2201.05630v2 [astro-ph.CO] 11 May 2022

arxXiv

Gravitational wave signal from primordial magnetic fields in the Pulsar Timing

Array frequency band

Alberto Roper Pol,»2* Chiara Caprini,®* T Andrii Neronov," > * and Dmitri Semikoz! %78

Y Université de Paris, CNRS, Astroparticule et Cosmologie, F-75006 Paris, France
2 Faculty of Natural Sciences and Medicine, Ilia State University, GE-0194 Tbilisi, Georgia
3 Département de Physique Théorique, Université de Genéve, CH-1211 Genéve, Switzerland
4 Theoretical Physics Department, CERN, CH-1211 Genéve, Switzerland

5 Laboratory of Astrophysics, Ecole Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne, CH-1015 Lausanne, Switzerland

8 Institute for Nuclear Research, Russian Academy of Sciences, 117312 Moscow, Russia
" National Research Nuclear University, MEPHI, 115409 Moscow, Russia

The NANOGrav, Parkes, European, and International Pulsar Timing Array (PTA) Collabora-
tions have reported evidence for a common-spectrum process that can potentially correspond to a
stochastic gravitational wave background (SGWB) in the 1-100 nHz frequency range. We consider
the scenario in which this signal is produced by magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence in the
early Universe, induced by a nonhelical primordial magnetic field at the energy scale corresponding
to the quark confinement phase transition. We perform MHD simulations to study the dynamical
evolution of the magnetic field and compute the resulting SGWB. We show that the SGWB output
from the simulations can be very well approximated by assuming that the magnetic anisotropic stress
is constant in time, over a time interval related to the eddy turnover time. The analytical spectrum
that we derive under this assumption features a change of slope at a frequency corresponding to
the GW source duration that we confirm with the numerical simulations. We compare the SGWB
signal with the PTA data to constrain the temperature scale at which the SGWB is sourced, as well
as the amplitude and characteristic scale of the initial magnetic field. We find that the generation
temperature is constrained to be in the 1-200 MeV range, the magnetic field amplitude must be
> 1% of the radiation energy density at that time, and the magnetic field characteristic scale is
constrained to be > 10% of the horizon scale. We show that the turbulent decay of this magnetic
field will lead to a field at recombination that can help to alleviate the Hubble tension and can be
tested by measurements in the voids of the Large Scale Structure with gamma-ray telescopes like
the Cherenkov Telescope Array.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The magnetic fields observed today in the voids
of the Large Scale Structure (LSS) [1, 2] could be of
primordial origin, generated for example during in-
flation or primordial phase transitions (for a review,
see Ref. [3], and for a recent update, see Ref. [4]).
Once produced, the magnetic field interacts with
the primordial plasma, leading to magnetohydro-
dynamic (MHD) turbulence due to the high con-
ductivity of the early Universe [5, 6]. The energy-
momentum tensor of both the magnetic field and
the bulk fluid motions feature a tensor component,
which can source a stochastic gravitational wave
background (SGWB) (see Ref. [7] for a review and
references therein). The epoch in the early Universe
at which the gravitational wave (GW) production
occurs sets the typical frequency of the GW signal.
In particular, anisotropic stresses present at the en-
ergy scale of the quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
phase transition can lead to a GW signal around the
nanohertz frequency, in the frequency band of pulsar
timing arrays (PTA) [8-15].

Recently, the North American Nanohertz Obser-
vatory for Gravitational Waves (NANOGrav) [16],
followed by the Parkes Pulsar Timing Array (PPTA)
[17], the European Pulsar Timing Array (EPTA)
[18], and the International Pulsar Timing Array
(IPTA) [19] Collaborations, have reported the detec-
tion of a signal common to all the analyzed pulsars,
with very marginal evidence for a quadrupole cor-
relation (following the Hellings-Downs curve), char-
acteristic of a SGWB according to general relativity
[20].

Several sources could produce such a signal, in
particular a population of merging supermassive
black hole binaries [21-23]. Cosmological sources
have also been proposed, including inflationary GWs
[24-30], cosmic strings and domain walls [28, 31-41],
primordial black holes [42—-46], supercooled and dark
phase transitions [47-50], and the QCD phase tran-
sition [51-53], as well as primordial magnetic fields
[54-56].

In this work, we study the SGWB generated by
MHD turbulence due to the presence of a nonhelical
magnetic field at the QCD energy scale and compare
it with the common noise measured by NANOGrav,
PPTA, EPTA, and IPTA. We refine and extend the
analysis of Ref. [54], where we used an approximate
analytical estimate of the SGWB signal and com-
pared it qualitatively with the NANOGrav measure-

ment. Here, we have conducted numerical MHD
simulations to accurately predict the SGWB. We set
as initial condition of the simulations a fully devel-
oped MHD spectrum for the magnetic field, and zero
initial bulk velocity. For the numerical simulations
we use the PENCIL CODE [57], as in similar numer-
ical works on the SGWB produced by MHD turbu-
lence during the radiation-dominated era [58, 59].

We derive a simple analytical formula for the
SGWB spectrum that fits the simulation results
and widely improves the one given in Ref. [54].
We then use this formula to compare the MHD-
generated SGWB spectrum to the PTA data, in-
cluding NANOGrav, PPTA, EPTA, and IPTA.

The results we obtain are broadly consistent with
those of Ref. [54], namely: the PTA observations
can be accounted for by GW production from MHD
turbulence at the QCD scale, provided ¢) the tem-
perature is in the range 1 MeV < T, < 200 MeV, ii)
the magnetic field characteristic scale is close to the
horizon, and it can correspond to the scale of the
largest processed eddies if 2MeV < T, < 50MeV,
and 1) the magnetic field energy density is larger
than a few percent of the radiation energy density
at T,. In particular, we show here that the spectral
slope of a SGWB from MHD turbulence at the QCD
scale is fully compatible with the PTA constraints.

As already pointed out in Ref. [54], a primordial
magnetic field with these characteristics has a partic-
ularly interesting phenomenology since, besides ac-
counting for the PTA common noise, it could also
change the sound horizon at the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) epoch, easing the Hubble ten-
sion, and explain the magnetic fields observed to-
day in matter structures [60-62]. Such a field is also
within the sensitivity range of the next-generation -
ray observatory Cherenkov Telescope Array (CTA)
[63].

We stress that our results depend on the particu-
lar initial conditions that we have chosen, namely a
fully developed, nonhelical MHD spectrum for the
magnetic field, with no initial bulk velocity. In
Refs. [55, 59, 64—66], similar simulations have been
performed using the PENCIL CODE by inserting an
electromotive force to model the initial magnetic
field obtaining SGWB spectra that differ from ours,
especially at large frequencies, which are of less ob-
servational relevance. We have chosen the afore-
mentioned initial conditions for mainly two reasons.
First of all, they are conservative: whatever the ini-
tial generation mechanism, the magnetic field is ex-



pected to enter a phase of fully developed and freely
decaying turbulence [5, 6]. Any initial phase of mag-
netic field growth would increase the GW production
[59, 64, 66]. Secondly, simple initial conditions make
it easier to build an analytical description of the sim-
ulation outcome. Since we want to model magneti-
cally driven turbulence, we also neglect the presence
of initial bulk velocity for simplicity.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. II,
we analyze GW generation from MHD turbulence.
First, we present the equations governing the dy-
namics of the source and the model for the ini-
tial condition (Secs. IIA and IIB), followed by a
derivation of the general expression for the SGWB
spectrum, cf. Sec. IIC. We then derive the SGWB
spectrum obtained under the assumptions of a con-
stant source (Sec. IID), and from the MHD simu-
lations (Sec. ITE), and we compare the two results
(Sec. II'F). In Sec. III, we adopt the analytical form
of the SGWB spectrum, validated with the simula-
tions, and compare it with the PTA measurements,
introduced in Sec. IIT A, to constrain the magnetic
field parameters (Sec. IIIB). Furthermore, we con-
sider the effect the magnetic field could have on the
CMB at recombination and in the cosmic voids of the
LSS (Sec. IIIC), and compare our results to those
of previous publications, to show the implications
of our initial conditions (Sec. IIID). In Sec. IV, we
compare the SGWB produced by MHD turbulence
with the one produced by supermassive black hole
binaries. Finally, we conclude in Sec. V.

We use the (— +++) metric signature and set
¢ = kg = 1. Magnetic fields are expressed in
Lorentz-Heaviside units by setting the vacuum per-
meability to unity. The Kronecker delta is indi-
cated by d;;, the n-dimensional Dirac delta func-
tion by 0"(x), the Gamma function by I'(z), and
the cosine and sine integral functions by Ci(z) and
Si(z), respectively. Fields in Fourier space are in-
dicated by a tilde and we use the Fourier conven-
tion B(k) = [ B(x)exp (iz-k)d’x and B(z) =
(2m)~3 [ B(k) exp (—izx - k) d®k. In Secs. ITTA-TIC,
space coordinates, time coordinate and (inverse)
wave vectors are normalized to the comoving Hub-
ble scale at initial time H; ' = ¢,, and a subscript
x in general denotes quantities at initial time. In
Sec. IID and following, we restore their dimensions
for convenience. Energy densities are normalized by
the radiation energy density.

II. SGWB SPECTRUM: CONSTANT
SOURCE MODEL AND MHD SIMULATIONS

A. Magnetohydrodynamics

In this work, we perform simulations solving the
MHD equations and the subsequent GW produc-
tion with the PENCIL CODE [57]. A fully devel-
oped stochastic magnetic field B is inserted as initial
condition of the simulations, while the initial veloc-
ity field w is zero (though it can be driven by the
primordial magnetic field at later times via Lorentz
forcing). The MHD equations for a relativistic fluid
with p = p/3 in the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) background metric [a(t) is the scale
factor],

d52 = aQ(t) [— dt2 + (Sij dﬂ?l dx”] s (1)
are [3, 6, 67]
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where p is the energy density, J the current den-
sity, Si; = %(u” +uj;) — %V - u the rate-of-strain
tensor, v the kinematic viscosity, and n the magnetic
diffusivity. The space coordinates are comoving with
the expansion of the Universe and normalized by the
comoving Hubble radius H; '; ¢ denotes conformal
time, also normalized by H_'. All MHD fields are
comoving and normalized by the radiation energy
density, Eaq = 3H?/87Ga? (where G is the gravita-
tion constant) [6, 58, 59, 67].

