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We study the early Universe evolution of axion–like particle (ALP) domain walls taking into

account the effect of friction from particles in the surrounding plasma, including the case of

particles in thermal equilibrium and frozen out species. We characterize the friction force

from interactions within the ALP effective theory, providing new results for the fermion

contribution as well as identifying simple conditions for friction to be relevant during the

domain wall life time. When friction dominates, the domain wall network departs from the

standard scaling regime and the corresponding gravitational wave emission is affected. As

a relevant example, we show how this can be the case for ALP domain walls emitting at

the typical frequencies of Pulsar Timing Array experiments, when the ALP couples to the

SM leptons. We then move to a general exploration of the gravitational wave prospects

in the ALP parameter space. We finally illustrate how the gravitational wave signal from

ALP domain walls is correlated with the quality of the underlying U(1) symmetry.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of gravitational waves by the LIGO-Virgo collaboration [1] has opened a

new window of exploration of our Universe. In this context, the detection of a stochastic

gravitational wave background (SGWB) of cosmological origin would represent a milestone

in understanding the early stages of the Universe (see e.g. [2] for a review). It is therefore

essential to study the possible sources of a SGWB of cosmological origin and how they can

impart information about fundamental physics.

In particular, strong first–order phase transitions in the early Universe can generate a

SGWB during the dynamics associated to bubble nucleation. Furthermore, the symmetry–

breaking pattern involved in the phase transition (independently of the strength) can lead to

the formation of defects through the Kibble mechanism [3] according to the topology of the

vacuum manifold. While the SM predicts no stable defects, they can be formed in beyond

the SM (BSM) scenarios due to the breaking of new continuous or discrete symmetries.

Topological defects are known to be a strong source of SGWB, the most studied example

being cosmic strings (see e.g. [4]) arising from a non–trivial first homotopy group.

In this paper we will instead focus on domain walls (DWs), two–dimensional defects

originating in scenarios with a spontaneously broken discrete symmetry leading to a dis-

connected vacuum manifold [3–5]. DWs can be powerful sources of a SGWB, as confirmed

by numerical simulations [6–8], and their signatures in connection with BSM models have

been subject of several recent investigations [9–20].

DWs emerge naturally in models addressing the strong CP problem by the Peccei–

Quinn (PQ) mechanism [21–24]. The reason is that, taking into account the anomaly of

the global U(1)PQ under the color group, the axion potential exhibits a discrete symmetry

spontaneously broken in the vacuum. This implies the formation of DWs attached to the

strings forming at the PQ–breaking scale, which can be topologically stable depending on

the anomaly coefficient, or the so–called domain wall number. More generally, one can

consider axion–like particles (ALPs) whose mass is not tied to the QCD confinement scale.

These particles can arise in String Theory [25, 26], or as heavy QCD axions (see e.g. [27–

37]), and they can be dark matter candidate [38–42] and have interesting phenomenology

(see e.g. [43–51] and also [52, 53] for recent reviews). In ALP models one can similarly

expect the formation of a string–wall network.

If absolutely stable, DWs can come to dominate the energy density of the Universe [54],

potentially constituting a cosmological problem. However, this is not a real issue here as

global symmetries are not expected to be exact and can be explicitly broken for instance by

higher-dimensional operators [55–63]. This naturally induces a bias for the axion potential,

leading to the decay of the DW network1.

In this paper we will consider ALP DWs as our physics case, and investigate the

impact of particle friction on the DW evolution. Friction will generically slow down the

average wall velocity in the network, potentially leading to significant departure from the

1Notice that in the case of the QCD axion, such operators can spoil the solution to the strong CP

problem leading to a tension with experimental constraints.
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standard scaling regime, with several phenomenological implications for GWs, see e.g. [64],

and particle production.

Unlike the case of bubble walls during first order phase transitions, particles in the

plasma will have approximately the same mass on the two sides of the DW. This is because

of the defining DW symmetry relating the disconnected vacua, which is only broken by a

small bias term. In addition, as the DW motion is not accelerated by vacuum pressure (up

to small bias corrections) but rather by its tension force, DWs are only mildly relativistic

with γ ∼ 1. Therefore, the leading–order contribution to friction arises as a consequence

of plasma particles reflecting on the wall surface, see e.g. [65].

For ALP models, the coupling structure between the background DW and the particles

in the plasma is fixed by symmetry arguments within the ALP effective field theory (EFT).

Furthermore, the DW formation in ALP models typically occurs at temperatures much

larger than the ALP mass (which sets the DW width). This means that particles scattering

off the wall can have a very large momentum compared to the DW width, opening a new

kinematic regime for friction. These qualitative differences compared to generic scalar

theories will lead to new features in the friction force with respect to previous studies [4, 66],

such as a different scaling with the temperature. Exploration of friction in QCD axion

models was initiated in [67]. Here we present a new, detailed calculation for the friction

force in the context of ALPs by considering reflection from fermions (possibly being dark

matter), and comment on ALP self–reflection.

We will then determine the parameter space where friction can be relevant depending

on the size of the effective couplings, finding that friction can affect both the early and the

late evolution of the DW network when the GW emission is maximal. As a relevant example

of the latter, we show how friction from SM fermions can affect the DW interpretation of

the signal observed at Pulsar Timing Array (PTA) experiments [68–70].

As a byproduct of our study, we will also point out that a certain quality is required

for the global ALP U(1) in order to generate a large SGWB signal. For instance, a naive

dimension five Planck suppressed operator makes the ALP DWs so short-lived that the

resulting GWs are undetectable, even at future experiments. On the other hand, observable

GWs are compatible with dimension six operators or larger.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we review basic aspects about domain

walls (their dynamics, the bias, the gravitational wave spectrum), specializing to the DWs

arising in ALP models. In Section 3 we explore the importance of friction for ALP domain

walls. We review the formalism to compute the pressure from particle reflection off the

wall, and then we investigate in detail the case of friction from a fermion coupled to the

ALP, and from the ALP itself. We conclude this section by showing that friction from SM

particles (specifically from the leptons) can play a significant role in ALP domain walls

whose gravitational wave signal peaks at the frequency relevant for PTA experiments such

as NANOGrav. In Section 4 we employ velocity-dependent one-scale (VOS) equations to

estimate the gravitational wave signal during friction and we explore in detail the param-

eter space for ALP models, showing which portion can be probed by current and future

gravitational wave experiments. During this analysis, we will highlight the fact that a cer-

tain quality is required for the symmetry underlying the ALP model for the gravitational
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wave signal to be detectable.

2 Domain walls from ALPs

Domain walls are topological defects that arise in models where a discrete symmetry is

spontaneously broken (see [4, 71] for comprehensive reviews). More precisely, they appear

when the vacuum manifold M has a non-trivial homotopy group π0(M). 2

Assuming that the discrete symmetry is restored at high temperatures, domain walls

get formed at the discrete symmetry breaking through the Kibble mechanism [3]. When

the Universe cools down below the critical temperature, uncorrelated patches in space will

randomly choose one of the degenerate vacua. Once thermal fluctuations become suffi-

ciently suppressed, this choice cannot be undone and domains can be considered formed.

At the boundary between different domains, the field will be trapped at the maximum of

the potential leading to a large energy density localized in a two–dimensional surface, the

domain wall.

A very appealing way in which discrete symmetries can emerge is the case of anoma-

lous global symmetries as for DWs arising in axion models [54, 72]. In general, we can

define an axion–like particle (ALP) as the pseudo Nambu–Goldstone boson arising from

the spontaneous breaking of an anomalous U(1) symmetry, the best motivated example

being the Peccei–Quinn axion. Such mechanism can be understood by considering the

following Lagrangian:

L = ∂µΦ
†∂µΦ− λ

(
Φ†Φ− v2a

2

)2

− V (a) , (2.1)

where Φ = ρ exp(ia/va)/
√
2 and a is the axion. The first potential term implies that

the U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken with ⟨Φ⟩ = va/
√
2 and the axion domain is

[0, 2πva). The last potential term in (2.1) is induced by the anomaly of the U(1) group

under a strongly coupled gauge theory whose dynamical scale is Λ, and explicitly breaks

the U(1) symmetry to a Z2N discrete symmetry, where N is the anomaly coefficient. The

typical form of such explicit breaking at zero temperature is

V (a) = Λ4

[
1− cos

(
aNDW

va

)]
(2.2)

where NDW ≡ 2N is the domain wall number, and the axion decay constant is fa ≡
va/NDW. At temperatures T around the confinement scale Λ and above, thermal correc-

tions to the ALP potential become important, see e.g. [44, 73] and references therein for

further details. In particular, for T ≫ Λ the overall magnitude of the potential V (a) is

suppressed by a factor ∝ (Λ/T )n, where n > 0 is a O(few) number depending on the

matter content of the theory.

The ALP potential possesses NDW discrete vacua connected by a shift symmetry,

ZNDW
:
a

va
7−→ a

va
+

2πk

NDW
(2.3)

2In fact, depending on the non-trivial homotopy group one can create domain walls (π0(M)), strings

(π1(M)), monopoles (π2(M)).

– 4 –



with k = 0, 1 . . . , NDW − 1. Correspondingly, there are NDW minima at a = 2πkva/NDW.

The DW solutions for this potential are known, see e.g. [4], and for the interpolation between

neighbouring k and k + 1 vacua they read

a(z)

va
=

2πk

NDW
+

4

NDW
tan−1 emaz, (2.4)

where the z coordinate is transverse to the DW and ma is the mass of the ALP, ma =

NDWΛ2/va. The DW width is δ ∼ 1/ma, and the DW tension σ is given by

σ =

∫
T 0
0 dz =

8mav
2
a

N2
DW

, (2.5)

where T 0
0 is the 00-component of the energy-momentum tensor of the ALP field evaluated

on the DW solution.

In realistic models of QCD–like confinement, the non–perturbative potential generated

for the ALP retains the same ZNDW
discrete symmetry of (2.2), but can differ significantly

from the simple cosine shape [73]. For this type of potentials the DW interpolating between

neighbouring minima will be quantitatively different from the simple form in (2.4). Sim-

ilarly, the tension receives O(1) corrections, see App.A. The most important implication

is that ALPs can have a non–zero reflection probability when self–scattering off the DW,

in contrast to the simple cosine potential which is known to be exactly reflectionless, see

e.g. [4]. This can possibly lead to a relevant source of self–friction from ALP particles, as

we will discuss in Sec. 3.2.3. When considering the interaction of fermions with the DW,

we will nonetheless refer to the simple cosine form, as this introduces only O(1) factors

which do not severely alter our predictions.

Let us now discuss the implication of the symmetry breaking pattern outlined above

for the formation of topological defects. Throughout our discussion we shall always assume

that the reheating temperature of the Universe is above the scale va such that the U(1)

symmetry is unbroken after inflation. Assuming a large separation of scales between Λ and

va, we can consider the U(1) symmetry to be exact at the time of spontaneous breaking.

This leads to a “U(1) → nothing” pattern whose topology implies the formation of a cosmic

string network. These are one–dimensional defects around which the axion field winds by

multiples of 2πva. At the string core, the field Φ has a vanishing vacuum expectation value

and the axion field is not defined. As the field sits at the top of the potential, cosmic

strings have a large energy density which is primarily characterized by the string tension

µ ∼ v2a. The network of cosmic strings is known to reach a scaling solution in which, up

to logarithmic corrections in the case of global strings, the energy density scales with the

cosmic time t as ρs ∼ µ/t2, thus remaining a constant fraction of the total energy density of

the Universe, see e.g. [74–79]. Cosmic strings can nonetheless affect crucial observables in

cosmology, such as the relic abundance of axions [78, 80–85], and can source gravitational

waves, see e.g. [86–91], even though debate remains in the community on the actual amount

of gravitational wave emission [92, 93].

As the temperature drops, however, the effect of the explicit breaking of the U(1) sym-

metry starts to play a role. In particular, the axion field values can no longer be considered
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equivalent as the potential starts to attract the axion towards either of its discrete minima.

