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We investigate the emission of vector radiation by superconducting cosmic string loops, deriving
general relations to characterize the vector radiation emission efficiency, and study its impact on the
evolution of loops. Building on these results, we compute the stochastic gravitational wave back-
ground generated by a chiral superconducting cosmic string network, including the impact of vector
radiation for the very first time. Our analysis reveals that strong coupling between superconducting
cosmic strings and the vector field may lead to a substantial suppression of the gravitational wave
signal, while moderate coupling may still produce a detectable signal. We demonstrate that, in
this intermediate limit, the presence of superconductivity in cosmic strings may help reconcile their
gravitational wave spectrum with pulsar timing array data for large enough values of current.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many high-energy physics scenarios predict the for-
mation of one-dimensional topological defects known as
cosmic strings in phase transitions in the early universe
[1–8]. Once cosmic strings are produced, they form a
network that spans the entire universe. When cosmic
strings collide, they intercommute and may form closed
strings with lengths smaller than the horizon. These
string configurations are called loops, while those that
cross the horizon are known as long strings. Because
of the highly nonlinear nature of cosmic strings, under-
standing their evolution typically requires numerical sim-
ulations. However, to date, only the simplest realizations
of cosmic strings have been studied numerically in detail:
local Abelian-Higgs U(1) models with critical coupling
[9–12] and their infinitely thin approximation, known as
Nambu-Goto simulations [13–15].

When cosmic strings are coupled to other fundamental
fields, they can acquire superconductivity [16–22]. Al-
though some progress has recently been made in sim-
ulating superconducting cosmic strings [23–27], the ad-
ditional degrees of freedom associated with the current
propagating on cosmic strings make numerical simula-
tions particularly challenging. To address superconduct-
ing string networks, given the lack of full-scale net-
work simulations, one can resort to a semi-analytical
approach to describe their large scale evolution known
as the Charge-Velocity-dependent One-Scale (CVOS)
model, which has been developed in a series of recent
studies [28–30]. While the CVOS model contains some
model-dependent parameters that should be calibrated
with future simulations, it also predicts generic features
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that should hold for all superconducting string networks.
The existence of cosmic strings potentially leads to

many observational signatures that may allow us to de-
tect these one-dimensional topological defects for the
very first time. By investigating the existence of super-
conductivity on cosmic strings, we can probe potential
interactions between fundamental fields and, even if cos-
mic strings are not directly detected, their absence should
enable us to constrain different string-forming models for
the early universe. Cosmic strings, therefore, serve as
a valuable source of information, aiding in uncovering
high-energy physics. Particularly sensitive probes of cos-
mic string scenarios may be conducted by studying the
Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) [31–33], Gravi-
tational Wave (GW) emissions [34, 35], lensing effects
[36, 37], and structure formation [38, 39]. In the case of
superconducting cosmic strings coupled with the electro-
magnetic field, one can anticipate additional constraints
from radiation channels [40–42]. However, if the current
on cosmic strings is related to the dark sector [43], elec-
tromagnetic constraints cannot be relied upon, leading to
modifications in certain observational outcomes [44, 45].

The Stochastic Gravitational Wave Background
(SGWB) produced by current-carrying cosmic strings
was initially studied in Refs. [46, 47], but these stud-
ies did not account for the emission of vector radiation
by cosmic string loops. In this study, we build upon
on our previous work, as reported in Ref. [47], and per-
form more precise predictions for this background, by
considering the impact of this vector radiation for the
first time. In particular, we focus on studying the im-
pact of the potential emission of vector radiation by
current-carrying loops and on establishing phenomeno-
logical relations to describe the vector radiation emission
efficiency. We present refined equations for the evolution
of cosmic string loops, taking into account the radiation
associated with current and possible current leakage ef-
fects. We study how these additional physical mecha-
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nisms influence the SGWB generated by a network of
current-carrying strings. Furthermore, we conclude by
discussing possible future research directions aimed at
enhancing our understanding of current-carrying strings.