B. Magnetic field

We model the (normalized) magnetic field as
a stochastic nonhelical field, statistically homoge-
neous, isotropic and Gaussian. Hence, the two-point
autocorrelation function is sufficient to describe it



statistically due to the Isserlis theorem [68, 69]. At
unequal times, the autocorrelation takes the form

(B; (k. t1) B; (K, t2)) =

Eni (K, ty,t2)
I (5)

where Ey(k,t1,t2) is the unequal-time correlator
(UETC), reducing, at equal time t5 = ¢, to the
normalized magnetic field energy density spectrum
En(k,t1). Furthermore, P;; = 6;; — I%Zl%J is the pro-
jection tensor, with k indicating the unit wave vec-
tor k = k/|k|. The angle brackets indicate ensemble
average over stochastic realizations, which can be
approximated by a volume average in homogeneous
turbulence [69].

At the initial time t,, we assume that the mag-
netic energy spectrum Ey;(k,t,) is characterized by
a Batchelor spectrum at large scales and a Kol-
mogorov spectrum at small scales, peaking at the
characteristic scale k, = 2m/l.. Magnetic fields pro-
duced by causal processes, e.g., during cosmological
phase transitions, feature a finite correlation length,
which leads to a Batchelor magnetic spectrum in the
limit & — 0 [69, 70]. The Kolmogorov-type k~5/3
spectrum is found and well established in purely hy-
drodynamic turbulence [71]. In general MHD, dif-
ferent models have been proposed, e.g., Iroshnikov-
Kraichnan k=3/2 [72, 73], Goldreich-Sridhar k—>/3
[74], weak turbulence k~2 [75], and Boldyrev k=3/2
[76]. Simulations of MHD turbulence in this con-
text seem to indicate the development of a turbu-
lent spectrum with a k=% scaling [67, 77-81]. We
therefore adopt the following spectral shape:

(2m)°0° (k— k') Pi; (k)

Bu(k,t.) = (1+D)"/"E},

(k/ks)*
X[ L+ D(k/k.)~ 4+5/3)}1/a’ (6)

where EY; = En(k.,t.) denotes the magnetic am-
plitude at the peak k, and at initial time, the pa-
rameter D = 12/5 is tuned! so that the spectrum
peaks at k = k., and the parameter « indicates the
smoothness of the transition between the Batchelor
(~ k*) and Kolmogorov (~ k~5/3) scalings around
the spectral peak: we set it to a = 2 based on pre-
vious fits of simulated spectra [67]. Note that Ef; is

1 The parameter D depends on the slopes in the subinertial
and inertial ranges. Here we set a = 4 in the subinertial
range, and b = 5/3 in the inertial range, which gives D =
a/b=12/5.

the maximal value of the magnetic amplitude, since
we consider decaying MHD turbulence.

The simulations are initialized with the magnetic
field [59, 66, 67]

Bi(kvt*) = Pi;j(k)g;(k)go(k), (7)

where g; (k) is the Fourier transform of a d-correlated
vector field in three dimensions with Gaussian fluc-
tuations, ie., g;(x)g;(z’) = 6;;6°(x — '), and
go(k) = v/ Em(k,ts)/k corresponds to the magnetic
spectral shape defined in Eq. (6). We therefore as-
sume that the MHD-processed magnetic spectrum is
already established when the GW generation starts.
The simulations output the GW generation by the
subsequent magnetic turbulent decay, by solving the
full MHD system of Eqgs. (2)—(4). The initial ampli-
tude Ey; and the position of the spectral peak k, are
the input parameters of the numerical simulations in
Sec. ITE.

The total normalized magnetic energy density
is Om(t) = Em(t)/Eaa(t) = %<B2(w, t)). Using
Egs. (5) and (6), at initial time, this becomes

0

— kB A(), (8)

with

»b‘cn

19 7
Ala =2) :M ~2.064.  (9)
517 21717
The (normalized) magnetic stress tensor com-
ponents are T;;(x,t) = —DBi(x,t)B;(x,t) +
30;;B?(x,t), and the traceless and transverse (TT)
projection of the stress tensor in Fourier space is
;i (k,t) = TET(k,t) = Aijim(k)Tim(k,t), with
Aijim = PuPjm — %Pl-jle. The TT-projected stress
I1;; sources the GWs. As B;(x,t), II,; is also a ran-
dom variable: the GW production can therefore be
described statistically using the UETC of the tensor
stress Er(k,t1,t2), defined in analogy? with Eq. (5),
as

e |

al

(ILij(z, t1) (2, t2)) =

/ Bulk,t,t2)dk. (10)

2 The UETC En(k,t1,t2) satisfies
En(k,t1,t2)

rT* T ’ _
(Hl](kvtl)nlj(k vt2)> - k2

(2m)88% (k — k)



For a Gaussian magnetic field (as the one with which
we initialize the simulations), the UETC is [82]

k? 4’
En(k,t1,t2) = E/ﬁEM(patth)

% Bui([k — pl, 11, 02) (14 (& - p)°)

X (1 + (k- k/—\p)2). (11)

C. Gravitational wave production

GWs are defined as the metric tensor perturba-
tions h,; over the FLRW metric, defined in Eq. (1),

ds® = a*(t) [—dt® + (6;; + hy;) da’da’] . (12)

We restrict to the radiation era and, as previously,
space and time are normalized with H;'. We as-
sume that the scale factor evolves linearly with con-
formal time during the GW sourcing and normalize
it such that @ = ¢ with a. = 1 [58]. The wave
equation in the radiation era for the scaled vari-
able h;; = ah;; [83], following the normalization of
Refs. [58, 59], becomes

(7 + K2) huj ke, t) = M (13)
where k is the wave number normalized with H, and
the tensor stress sourcing the GWs is defined above
Eq. (10). Assuming that the source is acting until
a finite time? tgy, the solution to Eq. (13) with ini-
tial conditions h;;(k, t.) = d;hi;(k, t.) = 0, matched
with the homogeneous solution at tg,, describes a
freely propagating wave at times ¢ > tgy:

6
k

The GW energy density, normalized to the radia-
tion energy density &;aq, is

- b 11 (k, t
hij(k,t) = / %smk(t—tl)dtl. (14)
ty

Qaw(t) = 112 ((Oehij(x,t) — haj(x, t)/t)2>
= /OO QGw(k,t)dlnk, (15)

3 Note that the parameter tg, is a mathematical artifact,
inserted to separate the sourced phase from the phase of
free propagation. In the simulations, the source evolves via
turbulent MHD decay and, as in previous numerical works
[55, 59, 64-66], we run them until all GW wave numbers in
the simulation box have reached a stationary state, i.e., are
oscillating around a fixed amplitude.
tions indeed output spectra in the free propagation phase.

Hence, the simula-

where Qaw (k, t) denotes the normalized logarithmic
GW energy density spectrum. Fourier transforming
Eq. (15) and inserting solution (14), it becomes, at
times ¢t > tqy,

tfin dt, tfin dt
Qaw(k, 1) :Bk/ /
tx t
X En(k‘,tl,tg) S(k‘,t,tl,tg), (16)

with
S(k,t,t1,t2) = cosk(t —t1) cosk(t —t2).  (17)

In the above equation, we have omitted the terms
proportional to 1/(kt) that appear due to the h;;/t
term in Eq. (15) since, at present time, all relevant
wave numbers of signals produced in the early Uni-
verse are inside the horizon kt > 1.

D. Analytical GW spectrum for
constant-in-time stress

The characteristic time of the magnetic field decay
in a turbulent MHD cascade is the eddy turnover

time 0ty = te — ty = (UAk*)_1> where vy = \/%Qilt/l

is the Alfvén speed at initial time? and k, the initial
characteristic wave number.

The GW sourcing, on the other hand, occurs on
a characteristic time interval 6t = ¢t — t. ~ 1/k
for a given GW wave number k, as can be inferred
from the Green function of the wave equation (14),
which has period 27/k. Indeed, recent simulations
of GW production by MHD turbulence have shown
that each mode k of the GW spectrum in the sim-
ulation box reached a stationary amplitude after an
initial growth period lasting 6t ~ 1/k [59, 66]. Since
the GW spectrum is expected to peak around k.,
the GW sourcing is faster than the magnetic field
decay for all wave numbers satisfying k > va k., i.e.,
around and above the GW spectrum peak. Corre-
spondingly, the simulations have also shown that the
total GW energy density, which is dominated by the
spectral amplitude at the peak, enters a stationary
regime shortly after the time interval dtgw ~ 1/k.
[59, 66]. Comparing the latter to the eddy turnover
time gives, by causality, dtgw/dte = va S 1. More

4 The Alfvén speed is v3 = (B?)/(p + p), such that in the
radiation-dominated era, with p = %p, it becomes vi =

1(B2)/(p) = 3.



precisely, one has va < 0.4, since big bang nucle-
osynthesis (BBN) limits® Q3; < 0.1 [84-86].

Since the dynamical evolution of GW production
is faster than that of the magnetic field for all rel-
evant wave numbers, we can assume, as a first ap-
proximation, that the magnetic stresses in Eq. (16)
are constant in time. The role of tg, in Eq. (16) be-
comes then to cut off the constant source, inserting
an effective source duration dtg, = tgn — t«. The
latter is expected to be related to the characteris-
tic time of the magnetic field decay, 0tg, 2 Ote.
As we shall see, the effective source duration dtgy
introduces a feature in the SGWB spectrum, i.e.,
a change of spectral slope between the wave num-
bers for which the GW production is faster than the
source decay k 2 1/t 2 1/tay, and those for which
the GW production is slower k < 1/d0tgy.

In the following, we first present the analytic cal-
culation of the GW spectrum under the assump-
tion that the magnetic stress is constant in time up
to tgn. We then revise the qualitative analysis of
Ref. [54] using the more accurate prediction for the
GW spectrum derived previously. In the next sub-
section (Sec. ITE), we discuss the results of the simu-
lations. We then show, in Sec. ITF, that the constant
source model approximates very well the GW spec-
tra output from the simulations and use the latter
to compute the specific value of the parameter dtg,
and infer empirically its relation to dt..

1. Analytical GW spectrum

If we assume that the stress is constant in time,
Eq. (16) can be easily integrated to find (note that
from this section on, dimensions in wave numbers
and time are restored for clarity)

Qcw (k,t) =3k By (k) {cos kt[Ci(ktgn) — Ci(kt,)]
+ sin kt [Si(ktan) — Si(kt.)] }2, (18)

where t > tq, and Efj(k) = En(k,t; =ty t2 = t.) is
the autocorrelation function of the magnetic stresses
at time t, = H; !, defined in Eq. (10).