The only force preventing the axion to locally roll to the closest minimum is given by Hub-

ble friction, which however decreases with the temperature, contrary to the axion potential

which in fact increases at lower temperatures (and eventually becomes practically constant

below the dark confinement scale Λ). Therefore, when the temperature–dependent axion

mass, ma(T ), equals Hubble, domain walls stretching between the cosmic strings start to

form. This happens approximately at the formation temperature Tform that can be then

obtained by solving H(Tform) ≃ ma(Tform). For ALP decay constants below the Planck

scale, one typically has Tform ≳ Λ, so that at T = Λ we can consider the domain wall

network to be formed.

Since the axion field takes on all the values from 0 to 2πva in a closed path around

a string, it encounters exactly NDW minima, such that each string is attached to NDW

domain walls. The case in which NDW = 1 shows a particular behavior because there

exists a unique vacuum for the theory with consequent trivial topology, as the two points

a = 0 and a = 2πva are to be identified. This means that the whole string–wall network is

unstable and collapses short after the domain walls are formed [72, 94–97].

For NDW > 1 the non–trivial vacuum structure prevents the tangled network from

collapsing [54, 72]. Similarly to what happens for the strings, the DW network approaches

a scaling regime in which the number of walls per Hubble patch is constant and the average

velocity is relativistic but not ultra–relativistic [98–103]. The energy density of the DWs

then scales as ρw ∼ σ/t, corresponding to a characteristic curvature radius and average

wall–wall distance set by the horizon size.

By comparing with the energy density of strings we have ρs/ρw ∼ µ/(σt) ∼ 1/(mat),

showing that shortly after the DW formation at H ∼ 1/t ∼ ma, the energy of the hybrid

network is dominated by the walls (see also [6]). Therefore, when discussing the evolution

of the DW network we will neglect all the possible effects arising due to the presence of

the strings and effectively consider the case of axionic DWs in isolation.

If the discrete symmetry determining the DW formation is an exact symmetry of the

theory, the DW network is stable for NDW > 1. Whether in a scaling or friction dominated

regime, its energy density grows with respect to the critical density, and at some point it

will come to dominate potentially leading to cosmological inconsistencies [5, 54, 104].

Assuming scaling regime, domain walls will dominate when ρw ∼ σ/t becomes of the

order of the critical density, ρc = 3H2M2
Pl. This corresponds to the temperature

T 2
dom = 16Gσ

(√
8πG

10
g∗

)−1

(2.6)

where we assumed radiation domination, MPl = (8πG)−1/2 is the reduced Planck mass,

and g∗ the number of relativistic degrees of freedom.

Wall domination can be avoided if the underlying discrete symmetry is biased by a

small energy difference ∆V between the vacua interpolated by the DW solution [54]. Such

energy difference generates a pressure force per unit area, pV ∼ ∆V , which tends to
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shrink the higher–energy domains until the whole space is filled by the only true vacuum,

eventually collapsing the wall network [105–109].

The moment at which the collapse starts, tann, can be estimated by balancing the

vacuum pressure, pV and the wall tension force, σ/R, where R is the average curvature

radius. As mentioned above, R is of the order of the horizon size in the scaling regime,

and therefore tann ∼ σ/∆V .

The presence of the bias does not influence the formation of the walls provided that

it does not affect percolation [110]. The approximate bound is that ∆V/Λ4 < 0.795 for a

Z2 symmetric potential [111, 112]. We shall assume that generalizing to NDW > 2 does

not lead to a significantly stronger percolation bound. This condition is very mild and it is

largely satisfied for the ALP parameters of interest where we consider long–lived domain

walls with a small bias term.

One may however wonder how natural is the existence of a bias term which introduces

a small explicit breaking of the discrete symmetry. In the context of the ALP model, the

discrete symmetry is descending from an anomalous U(1), which is not expected to be exact

in the first place. In particular, we shall consider explicit breaking from higher-dimensional

operators suppressed by the Planck scale [55, 57–63] that can be parameterized as

VMPl
= Cn,m

(
Φ†Φ

)m
Φn

M2m+n−4
Pl

+ h.c. (2.7)

with Cn,m Wilson coefficients. These operators induce a bias term in the ALP potential,

automatically solving the DW problem and setting the annihilation time tann as explained

above.

2.1 Gravitational waves from domain wall dynamics

The network of DWs continuously emits gravitational waves due to the oscillations of the

domain walls. This emission stops when the DW network annihilates due to the bias at an

annihilation time tann that we consider unspecified for the moment.

The GW spectrum at a cosmic time t is characterized by

Ωgw(t, f) =
1

ρc(t)

(
dρgw(t)

d ln f

)
, (2.8)

where ρc(t) = 3H(t)2M2
Pl is the critical density of the Universe at the time t. The form

of the GW energy density per logarithmic frequency, dρgw/d ln f , is dictated by the signal

shape observed in numerical simulations during the scaling regime. Ref. [7] has shown that

the spectrum as a function of frequency grows as f3 and decreases as f−1 when the peak

frequency fpeak is reached, given by Hubble at the time t,

Ωgw(t, f) =
1

ρc(t)

(
dρgw(t)

d ln f

)
peak

×


(

f
fpeak

)3
if f ≤ fpeak(

f
fpeak

)−1
if f > fpeak

, (2.9)
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where “peak” means that the quantity is evaluated at the peak frequency fpeak = H(t).

Furthermore, the peak amplitude is given by

Ωgw,peak(t) =
1

ρc(t)

(
dρgw
d ln f

)
peak

=
ϵ̃gwGA2σ2

ρc(t)
, (2.10)

where ϵ̃gw = 0.7± 0.4 and A = 0.8± 0.1 according to the simulations 3.

Redshifting the contribution at the time t to today t0, we have

Ωgw(t, f)|t0 =
ρc(t)

ρc(t0)

(
a(t)

a(t0)

)4

Ωgw(t, f) = βΩRΩgw(t, f), (2.11)

where β = (g∗(T )/g∗0)(g∗s0/g∗s(T ))
4/3 takes into account the change in the relativistic

degrees of freedom with g∗0 = 3.36 and g∗s0 = 3.91, and ΩR ≃ 9.2× 10−5, so that the peak

amplitude today is given by

Ωgw,peak(T )|t0 = 2.34× 10−6ϵ̃gwA2

(
g∗(T )

10

)(
g∗s(T )

10

)−4/3(Tdom
T

)4

, (2.12)

whereas the redshifted peak frequency is

fpeak(T )|t0 =
a(t)

a(t0)
H(t) ≃ 1.15×10−9 Hz

(
g∗(T )

10

)1/2(g∗s(T )
10

)−1/3( T

10 MeV

)
, (2.13)

The conversion from time to temperature T has been made assuming a radiation dominated

Universe, i.e. H = 1/(2t) =
√
π2g∗/90 (T 2/MPl), which will be the underlying assumption

throughout the paper.

Note that (2.11) is the normalized energy density of gravitational waves emitted by the

network at time t (and redshifted to today). The total signal emitted by the DW network

should be obtained by integrating the GW emitted power along the whole time interval

from the DW formation to the DW network annihilation tann. We will approximate the

total signal by redshifting the spectrum at annihilation solely, as the largest contribution

to the signal happens at this time. Indeed we note from (2.12) that the later is the DW

annihilation, namely the closer is the annihilation temperature to the temperature of DW

domination, the larger is the signal.

3 On the importance of friction

In this section we investigate the regimes under which friction is important for the evolution

of the ALP DWs. We first define this condition in a model–independent way by comparing

a characteristic friction length with Hubble expansion. We then move to describe the

formalism to compute the friction length by evaluating the pressure from particles reflected

by the DW surface, and assess the validity regimes of our computation. We then study in

detail the pressure induced from ALP–fermion interactions. We conclude the section with

an illustrative case study showing how friction from SM particles can affect the expected

GW signal from DWs relevant for Pulsar Timing Array experiments.

3In fact, A is an O(1) number that increases with NDW according to the simulations performed in [113].

Nevertheless, we will keep this value fixed throughout our work.
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3.1 Domain wall equation of motion and friction length

In this subsection we define a condition for friction to be relevant in the evolution of the

DW network by comparing with the effect of Hubble expansion. To this end, we study the

equation of motion of the DW in a FLRW background in the thin wall approximation (see

also [114]), following an analogous derivation to [115] for the case of cosmic strings.

When the width of the domain wall is much smaller than the horizon, DWs can effec-

tively be described as two–dimensional objects whose dynamics are encoded in the following

action

S = −σ
∫
d3ζ

√
γ, (3.1)

where γ is the determinant of the induced metric on the three–dimensional worldvolume,

γab = gµν
∂xµ

∂ζa
∂xν

∂ζb
. (3.2)

The constant σ is the domain wall tension, which also equals the energy per unit surface of

a straight domain wall. From the action in (3.1), one can derive the equations of motion for

a single domain wall. The derivation is the easiest in the gauge in which the time variable

on the worldvolume coincides with the conformal time, ζ0 = τ , with the FLRW metric

ds2 = a2(τ)(dτ2 − dx2). (3.3)

The space coordinates ζ1,2 can be chosen such that (ẋµ, xµ,1, x
µ
,2) is an orthogonal system,

and we have used a shorthand notation for ∂ζ0 ≡ ∂τ ≡ ẋµ, ∂ζix
µ ≡ xµ,i. The induced metric

γab is diagonal in this gauge and given by

γab = a2(τ)diag(1− ẋ2,−x2,1,−x2,2), (3.4)

where x indicates the three vector corresponding to the spatial components of xµ. The

action takes the form

S = −σ
∫
d3ζa3(τ)

√
(1− ẋ2)x2,1x

2
,2. (3.5)

In the absence of external forces, the equations of motion following from (3.1) are given by

σ
1
√
γ

∂

∂ζa

(√
γγabxµ,b

)
+ σΓµνσγ

abxν,ax
σ
,b = 0. (3.6)

The effect of particle friction can be included in the equations of motion as a force on the

right–hand–side of (3.6). In the rest frame of the domain wall, this force is proportional

to the velocity of the domain wall itself, as this creates an imbalance for the scattering

particles on the two sides of the wall, as we shall see below. The correct covariant form of

this force turns out to be [115]

F ν =
σ

ℓf
(uν − xν,aγ

abxµ,b gµσu
σ), (3.7)

where we have parameterized the overall coefficient as σ/ℓf for future convenience, and uσ

is the four velocity of the thermal bath, which in the case of an expanding Universe and in

the frame of the bath simply reads

uσ = (1/a(τ), 0, 0, 0). (3.8)
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Within our gauge for the coordinates, the force reads

F i = −σ
ℓf

ẋi

a(1− ẋ2)
, F 0 = −σ

ℓf

ẋ2

a(1− ẋ2)
, (3.9)

since no contribution comes from the spatial components of xµ ′
1,2 when contracted with uσ.