Throughout this paper, Latin indices “a-d” run over
worldsheet coordinates (from 0 to 1), while Greek indices
span over spacetime coordinates Xµ (from 0 to 3).

II. DYNAMICS OF INFINITELY THIN
CURRENT-CARRYING COSMIC STRINGS

We begin our analysis by setting up an effective action
to describe superconducting cosmic strings. Here, we use
the generalized Nambu-Goto action, assuming that the
cosmic strings are infinitely thin and are coupled to a
gauge vector field, as proposed in Refs. [48, 49]. In this
case, cosmic strings trace a 1+1 dimensional worldsheet
in spacetime Xµ = Xµ(σa), where σa = {τ, σ} are world-
sheet coordinates. The action is written as follows

Sw = Seff + Sint + Sem, (1)

where

Seff = µ0

∫ √−γL(κ)d2σ, (2)

describes the effective action of an elastic string, µ0 is a
constant defined by the symmetry breaking scale, γ =
det(γab), γab ≡ Xµ

,aX
ν
,bηνµ is the induced metric, where

ηµν is the Minkowski metric, and Xµ
,a ≡ ∂Xµ/∂σa;

Sem =
1

16π

∫ √−gFµνF
µνd4x, (3)

with Fµν ≡ Aν,µ−Aµ,ν , is the action of the vector fields;
and

Sint = e

∫
Aaε

abϕ,b d
2σ, (4)

describes the coupling between the current carriers and
the vector fields, e = µ

1/2
0 ẽ, ẽ is the charge of the current

carriers 1, Aa ≡ AµX
µ
,a and εab is the Levi-Civita symbol.

One may notice that the gauge invariance Aµ → Aµ+∂µϕ
of the action (1) is guaranteed by εab since ϕ,a = ϕ,µX

µ
,a.

The master function L(κ) has an internal degree of
freedom, the 4-current, given by

κ ≡ ϕ,aϕ,bγ
ab, (5)

where ϕ is a scalar field describing the charge carriers that
are confined to the worldsheet. This function defines the

1 Note that, for convenience and in contrast to other literature on
cosmic strings [48, 50, 51], we use rescaled definitions of the field
and coupling: specifically, ϕ = ϕ̃/µ

1/2
0 , and e = ẽµ

1/2
0 , where

tildes indicate the notation used in those references.

properties of the current-carrying strings (see Ref. [52]
for a detailed review). Particularly, by defining the form
of the function L(κ), one determines how the mass per
unit length and tension (or equivalently, how the speed
of the longitudinal and of the transverse perturbations)
depend on the value of the current κ. There are two
conditions that we may impose on L(κ) to obtain wave-
like equations of motion for the cosmic string, that admits
exact solutions in terms of left- and right-moving modes
(labelled respectively by the subscripts ‘+’ and ‘−’) for
the string position

Xµ(τ, σ) =
1

2

(
Xµ

+(σ+) +Xµ
−(σ−)

)
(6)

and for the scalar field

ϕ(τ, σ) =
1

2
(F+(σ+) + F−(σ−)) , (7)

where σ± = τ ± σ. In this case, F ′
± may be regarded,

in a sense, as left- and right-moving currents (while the
current on the string is still given by Eq. (5)). The first
condition is the so called chiral limit, reached when κ → 0
[53–55]. In this case, the current κ is a light-like field
on the string world-sheet, which implies that either the
right- or left-mover of solution (7) vanishes: F+ = 0 or
F− = 0. Thus, for any L(κ), the solution of the equations
of motion for the cosmic string in the chiral limit (κ → 0)
is given by (6) and (7), while the norm of X ′µ

± is related
to the scalar field through [56]

X ′µ
± X ′

±µ = −2F ′ 2
±

dL(κ)
dκ

∣∣∣∣∣
κ=0

. (8)

Another possibility is to demand that the string is tran-
sonic — i.e. that the longitudinal and transverse pertur-
bations move at the same speed. This condition leads to
L(κ) =

√
1− κ and also implies that the general solution

is given by (6) and (7) [57] and that the relation between
X ′µ

± and the scalar field is given by Eq. (8) as well [58].
Here, by taking advantage of the integrability of their

equations of motion, we will use chiral and transonic
strings as a proxy to study the vector field radiation emit-
ted by current-carrying cosmic strings. Although super-
conducting strings are not generally expected to always
be chiral or transonic (see e.g. [59]), as we shall see, there
are reasons to believe that our findings should apply to
any type of current-carrying cosmic string.