5 The upper bound Qf, < 0.1 is reported in Refs. [84-86].
However, the constraint from nucleosynthesis has been re-
cently revisited in Ref. [87], taking into account the MHD
turbulent decay from the time when the magnetic field is
generated to BBN, allowing larger values of Qy;.

The GW spectrum oscillates in time and wave
number. Fixing the time to® t = tg,, we can ap-
proximate the envelope of the oscillations over k as
[38]

QG\)V(]C, tﬁn) ~ 3 k Ef—}(k)

{ In?[1 + H. 0tg,]  if kdta, < 1,

W21+ (k/H)-Y if kotgy > 1. )

Let us first investigate the proportionality to
k Efi(k). The UETC of the anisotropic stress en-
ergy tensor is given in Eq. (11) for a Gaussian mag-
netic field. In general, the MHD evolution can yield
non-Gaussianities in the statistical distribution of
the magnetic field, such that Er(k,t1,t2) might de-
viate from the expression given in Eq. (11). How-
ever, here we assume that the initial magnetic field
is Gaussian and that the magnetic anisotropic stress
is constant in time: Eq. (11) is therefore appropri-
ate. In terms of the anisotropic stress power spectral
density P;(k) = 2m2Ef(k)/k?, we can write

:* ) (20)

3

* k *
kEf(k) = ) PH(O)pH<

where P};(0) can be computed using Egs. (6), (8),
and (11) (see Ref. [88] for a detailed derivation):

Pi(0) = 27205, C(@) A2 (o) k73, (21)

with
BAEAINED
Cla=2)= 4.~ 134) ~1.0987 22
(a=2)= L= e
and

P (’“) = 2 1) (23)

is a monotonically decreasing function that is com-
puted numerically using Eq. (11). At small wave
numbers, pry is constant by causality [89] and equal
to one, while at large wave numbers k 2 2k,
pr(k/ky) o< k=2Ep(k) ~ k=1/3 for a Kolmogorov
magnetic spectrum Ey(k) ~ k=5/3 [82].

6 We choose t = tg, here since, as shown in Sec. IIF,
Qcw (k,tsn) approximates very well the envelope of the
SGWB that we obtain via the simulations. The evolution
after tg, in the constant-in-time model yields an enhance-
ment of the SGWB at high frequency as a consequence of
the abrupt switching off of the source. We investigate this
feature in a separate publication [88].



We can now proceed to investigate the residual
k dependence of the SGWB spectrum. In terms
of pri(k/k.), combining Eqgs. (19)—(21), the SGWB
takes the form

Qcw (k. tn) ~3 (:) 3 %2,52((62) b <:>

In?[1 + H.0tge]  if kdtg, < 1, (24)

{ In?[1+ (k/H.)""] if kota, > 1.
The hierarchy of scales appearing in the above equa-
tion is as follows. The source duration is dtg, =
dte > 1/k,, since vp < 1. Furthermore, while
dtsn can be longer (long source) or shorter (short
source) than one Hubble time H; !, one always has
k,H ! > 27, since the Hubble scale corresponds to
kuH;' = 27 and for causally generated turbulent
sources k, > kgy.

At wave numbers below 1/dtg,, the spectrum
is decorrelated from the source, leading to the
usual cubic increase with wave number: Qgw
(k/k.)? Q3,2 In?[1 + H.0tqa). For a short source sat-
isfying tg, < H;', the prefactor becomes In*[1 +
H.Othn] =~ (H.Otan)?, further suppressing the spec-
trum amplitude, as indicated in Ref. [82]. The
quadratic increase with time of Qaqw(k,t) oc 6t at
early times has also been observed in the simulations
of Ref. [59].

The spectral k dependence changes at wave
numbers k > 1/6tg,, turning into Qgw
(k/k)? Q%52 In?[1 + (k/H.)~'] in the range k €
(1/60tgn, k«). For a short source satisfying dtg, <
H:', one can approximate In?[1 + (k/H,)"'] ~
(H./k)?, such that the spectrum is nearly linear
in k € (1/8tan, ka): Qaw o (k/ke) Q% (Ha k)2
If, on the other hand, the source is long, dtg, >
H, !, the transition to the nearly linear spectrum
is smoother, preceded by the logarithmic depen-
dence Qaw o (k/k.)? Q%% In®[H./k] in the region
ke (1/5tﬁn,H*).

This spectral shape is in accordance with what
was previously found in Ref. [89] in the context of
a coherent and instantaneous GW source, of which
our approximation can be seen as a special case: we
assume in fact that the source is constant in time,
but that it turns on and off instantaneously, with a
discontinuity in time.

Note that, when vpa ~ 1 and the eddy turnover
time dt, is very short, dtg, ~ 0te ~ 1/k. and the
quick magnetic field evolution does not allow the
linear regime Qqw ~ k to form. Since we set vy <
0.4 because of nucleosynthesis constraints, the linear

increase regime is present in all the spectra output
by the simulations (cf. Sec. ITE), in agreement with
earlier numerical results [55, 59, 64—66)].

Finally, at wave numbers k 2 k., the function
pr(k/ks) changes slope, slowly transitioning from
constant to k~'1/3 at large wave numbers. As
pointed out in Ref. [89], for a coherent and discontin-
uous source the peak of the GW spectrum is deter-
mined by the behavior of pr(k/k.): in the present
case, the pri(k/k.) slope combines with the previ-
ously derived linear increase to give Qqw ~ k~8/3.

The peak kgw of the logarithmic GW en-
ergy density is located where (k/k,)3In?[1 +
(k/H) pn(k/k.) = (k/k.) (Ho/k.)? pr(k/k.) is
maximum (the approximation is justified since, as
previously mentioned, k.M, > 2r). This occurs
at kgw ~ 1.6 k., where pr(kgw/k«) ~ 0.5, as can
be computed by solving Eq. (11) numerically with
a = 2 [88]. Note that previous numerical works re-
ported a peak at kgw ~ 2k, [58, 59, 65, 66]. This
can be explained by the fact that they investigated
the linear GW energy density Eqw (k) = Qcw (k) /k,
which becomes flat: since the transition from con-
stant to k~/3 of pr(k/k.) is slow, different char-
acteristic GW wave numbers can be picked up by
different functions.

We find that the value of the GW spectrum at the
peak always scales as 9&2(7{* /k.)?. Approximating
In? [1+ (k/H.) "1 ~ (M. /k)?, one gets, in fact, from
Eq. (24),

* H* 2
Qaw (kaw, tan) =~ Ag Q3 (k ) . (25)
where the amplitude Agq is

Ag(a) =3 k;:zv jz((aoz)PH (kgjv), (26)

which gives Aq(a = 2) ~ 0.6 [88].

To summarize, the main properties of the GW
spectrum Qgw (k) derived in the approximation of a
constant source operating over a time interval Jtgy,
are the following.

e There is a nearly linear increase in the region
max(H.,1/0tgn) < k S kaw, which sharply
transitions to the causal k2 slope at k < kp, =
1/8tgy if the source is short (8tg, < Hi'). If
the source is long, the transition is smoother,
logarithmic in the region kp, < k < H,. As
we shall see, the transition toward the linear
regime in the spectrum characterizing the GW



signal from MHD can occur in the PTA fre-
quency range; notably, it can occur at Hqcp.

e The GW signal peaks at kgw ~ 1.6 k,, and
the scaling of the GW spectrum amplitude at
the peak is Qqw o Q%% (H./k.)?, regardless
of whether the source is long or short.

The first property is in agreement with what was
theoretically derived in Ref. [89] for a coherent
source with instantaneous turn on, and both prop-
erties were observed in the simulations of Refs. [59,
65, 66]. In Sec. ITE, we validate the spectral shape
of Eq. (18) and its envelope [c¢f. Eq. (24)] with a set
of dedicated simulations. We study the dynamics of
the proposed model in further detail in a separate
publication [88].

Previous semianalytical analyses of (M)HD tur-
bulence predicted different spectral shapes and scal-
ing with the parameters Qj; (or Qf in the case
of kinetic turbulence) and k.. The main differ-
ence with what is proposed here resides in the
fact that we assume a constant-in-time magnetic
stress, while previous analyses accounted for some
form of time decorrelation of the source. To give
some examples, the UETC were modeled with the
top hat ansatz in Ref. [82], providing a scaling
as Qaw o Q?(H./k.), and with the Kraich-
nan random sweeping model in Ref. [90], provid-
ing a scaling as Qaw o< Q%%%(H./k.)2 The
typical scaling of GW production by sound waves,
Qaw x K2(H./k)?/(VK + H./k.), where K de-
notes the normalized kinetic energy, cannot be re-
produced by our model either, as it is typical of
a stationary, decorrelating source [91, 92]. An
heuristic model inspired by this scaling was adopted
in Ref. [93], providing for turbulence the scaling
Qcow x Q’I"<3/2(H*/k*) for a long source and Qgw
Q5 (H./ks)? for a short source.

At t > tgy,, the source stops operating and the GW
energy density only decreases due to the expansion
of the Universe. The GW energy density today, nor-
malized to the critical energy density today, becomes

20 Afin 4 Hﬁn 2
h QGW (k’) = h o ng(k‘,tﬁn)

ao

1
10\ 3
23.5X10_5ﬂgw(1€,tﬁn)<gﬁ> , o (27)

where the factor (ag,/ap)* gives the ratio between
the GW energy density at tg, and today and
(Hgn/Hyp)? is the ratio between the critical energy

densities, being Hy = 100 hkm s~ Mpc™! the Hub-
ble rate today with h ~ 0.68 [94]. The prefactor in
Eq. (27) is computed using [95]

%
ain _ To <gO> ’ (28)

Qg Tﬁn Jfin

473G 1
Hiin =\| =35 9t Liin: (29)

where we take the entropic degrees of freedom and
temperature today to be g9y = 3.91 and Ty =
2.755 K, respectively. The gravitational and reduced
Planck constants are G = 2.76 x 107 J's and
h =1.05x10734 Js, respectively. At the QCD phase
transition T, ~ 100 MeV, we take the entropic and
relativistic degrees of freedom to be equal with value
Jfin ~ g« ~ 10 [95].

2. Analysis of NANOGrav results with the analytical
GW spectrum model

A thorough comparison of the MHD GW signal
with the common noise reported by NANOGrav [16],
PPTA [17], EPTA [18], and IPTA [19] is performed
in Sec. I11, after we present the results of simulations
in Sec. ITE. In this subsection, we redo the analysis
of Ref. [54], in order to show how it changes with the
more accurate model of the SGWB spectrum given
in Eq. (24).