Inserting this in the equations of motion, we obtain

ẍ+

(
ϵ̇

ϵ
+ 3

ȧ

a
+

1

ℓf
a

)
ẋ =

1

ϵ

∂

∂ζ1
(x2,2 x,1/ϵ) +

1

ϵ

∂

∂ζ2
(x2,1 x,2/ϵ), (3.10)

where ϵ is defined as

ϵ =

√
x2,1x

2
,2

1− ẋ2
. (3.11)

The equation for the time component reads

∂τ (aϵ)

a3
√
(1− ẋ2)x′21 x

′2
2

+
3ẋ2 − 1

1− ẋ2
ȧ

a3
= − 1

ℓf

ẋ2

a(1− ẋ2)
, (3.12)

which simplifies to
ϵ̇

ϵ
+

(
3
ȧ

a
+

1

ℓf
a

)
ẋ2 = 0. (3.13)

The equation above is not an independent one as it follows from the spatial equations of

motion together with our gauge choice. It nonetheless helps us bringing (3.12) in the final

form

ẍ+

(
3
ȧ

a2
+

1

ℓf

)
(1− ẋ2)aẋ =

1

ϵ

∂

∂ζ1
(x2,2 x,1/ϵ) +

1

ϵ

∂

∂ζ2
(x2,1 x,2/ϵ). (3.14)

We conclude that particle friction enters the equations of motions only in combination with

the Hubble parameter, H = ȧ/a2, through a characteristic damping length scale, ℓd, given

by
1

ℓd
= 3H +

1

ℓf
. (3.15)

The condition for friction to be relevant then simply reads 3H ≲ 1/ℓf. The friction length

can be computed once the physics of the particle scattering is known. The calculation is

best done in the local rest frame for the domain wall, where the force (3.7) becomes [115]

F i = −σ
ℓf

vi√
1− v2

, (3.16)

and v is the local velocity of the domain wall. The calculation of 1/ℓf in this frame can be

carried out with standard techniques involving the scattering probability and the rate of

momentum exchange between the domain wall and the bath particles, as we shall see in

the following section.
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3.2 Pressure from particle reflection

We now proceed to compute the friction length induced by interactions of the particles in

the plasma with the domain wall. In order to evaluate the friction length due to particle

scattering, we need to calculate the net pressure acting on the domain walls. We first

review the formalism to compute the pressure induced by particles scattering off the wall,

following [65]. We then investigate the relevance of friction for the DW evolution in a

FLRW Universe in some illustrative cases. We will be mostly concerned with friction from

fermions in thermal equilibrium or frozen out. For a preliminary investigation of friction,

including the one induced by gauge bosons, see [67]. In the following we shall also neglect

thermal corrections to the mass of the scattering particles.

Let us then consider the case of a domain wall moving with velocity v along the z axis

through a plasma of particles which in the bath rest frame follow the standard Fermi–Dirac

(FD) or Bose–Einstein (BE) distribution

n =
g

eβE ± 1
, (3.17)

with β = 1/T and g stands for the total number of degrees of freedom such as spin, color

and flavor. Moving from the bath rest frame to the wall rest frame, the distribution n is

modified as

f(v) =
g

eγ(v)β(E+pzv) ± 1
, (3.18)

where γ(v) = 1/
√
1− v2, and z is the direction orthogonal to the wall. Particles interacting

with the wall may have a momentum–dependent probability R(p) of being reflected. The

pressure exerted by particles coming from the right of the wall is then given by

PR = 2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
θ(−pz)

pz
E
f(v)R(p)pz = 2

∫
d2p

(2π)3

∫ 0

−∞
dpz

p2z
E
f(v)R(p) (3.19)

where the factor of 2 takes into account that ∆p = 2pz momentum exchange in case of

reflection. The pressure from the left side, PL, is obtained analogously, leading to the net

pressure

∆P = PR − PL = 2

∫
d2p

(2π)3

∫ ∞

0
dpz[f(−v)− f(v)]

p2z
E
R(p) (3.20)

where we have used the fact that R(p) = R(−p). This expression may be further simplified

by taking into account that the reflection coefficient only depends on pz. In fact, the motion

parallel to the domain wall cannot affect the dynamics of the interaction as the domain

wall is invariant for boosts along its tangent space.

The integral over px and py can be traded for an integral over the energy which eval-

uates to

∆P =
2

(2π)2

∫ ∞

0
dpzp

2
zR(pz)

1

βγa

[
2βγpzv − log

(
f(−v)
f(v)

)] ∣∣∣∣
E=

√
p2z+m

2

(3.21)

with a = ±1.

The expression in (3.21) can be readily used for numerical calculations of the net

pressure. However, in order to extract approximate expressions for the pressure to be
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compared with the exact results, we shall further simplify (3.21) by taking the limit of

classical statistics, a → 0, which turns out to be a sensible approximation for the case of

Fermi–Dirac distribution:

∆P ≃ g

π2βγ

∫ ∞

0
dpzp

2
zR(pz) exp

(
−βγ

√
p2z +m2

)
sinh (βγpzv). (3.22)

Finally, as discussed in the previous section, the average velocity of the domain walls

is found to be relativistic but not ultra–relativistic even in the scaling regime, whereas

the velocity is v ≪ 1 when friction dominates. It is therefore reasonable to expand the

expression above for small velocities, obtaining

∆P ≃ v
g

π2

∫ ∞

0
dpzp

3
zR(pz) exp

(
−
√
m2 + p2z/T

)
. (3.23)

Notice that this expansion is actually justified only when the main contribution to the

integral (3.22) comes from momenta such that pz ≲ T/v. For thermal distributions this

condition is easily ensured by the Boltzmann suppression factor, yielding minor O(1) cor-

rections as long as v ≲ 0.54.

Once the pressure is evaluated, the friction length according to (3.16) is given by

1

ℓf
=

∆P

σγ(v)v
≃ ∆P

σv
(3.24)

for non ultra–relativistic walls.

The picture outlined above based on the reflection probability is strictly speaking only

valid when the mean free path of the scattering particle is much larger than the width

of the domain wall. Considering scattering processes with a bath with density ∼ T 3 and

typical center–of–mass energy s ∼ T 2 and coupling constant α ≪ 1, one obtains that the

mean free path ℓ is given by ℓ ∼ 1/(α2T ). We shall therefore apply our analysis only at

temperatures for which

T ≲
1

α2
δ−1, (3.25)

where δ is the domain wall width.

With this formalism, we can now discuss some simple and realistic interactions that

can lead to a sizable pressure.

3.2.1 Fermions in thermal equilibrium

Let us start by considering the interaction of fermionic degrees of freedom with the ALP. We

shall assume that fermions are in thermal equilibrium. This can be achieved by assuming

some coupling of the fermion with the thermal bath, for instance a coupling to photons.

In the following we will not specify the nature of this coupling, we simply assume that it

exists and it is of weak-like strength (α ∼ 1/100). The case of frozen-out fermion dark

matter population will be discussed instead in Sec. 3.2.2.

4In temperature regimes such that T ≪ m one can expect larger deviations between (3.22) and (3.23),

but this is irrelevant in practice as the overall pressure is utterly small.
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Since the details of the domain wall profile play no crucial role in the fermion reflection

(unlike the case of self reflection) we shall use the profile corresponding to the simple cosine

potential, see Sec. 2,

a(z) = 4fa arctan (e
maz) , (3.26)

where fa = va/NDW. The interaction Lagrangian contains a pseudo–current coupled to

the ALP profile as

Laψ =
κ

2NDWfa
∂µa ψ̄γ

µγ5ψ + ψ̄(i/∂ −mf )ψ (3.27)

and we shall take κ > 0 for concreteness. For simplicity, we have considered only one

fermion coupled to the ALP, which can be easily generalized to the case of diagonal cou-

plings if more flavors are present.

Substituting the profile (3.26) in the interaction above, we see that depending on the

spin, particle excitations will see either a potential well (spin up) or hill (spin down),

while the opposite is true for anti–particle excitations. The effective potential seen by the

fermion, Veff(z), is then

Veff(z) = ma
κ

NDW

1

cosh(maz)
. (3.28)

Our strategy in order to evaluate the pressure is to first determine the reflection coefficient

and then perform the momentum integral in (3.23). We have evaluated the reflection

coefficient fully numerically in Appendix B. Here we discuss the main features and provide

some analytic approximations when possible.

Notice that in the following we shall evaluate the pressure also at temperatures signifi-

cantly larger than the ALP mass. This is because the ALP potential remains approximately

constant for temperatures below the dark confinement scale Λ, which is parametrically

larger than ma. This temperature range is thus meaningful only for ALPs, as for generic

scalars (e.g. ϕ4 theory with Z2 symmetry) the domain wall solution will no longer exist at

temperatures above the relevant mass scale, due to symmetry restoration.

Let us first consider the case mf ≫ ma. The degrees of freedom that see the barrier

contribute the most to the pressure as they give a non–negligible reflection probability at

momenta p ≲ p̃z, where p̃z is the momentum scale at which the fermion kinetic energy

equals the height of the ALP barrier, p̃2z/2mf = κ/NDWma. As long as κ/NDW ≲ mf/ma,

we have that p̃z ≪ mf so that the particle can be treated as non relativistic in the kinematic

region relevant for the friction. A good approximation for the reflection coefficient is then

R(pz) =

{
1 pz < p̃z

0 pz > p̃z
(3.29)

for the one spin that sees the potential barrier. The pressure can be evaluated according

to (3.23) and for mf ≫ ma we obtain

∆P (mf ≫ ma) ≃ gb
v

π2
κ2

N2
DW

m2
am

2
fe

−mf/T , (3.30)

where gb are the degrees of freedom that see the barrier, gb = g/2 and g the fermionic

degrees of freedom.
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Let us now discuss the case mf ≪ ma. In general, this gives a smaller pressure

with respect to the previous case because the fermion mass is actually related to the ALP–

fermion coupling, which vanishes when mf = 0. The momentum scale at which the fermion

kinetic energy equals the height of the ALP barrier is now p′z = κ/NDWma. By assuming

that κ/NDW ≲ O(1), we have that the fermion wave length at p′z is much larger than the

domain wall width δ ∼ m−1
a . This means that we can map our problem into the relativistic

scattering off a potential square [116], for which we obtain

R(pz) =


(
1 + rp2z/m

2
f

)−1
pz < ν

0 pz > ν
, (3.31)

where

r =
1

sin2(πκ/NDW)
, (3.32)

and ν ∼ ma/e indicates the point where the step approximation breaks down. For pz > ν

we have conservatively set R = 0, expecting an exponential drop with a minor impact for

our approximation. The net pressure is then

∆P = gb
v

π2
m4
f

∫ ν/mf

0
dt

t3

1 + rt2
e−βmf

√
1+t2 , (3.33)

for which we find

∆P ≃ gb
v

π2
m2
fT

2

[
2[h(T/mf , 1)− h(T/mf , 1 + 1/r)]− 1

r
e−

ma
T
r′(1 +mar

′/T )

]
(3.34)

with

r′ =

√
ν2

m2
a

+
m2
f

m2
a

(3.35)

and

h(x, y) = e−
√
y/x(y + 3x

√
y + 3x2). (3.36)

The pressure approaches a constant value at large temperatures,

∆P (T ≫ ma) ≃ gb sin
2

(
πκ

NDW

)
v

2π2
m2
fν

2, (3.37)

whereas for ma > T > mf it features a period ∝ T 2,

∆P ≈ gb sin
2

(
πκ

NDW

)
v

π2
m2
fT

2, (3.38)

and exponential suppression for T < mf .

The comparison between the net pressure evaluated numerically and the analytical

approximations made so far is shown in Fig. 1 fixing κ/NDW = 0.1. The left panel shows a

typical case with mf ≫ ma where the numerical result agrees well with the approximation

(3.30), up to O(1) factors: the pressure reaches a constant value at T ≫ mf and a drop is

found at T ≲ mf due to the suppressed abundance in the plasma. The case mf ≪ ma is
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Figure 1: Left. Pressure induced by a fermion coupled via (3.27) for representative values

mf = 10ma and κ/NDW = 0.1 with the reflection probability evaluated numerically and

with the pressure (3.21) with v = 0.4 (blue) and according to the approximate formula

(3.30) (orange). Dimensionful quantities are shown in units of ma. Right. Same as the

left panel but for mf = ma/200. The blue curve is obtained numerically with v = 0.4,

whereas the orange one refers to the approximate formula (3.34) with ν/ma = 1/e.

shown in the right panel of Fig. 1. In this case we can identify two drops: one occurring

at T ≲ ma (which is independent of how small κ/NDW is), and one at T ≲ mf . Between

these two drops, a period of ∆P ∝ T 2 occurs.

