bound of a log-uniform distribution cannot be
taken to be zero, and how to choose such a specific value
is unclear. Because there is no correlation found in the
raw data, the result of posterior depends on the choice
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FIG. 3. Upper limit of Ω(f∗) at 95% credible level for certain
values of peak frequency f∗.

of priors. The initial sampling points are mostly con-
centrated in small values of parameters for log-uniform
priors and might lead to an under-estimation of the up-
per bound of the GW energy spectrum. In this sense,
we adopt uniform prior distributions to avoid ambigui-
ties in the choice of priors. Since there is no correlated
signal examined from the observing periods, we put the
upper limits on the amplitude of the GW energy spec-
trum in the peak frequency range of f∗ ∈ [5, 500] Hz.
Because the GW spectra of the four theoretical models
considered in this letter are roughly the same around the
peaks, the constraints on the amplitudes of the GW spec-
tra are roughly the same for them if the peak frequency
of the GW energy spectra stays within the most sensi-
tive frequency band of Advanced LIGO and Advanced
Virgo, such as f∗ ∈ [20, 80] Hz. But, once the peak fre-
quency stays outside the the most sensitive frequency
band, the shape of GW spectra plays an important role
on the data analysis and the constraints should be differ-
ent for different theoretical models. The results in Fig. 3
are consistent with what we expect.
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