Note that Eq. (24) corresponds to the envelope of
the SGWB spectrum: indeed, the SGWB in Eq. (18)
is rapidly oscillating. In principle, time averages ap-
propriate to the specific GW observatory and its de-
tection strategy should be performed, but here and
in Sec. II1, for simplicity, we are comparing the PTA
data with the SGWB envelope. This procedure is
conservative.

In Ref. [54], the analysis was simplified setting a
reference amplitude for the NANOGrav observation
of thg’\fN =10"% at fy; = 3 x 1078 Hz and compar-
ing it with an order-of-magnitude estimate of the
GW signal from MHD turbulence, obtained by tak-
ing Qaw ~ Q%% (H.l.)? for the GW energy density
at the peak frequency faw ~ 2/l,. In Sec. IID1,
we have demonstrated that a more careful analy-
sis of the GW signal, which we validate with the
simulations in Sec. IIE, leads instead to Qagw =~
Agqy QK/IQ(’H*Z*)2 with Ag = AQ/(27T)2 ~ 1.5%x 102
[¢f. Eq. (25)], and fow = 2B/l with B ~ 0.8 (cor-
responding to kgw ~ 1.6 k).



Using Egs. (25) and (27), one finds the amplitude
of the GW signal at the peak at present time, for a
signal produced at the QCD phase transition epoch:

P2 Q% w (kaw) ~ 3.5 x 1075
1
10\ 3
X Agr Qi (Haly)? <> . (30)

*

If we take the characteristic scale to be the largest
processed eddies of the magnetic field H, L] pp =

\/ 2%, as we assumed in Ref. [54], we get

W2 (kew) | pg ~ 5.3 x 107°
10\ 3
« Agy 9;43(0) RNES
9=

Furthermore, the peak of the GW spectrum at
kaw = 1.6k, = 2Bk, translates at present time
into the peak frequency

B
~ 294 x 1078

Ly
B T. [(g.\°
“ ol IOOMeV(l()) Hz,  (32)

fow =

where we have used the characteristic Hubble fre-
quency

1

_L (9*> ‘M. (33)

L~ 1.12x 1078
& <107 To0nev \ 10

For the largest processed eddies,

faw|ipg ~ 1.8 x 1078

1
B T. g\ ¢
2 () (3
Vo 100MeV(10) (34

According to the model of Sec. IID 1, h2Q%\ o f
at frequencies f < faw. To reproduce the estimate
of Ref. [54], we fix the magnetic characteristic scale
to the largest processed eddies and adopt the afore-
mentioned reference amplitude and frequency of the
NANOGrav observation to compute the amplitude
of the magnetic field that could account for it:

) o ne9_ fowlipr
h QGW(kGW)‘LPE ~ 10 3x 10-8 Hz’

53 x 107°Aq Q5 ~ 6.1 x 10710 B Qf, /2,
Ok ~ 0.04(B/Ag)?™ ~ 0.12. (35)
In Ref. [54], this was estimated to be Qf; = 0.03,

setting B = Ao/ = 1 and using va = /205, . Us-
ing the most accurate GW signal model developed

in Sec. IID 1, it turns out that one needs a higher
magnetic field amplitude to explain the NANOGrav
observation at the largest processed eddies scale and
for T, = 100 MeV. The value in Eq. (35) exceeds
the nucleosynthesis bound [84-86]: we confirm this
finding in Sec. III; c¢f. Fig. 5. We will find that one
needs to consider smaller T, or characteristic scales
l. < li|.pg, to have a signal compatible with PTA
observations.

E. GW spectrum from MHD simulations

In this section, we present the MHD simulations
we have performed, which are listed in Table I with
their characteristics. We use the PENCIL CODE [57]
to evolve the magnetic field via Egs. (2)—(4) and
compute the SGWB spectrum sourced by the mag-
netic field via Eq. (13), following the methodology”
of Refs. [58, 59]. We do so for a range of parameters
Qf; and k., to accurately study the resulting GW
spectra and compare them with the prediction of
the model derived in Sec. IID under the assumption
of constant magnetic stresses. The simulations are
initiated with a fully developed stochastic and non-
helical magnetic field according to Eqgs. (5)—(7), and
zero initial velocity field. The magnetic field later
decays following the turbulent MHD description.

Guided by the findings of Sec. I D and of Ref. [54],
in runs A-D we have chosen for initial conditions a
characteristic scale k,H I near the Hubble horizon
27, and total magnetic energy density around 10%
the total radiation energy density at the time of gen-
eration QF; ~ 0.1. These runs have eddy turnover
times in the range H.dt. € (0.17,0.4). The evolu-
tion of the magnetic field is expected to play a role at
wave numbers below the peak of the GW spectrum,
since vy ~ 0.4; cf. Sec. IID. To check the validity
of the model developed in Sec. IID also in the limit
of large dt., we have included runs E, which feature
a smaller value of Qf; ~ 1072 and a characteristic
wave number k., again close to the Hubble horizon
27nH., corresponding to an eddy turnover time of
14H L

The simulations in the present work use a peri-
odic cubic domain of comoving size H.L with a dis-
cretization of n® mesh points (see Table I), such that

7 In particular, we use the methodology described in Sec. 2.6
of Ref. [58], which is denoted there as approach II.
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Run Q3 koHIY Hadte Hadtpn QEP(kaw) [Q8%/Q232(kaw) n Mol Hitona Han
Al [9.6x1072 15 0.176 0.60 2.1 x107° 1.357 768 67 9 1077
A2 - - - - - - 768 127 9 107°
B |1.0x107! 11 0233 060 4.0x107° 1.250 768 61 8 1076
Cl [99%x1072 83 0311 0.75 5.6x107° 1.249 768 67 8 107°
C2 B - - - - - 768 120 10 1077
D1 |1.1x 107! 7 0.354 0.86 1.1x1078 1.304 768 6w 5 1077
D2 - - - - - - 768 127 9 1077
El |8.1x107% 6.5 1.398 290 5.5x 10" 1.184 512 4m 8 1077
E2 - - - - - - 512 10w 18 10~ 7
E3 - - - - - - 512 20w 61 1077
E4 - - - - - - 512 30w 114 1077
E5 B - - B - - 512 60w 234 1077

TABLE I. Summary of runs.

the smallest wave number computed is kg = 27/L.
We have chosen L and n such that the resulting dy-
namical range above the spectral peak (at k > kgw)
allows an accurate prediction of the dynamical evo-
lution of the velocity and magnetic fields. At the
same time, since we are particularly interested in
the GW spectral region around H,. and below, we
need to use domains of size H.L > 27 (see Table I).
Following Ref. [59], we fix the viscosities v = n and
choose them to be as small as possible (see Table I),
in order to appropriately resolve the inertial range
[67]. The numerical values of the viscosities are still
much larger than their physical values at the QCD
epoch,® which would require a much larger resolu-
tion. We are anyway able to properly resolve the in-
teresting part of the inertial range, which is closest
to the peak (very high frequencies are of little obser-
vational interest since the GW amplitude at those
frequencies is several orders of magnitude smaller).

The GW spectra resulting from the simulations
are shown in Fig. 1, together with the analytical
solution obtained at tg, [¢f. Eq. (18)] and its en-
velope [¢f. Eq. (24)]. As observed in previous sim-
ulations (see, e.g., Refs. [59, 66]) and explained in
Sec. IID, we confirm that the & modes of the GW
spectra initially grow in time as 62 and, after a time
5t ~ 1/k, they start to oscillate around a stationary

8 At the QCD scale Ty ~ 100 MeV, we can use Eq. (1.11)
of Ref. [96], adapted in Eq. (19) of Ref. [97], to get
1~ 4 x 107%(T% /100 MeV)~1 cm? s~!, which corresponds
to Han ~ 2.91 x 10723(T, /100 MeV) (g« /10)1/2 in our nor-
malized units [59].

value. To plot the GW spectra in Fig. 1, we choose
the maximal amplitude of such oscillations for each
wave number, since we are interested in the enve-
lope of the oscillations. In previous simulations, the
low wave number regime was not captured, due to
the size of the domains [55, 59, 66]. Here, we have
increased the size of the domain and we have run
the simulations for long times (see Table I, where
tena denotes the end of the simulations), such that
even the smallest wave numbers of the box reach the
oscillatory regime. Since teng > Otgn 2 Ote, in the
GW spectra of Fig. 1, we observe both the causal
k3 slope, expected at k < ky, = 1/8tgy, following
the model of constant magnetic stresses presented
in Sec. IID 1, and the transition toward the regime
that is linear in k, expected at max(H.,1/0ta,) <
k < kgw. The latter was also observed in previous
numerical simulations [55, 59, 64-66].

In order to investigate the spectrum at the small-
est wave numbers, we have performed several runs
with the same parameters k, and 3, but with
different sizes of the cubic domain: respectively,
runs Al and A2, Cl1 and C2, D1 and D2, and
runs E1-E5. Runs Al, B1, C1, and D1 have a res-
olution of 7682 mesh points and a size H.L = 6,
which corresponds to koH;! = 1/3 and a Nyquist
wave number of knyH; ! = 126. For runs A, C, and
D, we have performed a second set of runs, with the
same initial conditions but domains doubling the size
of A1, C1, and D1, so that the smallest wave num-
ber is koH, ' = 1/6. We reconstruct the final GW
spectrum by combining the results of the multiple
simulations. This allows us to compute more dis-
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FIG. 1.  Simulated GW spectra h*Q&w (k) of runs A-E (dots) compared to the analytical model developed in

Sec. II D assuming constant magnetic stresses: Eq. (18) at tg, (thin gray lines) and its envelope Eq. (24) (dot-dashed
black lines). The maximal values over one oscillation of the numerical outputs at each wave number are shown in
different colors for runs with different domain sizes, and are combined to show the GW spectra from subhorizon scales
up to the scales where the inertial range is developed. Runs A1-E1 (blue dots) are computing the smallest scales
resolved, up to a Nyquist wave number of k:Ny?-[:1 = 126. The spectra are shown in terms of k#; ' and compensated
by (g«/ 10)7%, such that they can be scaled to the specific value of the comoving Hubble rate at the time of generation

H. and to different values of g..

cretized modes of the GW spectra in different wave
number ranges. From Fig. 1, one appreciates that
we can accurately reproduce the break from k3 to
kL.