Finally, let us discuss the case with κ/NDW ≳ O(1) and mf ≲ ma, for which the

analytical description becomes challenging. This is because the kinematic region that gives

the largest contribution to the pressure coincides with the relativistic fermion probing

the actual shape of the effective potential Veff(z). In addition, transmission resonances

characteristic of tunneling in strong fields become important [116]. We shall therefore rely

on a numerical calculation of the reflection coefficient, and the results are shown in Fig. 2

for κ/NDW = 6 and mf/ma = 1 (0.1) in red (green). The left panel of Fig. 2 clearly shows

transmission resonances at large momenta pz ≳ ma, where the reflection coefficient is still

large due to the large coupling κ/NDW. As a consequence, the behavior of the pressure as

a function of the temperature can have additional features compared to the right panel of

Fig. 1, although two main drops can still be identified: the one for T ≲ κ/NDWma and the

one dictated by the thermal abundance at T ≲ mf .

In summary, the net pressure from fermions coupled as in (3.27) approaches a constant

value at high temperatures which scales with the fermion and ALP mass as ∼ m2
fm

2
a. The

pressure can then feature a period in which ∆P ∝ T 2 when mf ≪ ma. Notice that

this behavior differs from the commonly assumed ∝ T 4 due to the specific fermion–ALP

interaction. For T < mf the pressure is exponentially suppressed due to the suppressed

fermion abundance in the plasma.

We now discuss how the results for the pressure derived in this section can impact

the evolution of the domain walls. In fact, since a period of friction domination modifies

the scaling properties of the network, it can impact crucial quantities such as the rate of

particle production of ALPs and the expected signal in gravitational waves. According

to our condition, friction dominates when the inverse friction length in (3.24) overcomes
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Figure 2: Left. Reflection coefficient, R(pz), for mf/ma = 1 (0.1) in red (green) and

κ/NDW = 6. The momenta that lead to a sudden drop in R correspond to transmission

resonances. Right. The resulting pressure as a function of the temperature according to

(3.21) with v = 0.4.

Hubble, see the discussion around (3.15). We shall now investigate in which part of the

parameter space this is actually the case and postpone the study of the resulting spectrum

of gravitational waves to Sec. 4. We shall then define a “friction region” as the parameter

space for which particle friction overcomes Hubble at any time between the domain wall

formation and the time tdom at which the domain walls in scaling regime would come to

dominate the energy density of the Universe, tdom ∼ 1/Gσ, see discussion around (2.6).

There is, however, a further complication due to the fact that above the dark confinement

scale Λ the ALP mass is sensitive to the temperature in a model dependent way, see Sec. 2.

For this reason, we shall check whether the inequality 1/ℓf > 3H is ever satisfied only in

the range tΛ < t < tdom, where tΛ corresponds to the time at which T = Λ.

For the case mf ≫ ma, we shall set κ/NDW = 1 throughout this analysis. The friction

length is then

1

ℓf
=
gbmam

2
f

γπ2f2a
e−mf/T , (3.39)

where we have used (3.30), and σ = γmaf
2
a and γ ≃ 9. Due to the fast exponential decay

for T < mf , the condition 1/ℓf > 3H can be essentially evaluated at T ∼ mf leading to

gb
γeπ2

mam
2
f

f2a
> 3π

√
g∗/90

m2
f

MPl
. (3.40)

As we can see, the actual value of mf is irrelevant as long as mf ≫ ma, and the condition

above basically reads

ma ≳ f2a/MPl, (3.41)

which is very far from the standard QCD axion mass scale, but easily realized in ALP

models.

We show the “friction region” in Fig. 3. As mentioned above, there is no direct depen-

dence on mf in this plot. However, for the friction treatment to be consistent, we need the

fermion to be active below the scale of dark confinement Λ, where the ALP parameters are
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Figure 3: The (ma, 1/fa) parameter space displaying the relevance of friction for the

case mf ≫ ma (left) and mf < ma (right). We add some ALP constraints coming from

cosmology horizontal branch (HB) stars and supernova SN1987A purely for indicative

purposes (adapted from [117–120], assuming KSVZ-type ALP couplings). The purple

region is excluded to allow for sufficient scale separation between ma and fa. These plots

were realized with g∗ = 106, gb = 10, γ = 9 and κ/NDW = 1 (1/2) for the case mf ≫ ma

(mf < ma). The green dashed lines indicate contours of mmax
f relevant only for mf ≫ ma,

with α in (3.42) taken to be 1/100 as discussed in the text.

temperature independent. In addition, we need to require that the fermion mean free path

is larger than the width of the domain wall, mf < ma/α
2, as discussed in the previous

section, with α ∼ 1/100 for concreteness. In summary, for given values (ma, fa) we shall

require

mmax
f ≡ min (Λ,ma/α

2) > mf > ma. (3.42)

Our results for mf ≫ ma are then summarized in the left–hand side of Fig. 3.

Let us now discuss the case mf ≪ ma. We can get an estimate for the relevance of

friction by comparing the inverse friction length arising from the pressure in (3.37) with

Hubble evaluated at T = ν. In fact, note that for T ≲ ν both 1/ℓf and Hubble scale∝ T 2, so

that if the inequality is not satisfied at T = ν, it will not be satisfied at all. Furthermore,

we check whether the temperature at which friction dominates, T = ν , is below the

confinement scale, i.e. ν < Λ, to ensure the ALP mass is temperature-independent. For

this estimate we shall take κ/NDW = 1/2 such that r = 1. We then have

1

ℓf
=

gbm
2
fν

2

2γπ2maf2a
> 3π

√
g∗/90

ν2

MPl
, (3.43)

which approximately gives

ma ≫ mf ≳ fa
√
ma/MPl. (3.44)

We can summarize the results of this section in Fig. 3, where the parameter space in

which fermion friction can be important have been shaded in green. The left panel shows

the case mf ≫ ma, where the dashed green lines indicate contours of mmax
f in (3.42).

The right panel shows the case mf ≪ ma for two benchmark values mf = 0.1ma and
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mf = 0.01ma. As we can see, friction can be important for relatively large (small) values

of ma (fa). Since the fermion coupling to the ALP is proportional to the mass, the friction

parameter space is reduced for smaller mf . The implication of this picture for the GW

signal will be discussed in Sec. 4.

3.2.2 Pressure from fermion dark matter after freeze out

As noticed in [121], dark matter particles can scatter off the domain wall and impact its

evolution. As we now show, a dark matter fermion can still give a friction larger than

Hubble after freeze–out, which we assume to be instantaneous at T = Tfo, if the domain

wall tension is small (the same fermion species can nonetheless provide a large friction

before freeze out).

At temperatures T < Tfo the dark matter velocity in the bath rest frame becomes

increasingly small. Thus, the domain wall in its rest frame feels a wind of dark matter

particles with momentum pf ∼ mfv. For the reflection probability to be non–negligible in

this regime, we need to require that

1

2
mfv

2 ≲ ma (3.45)

assuming an O(1) coupling κ/NDW. If this condition is satisfied, all the dark matter

particles will be reflected with momentum exchange ∆p = 2pf . One can show that domain

walls will feel a net pressure given by [121]

∆P ≃ 2mfN v2 ≃ 2ρDMv
2, (3.46)

where N is the fermion number density integrated over the momentum distribution, and

we have introduced the dark matter energy density ρDM. We have checked that this result

can be consistently obtained with the formalism presented in Sec. 3.2 when including the

appropriate chemical potential µ/T to describe the fermion population after freeze out. In

this case, one can show that the assumption allowing to expand the pressure in the small

domain wall velocity – see discussion below (3.23) – is never satisfied, and for this reason

the resulting pressure in (3.46) is ∝ v2 rather than ∝ v.

The resulting friction length is

1

ℓf
≃ 2ρDMv

σ
, (3.47)

which is now velocity dependent. Requiring 1/ℓf > 3H, we find that friction domination is

possible only for T > Tmin, which we assume in radiation domination, given by

Tmin =

√
ΩRT0

2M2
PlΩDMH0

1

v
σ ≃ 1

v

σ

GeV3 eV, (3.48)

where we have used ρDM = ρ0cΩDM(a0/a)
3 and H2 = ρR/3M

2
Pl, where ρR is the energy

density of radiation. The consistency of this analysis requires to look at dark matter
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Figure 4: Comparison between 1/ℓf and 3H for the standard WIMP scenario, mf = 60

GeV, xfo = 26 and ma = 10 GeV, for different values of the decay constant. Friction

domination requires 1/ℓf > 3H. This figure assumes instantaneous freeze–out at Tfo ≃ 2.3

GeV, and we have taken v = 0.5. For temperatures above freeze-out the friction length is

evaluated according to (3.39) for κ/NDW = 1.

after freeze–out, namely Tmin < Tfo ≡ mf/xfo. This constraint can be translated into a

constraint on the ALP decay constant fa,

fa < 30TeV

√
vmf

xfoma
< 30TeV

√
2

vxfo
(3.49)

where we have taken the domain wall tension σ ∼ maf
2
a . The last factor is always less

than unity for typical values xfo ≈ 20 and v ∼ 0.5, indicating that the pressure from a

frozen–out fermion can only be relevant for rather small decay constants. This is shown

in Fig. 4 where we plot 1/ℓf and Hubble for different values of the ALP decay constant.

At Tfo ≃ 2.6 GeV the exponential drop stops as number–changing processes freeze out by

assumption. Friction domination is still possible for T < Tfo as long as fa ≲ 10 TeV.

3.2.3 ALPs scattering off ALP domain walls

A population of ALPs can scatter off the domain walls and contribute to the friction

as well. In fact, as opposed to the cosine potential which leads to identically zero self–

reflection, a realistic ALP potential that takes into account the possible flavor structure of

the confining group (see e.g. [73]) provides a non–zero reflection probability, as argued in

[67]. Identically vanishing self reflection is found also in the case of the simple ϕ4 theory.

As DW numerical simulations are usually performed assuming either of these potentials,

see e.g. [6, 85, 114, 122], this effect is yet to be explored.

In the case of a realistic ALP potential, we have checked numerically (see Appendix B

for details) that the scattering probability can be effectively parameterized as

R(pz) =

{
1 pz ≲ ma

0 pz ≳ ma

. (3.50)
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In order to estimate the effect of self–reflection, one should refer to the various axion pop-

ulations that may be present after the formation of the DWs. These include a population

of ALPs produced via the misalignment mechanism, and ALPs produced from the network

of topological defects, namely from cosmic strings and the domain walls themselves, see

e.g. [6, 78, 84]. A detailed study of self friction from these different populations is left for

future work.

3.3 Friction from SM leptons at Pulsar Timing Arrays

Recently, evidence for a possible SGWB signal has been reported by Pulsar Timing Array

(PTA) experiments such as NANOGrav [68], European PTA [69] and Parkes PTA [70].

While it is possible that such signal emerges from astrophysical phenomena [123], it is very

interesting to explore a possible cosmological origin related to the presence of topological

defects, see e.g. [124–129] for a cosmic string interpretation, and e.g. [19, 130–132] for DWs.

Here we explore the possibility that friction from SM particles coupled to the ALP

may affect the SGWB signal from the DW network in frequencies relevant for the PTA

experiments, focussing in particular on NANOGrav, for which the relevant annihilation

temperature for the signal peaking around 10−9 Hz is of TNG ∼ 50MeV— see (2.13). We

shall assume for concreteness that the ALP couples equally to the SM leptons with an

effective Lagrangian as in (3.27) with coupling κ/NDW, and that it also couples to photons

with coupling strength E/NDW ∼ 1 (see Appendix D, eq.(D.4)). We instead assume no

ALP couplings to gluons and quarks for simplicity, as the annihilation temperature is close

to the QCD crossover making theoretical calculations uncertain in this regime.

In Fig. 5 (left), we show for some representative benchmarks with fa = 2 ·106GeV and

ma = 10GeV the friction length for leptons obtained numerically as a function of the tem-

perature taking equilibrium distributions with negligible chemical potential, and compare

it to Hubble. Using the results of [67], we have checked that friction from photons is never

relevant in the temperature range considered. We also indicate the annihilation temper-

ature TNG. In the evolution of the lepton friction length from high to low temperatures,

we observe that the friction from the τ decreases because of Boltzmann suppression, and

that the muon provides the main source of friction around TNG; we can also check that the

friction from electrons is always negligible, as in fact the condition (3.44) is not satisfied.