III. EMISSION OF VECTOR RADIATION BY
CURRENT-CARRYING LOOPS

Here, we investigate the vector radiation emitted by
superconducting string loops. These loops oscillate with
a period of T = L/2, where L is a constant that coincides
with the loop length ℓ when the current is absent (further
details about this relation are provided in Sec. VC), and
are expected to emit vector radiation in a discrete set of



3

frequencies determined by harmonics of L: ωj = 4πj/L,
where j represents the harmonic number, and ωj denotes
the corresponding frequency. The power radiated in the
direction of the unit vector n per unit solid angle Ω(θ, φ),
averaged over a loop period T , may be expressed as fol-
lows [50]:

P =
∑
j

Pj = e2Γem,

dPj

dΩ
= −

ω2
j

2π
jµj∗µ = e2

dΓem

dΩ
,

(9)

where the subscript ‘j’ indicates that we are consider-
ing the contribution of the j-th harmonic mode of the
corresponding variable,

n = (cos θ, sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ) , (10)

and we have defined

jµ = e
L

8π2

(
I−J

µ
+ − I+J

µ
−
)
,

I± =

∫ 2π

0

F ′
±eij(σ±− 2π

L n·X±)dσ±,

Jµ
± =

∫ 2π

0

X ′µ
± eij(σ±− 2π

L n·X±)dσ± .

(11)

Here, Γem is the vector radiation emission efficiency
— or, in other words, the power emitted in units of e2

— which may be split into the contribution of each har-
monic mode Γem

j . This is the crucial quantity one needs
to compute to describe the emission of vector radiation
by superconducting string loops. To do so we will as-
sume F ′

± = constant and consider two types of solutions:
Burden [60] and Garfinkle-Vachaspati [61] loops. In this
section, we only provide a brief outline of the results,
but a detailed description of these loop solutions and the
derivation of Γem may be found in Appendixes A and B.

In Appendix A, we derive the spectrum of emission Γem
j

for loops with quasi-cusp points using Eqs. (9) and (11),
by resorting to the Burden loop solution [60]. Cusps are
points on a string where the induced metric on the world-
sheet becomes singular, causing these points to move at
the speed of light. However, if the current-forming scalar
field is non-trivial (i.e. F ′

± ̸= 0) at these locations, the
formation of cusps is prevented regardless of the choice
of the master function L(κ) (a formal proof of this result
is provided in Appendix C). We define a quasi-cusp as
a point that would form a cusp in the absence of cur-
rent (F ′

± = 0). These points may exhibit shapes simi-
lar to conventional cusps but necessarily have sublumi-
nal velocities (see e.g. [47]). Our analysis demonstrates
that for loops with quasi-cusps, the efficiency of vector
radiation emission decreases exponentially with increas-
ing harmonic mode. This is a direct consequence of the
absence of true cusps in superconducting strings. Con-
sequently, when calculating Γem, the summation can be
truncated at some maximum mode jmax without signifi-
cant loss of precision.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

G±
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〈Γem〉

chiral
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Figure 1. Averaged vector radiation emission efficiency ⟨Γem⟩
of Burden loops for different values of G±. Squares repre-
sent the values of ⟨Γem⟩ computed for loops with symmetrical
currents (G+ = G−), while circles correspond to those for
loops with chiral currents (G± = 1, while G∓ ̸= 1). The solid
(dashed) line represents the best fit for chiral (symmetric)
currents, modeled by a function in the form of Eq. (12). The
best-fit parameter values are listed in Table I.
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Figure 2. Averaged vector radiation emission efficiency ⟨Γem⟩
of Garfinkle-Vachaspati loops for different values of G±.
Squares represent the values of ⟨Γem⟩ computed for loops
with symmetrical currents (G+ = G−), while circles corre-
spond to those for loops with chiral currents (G± = 1, while
G∓ ̸= 1). The solid (dashed) line represents the best fit for
chiral (symmetric) currents, modeled by a function in the
form of Eq. (12). The best-fit parameter values are listed
in Table I.