Runs E have the largest eddy turnover time;
hence, the k3 regime is expected to occur at smaller

wave numbers. We have then performed four addi-
tional runs, with the largest domain (E5) being 15
times larger than the initial one (E1), correspond-
ing to koH;! = 1/30. Runs E have H,dtg, > 1:
the transition from the k2 to the k' regimes should
therefore be smoother, according to the constant



stress model, and develop a logarithmic dependence
in the region 1/dts, < k < H.. Indeed, the GW
spectrum follows the curve predicted by the analyt-
ical model, i.e., k*In*(1 + H./k), and the transition
of this curve toward the k3 regime occurs around the
wave number ky, H; ! = (H.0ta,) ! ~0.3.

F. Fit of the analytical to the numerical GW
spectra

Figure 1 shows that the analytical model based
on the assumption of constant anisotropic stresses
over the time interval dtg, accounts for most of
the SGWB spectral features: the slopes [including
the k%1In®(1 + H./k) increase characteristic of the
constant source], the positions at which the slopes
change, and the total amplitude. In addition, it
predicts accurately the early time evolution of the
spectra, starting with an initial phase of growth,
proportional to dt? and a subsequent oscillatory pe-
riod, settling in after a time 0t ~ 1/k. However,
the analytical model does not provide a value for
Otgin, which is related to the validity of the constant-
in-time magnetic stress approximation, and, hence,
on the dynamical decay of the turbulent magnetic
field, characterized by the eddy turnover time &t,.
Additionally, the numerical spectra have a smoother
transition from &3 toward the &3 In?(14%, /k) curve
than the piecewise envelope given in Eq. (24), lead-
ing to larger values of the numerical GW amplitudes
at the peak kgw. This is likely due to the fact that
the source decays smoothly in time, instead of shut-
ting down abruptly as we assume in the constant
model.

Since the MHD turbulent decay occurs on a typi-
cal timescale of the order of the eddy turnover time,
we expect the source duration parameter dtg, to be
related to t.. The specific values of §tg, used in the
envelopes shown in Fig. 1 (see Table I) have been ex-
tracted by fitting the analytical solution to the nu-
merical spectra output from each simulation in the
k3 range. In Fig. 2 (upper panel), we show dtg, in-
ferred from the simulations vs dt, and fit the linear
relation

Sthn = 0.184H,  + 1.937 5t.. (36)

Note that, in the limit dt, — 0, this fit yields a
finite dtgn, which is unphysical. Furthermore, we
only have one simulated point in the region of large
dte. Equation (36) is therefore a tentative fit and
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FIG. 2. Upper Panel: the points represent the eddy

turnover times of the simulations dt. and the correspond-
ing values of §tg, obtained by fitting the break into k3
(occurring at 1/dtan according to the analytical model).
The dashed line represents the fit of Eq. (36). Mid-
dle panel: the points represent the ratio G between the
numerical and the analytical SGWB amplitudes at the
peak. The dashed line represents the fit of Eq. (37).
Bottom panel: the SGWBs computed with the analyti-
cal model given in Eq. (24) (dot-dashed lines), and from
the adjusted model given in Eq. (38) (solid lines), are
compared to the results of the MHD simulations (colored
points). The compensated model uses the empirical fits
shown in the upper and middle panels.

should not be extrapolated outside the range of dt,
validated by the simulations.

The discrepancy between the amplitude of the nu-
merical and analytical GW spectra at the peak (see



Table I) is expected to decrease as the eddy turnover
time increases, since the decay is slower and the as-
sumption of a constant source is appropriate for a
larger range of wave numbers. In the middle panel
of Fig. 2, we show the ratio between Q& (kaw)
and QY (kew) [¢f. Eq. (25)], which is decreasing,
as expected, together with the following fit:

_ Q8w (kaw)
Qaw (kaw)

g = 1.317 — 0.097 H.6te.  (37)

Altogether, the SGWB spectrum for given initial
parameters k, and €}, can be obtained from the an-
alytical model relying on constant stresses developed
in Sec. IID 1 and, in particular, from Eq. (24), fix-
ing dtg, via the empirical linear fit of Eq. (36), with
the caveat, however, that this relation has only been
validated in the range tested with the simulations.

Additionally, one can compensate the second
branch of the envelope in Eq. (24), i.e., the regime
1/0tsn < k S kagw proportional to In*[1 4 (H. /k)],
by the factor G given by the empirical fit of Eq. (37).
This compensated model of the envelope of the GW
spectrum at tg, reads

EN° 2 Cle) k
Q Eotan) =3[ — ) Q5 ——% o
aw (K, thin) (k*> M 2y Pl
In®[1 + H.6t 6] if k < kpoP, (38)
GIn®[1 4 (k/H.)~Y if k > ko™,
where the specific position of the compensated break
kpo™P is moved from 1/dtg, to

—1
L T [(1 FHS)YY — 1], (39)

to ensure continuity in the envelope function after
compensating one of the branches by G. The en-
velopes of the GW spectra are shown in Fig. 2 (bot-
tom panel), both with and without compensating by
G, together with the output of the simulations listed
in Table I.

Whether to use the compensated model Eq. (38)
or directly Eq. (24) depends on the particular sit-
uation. It can be appreciated from Fig. 2 that
the uncompensated model fits the numerical simu-
lations better in the region below the spectral peak
(k < kgw), but it underpredicts the amplitude at
the peak; while the compensated one fits the peak
but overpredicts the spectra at smaller wave num-
bers. Hence, the choice between one or the other
model depends on which range of wave numbers one
prioritizes to reproduce with the highest accuracy.

13
III. COMPARISON WITH PTA RESULTS

In this section, we adopt the analytical model de-
veloped in Sec. IID and validated in Sec. ITE with
MHD simulations and compare the resulting SGWB
with the observations reported by the PTA collab-
orations [16—19], thereby inferring the range of pa-
rameters T, k., and §3;, which could account for
the PTA results. We remind that we consider a
nonhelical magnetic field and assume that the GW
production starts once the magnetic field has a fully
developed turbulent spectrum.

A. PTA results

The three PTA collaborations NANOGrav,
PPTA, and EPTA, and the IPTA Collaboration,
have independently constrained the amplitude Acp
of a red common process (CP) to several pulsars by
fitting the power spectral density S(f) to a single
power law (PL) of slope —v, as [16-19]

A2 -
s-1% (L) & @)

or to a broken PL as

A2 -
S =Tz (ff>

1 RY
A
(L)

with fpend = 1.035 x 1078 Hz and = 0.1. The
reference frequency corresponds to 1 yr, fy, o~ 3.17 x
108 Hz.

The CP reported by NANOGrav, PPTA, EPTA,
and IPTA, characterized by the amplitude Acp and
the slope v, does not show enough statistical signifi-
cance toward a quadrupolar correlation over pulsars,
following the Hellings-Downs curve, to be ascribed
to a SGWB [16-20]. Interpreting the CP as an ac-
tual GW signal, the characteristic strain h(f) of the
corresponding single-PL SGWB would be

X

3=y

12728(f) f3 = Acp (f) o . (42)
Jye

and the SGWB spectrum Q2 (f), defined in
Egs. (15) and (27), would be

W () = Oy <ff)ﬂ , (13)



with
272 9 49
le. = 73H3 fyI‘ACP7 B = 5 - . (44)

Analogously, the GW spectrum for the broken PL
would be

0 3 7\
Qw(h) = 3~
K(5—0)

Lt (fbfnd)i] R

In Fig. 3 (upper panel), we reproduce the lo
and 20 contours of the amplitude €y, as a func-
tion of slope S reported by NANOGrav using both
the single- and broken-PL fits [16], and by PPTA
[17], EPTA [18], and IPTA [19] using the single-PL
fit. The PTA collaborations present their data in
terms of Fourier components of the timing spectrum
of the CP. The frequency of the first Fourier mode
corresponds to the inverse total observation time,
respectively 12.5, 15, 24, and 31 yr for NANOGrav,
PPTA, EPTA, and IPTA. From this frequency, up to
f ~1.25 x 10~® Hz, the NANOGrav, PPTA, EPTA,
and IPTA analyses include, respectively, the first
five, six, eight, and ten Fourier modes. At higher
frequencies, the Fourier modes have bigger uncer-
tainty and the presence of a PL behavior is less clear
[16-19]. As can be appreciated in Fig. 3, the poste-
rior SGWB amplitude and slope of the NANOGrav
dataset differ, depending on whether one fits a single
PL to the whole dataset or a broken PL turning to
flat noise (8 = 5) at high frequencies f 2 foenq. This
behavior is not observed in the PPTA, EPTA, and
IPTA analyses. We therefore consider both the sin-
gle and broken PL for the NANOGrav result, while
we only keep the single PL for PPTA, EPTA, and
IPTA.

The part of the MHD-produced SGWB spectrum
compatible with the PTA constraints on the spec-
tral slope is the subinertial range below the spectral
peak, where 8 € (1,3) according to Eq. (24) and
the numerical results (¢f. Fig. 1). The inertial range
slope f = —8/3 corresponds to v = 23/3, which is
too steep compared to the slopes reported by the
PTA collaborations (c¢f. Fig. 3). The peak wave
number, separating the subinertial and inertial parts
of the spectrum, must satisfy kqw > k. > 2aH, by

X

NANOGray single PL

NANOGrav broken PL

[ g

1077

FIG. 3. Upper panel: 1o and 20 contours of the ampli-
tude h%Qy, vs slope B [cf. Egs. (43) and (45)] derived
from the NANOGrav dataset for both the broken-PL
(blue) and single-PL (green) fits and from the PPTA
(red), EPTA (purple), and IPTA (black) datasets for
the single-PL fit [16-19]. The gray shaded area shows
the slopes 8 € (1,3) characteristic of the SGWB pro-
duced by primordial MHD turbulence below the spec-
tral peak; cf. Sec. IID 1. Lower panel: shaded regions:
range of the SGWB spectra h?Q&w (f) of Egs. (43) and
(45), corresponding to the 20 contours given in the up-
per panel. The vertical line shows the reference fre-
quency fyr. Dashed lines: 20 maximum amplitude at
each frequency—such that larger amplitudes are, in prin-
ciple, excluded by the PTA observations.

causality. Using the relation

fow ~ 1.12 x 1078

1
kaw T, gx\ ©
I (%) 'y 1
" 97, 100 MeV (10 2, (49)

and the value of the GW peak position kqw =~
1.6 k., derived in Sec. IID1, this translates into
frequencies today fow 2 1.8 x 1078 Hz, for tem-
peratures around the QCD scale. The subinertial
range is therefore expected to cover the region of
highest quality PTA data (extending up to f ~



1.25 x 1078 Hz), supporting the hypothesis that the
latter are compatible with the GW signal from MHD
turbulence present at the QCD scale. At lower tem-
peratures T, < 70 MeV, however, faw decreases be-
low f ~ 1.25 x 10~® Hz. Moreover, at T}, < 5MeV,
the subinertial range exits completely the frequency
range of the IPTA dataset if k. = 27H. (IPTA
represents the lowest frequencies probed by PTA—
cf. Fig. 3).