As for this benchmark the main contribution is given by the muon, whose mass is much

smaller than the ALP mass, the relevant formula for the pressure is given in (3.38), and

its effect is maximized for κ/NDW = 1/2.

From Fig. 5 (left) we can conclude that there is a significant range of temperatures,

T ≳ TNG, where the inverse friction length from leptons is comparable or larger than

Hubble, depending on the effective ALP-lepton coupling. In this temperature range we

can therefore expect deviations from the scaling regime. In particular, the standard GW

production based on the oscillation of the DWs will be suppressed 5.

In order to estimate the impact of friction from leptons on the ALP parameter space

that can be probed at NANOGrav, we perform a further analysis shown in Fig. 5 (right).

5New contributions to the GW signal may nonetheless arise from the energy release in the plasma.
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Figure 5: Left. Evolution of the Hubble parameter (red, dashed) and the inverse friction

length from SM particles (including the electron, muon, tau) for an ALP with massma = 10

GeV and decay constant fa = 2× 106 GeV as a function of temperature. Different friction

lengths are shown for different ALP-fermion couplings κ/NDW = 0.1 (blue), 0.5 (orange)

and 0.9 (green). A purple line shows the temperature TNG at which NANOGrav is most

sensitive (TNG ≃ 50 MeV), corresponding to a peak frequency fpeak = 6.10×10−9 Hz [133].

Right. (ma, fa) parameter space for fixed annihilation temperature Tann = TNG. The

blue line corresponds to a GW signal from ALP DWs as large as the current NANOGrav

sensitivity, whereas the green regions correspond to parameter points for which the ratio

3H/ℓ−1
f is 10, 5, 2 and 1 for κ/NDW = 0.5.

We fix the annihilation temperature at TNG ≃ 50 MeV and we scan over the ALP parameter

space (ma, fa). With this procedure we identified the band that corresponds to a signal

as large as the current NANOGrav sensitivity assuming the standard DW scaling regime,

indicated as a blue solid line in the plot. As mentioned above, friction can however alter

these conclusions if the SM leptons couple strongly enough to the ALP. In order to quantify

this statement we display contours of 3H/ℓ−1
f evaluated at TNG, showing that friction is

indeed not negligible for this benchmark scenario.

4 Domain wall evolution with the Velocity One Scale model

In the previous section we have shown how friction from particle scattering can be relevant

during the evolution of the ALP domain walls. In this section we quantify this effect by

deriving the evolution of the energy density, and the resulting SGWB signal. Previous

studies on this subject have assumed simple temperature scalings for the friction (typically

∼ T 4) [64], which is however not realized in the case of fermion scattering off ALP DWs.

4.1 Friction domination

In order to describe the dynamics of the DW network we will make use of the velocity-

dependent one-scale (VOS) model, which can be deduced from the equation of motion of

one DW in the thin wall approximation [114, 134–137]. Indeed, from the action in (3.1)

one can derive the equations of motion for a single domain wall as we reviewed in Sec. 3.1.
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These include an equation describing the time evolution of the velocity of the DW (3.14),

as well as an equation governing energy conservation (3.13). To quantitatively describe

the dynamics of a network of domain walls, one can resort to the so–called thermodynamic

approach which derives relations for averaged quantities, such as the root–mean–squared

velocity of the network, v, and the average energy density ρ. The basic assumption is

that there is one single scale L controlling the curvature of the DW as well as the average

distance between the DWs. The resulting system of coupled differential equation is the

velocity-dependent one-scale (VOS) model [138]

dL

dt
= HL+ v2

L

ℓd
+ cwv + d[k0 − k(v)]r, (4.1)

dv

dt
= (1− v2)

(
k(v)

L
− v

ℓd

)
, (4.2)

where t is the cosmic time with H = ȧ(t)/a(t), and L is the characteristic length scale of

the network defined by

L ≡ σ

ρw
. (4.3)

The damping length ℓd is given in (3.15). The equation governing the velocity is the

equivalent of the equation we derived in (3.14) for a single DW, and indeed, the friction

enters in the same combination that we already anticipated in Sec. 3.1. The equation

for the length L is the equivalent of the equation governing the energy density (3.13),

with inclusion of curvature terms and a term parameterizing particle production. The

parameters appearing in the VOS equations for the DW network can be calibrated with

numerical simulations, as done in [138], from which we take the numerical values (cw = 0,

d = 0.26, r = 1.42, k0 = 1.77, q = 3.35, and β = 1.08). Our main conclusions will not be

affected by the specific choice of these parameters.

Before delving into the numerical solutions of the VOS equations for some representa-

tive benchmark, it is instructive to analyze approximated analytical solutions to grasp the

main features of the evolution of L and v in the presence of a friction force. First of all,

one can verify that, when Hubble dominates in the damping length (3.15), the solution of

the VOS equations approaches the scaling regime

L = L0t, v = v0, (4.4)

where the constants depend on the exact values of the parameters in (4.1). For the choices

in [138], one obtains L0 ≃ 1.1 and v0 = 0.38.

On the other hand, we can study the scenario in which friction dominates over Hubble,

i.e. if 1/ℓd ∼ 1/ℓf in (3.15). Assuming a simple power-law time-dependence of the friction

length, i.e. ℓf ∝ tλ, we obtain as asymptotic solutions for the characteristic length and for

the velocity

L(t) ≃ k0
√
2ℓft

{√
1/λ λ ̸= 0√
log(t/ℓf) λ = 0

(4.5)

and

v(t) ≃ (ℓf/t)
1/2

{√
2/λ λ ̸= 0

(2 log(t/ℓf))
−1/2 λ = 0

. (4.6)
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We note that the energy density of the DW network (∼ L−1) decreases faster (slower) than

in the scaling regime when λ > 1 (λ < 1). Moreover, it decreases equally fast or faster

than the radiation energy density as soon as λ ≥ 3.

We now proceed to numerically solve the VOS equations in a representative case and

show the quantitative effect of friction on the evolution of the DW network. We consider

the case of ALP DWs in the presence of a fermion coupled to the ALP as in Sec. 3.2.1.

We choose a benchmark with mf < ma where the friction can be relevant over a range

of temperatures (see Fig. 3) in the interval
√
maMPl/f2a mf ≳ T ≳ mf . We numerically

compute the pressure and the friction, and use it to numerically solve the VOS equations.

The resulting evolution of L and v is displayed in Fig. 6. We employ as reference tempera-

ture Tdom, that is the temperature at which the energy density of the DW in scaling would

equal the radiation energy density, as given in (2.6). The DW network should annihilate

at a temperature Tann > Tdom, through the introduction of the bias term in order to have

a viable cosmology, as we will discuss later. For now, we are interested in understanding

the evolution of L and v, and we illustrate it as a function of temperature in Fig. 6.

We consider as highest temperature in our analysis the temperature corresponding to

the confinement scale Λ. For higher temperatures, the ALP potential gets sizable temper-

ature corrections, effectively making ma and σ temperature-dependent, jeopardizing the

consistency of our analysis. If Hubble dominates for even a small temperature window

around T ∼ Λ, then the evolution of L and v is attracted to the scaling solution. In the

standard scaling regime, the characteristic scale L grows like t and the velocity is con-

stant. At T ∼
√
maMPl/f2a mf , friction becomes dominant with respect to Hubble in the

damping length, and 1/ℓf is constant. As a consequence, the velocity drops and also L/t

drops, approaching the asymptotic behavior of L/t ∼ 1/T and v ∼ 1/T (up to log terms),

see (4.5) and (4.6). Then, for ma ≳ T ≳ mf , the inverse friction length (still dominating

over Hubble) features a period of 1/ℓf ∼ T 2, and as a consequence L/t and v go towards

a different (and constant in t) evolution. The asymptotic analytic solution is not reached

since at T ∼ mf the pressure from the fermion drops exponentially, the friction becomes

negligible, and L/t and v are attracted again to the standard scaling solution which is

driven by Hubble damping, i.e. 1/ℓd ∼ 3H.

Note that during friction domination, the typical length scale of the DW network grows

slower than the Hubble scale. Hence, the energy density of the DW network grows faster

than in scaling. However, the GW emission, which is related to the variation of L during

time will usually be suppressed, as we shall see.

4.2 Gravitational wave emission during friction

Once the evolution of the domain wall network is computed, we can derive the emitted

gravitational waves. The estimates we will use to determine the SGWB from DWs are

based on several simplifying assumptions. In particular, we employ the results obtained in

numerical simulations that have been performed for DW network in the scaling regime as

reviewed in Section 2.1, assuming these are approximately valid also in friction dominated

regimes. A more precise derivation of the GW signal during friction regimes would require

a dedicated numerical simulation, which goes beyond the scope of this paper.
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Figure 6: Comparison between the evolution of the scale L (blue) and velocity v (orange)

of the DW system in a partially friction dominated regime (green shaded area) and scaling

regime for benchmark values ma = 5× 109 GeV, fa = 4πma, mf = 0.01ma, κ/NDW = 1/2

and fermionic degrees of freedom g = 20, starting at a temperature T = Λ. The numerically

solved VOS equations are indicated by a solid line, whereas the scaling solutions, i.e.

L = L0t and v = v0, are represented by dashed lines. The green and red lines show the

evolution of the Hubble parameter and inverse friction length respectively. The friction

dominated regime is determined by the condition ℓ−1
f ≥ 3H and gray lines indicate the

transitions of the friction length ℓf from constant behavior to ℓ−1
f ∼ T 2 at T ∼ ma/3 and

exponential decrease at T = mf . Wall domination happens when T = Tdom, as indicated

on the right side of the plot.

In our simplifying assumptions, the GW signal during friction will have the same

spectral shape but a different peak amplitude with respect to the scaling regime. In order

to estimate the latter, we consider the instantaneous emission power in gravitational waves

at a certain t, which is assumed to be the one from the quadrupole formula,

Pgw = kG

(
d3I

dt3

)2

, (4.7)

with the quadrupole of the domain wall network estimated as (we denoted explicitly the

time dependence of L(t))

I(t) = σL(t)4 (4.8)

where here L(t) is determined by solving the VOS equations. The factor k will be fixed

by comparing with the numerical simulations in the scaling regime. The energy density in
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gravitational waves is estimated as

ρgw(t) =
PgwH

−1

H−3

H−3

L3
=
PgwH

−1

L3
. (4.9)

The H−1 factor in the numerator is the duration of the emission, corresponding to one

Hubble time. The H−3/L3 factor corresponds to the number of regions of size L that are

emitting in one Hubble volume, so that the final 1/L3 can be thought of as the number

density of the emitters.

The calibration factor k in (4.7) will be fixed by requiring that the GW energy den-

sity (4.9) is in agreement with numerical simulations where friction is neglected and the

standard scaling regime is found, as in (2.10). In the scaling regime, we have L = L0t

and substituting this in (4.9) using H = 1/(2t) in a radiation dominated Universe leads

to ρgw = 1152kGL5
0σ

2. Furthermore, requiring that the integrated GW energy density per

logarithmic frequency (see (2.8)) is equal to ρgw in (4.9),∫
d ln f

dρgw(t)

d ln f
= ρgw(t) , (4.10)

gives (
dρgw(t)

d ln f

)
peak

=
3

4
ρgw(t) (4.11)

for the assumed spectral shape in (2.9). The calibration factor k can then be readily

determined, resulting in

k =
ϵ̃gwA2

864 L5
0

. (4.12)

Once the calibration factor is determined, we can use the previous equations to compute the

GW peak amplitude as a function of L(t), which is obtained by solving the VOS equations.

With this procedure in Fig. 7 we show the (redshifted) instantaneous normalized

energy density of gravitational waves (2.11) (evaluated at the peak frequency6) for the

same benchmark as considered in Fig. 6. We note that during the scaling regime with

L ∝ t, the later the emission, the stronger the signal in gravitational waves. This implies

that in the scaling regime, the spectrum today is essentially dominated by the last emission

before the DW network annihilates. This results in a single peak with the amplitude (2.11)

evaluated at the annihilation time t = tann. In general, this is also the case if there is a

regime of friction domination. 7

The importance of taking into account friction when studying GW signatures from

DW is reflected in the general observation that the amplitude of the SGWB signal will be

weaker than the corresponding signal assuming scaling (for the same given Tann). Indeed,

6Note that the peak frequency moves from H(t) in a scaling regime to 1/L(t) in a friction dominated

regime, as it is related to the scale of the domain wall.
7In Appendix C we explore the possibility that, in the presence of a significant friction, the dominant

and visible GW signal is actually generated at a time prior to tann, when the DW network was still in

scaling regime, and we show that this typically requires some tuning in the choice of the parameters and of

the annihilation time.
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Figure 7: Comparison between the evolution of the redshifted GW peak amplitude Ωgw at

present time t0 when a friction dominated regime (green shaded area) and scaling regime

have occurred for similar benchmark values as Fig. 6, starting at a temperature T = Λ.

The evolution under a friction dominated regime is indicated by a solid purple line, whereas

the scaling evolution is shown by a dashed brown line. Similar lines and regions as in Fig.

6 are shown.

using the asymptotics given in eqs.(4.5) and (4.6) one finds that the mean square velocity

scales like v ∼ L/t. Plugging this back in eq.(4.9) and ignoring higher order derivatives,

one finds ρgw, friction ∼ Gσ2v5. This should be compared to the standard result in the

scaling regime, ρgw ∼ Gσ2 which shows that the GW signal will be damped because of the

velocity suppression. Note however that the GW signal returns quite fast to scaling at the

end of the friction dominated regime, as it is visible in Figure 7.

In general, one should also keep in mind that if friction dominates, there would be a

significant release of energy of the DW network in the plasma. This could be a further

source of GW, as it occurs in first order phase transitions with sound waves and turbulence

contributions, which might further modify the expected GW spectrum. In addition, in

scenarios in which friction provides a very strong suppression of the GW emission as esti-

mated from the quadrupole formula (4.7), the contribution from the dynamics intrinsically

associated to the annihilation of the DW network may become the dominant one. We leave

these investigations for future work.

5 Exploring the ALP parameter space with gravitational waves

In this section, we study the GW signal in the ALP parameter space and the possible impact

of friction in some concrete benchmark. We consider ALP effective theories with NDW > 1,

keeping the axion mass ma, the axion decay constant fa, and the bias as fundamental

parameters. This class of models can also include the QCD axion, or generalizations

thereof. For generic ALPs, possibly originating in hidden sectors, the couplings to the SM

are model dependent and can be considered as free parameters.
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Hence, we first investigate the GW signal from ALP DWs without imposing other

phenomenological requirements. We explore the ALP parameter space and we show that a

certain quality is required in order for the ALP DW signal to be detectable by current and

future GW experiments. Then, we select one type of higher-dimensional Planck suppressed

operators as bias, and show the detectability of GW signatures in the broad ALP parameter

space.

5.1 Axion quality and gravitational waves

In order to visualize the reach of gravitational wave experiments in a two dimensional

parameter space, we fix ma/fa to a representative value and we display our results in the

fa vs ∆V plane in Fig. 8. We employ as variable the dimensionless ratio (∆V/Λ4), which

gives an estimate of the quality of the axion potential. For every point we solve the VOS

equations and we determine the evolution of L(t), which can deviate from scaling when

friction is relevant, and we obtain the corresponding SGWB signal. The different regions

and lines in the plots are derived as follows:

• In the upper part of Fig. 8, a forbidden region called “∆V too big” is shown where

the bias becomes too large, i.e. ∆V > Λ4, effectively spoiling the (approximate)

discrete symmetry such that DWs do not form.

• To investigate the impact of friction, we consider an axion coupled to a fermion in

thermal equilibrium with the Standard Model bath, as studied in Sec. 3.2.1. For

concreteness, we set the fermion mass w.r.t. the axion mass to mf/ma = 10−2, set

κ/NDW = 1/2 and took g = 20. The friction region is defined as the region in which

the Hubble parameter at annihilation is smaller than the inverse friction length, i.e.

3Hann ≤ ℓ−1
f .

• The DWs annihilate at a time tann when the pressure from the bias pV ∼ ∆V becomes

comparable to the DW tension force, pT ∼ σ/L, resulting in

σ

L(tann)
= ∆V . (5.1)

Note that this is the condition setting the annihilation time also in the case of friction

dominated regime. Using the analytic scaling in (4.5) and (4.6), one can indeed show

that during friction this condition corresponds to balancing the bias with the friction

pressure, i.e. ∆P ∼ ∆V . In order to be consistent with BBN constraints, the DWs

need to annihilate above Tann ∼ 1 MeV. This determines the brown unviable region

in Fig. 8. We do not consider constraints deriving from particles produced at DW

annihilation, whose properties and lifetime can be model dependent.

• The DW energy density ρw = σ/L will dominate the Universe, i.e. be larger than

the critical energy density, at a time tdom

σ

L(tdom)
= 3H2(tdom)M

2
Pl . (5.2)
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This equation together with (5.1) defines a viable region of parameter space where

the DWs annihilate before dominating the Universe, i.e. tann ≲ tdom. In the right

bottom corner, the forbidden region “Wall domination” is found where the DWs do

not annihilate before dominating the energy density of the Universe, i.e. tann ≥ tdom.

• We also assume that the ALP couples to photons as can arise e.g. if the fermion

is charged under the SM U(1)Y
8. The latter is a minimal possibility to keep the

fermion in thermal equilibrium with the bath. On the other hand, we assume there

is no coupling between the axion and other SM particles. Under these assumptions,

we find that the ALPs decay prominently into fermions (see Appendix D). For every

parameter value, we also check whether an intermediate matter dominated (IMD)

epoch is established. Indeed, the ALP population produced by the DWs might dom-

inate the Universe if they do not decay fast. This intermediate period alters the peak

amplitude and frequency as discussed in [13] and reviewed in Appendix D.

• In order for our computation to be consistent, we have to take into account two

constraints on Tann, which are also shown in the plot. First we must have that

Tann < Λ in order for the tension to be temperature independent. The change

of slope of the line Tann = Λ in the friction region is due to the fact that during

friction the annihilation temperature (time) decreases (increases) for fixed parameter

values. Second, the condition on the mean free path implies that T ≲ ma/α
2 as

discussed around (3.25). Above these two lines our assumptions are not valid and

our computation should be improved. However, we note that the interesting region

for the SGWB signal lies below these lines, within the allowed region.

• The region of parameter space that can be probed by the GW experiments correspond

to parameter values for which the associated GW spectra exceed the so–called power-

law integrated sensitivity curves of various GW experiments. The experiments we

consider are the future Einstein Telescope (ET) [139–142], LISA [143, 144], BBO [145,

146], SKA [147], NANOGrav [68] and the LIGO-Virgo observatories [148–150] (more

specifically with the upgrade of the advanced LIGO facilities known as A+ [151]).

The form of the GW spectrum during the scaling regime is found from numerical

simulations [7, 8, 152], for which its redshifted shape is given by (2.9) and (2.11). We

assume the spectral shape is unaltered during friction domination. As the spectrum

today is dominated by the last emission at annihilation, we evaluate both the peak

amplitude and peak frequency at tann.
9

By combining all previous constraints, Fig. 8 shows the region of the parameter space

of ALP models with NDW > 1 that can be probed by current and future GW experi-

ments. Note that in Fig. 8 we do not display ALP constraints arising from ALP couplings

8For concreteness we set E/NDW = 1, with E the electromagnetic anomaly coefficient, see Appendix D.
9In principle, due to friction effects, it is possible that amplitudes at earlier times are greater than at

tann as explained in Sec. 4.2. However, as previously mentioned, this will not happen for generic choices of

the model parameters. In this analysis, the GW amplitude at t = tann is found to dominate.
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√
mafa for fixed ratios fa/ma = 100,

κ/NDW = 0.5, g = 20 and mf = 10−2ma. Solid contours bound the sensitivity regions of

ET (blue), BBO (yellow), LIGO-Virgo (purple), LISA (orange), SKA (pink) and NanoGrav

(brown), for which the sensitivity curves were taken from [133], except for LIGO-Virgo A+

taken from [153]. The green dashed contour encompasses the friction region defined as

satisfying the condition 3Hann ≤ ℓ−1
f . The cyan and grey regions are forbidden due to the

bias being too large or the walls dominating the Universe, respectively. The parameter

values for which Tann > Λ are bounded from below by the dark pink line. Fermions with a

mean free path smaller than the DW width are in the top left corner, above the brown line

at which condition (3.25) is satisfied. The unviable brown region “BBN” indicates where

the BBN constraints would be violated. The transition to the IMD era is marked by the

yellow line. Purple contours indicating the dimension d of higher dimensional operators

given in (5.3) ranging from d = 5 to 8 and NDW = 20 are shown as well.

with photons or other SM particles, which are generically model dependent, while we will

reintroduce them in the next subsection.

As expected, friction can affect part of the parameter space within the experimental

reach. For this illustrative benchmark the signal generated in a friction dominated regime

can be probed at ET, LISA and BBO (notice that friction is here not relevant at the

annihilation time for PTAs as opposed to Fig. 5 because of the concrete choice of fa and

ma).

Fig. 8 was obtained by keeping the bias term as a free input variable. However, we can

identify lines corresponding to specific choices of the bias term in this plot. In particular,

for the case of higher-dimensional operators of the form (2.7) that explicitly break the

discrete symmetry of the axion potential creating a bias, the quality can be estimated as

∆V

Λ4
≃
fd−2
a Nd

DW

m2
aM

d−4
Pl

, (5.3)

where d is the dimension of the operator. In Fig. 8, we show purple lines that correspond
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ALP parameter space from the photon coupling (Cosm.) are shown for completeness as

discussed in the text.

to a higher dimensional operator with dimension d for NDW = 20 10.

In general, from Fig. 8 we see that in order to have a sizable SGWB, a certain quality

is needed in the ALP potential. A large bias, such as a dimension-five Planck suppressed

operator, would make the DW network decay fast after its creation, i.e. at temperatures

significantly larger than Tdom, implying a small GW signal (see (2.12)). This conclusion

does not change by reducing the ratio ma/fa with respect to the value used in Fig. 8,

which makes the needed quality for the GW signal to be observable even higher (see also

[11]).

5.2 Bias from Planck suppressed operators

We then consider a representative case where the bias is induced by higher-dimensional

operators (HDOs) suppressed by the Planck scale (omitting O(1) numbers), as in (2.7),

namely

VMPl
= −e−iδ (Φ

†Φ)mΦn

M2m+n−4
Pl

+ h.c. = −(faNDW)4

2

(
faNDW√
2MPl

)d−4

cos

(
n

NDW

a

fa
− δ

)
, (5.4)

with d = 2m + n and δ a CP violating phase. For temperatures below Λ, the total ALP

potential is given by the sum of (2.2) and (5.4). An energy bias between the consecutive

10The value d = 6 for NDW = 20 is purely indicative, since for those values the degenerate minima are

actually not lifted since d and NDW are not co-prime, as discussed in the next section.
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minima is then created if the degeneracy is lifted due to the extra symmetry breaking

terms, which happens when n = 1 or is co-prime with NDW. We take the bias as the

energy difference between two consecutive minima, which is of the order

∆V =
(faNDW)4

2

(
faNDW√
2MPl

)d−4 [
1− cos

(
2nπ

NDW

)]
. (5.5)

Given the previous discussion about the quality of the U(1) symmetry, one expects

that a detectable GW signal can only be obtained for operators with a large dimensionality.