For the range of initial parameters k, and Qf; that
fit the PTA observations, the break of the spectrum
from the f2 to the f! slope occurs in the PTA fre-
quency band; in particular, one can roughly estimate
that 107°Hz < fir S 4- 1072 Hz for temperatures
of the order of 100 MeV. The lowest bound in the
above equation is obtained from the values of the
magnetic field parameters that maximize the source
duration, since kby,min = 1/0tfin,max. Following rela-

tion (36), and given dt, = (k* \/%Qil’(/l) -1

, one needs
to insert the minimal values of both &, and Qf;. The
former corresponds to the horizon scale k, = 27 H.,,
while the latter can be roughly estimated imposing
that the SGWB peak given in Eq. (25), and evolved
till today with Eq. (27), is in the middle of the
allowed region, say Q%yw = 510719 (¢f. Fig. 3).
This leads to 3, 2 0.03. From the two condi-
tions together, one then finds H.0tan max =~ 1.6, i.e.,
kbr,minHy I ~ 0.6, which gets translated into fre-
quency today via Eq. (46). Conversely, the upper
bound of fi, can be estimated from the maximal al-
lowed value Qy; = 0.1 and the maximal k.. The
latter can again be estimated thanks to Eq. (25)
repeating the same argument as above, leading to
ke S 6mH,. From these values, one finds then
HOtfin min = 0.4, i€, kbr maxHy b~ 2.2.

When better quality data will be available, the
presence of the break might become important to
constrain the origin of the SGWB; c¢f. the discus-
sion in Secs. III B and IV. Moreover, since the max-
imal source duration is close to the Hubble time
H.6tan max = 1.6, we expect the transition to occur
rather sharply, i.e., without an extended logarithmic
transition typical of long sources.

B. Constraints on nonhelical magnetic fields
using the PTA results

In this section, we use the 20 PTA contours of the
amplitude and spectral slope of the CP (¢f. Fig. 3) to
identify the regions in the parameter space of the pri-
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mordial magnetic field (k., 23;) leading to a GW sig-
nal compatible with the PTA observations, for fixed
T.. We limit the magnetic field characteristic wave
number to be larger than the horizon k, > 277H,
and its maximum amplitude to be below 10%, i.e.,
Q% < 0.1, according to Refs. [84-86].

For a fixed T, varying the parameters (k., %),
we construct the corresponding SGWBs using the
analytical model of Eq. (24) and setting dtg, to the
empirical fit of Eq. (36), validated by the numerical
simulations. Note that we are not compensating by
the factor G as in Eq. (38) [¢f. also Eq. (37)], since
we are interested in fitting the SGWB spectrum
at frequencies below the peak: as demonstrated in
Sec. IIT A, only the subinertial part of the GW spec-
trum is expected to be in the frequency region where
the PTA data could be compatible with a nonzero
signal.

For each SGWB so constructed, we compute its
slope at each frequency in a subset of the frequency
range of the PTA observations. The subset is de-
fined as follows: for the single-PL fit, we choose a
range spanning from the first Fourier mode up to
f ~ 1.25 x 1078 Hz, thereby excluding the high-
est frequencies at which the PTA results have large
uncertainties (¢f. Sec. IITA); for the broken-PL fit
of NANOGrav, we further restrict the range to the
maximal frequency f ~ 9 x 1079 Hz, excluding the
part transitioning to the flat power spectral density
with 8 =5 (¢f. Fig. 3).

To compute the slope of the SGWB given in
Eq. (24), we simplify the frequency dependence of
b as

_ ) (f21)° for f <2f.,
pH(f/f*) - { (f/2f*)711/3 for f > 2]0*,

while, in general, it is computed numerically using
Eq. (11). The resulting SGWB slope is

o OO()
Oln f
3 if f<1/(2mwdtan),
3 2s(f/H.) if 1/ (2mbten) < f < 2/, (48)

—5 —2s(f/H.) if f >2f.,

where the function s gives the slope of the logarith-

(47)

mic term appearing in Eq. (24),

1dIn(In®[1 + 1/(272)])
T 9 dlnz

= {(1 + 2mz)|In(1 + 1/(2m)|] _1, (49)

s(z) =



and takes values between 0 and 1 in the low and
high f regimes, respectively, yielding the slopes of
the SGWB presented in Sec. IID.

Via Egs. (43) and (45), one can calculate the range
of SGWB amplitudes allowed at 20 by the PTA ob-
servations, for a specific slope and frequency, given
as a range of Qy, (cf. Fig. 3). For a fixed T, we con-
sider that a point in the parameter space (k., Q) is
compatible with the results reported by one of the
PTA collaborations if it provides a SGWB spectrum
with amplitude lying within the PTA 20 bounds cor-
responding to its slope at, at least, one of the fre-
quencies in the chosen PTA frequency subset. Note
that the amplitudes reported by the PTA collabo-
rations assume that the GW signal follows a PL,
while we expect the subinertial range of the SGWB
produced by MHD turbulence to present a spec-
tral shape characterized by two different regimes:
one being a PL proportional to f3 and the other
one being approximately a PL proportional to f!
(¢f. Sec. IID). Hence, our approach is conservative
and does not rule out SGWBs that present the break
from f3 to f' within the PTA range of frequen-
cies, which has not been included in the reported
analyses by the PTA collaborations. We also al-
low, in our analysis, the break from f! to f=3/3 to
occur within the PTA range. The additional conse-
quences of a broken-PL. SGWB in cosmology, consis-
tent with NANOGrav observations, have been stud-
ied in Ref. [98].

In Fig. 4, we show the curves delimiting the al-
lowed regions in which any SGWB compatible with
the PTA observations must lie, obtained using the
values of (k., 2y;) derived as described above. To be
compatible with the results of a given PTA collabo-
ration, each MHD-produced SGWB must lie within
the region delimited by the dashed and solid lines
corresponding to that collaboration (i.e., purple lines
for EPTA, red for PPTA, and so on). We display
the results for energy scales close to the QCD phase
transition, e.g., T, = 150MeV and g, = 15 in the
upper panel and T, = 100 MeV and g. = 10 in the
lower panel.

If T, = 150 MeV, the upper boundary of the al-
lowed region is the same for all PTA data; hence, the
solid lines superimpose. This roughly corresponds to
the point in parameter space (k. = 27H., Q3 = 0.1)
(though these values can vary slightly with fre-
quency). The lower boundary of the allowed re-

gion is instead different for each dataset consid-
ered: NANOGrav with both single and broken PLs,
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FIG. 4. For T, = 150MeV and g. = 15 in the upper
panel, and 7. = 100MeV and g. = 10 in the lower
panel, we show the upper boundary (solid lines) and
the lower boundary (dashed lines) of the regions com-
patible with the PTA data at 20. To be compatible
with NANOGrav with broken PL, each SGWB spectrum
must lie in the region within the blue solid and dashed
lines; with NANOGrav with single PL, within the green
solid and dashed lines; with PPTA, within the red solid
and dashed lines; with EPTA, within the purple solid
and dashed lines; with IPTA, within the black solid and
dashed lines. The shaded areas correspond to the range
of allowed values h2Q2w (f) of Egs. (43) and (45), re-
stricted to the range of slopes of interest for a MHD-
produced SGWB, ie., 8 € (1,3). The magnetic field
characteristic scale is bound to k. > 27H. and the mag-
netic energy densities to Qy; < 0.1. The vertical lines
show the upper bound of the PTA frequency subset to
which we restrain the analysis: f ~ 1.25x10~® Hz for the
single-PL cases (dot-dashed line) and f ~ 9 x 107 Hz
for the NANOGrav broken-PL case (dashed line).

PPTA, EPTA, and IPTA. If T, = 100 MeV, the re-
gion allowed by the NANOGrav single-PL fit cor-
responds to €23, slightly smaller than 0.1 and k.
slightly larger than the horizon scale. Note that,
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FIG. 5. For different values of T\ € (2,200) MeV, we show the allowed regions in the (k.,Qy;) parameter space,
derived as described in the main text from the 20 results of NANOGrav using the broken-PL (blue) and single-PL
(green) fits and from the 20 results of EPTA (purple), PPTA (red), and IPTA (black) using the single-PL fits. The
vertical and horizontal dot-dashed lines show the physical limits k. > 27H. and Q3; < 0.1, respectively: the allowed
parameter region lies within the rectangle. The wave number of the largest processed eddies k| pg is also shown

(dot-dashed diagonal line).

in general, the NANOGrav single-PL case is more
constraining in terms of (k.,2y;) values, since the
minimum slope allowed at 20 is § = 1.25 (¢f. Fig. 3),
while the other cases allow slopes down to 5 = 1.

The range of parameters (k., {25;) compatible with
the data of the PTA collaborations at 20 are shown
in Fig. 5 for temperature scales ranging from 2 to

200 MeV. At temperatures below 1MeV, the PTA
results cannot be accounted for by a GW signal pro-
duced by MHD turbulence, in the limit Qf; < 0.1.
For 100MeV < T, < 200MeV, the magnetic field
parameters are strongly constrained: its character-
istic wave number k, must be close to the horizon,
and its amplitude must be close to the upper bound
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FIG. 6. Range of frequencies at which the f3 to f! break
Sor occurs, for the parameters (k., y;) compatible with
the results of each of the PTA collaborations, for differ-
ent T (¢f. Fig. 5), in the limit Qf; < 0.1. The horizontal
dot-dashed lines correspond to the computed values of
T..

Q3; < 0.1. Smaller characteristic scales and am-
plitudes are allowed as T, decreases. For tempera-
tures below 20 MeV, the point in parameter space
(ks = 20H., 23y = 0.1) is no longer compatible with
the data, which prefer magnetic fields with smaller
characteristic scales but higher amplitudes, until the
latter exceed again their upper bound for tempera-
tures smaller than 1 MeV.

In particular, setting the largest processed ed-
dies as the characteristic scale of the magnetic field,

Llppg He = /59, the resulting SGWB is only
compatible with the PTA observations at low tem-
peratures T € (2,50) MeV when we limit 5, < 0.1.

From the allowed parameter regions (k.,€3;) at
each T, one can predict at which frequencies the
break from f3 to f! occurs. While a rough estimate
of the break frequency was given in Sec. IIT A for
T, = 100 MeV, we show in Fig. 6 the results of this
more refined analysis. It can be appreciated that
the smaller the temperature of the phase transition,
the smaller the break frequency. Consequently, if
this break will be identified in future PTA data, it
will help elucidating the SGWB origin: as for the
spectral peak faw, we find that fi, is connected to
the energy scale of the SGWB generating process.
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C. Constraints on the magnetic field
amplitude and characteristic scale today

The analysis performed in Sec. III B allowed us to
constrain the magnetic field amplitude €23; and char-
acteristic scale k, at several fixed temperature values
T,. In this section, we derive the constraints on the
comoving magnetic field strength B, and character-
istic length [, compatible with the PTA results. We
then compare them with other constraints on pri-
mordial magnetic fields, in particular at recombina-
tion. The results are shown in Fig. 7.

To begin with, we transform the constraints on

A1 to constraints on the comoving magnetic field
root mean square amplitude B, = \/(B?):

2
G x
B* = \/251?/[/140 (a,o)

1
6

~ 3.87 /%, (i]o) uG, (50)
where & = Q3 &y, the factor (a./ag)? accounts
for the fact that the magnetic field is comoving,
and we have recovered ¢ = 3 x 108m/s = 9.72 x
10715 Mpc/s and o = 407 G2 (J/m?)~1, otherwise
set to ¢ = pg = 1, since in this section we want to
express B, in Gauss (G) and [, in parsecs. Conse-
quently, £* 4 = 72g.T2/(30(hc)?) [95]. The charac-
teristic comoving length scale [, can be expressed in
parsecs using Eq. (33):

1
27 H, 100MeV (g, \ ¢

The region of B, and [, values allowed by the
PTA results is shown in Fig. 7, and it is lim-
ited by T, € (1,200)MeV, I, € (0.4,20) pc, and
B, € (0.5,1.2) uG, when we consider the nucleosyn-
thesis constraint Qf; < 0.1, which gives B, < 1.2uG
(g*/10)*é. If we allow® 0.1 < O3y < 1, then the re-
gion extends to B, € (0.5,3.8) uG, I, € (0.1,20) pc,
and T}, € (0.2,350) MeV.

Figure 7 also shows the region in parameter space
(B, 1) that could be probed by the Laser Inter-
ferometer Space Antenna (LISA). We have obtained

9 In this subsection, we extend our analysis up to Q4 < 1,
allowing a larger range of values of Tx. Note, however, that
values 5, 2 0.1 require a relativistic MHD description and
therefore the SGWB derived in Secs. IID and IIE might
be modified.
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FIG. 7. Region in the magnetic field parameter space, given by its comoving amplitude B and characteristic scale
I, compatible with the observations of the different PTA collaborations: in blue, NANOGrav with broken PL; in
green, NANOGrav with single PL; in red, PPTA; in purple, EPTA; in black, IPTA. The parameter space region
accessible to LISA is shown in light blue. The horizontal dot-dashed lines show the bounds Q3; < 1, and Q3 < 0.1
from nucleosynthesis [84-86]. The black dot-dashed diagonal lines show i) the magnetic field amplitude when the
characteristic scale corresponds to the largest processed eddies at the QCD phase transition l«|;pg [¢f. Eq. (52)];
it) the magnetic field amplitude reached at recombination [cf. Eq. (53)]. The dot-dashed red and brown lines show
the evolutionary paths of the extremities of the parameter space region compatible with the PTA results up to
recombination, following compressible (red) and incompressible (brown) MHD free decay. The solid red and brown
lines indicate the evolutionary paths of an initial field with k. = 27H, and Qf; = 0.1 at 7% = 100 MeV and g, = 10
(right red dot) and at T, = 150 MeV and g. = 15 (left red dot). The green line indicates the upper limit B < 0.1 nG,
and the range Brec € (0.013,0.1) nG, proposed to alleviate the Hubble tension, both derived in Ref. [62] from CMB
constraints on the baryon clumping. The black solid diagonal lines show the Fermi Large Area Telescope (LAT) lower
bound on the intergalactic magnetic field from timing of the blazar signal (darker gray area) and from the search of
extended emission (lighter gray area) [2]. The blue line shows the expected sensitivity of CTA [63]. At larger scales,
the upper bound from Faraday rotation (FR) is shown [99], and the blue shaded region indicates the observations
of UHECR from the Perseus-Pisces supercluster [100, 101]. Note that the latter constraints refer to present time
magnetic field strength and characteristic scale, and they have been cut to avoid intersecting the evolutionary paths
from the QCD phase transition up to recombination in the plot, for clarity.

it via a similar analysis to that of Sec. III B, using 0.1. If we allow 0.1 < Qf; < 1, then the range
the model developed in Sec. IID 1, and considering  of temperatures compatible with LISA extends to
the PL sensitivity of LISA for a threshold signal- T, € (5GeV,5000TeV) and the primordial magnetic

to-noise ratio of 10 and 4 yr of mission duration
[102, 103]. LISA could probe the SGWB from pri-
mordial magnetic fields with amplitudes in the range
B, € (0.08,0.8) uG and characteristic scales in the
range [, € (2.6 x 1078, 8 x 107%) pc, with a range of
temperatures T, € (50 GeV, 2000 TeV) when Qf; <

field parameters to I, € (107%,2.6 x 1073) pc and
B, € (0.08,2.5) uG.

Along with the GW production, the primordial
magnetic field evolves following the MHD turbulent
free decay. For nonhelical fields, the direct cascade
leads to the scaling B o [~%/2 for incompressible



turbulence and B o [73/2 for compressible turbu-
lence [3, 104]. Furthermore, the turbulent evolu-
tion is expected to drive the magnetic characteristic
scale to the one of the largest processed eddies [104],

Lilppg He = ,/%QK/I. The magnetic field amplitude
at this scale can be obtained combining Egs. (50)

and (51):

L. T.
Bilipg ~ 3.6 e

__* . 2
Tpc 100Mev MG 2)

This equation can be readily applied to find as well
the magnetic field amplitude at recombination [3,
104]

Breelpp = 1072nG IH{EPC’E (53)
where we have used Ty = 0.32 eV [105]. Both
Egs. (52) and (53) are shown in Fig. 7 by black dot-
dashed lines.

The evolutionary paths, from the QCD phase
transition up to the epoch of recombination, of the
extremities of the (B, l.) region compatible with
the PTA observations are shown by red (compress-
ible) and brown (incompressible) dot-dashed lines in
Fig. 7. In particular, the solid lines indicate the evo-
lutionary paths of a primordial magnetic field with
k. = 2nH, and Qf; = 0.1 at T, = 150 MeV and
g« = 15 and at T, = 100 MeV and g, = 10.

In Ref. [54], it was shown that the magnetic field
compatible with the NANOGrav results [16] would
correspond at recombination to a magnetic field of
the same order of magnitude of those analyzed in
Refs. [60, 106]. In these works, it was pointed
out that a sub-nano-Gauss prerecombination mag-
netic field would induce additional baryon inhomo-
geneities, which would enhance the recombination
rate, thereby changing the CMB spectrum in a way
that would alleviate the Hubble tension. Refer-
ence [62] derived updated constraints on the baryon
clumping from data of CMB experiments, of about
b < 0.5 at 95% confidence level, which can be trans-
lated into an upper limit on the prerecombination
magnetic field amplitude Bree S 0.1 nG. In addition,
they derive a range b € (0.16, 0.55) that is compat-
ible with a value Hy ~ 70kms~ Mpc™!, relieving
the Hubble tension. Such values of the clumping
factor correspond to magnetic field strengths Bie. €
(0.013, 0.1) nG, which include phase transition and
inflationary produced magnetic fields [62, 107]. The
upper limit and, in particular, the range derived to
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alleviate the Hubble tension are indicated in Fig. 7
by a green line and interval, respectively.

The end points of the evolutionary paths of the
magnetic field amplitude and characteristic scale
compatible with the PTA results, representing their
values at recombination, lie on the line given in
Eq. (53), where we also superimpose the constraint
Bioc S 0.1 nG from Ref. [62]. It can be appreciated
that they are compatible. We therefore confirm that
a magnetic field at the QCD scale could both ac-
count for the PTA results and alleviate the Hubble
tension, as pointed out in Refs. [60, 62], depending
on the parameters k, and Qf; of the initial field and
whether the developed MHD turbulence of the pri-
mordial plasma is compressible or incompressible.

Furthermore, in Fig. 7, we report the lower bounds
on the magnetic field amplitude from the Fermi
gamma-ray telescope [2, 3, 63, 108]. It was shown
recently that CTA is sensitive to primordial mag-
netic fields up to 0.01 nG (¢f. Fig. 7) in the voids
of the LSS [63]. The signal from a primordial mag-
netic field produced in phase transitions can be dis-
tinguished from one produced during inflation since
the latter is expected to produce a coherent signal
among several nearby blazars [109].

The magnetic field can be additionally constrained
from above by observations of ultra-high-energy cos-
mic rays (UHECR) sources. Recent observations of
UHECR from the Perseus-Pisces supercluster [100]
allowed one for the first time to put an upper limit
on the primordial magnetic field in the voids of the
LSS [101]. Finally, the upper bounds from Faraday
rotation measurements [99] are shown in Fig. 7.

D. Role of the magnetogenesis scenario on the
SGWB spectrum

Primordial magnetic fields can be either produced
or amplified during the QCD phase transition (see
Refs. [3, 4, 110] for reviews and references therein).
In particular, some magnetogenesis scenarios at the
QCD scale have been proposed; see e.g., Refs. [111-
117]. Previous works performing simulations to com-
pute the SGWB produced by MHD turbulence, both
in the general context of phase transitions [59, 64—
66] and, more specifically, at the QCD phase tran-
sition [55], have modeled the magnetic field pro-
duction via a forcing term in the induction equa-
tion [c¢f. Eq. (4)]. These simulations show that,
in general, the efficiency of the GW production



q = kH R Q% /Dy is larger when the mag-
netic field is driven than when it is given at the initial
time of the simulation [59, 66]. The spectral shape is
also affected, mostly in the inertial range, i.e., at fre-
quencies larger than fqw, where it presents a steeper
forward cascade toward smaller scales [55, 59, 66]. In
the subinertial range, the slope can also be slightly
modified, presumably due to deviations from Gaus-
sianity [65, 66, 118].