Indeed, in Fig. 8 it can be seen that dimension 5 operators generically lead to small GW

detectability regions in the ALP parameter space.

In Fig. 9, as an illustrative case, we consider the case where the first non-trivial

Planck suppressed operator is of dimension 7. This can be easily enforced in appropriate

UV completions of the U(1) breaking dynamics, along the lines of model building strategies

which have ben proposed to solve the quality problem of the QCD axion.

In Fig. 9, we show the result of our numerical analysis on the standard ALP parameter

space 1/fa vs ma plane. The meaning of the various regions and lines is analogous to Fig.

8. As before, we assume a fermion mass mf = 10−2ma. It can be seen that the GW

detectors can probe significant parts of the ALP parameter space which is not accessible

by other experiments. The region where annihilation occurs during a friction regime is

denoted by the green shaded region, in which the effect of friction on the GW sensitivity

is clearly visible (most noticeable for BBO).

In the bottom left corner of Fig. 9, the magnitude of the HDO becomes of the same

or higher order as the magnitude of the axion potential, i.e. O(VMPl
) ≥ O(V (a)), which

coincides with the forbidden cyan region in Fig. 8. A darker blue region excludes parameter

values for which the scale separation between fa and ma does not satisfy fa ≥ 4πma. The

LIGO-Virgo sensitivity region resides within this excluded area.

In the parameter space displayed, the ALP decay into fermions, which dominates the

one into photons, is always sufficiently fast to avoid an intermediate matter dominated

phase. The assumed coupling to photons implies cosmological constraints, that are visible

in Fig. 9 in a small corner (taken from [120], where we assumed that E/NDW ∼ 1 for

concreteness).11

Our results show that interesting (and otherwise untestable) regions of parameter space

of ALP models can be probed by the SGWB generated by the DW network when the bias

is induced by higher dimensional Planck suppressed operators, and that the signal could

span over a variety of GW experiments.

6 Conclusions and outlook

In this paper we have investigated the effect of particle friction on the dynamics of DWs

arising in axion-like particle models. In particular, in Sec. 3 we have performed a quan-

titative computation of a realistic fermion–induced pressure on the wall within the ALP

11Some of these bounds could be relaxed due to the fast decay of the ALP into the dark fermions.
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effective theory, and identified the regions of parameter space where friction dominates

over the Hubble expansion in determining the evolution of the DW network. Our findings

show that friction can be important in the early stages of the DW evolution (i.e. after

formation), but also down to low temperatures where the GW emission from the DW be-

comes sizable. Indeed, we emphasized that friction from SM (or BSM) fermions can affect

the dynamics of the DW and the resulting SGWB signal in regions which are accessible

at current and future GW experiments. As an illustrative case study, in Sec. 3.3 we have

considered scenarios where the SGWB signal from ALP DWs would peak at frequencies

relevant for PTA experiments. We showed that if the ALP couples to the SM leptons,

the induced friction (particularly from the muon) does affect the DW evolution at the

annihilation temperature and above, potentially modifying the resulting SGWB signature.

While determining the relevance of friction relies only on the particle physics of the

scattering in comparison with the Hubble expansion, understanding the implications for

the GW signal requires to solve for the consequent evolution of the network. In order

to provide an estimate of the SGWB signal, in Sec. 4 and 5 we have then employed the

VOS approximation to describe the DW network evolution. We showed that friction will

generically reduce the average velocity of the DW network, and thus the amplitude of the

SGWB in agreement with previous work [64]. According to the VOS result, the GW signal

during a period of friction domination is suppressed with respect to the one in the scaling

regime only if there is a large hierarchy between Hubble and the inverse friction length,

3H/ℓ−1
f ≪ 1.

By considering as a case study the friction induced by a fermion in the thermal plasma

coupled to the ALP, we explored how friction can impact the experimental reach of several

GW experiments. During this investigation we also noticed how, independently of friction,

a sufficiently high quality of the underlying ALP U(1) symmetry is needed for the GW

signature to be sizable.

There are several interesting directions that we have identified along our analysis that

can be studied to further clarify the role of friction. First, in order to estimate the effect

of friction we have employed a simple VOS approximation. A study through dedicated

numerical simulations would be needed to corroborate our conclusions. In addition, when

friction is sizable, it is possible that new mechanisms that generate GWs from the DW

interaction with the plasma (such as sound waves or turbulence) become important.

Secondly, there is another case where friction can be naturally relevant for the DW

evolution, namely scenarios in which the bias in the potential is generated by a strong

dynamics. This is for instance the case of heavy ALPs coupling with gluons, where the

QCD induced potential acts as a bias and implies annihilation at temperatures relevant for

PTA experiments. The friction on the DW is here induced by strongly coupled QCD, and

it would be interesting to estimate it thoroughly.
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Appendices

A Dark QCD ALP domain walls

The ALP potential considered previously in (2.2) is a simplification with respect to what

can happen in realistic scenarios. For instance, in QCD, the axion domain wall is more

complicated because of the mixing between the axion and the pions [67]. This is reflected

in the effective potential for the axion which differs from (2.2) [73].

For concreteness, in order to discuss interesting dynamics that can emerge when the

scalar potential does not take the simple form in (2.2), we will consider an ALP model

where the effective potential is in form equivalent to the one of QCD, but for a dark

QCD-like theory. Hence the ALP potential reads

V (a) = −Λ̃4

√
1− 4m̃um̃d

(m̃u + m̃d)2
sin2

(
a

2fa

)
(A.1)

where Λ̃ is the strong coupling scale of the dark QCD-like gauge group, and q ≡ 4m̃um̃d
(m̃u+m̃d)2

is an order 1 number depending on the dark up and down quark masses, that we assume

as the one of QCD, that is q = 0.9. The axion mass induced by this potential is

m2
a =

q

4

Λ̃4

f2a
. (A.2)

The domain wall solution cannot be found analytically as in the case of the potential

(2.2), but can be easily determined numerically starting from the EOM,

d2a

dz2
=
dV (a)

da
, with

dV (a)

da
= 2m2

afa
sin
(

a
2fa

)
cos
(

a
2fa

)
√
1− q sin2

(
a

2fa

) , (A.3)

as it is shown in Fig. 10. However, the domain wall tension can be found analytically and
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Figure 10: DW profile for the dark QCD ALP model (A.1) (blue, solid). In addition, the

first derivative w.r.t. maz of the profile is shown as well (green, solid). For comparison,

the DW profile and its first derivative for the cosine potential (2.2) are given by the orange

and red dashed lines respectively.

it is given by [73]

σ =

∫ 2πfa

0
da
√

2 [V (a)− V (0)] , (A.4)

where V (a) is the dark QCD ALP potential (A.1) and V (0) has been added in order to

have a positive tension. Using the substitution x = sin2(a/2fa) and that the integrand is

even, the tension reduces to

σ = 2
√
2 Λ̃2fa

∫ 1

0

[
1− (1− qx)1/2

]1/2√
x(1− x)

dx

= 2
√
2 Λ̃2fa

∫ 1

0

[(
1+(1−qx)1/2
1+(1−qx)1/2

) [
1− (1− qx)1/2

]]1/2√
x(1− x)

dx

= 2
√
2q Λ̃2fa

∫ 1

0

1√
(1− x)

[
1 + (1− qx)1/2

]dx . (A.5)

Using the identity (A.2) yields

σ = 8maf
2
aE [q] (A.6)

where

E [q] ≡
∫ 1

0

dx√
2(1− x)[1 + (1− qx)

1
2 ]

(A.7)

is an O(1) number depending on the dark up and down quark mass ratio. For a case as

QCD, it is E [0.9] ∼ 1.12 and hence σ ≃ 9maf
2
a . The width of the domain wall, as it is

visible in Fig. 10, is of order δ ∼ m−1
a as in the previous case.
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One interesting aspect of the ALP potential in (A.1) is that it implies a non-vanishing

self-reflection coefficient (contrarily to the case in (2.2)) and hence friction on the domain

wall induced by the ALP population itself as suggested in [67]. We discuss the implications

of this in Appendix B.1.

B Reflection coefficient

The reflection coefficient represents the probability of a particle being reflected once it

strikes upon a potential barrier. This scattering problem is described by a one-dimensional

time-independent Schrödinger-like equation

d2ψ

dx2
+ (k2 − V (x))ψ = 0 , (B.1)

where k is the wave number. Three regions are considered: the left and right sides of the

barrier where the potential is zero and the region inside the barrier. The wave function

will have the form

ψ(x) =


eik(x−a) +Re−ik(x−a), x < a

c1ψ1(x) + c2ψ2(x), x ∈ [a, b]

Teik(x−b), x > b

, for V (x) =


0, x < a

V0(x), x ∈ [a, b]

0, x > b

, (B.2)

where a and b are the boundaries of the region where the potential barrier V0(x) is defined

and ψ1(x) and ψ2(x) are the linearly independent solutions on [a, b] with c1 and c2 constants.

The incident wave amplitude is taken to be unity, whereas R and T are the reflection

and transmission amplitudes for which the modulus gives the reflection and transmission

probability respectively. Following [154], we assume that the independent solutions ψ1 and

ψ2 satisfy the conditions of the Cauchy problem, i.e. ψ1(a) = ψ′
2(a) = 1 and ψ2(a) =

ψ′
1(a) = 0, where a prime denotes a derivative w.r.t. x. Applying these conditions to (B.2)

gives the reflection amplitude,

R =
ψ′
1(b) + k2ψ2(b) + ik [ψ′

2(b)− ψ1(b)]

k2ψ2(b)− ψ′
1(b) + ik [ψ1(b) + ψ′

2(b)]
. (B.3)

B.1 ALP self–reflection

The self-reflection of the ALP particles against the ALP DWs is found to be zero for the

cosine potential (2.2) [4]. In contrast, the potential (A.1) in the dark QCD ALP model

allows friction to occur as argued by [67].

One performs a linear perturbation about the DW solution aDW that satisfies the EOM

(A.3), with a plane wave ansatz for the perturbation, a = aDW + δa(z)e−iEt+ikxx+ikyy. A

Taylor expansion up to first order results in

d2δa

dz2
+ k2zδa−

(
d2V (aDW)

da2
−m2

a

)
δa = 0 , (B.4)

where

d2V (aDW)

da2
= −m2

a

(1− q) sin4
(
aDW
2fa

)
− cos4

(
aDW
2fa

)
[
cos2

(
aDW
2fa

)
+ (1− q) sin2

(
aDW
2fa

)]3/2 , (B.5)
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and k2z = E2 − k2x − k2y − m2
a. Following the procedure outlined above to calculate the

reflection coefficient of the ALP against the DW, we obtain a non-zero reflection as shown

in Fig.11.

10-5 0.001 0.100 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

kz/ma

|R
2

Figure 11: Reflection coefficient |R|2 of an ALP against the ALP DW as a function of

the momentum kz in units of the axion mass ma.

B.2 Fermion reflection

Results for fermion scattering with Z2 DWs were presented in [155] and in the case of ALP

DWs, qualitative arguments have been put forward in [67]. In the following, we present the

procedure used to determine the reflection coefficient for fermions scattering off the ALP

DW from the simple cosine potential.