However, since the magnetogenesis dynamics are
still uncertain and are model dependent, previous
simulations do not necessarily reproduce the actual
physical mechanism of magnetic field production
that might have operated in the early Universe. In
any case, their results suggest that the model pre-
sented in our work, which assumes that the magnetic
field is already present at the beginning of the sim-
ulation, might be underpredicting the SGWB sig-
nal (or, equivalently, overestimating the magnetic
field strength necessary to explain the PTA data).
This can be appreciated in Fig. 8, where we com-
pare the SGWB obtained from the analytical model
of Egs. (24) and (36), with the one obtained in
Ref. [55] for nonhelical fields with Qf; = 0.1 and
ke = 10H, at T, = 100MeV. We also show, for
comparison, the SGWB obtained in Ref. [30] from an
inflationary magnetogenesis scenario with an end-of-
reheating temperature around the QCD scale, both
for a nonhelical magnetic field with Q3; ~ 0.04 and
ke ~2.9H, at T, = 150 MeV and a helical field with
Q3 ~0.1 and ky ~6.7H, at T, = 120 MeV.

IV. COMPARISON WITH THE SGWB
FROM SUPERMASSIVE BLACK HOLE
BINARIES

The most commonly considered model of the
SGWB in the nanohertz frequency range is that of
the collective GW signal from mergers of supermas-
sive black hole binaries (SMBHB). This unrelated
signal serves as a “foreground” for the cosmological
SGWB signal detection. It is interesting to ana-
lyze whether the two types of SGWB can be distin-
guished by current and future detections.

Straightforward analytical estimates [119, 120]
show that the cumulative spectrum of the GW emis-
sion from a population of SMBHB losing energy ex-
clusively via gravitational radiation is expected to
follow a PL with the slope (3 —v)/2 = —2/3 or,
equivalently, 5 = 2/3 [¢f. Egs. (42) and (43)]. This
naive model is shown by the black dotted line in
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FIG. 8. SGWBs generated by different sources operating
around the QCD scale compared to the PTA results. The
black solid line shows the analytical model developed in
Sec. 11D, validated with MHD turbulence simulations in
Sec. ITE (“QCD decaying turbulence”). The dot-dashed
line shows the SGWB obtained in Ref. [55] by adding
a forcing term in the induction equation to model the
magnetic field generation (“QCD driven turbulence”).
The dotted lines correspond to the inflationary magne-
togenesis scenario of Ref. [30] with an end-of-reheating
temperature around the scale of the QCD phase transi-
tion (“inflationary”).

Fig. 9. The large error bars of the PTA measure-
ments do not allow one to distinguish between this
slope and the expected slope of the SGWB produced
by primordial MHD turbulence (shown by the blue
line in Fig. 9).

This simple analytical model Q% (f) ~ £2/2 does
not take into account a number of effects that in-
fluence the shape of the SGWB from supermassive
black hole mergers. One of these effects is related to
the “last parsec” problem [120], the fact that the
timescale of the gravitational energy loss on GW
emission is longer than the Hubble time for binaries
with subparsec binary separations. Orbital periods
of such binaries are about 10 yr and the GW emis-
sion from these systems falls into the frequency range
of the PTA results. SMBHB can occur on the time
span of the age of the Universe only if there exists
a nongravitational energy loss that resolves the last
parsec problem. In any case, this alternative energy
loss channel removes energy from the GW signal and
suppresses the GW spectral power. This results in
deviations from the PL scaling 8 = 2/3.

Dynamical friction produced by scattering of stars
may be a viable solution to the last parsec problem
if the eccentricity of the binary black hole systems is
taken into account. Examples of modeling of this ef-
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FIG. 9. Possible SGWB from supermassive black hole
mergers and by MHD turbulence, using the analytical
model developed in Sec. II D, compared to the PTA re-
sults. The black dotted line is proportional to f2/3.

fect [121] are shown by gray-shaded bands in Fig. 9.
The suppression of the GW power occurs in the fre-
quency range of PTAs for highly eccentric systems,
with e > 0.95.

Still another effect may produce a second break in
the spectrum at higher frequency, as seen in Fig. 9.
This break occurs due to the discreetness of the
spatial distribution of sources contributing to the
SGWB [23, 121].

Overall, the combination of the two breaks may
result in a SGWB spectrum from SMBHB similar to
that produced from MHD turbulence. This is clear
from a comparison of the model spectrum discussed
above (blue line in Fig. 9) with the state-of-art mod-
els for the supermassive black hole SGWB spectra
(gray bands in Fig. 9), calculated based on the cos-
mological hydrodynamical model Ilustris [122].

It still should be possible to distinguish between
the SMBHB and cosmological models using the
statistics of individual binary system detections at
higher frequencies. Even though the diffuse back-
ground flux is suppressed at high frequencies because
of the discreetness of the source distribution, individ-
ual sources (not considered anymore as part of the
diffuse flux) become detectable. Their spectra typ-
ically extend well into the frequency range of LISA
and their cumulative flux still follows the analyti-
cal f2/3 scaling, with a moderate suppression in the
LISA frequency range due to the fact that the GW
emission from higher mass systems does not reach
LISA sensitivity band. If the supermassive black
hole SGWB is at the level of the current PTA mea-
surements, LISA should be able to detect numerous
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individual merging systems and independently con-
strain the normalization of the supermassive black
hole merger part of the background [23].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have analyzed the GW sig-
nal produced by the anisotropic stresses of a pri-
mordial nonhelical magnetic field. @ We suppose
that some process related to a primordial phase
transition—in particular, here we focus on the
QCD phase transition—generates the initial mag-
netic field. Since both the kinetic viscosity and the
resistivity are very low in the early Universe, the
magnetic field induces MHD turbulence in the pri-
mordial plasma. For simplicity, we do not model
the magnetic field generation nor the buildup of the
turbulent cascade, but we set as initial condition for
the GW production a magnetic field with fully de-
veloped turbulent spectrum. This is an important
caveat of our analysis. We have chosen this approach
to better keep under control the physics of the GW
production and consequently gain insight on the re-
sulting GW spectral shape, starting from simple ini-
tial conditions. The chosen initial conditions are
conservative: we expect the MHD turbulent mag-
netic spectrum to develop for any magnetogenesis
mechanism and the amplitude of the SGWB to in-
crease if an initial period of magnetic field generation
is included in the analysis. We plan to increase the
level of complexity by analyzing concrete magnetic
field production mechanisms in future works.

The first important result of our analysis is that
the GW signal can be easily reproduced by assuming
that the magnetic stresses sourcing the GWs are con-
stant in time over a time interval dtg,. The reason is
that, for most of the spectral modes of the GW sig-
nal, the typical time of the GW production is shorter
than the typical time of the magnetic field evolution
since, by causality, the Alfvén speed is smaller than
the speed of light. We provide in Eq. (24) a simple
formula for the resulting SGWB spectrum, in which
the spectral slopes and the scaling with the source
parameters (i.e., energy scale of the source and mag-
netic field’s amplitude and characteristic scale) are
apparent.

This formula can be used in general as a template
for the SGWB spectrum from fully developed MHD
turbulence. We have in fact validated it with a series
of MHD simulations initiated with a fully developed



magnetic field spectrum and no initial bulk velocity.
These have been performed using the PENCIL CODE
[57] and consist in several runs that cover a wide
range of modes, from the large super-Hubble scales
up to the high wave numbers of the magnetic field
inertial range. The GW spectra outputs from the
simulations are well reproduced by the template ob-
tained under the assumption of constant anisotropic
stress. In particular, they both feature a break at
a characteristic wave number corresponding to the
inverse duration of the GW source, where the causal
k2 increase transitions to a linear increase, more or
less smoothly depending on whether the source lasts
more or less than one Hubble time. We indeed use
the break position in the simulations to fix the source
duration parameter dtg,, which is a free parameter of
the analytical model, in terms of the eddy turnover
time dt,.

We have then applied our results to the case of
the QCD phase transition. As pointed out in a pre-
vious work [54], the GW signal from MHD turbu-
lence occurring close to the QCD energy scale in
the early Universe can account for the CP reported
recently by the observations of the PTA collabora-
tions: NANOGrav, PPTA, EPTA, and IPTA. Here
we have used the simulation-validated SGWB tem-
plate Eq. (24) and compared it to the PTA results.

Several points deserve to be highlighted concern-
ing this particular possible explanation of the PTA
CP. First of all, the region of the MHD-produced
SGWB spectrum that is compatible with the PTA
constraints on the CP spectral index is the subiner-
tial region, and for temperature scales of the order
of the QCD phase transition, the subinertial region
naturally falls in the frequency range where the PTA
data present less uncertainty.

Second, the break in the SGWB spectrum is also
expected to fall in the same best quality data fre-
quency region, for temperatures around 100 MeV.
The position of the break is correlated to the energy
scale of the process that generated the magnetic field
and, in turn, the SGWB. Therefore, measuring the
position of the break in the future PTA data offers
the interesting opportunity to pin down its origin,
especially if the PTA observations can be combined
with LISA to help disentangle this SGWB of primor-
dial origin from the one due to SMBHB.

Third, the energy scale of the magnetogenesis
mechanism, and therefore of the GW production, is
quite constrained already by the PTA data: it must
be in the range 1 MeV < T, < 200 MeV; otherwise,
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this scenario fails to explain the PTA results in the
limit QF; < 0.1. At the same time, the initial am-
plitude of the magnetic field must be at least 1% of
the radiation energy density, and its characteristic
scale must be within 10% of the horizon scale. It
is therefore not unreasonable to expect that future
PTA data will be able to falsify the hypothesis of
the SGWB signal from MHD turbulence.

At last, the ranges of magnetic field amplitudes
and characteristic scales that can account for the
PTA CP through the GW signal they generate could
also affect the evolution of the baryon density fluc-
tuations at recombination, effectively enhancing the
recombination process and lowering the sound hori-
zon at recombination [60-62]. The presence of a
magnetic field at recombination with present-time
strength of about 0.01 < Bree S 0.1 nG was recently
proposed as a possible way to alleviate the Hubble
tension [60, 62]. Such a field could be detected in the
voids of Large Scale Structure with a future CTA
gamma-ray observatory [63]. We find here that the
SGWB which such a magnetic field would produce
offers a further observational channel to test this hy-
pothesis.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The source code used for the simulations of this
study, the PENCIL CODE, is freely available [57].
The simulation datasets are also publicly available
[123]. The calculations, the simulation data, and the
routines generating the plots are publicly available
on GitHub!® [124].
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