The reflection coefficient for a fermion is found from its current, Jµ = ψ̄γµψ. More

specifically, the ratio of the reflected and incoming currents provide the reflection proba-

bility. As the current gives an expression in terms of the components of the fermion field,

we can determine the reflection of the components themselves following the procedure in

Appendix B. To this end, we consider a fermion moving perpendicular to the wall along

the z direction parameterized as ψ(z) = (α, β, γ, δ)T e−iEt, where the components depend

on z, the energy E and momentum kz of the fermion. We will work in the Weyl basis for

which the current along the z direction reads

Jz = −|α|2 + |β|2 + |γ|2 − |δ|2 . (B.6)

From the interaction Lagrangian (3.27), the EOM of the fermion is given by(
Eγ0 + iγ3∂z −mf +

κ

2NDWfa

da

dz
γ3γ5

)
ψ = 0 , (B.7)

which for the fermion components reads

iα′ = Eα−mfγ +
κ

2va

da

dz
α , iβ′ = −Eβ +mfδ +

κ

2va

da

dz
β ,

iγ′ = −Eγ +mfα− κ

2va

da

dz
γ , iδ′ = Eδ −mfβ − κ

2va

da

dz
δ . (B.8)
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Here a prime denotes a derivative w.r.t. z and we used the identity va = faNDW. Taking

again the derivative yields

α′′ =

(
m2
f −

[
E +

κ

2va

da

dz

]2
− i

κ

2va

d2a

dz2

)
α , β′′ =

(
m2
f −

[
E − κ

2va

da

dz

]2
− i

κ

2va

d2a

dz2

)
β ,

γ′′ =

(
m2
f −

[
E +

κ

2va

da

dz

]2
+ i

κ

2va

d2a

dz2

)
γ , δ′′ =

(
m2
f −

[
E − κ

2va

da

dz

]2
+ i

κ

2va

d2a

dz2

)
δ .

(B.9)

These are four Schrödinger-like equations, thus allowing us to calculate the reflection prob-

ability of each component separately. However, one should take the relationships between

the components as shown in (B.8) into account. Therefore, we first calculate the reflection

amplitude Rα of α and then use (B.8) outside the wall where da/dz → 0 to obtain the

correct reflection amplitude of γ. A similar approach is applied for β and δ. In order to

see how the reflection amplitudes relate to one another, we first consider the free wave

solutions outside the wall.

Free fermion solutions outside the wall The free fermion solutions are obtained

from the free Dirac equation, i.e. (B.7) without the ALP part. The solutions in the Weyl

representation for a fermion moving along the z direction are found to be

u1 = N


E +mf − kz

0

E +mf + kz

0

 , u2 = N


0

E +mf + kz

0

E +mf − kz

 ,

u3 = N


E −mf − kz

0

−E +mf − kz

0

 , u4 = N


0

E −mf + kz

0

−E +mf + kz

 , (B.10)

where N = 1√
2(|E|+mf )

is a normalization constant12 and we used the fact that the fermion

moves along the z direction (kx = ky = 0). u1 and u2 are the spin-up and spin-down13

positive energy solutions, while u3 and u4 are the spin-up and spin-down negative energy

solutions respectively. It is observed that the spin-up spinors correspond to β = δ = 0 and

the spin-down spinors with α = γ = 0.

The fermion coupling to the ALP has the form ∂µa ψ̄γ
µγ5ψ and since a = a(z), one

finds that the fermion part is non-vanishing for expressions of the form ūiγ
3γ5ui with

i = {1, 2, 3, 4}. Hence, an incoming free spinor remains the same once interacting with the

12The free spinors are normalized to 2|E| particles per unit volume.
13With spin-up and spin-down, we mean spin along the positive and negative z direction respectively.
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wall. Consequently, if the incoming fermion is a u1 spinor with non-zero components α

and γ, then the reflected spinor consists again of the reflected components α and γ. Both

the incoming and reflected currents for a u1 spinor thus simplify to Jzu1 = −|α|2 + |γ|2. A
similar approach is applied for the other spinors.

Reflection of the entire fermion Inspired by (B.2), we write the components as in-

coming and reflected waves on the left side of the wall and transmitted waves on the right

side. For instance, the first component reads

α =

{
eikzz +Rαe

−ikzz, left side of wall

Tαe
ikzz, right side of wall

. (B.11)

Rα is then calculated as outlined above. Similarly for the third component γ, we have an

incoming, reflected and transmitted wave, but with different amplitudes,

γ =

{
Aeikzz +Be−ikzz, left side of wall

Ceikzz, right side of wall
. (B.12)

The amplitudes of γ are such that they satisfy the relations in (B.8) outside the wall,

A =
E + kz
mf

, B = Rα

(
E − kz
mf

)
, C = Tα

(
E + kz
mf

)
. (B.13)

The same ratios are obtained from the ratio of the first and third components of the u1
and u3 free spinors. In addition, by writing δ similarly as in (B.11) and β as in (B.12), the

ratios in (B.13) are found again with Rα → Rδ, showing how the non-zero components of

the u2 and u4 spinors reflect.

The incoming and reflected currents of a u1 spinor (given by the incoming and reflected

parts of Jzu1 = −|α|2 + |γ|2 as discussed above) are then found to be

Jzu1
∣∣
inc.

=

(
E + kz
mf

)2

− 1 , Jzu1
∣∣
refl.

= |Rα|2
[(

E − kz
mf

)2

− 1

]
, (B.14)

from which we obtain the reflection coefficient of the entire u1 spinor,

|Ru1 |2 = −
Jzu1
∣∣
refl.

Jzu1
∣∣
inc.

= |Rα|2
(
E − kz
E + kz

)
. (B.15)

A similar expression is found for u2 with Rα → Rδ. The reflection coefficients for both a u1
and u2 spinor are shown in Fig. 12. It is observed that there is a difference in the reflection

behavior of u1 and u2. This can be explained by the fact that depending on the spin, the

fermion sees a potential hill or well, as can be seen from (B.7). Indeed, for a positive energy

fermion, the spin-up spinor u1 reflects on a potential well, whereas the spin-down spinor

u2 reflects on a potential hill. For transmission to happen, u2 must therefore have a larger

kinetic energy than u1.

A similar behavior is found for the negative energy states. In this case, one considers

the spinors u3 and u4 for which E = −
√
k2z +m2

f . The main difference is that the spin-up

– 38 –



u1

u2

10-9 10-6 0.001 1
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

E -mf 

ma

|R 2

Figure 12: Reflection probability of the u1 (blue) and u2 (orange) spinors as a function of

the kinetic energy of the fermion in units of the axion mass ma. The mass of the fermion

is mf = ma and κ/NDW = 1.

negative energy state u3 reflects on a potential hill and the spin-down negative energy

state u4 on a potential well. Whenever a positive energy fermion sees a hill, the negative

version sees a well and vice versa. The overall global picture remains the same and we will

therefore only consider the positive energy states. The final total reflection probability we

use in our work for fermions is then taken to be

R =
|Ru1 |2 + |Ru2 |2

2
. (B.16)

C Strong friction regime

In the main text we observed that friction generically reduces the amplitude of the GW

signal emitted by DWs. One can then wonder if, in the case of a DW network experiencing

a very long period of friction, the dominant GW signal could have actually been generated

at earlier times, when the network was still in the scaling regime.

We can easily estimate when this can happen by using the simple power-law assumption

for friction that we derived previously in (4.5). In a friction dominated regime, if ℓf ∼ tλ

and assuming λ > 0, one gets that L(t) ∼ t
1
2
(1+λ). Inserting this into the formula for the

gravitational wave emission, we deduce that Ωgw ∼ t−
1
2
(1−5λ). We then conclude that the

normalized gravitational wave energy is a growing function with time as soon as λ > 1/5.

The standard scaling regime can be formally recovered by taking λ = 1 (in this case

L ∝ t), confirming that the emission is stronger at later times. The intermediate period of

friction ∝ T 2 that can arise in the case of a light fermion, see e.g. (3.38), gives λ = 1. A

possible period with 1/ℓf ∝ T 4 ∝ t−2 would give λ = 2 so that the early emission would be

again overruled by the late emission. The case of a cold component scattering off the DW

as discussed in Sec. 3.2.2 leads to the same conclusion.

A possibly more interesting case concerns the period in which friction can dominate

while being temperature (and time) independent, λ = 0. This corresponds e.g. to the

scattering of fermions in thermal equilibrium for temperatures T ≫ ma: the longer the
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Figure 13: Combination of Fig. 6 and 7 for benchmark values ma = 30 TeV, fa = 1010

GeV, mf = 10ma and κ/NDW = 5. The red dots indicate a possible scenario in which

early and late emission would equally contribute to the final GW signal.

period in which friction dominates with constant 1/ℓf, the more likely it is for the early

emission to dominate over the late emission. In Fig. 13 we show an illustrative case for this

interesting possibility. If annihilation of the DW network occurs at T/Tdom ≲ 2 × 10−3,

the GW amplitude is dominated by the signal emitted at the end of the scaling regime

at earlier times, at around T/Tdom ∼ 5 × 10−4 (the absolute size of this signal is still

very small, Ωgw ∼ 10−18, at the border of the BBO sensitivity). However, as soon as

annihilation occurs at lower temperatures, the GW signal quickly becomes dominated by

the late emission (while still being in a friction dominated regime). This also shows that

having the strongest GW signal from emission prior to the network annihilation would

require some tuning in the choice of the bias.

D Matter domination

The energy of the DW network is transferred to both mildly relativistic axions and GWs

[6]. An intermediate matter dominated era (IMD) is therefore plausible if the axions do

not decay before their energy density ρa exceeds the critical density of the Universe ρc.

The altered evolution of the Universe should then be taken into account in the resulting

GW spectrum, as elaborated in [13].

Part of the energy of the walls goes into axion production such that ρa = ξρw, where

ξ is the fraction of the DW energy transferred to the axions, for which we assume ξ = 1 in
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our work. After annihilation of the DW network, the axion population scales as ρa ∼ a−3,

and an IMD therefore happens when ρa(t) = ρc(t) or

ξρw(tann)

(
a(tann)

a(t)

)3

= 3H2(t)M2
Pl . (D.1)

As the annihilation of the DW occurs when ρw = ∆V , the time at which the IMD phase

begins is given by

tm =
9

16

M4
Pl

ξ2
t−3
ann∆V

−2 (D.2)

in a radiation dominated Universe.

However, if the axions were to decay before tm, an IMD will not happen. Therefore,

we compare tm w.r.t. the time at which the decay rate of axions becomes efficient, i.e.

when Γ ∼ H, with Γ the axion decay rate. Depending on whether the axion decays into

photons or fermions, the decay rates are given by [45]

Γa→γγ =
α2m3

a

64π3f2a
c2γ , Γa→ff =

mam
2
f

8πf2a
c2f

√
1−

4m2
f

m2
a

, (D.3)

where α = 1/137 is the fine-structure constant and we assumed the Lagrangian density

describing the interaction between photons and the ALP is given by

Laγ =
α

4π

E

NDW

a

fa
FF̃ , (D.4)

where E is the anomaly with respect to the gauge current. cγ and cf can be traced back

to the couplings of the ALP, for which we have

cγ = E/NDW , cf = κ/NDW . (D.5)

In a radiation dominated Universe, the decay rates become efficient at times

ta→γγ =
32π3

c2γα
2

f2a
m3
a

, ta→ff =
4π

c2f

f2a
mam2

f

(
1−

4m2
f

m2
a

)−1/2

, (D.6)

and the axion therefore starts to decay at a time

tdec = min (ta→γγ , ta→ff ) . (D.7)

If tm ≲ tdec, an IMD epoch would alter the GW spectrum due to a different behavior

of the scale factor between tm and tdec. Both the peak frequency and amplitude depend on

the ratio of the scale factor today and at the time of annihilation14, a(tann)/a(t0), which

we can rewrite as

a(tann)

a(t0)
=

(
a(tann)

a(tm)

)(
H(tdec)

H(tm)

)2/3(a(tdec)
a(t0)

)
. (D.8)

14We approximate the total signal by considering the spectrum at the time of annihilation, as this

corresponds to the largest contribution to the signal (see the discussion at the end of Section 2.1).
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In the second factor, we used the fact that for a matter dominated era one has a ∼ H−2/3.

The peak frequency and amplitude are then given by substituting the new ratio of the

scaling factor in (2.11) and (2.13),

fpeak,m(tann)|t0 = fpeak(tann)|t0

(
tm
tdec

)1/6

, (D.9)

Ωgw,m(tann, f)|t0 = Ωgw(tann, f)|t0

(
tm
tdec

)2/3

, (D.10)

where we used H ∼ t−1 and a ∼ t1/2 in a matter and radiation dominated Universe,

respectively.
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