The resulting vector radiation emission efficiency, av-
eraged over all possible Burden loop shapes (i.e. averag-
ing over parameter β in Appendix A), ⟨Γem⟩ as a func-
tion of current, expressed here, for simplicity, in terms of
G± ≡

√
1− F ′ 2

± , is displayed in Fig. 1. The behavior of
⟨Γem⟩ is well described by a phenomenological expression
of the form

⟨Γem⟩ = Γem
0

∣∣F ′
±
∣∣ (1− ∣∣F ′

±
∣∣)D , (12)
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Table I. Best fit values of the parameters of function (12), for
loops with quasi-cusp points and loops with kinks.

Γem
0 D

Symmetric loop with quasi-cusps 4.9 1.6
Symmetric loop with kinks 10.5 1.8
Chiral loop with quasi-cusps 8.6 1.1
Chiral loop with kinks 8.6 1.2

where Γem
0 and D are constant parameters. In Fig. 1,

one can see that this expression accurately describes the
emission of vector radiation by Burden loops, using the
fitting values listed in Table I.

This analysis shows that, although current is (obvi-
ously) essential for the emission of vector radiation, as
current increases there is a suppression of the efficiency of
emission. As a matter of fact, ⟨Γem⟩ peaks at moderate
currents of roughly F ′

± ∼ 0.4. Moreover, while the re-
sults are qualitatively similar in both cases, the emission
efficiency of vector radiation is higher for chiral currents
than for symmetric currents.

For Garfinkle-Vachaspati loop solutions [61], which de-
scribe loops with kinks, we find a very similar scenario for
the averaged vector radiation emission efficiency ⟨Γem⟩
(we average over possible shapes controlled by param-
eter β in Appendix B) — which we display in Fig. 2.
Again ⟨Γem⟩ may be described by a phenomenological
relation of the form in Eq. (12) albeit with different fit-
ting constants (as shown in Table I). The main difference
between loops with quasi-cusps and loops with kinks may
be seen in the spectrum of emission, whose computation
is detailed in Appendix B. For loops with kinks, we found
that Γem

j follows a power-law, without the additional ex-
ponential suppression found for Burden loops. The dom-
inant contribution to vector radiation in high frequencies
for current-carrying strings is then generated by kinks,
rather than quasi-cusps (similar to what was shown for
GWs [47]).

Our results show that the vector radiation efficiency for
both Burden loops with chiral and transonic currents and
for Garfinkle-Vachaspati loops is well approximated by a
relation of the form of (12). Note also that the current-
carrying Garfinkle-Vachaspati loops we consider are a so-
lution for the general superconducting string equations
of motion — i.e. for any master function L(κ) — and
so these results apply, in this case, to superconducting
strings in general. This suggests that this relation may,
in fact, hold for any type of current-carrying loops (with
different fitting constants).

IV. COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION OF
NETWORKS OF CURRENT-CARRYING

STRINGS

Cosmic string loops are produced dynamically
throughout the evolution of a cosmic string network as a
result of (self-)intersections and subsequent intercommu-

tation. Understanding the large-scale evolution of cosmic
string networks is therefore essential to accurately com-
pute the number density of loops (see e.g. [15, 62–64]),
which is an essential ingredient in the computation of
their SGWB. Here, we will resort to the Charge-Velocity-
dependent One-Scale (CVOS) model introduced in [28]
— which we review in this section — to describe the
evolution of networks of cosmic strings with current.

A. The CVOS model

The CVOS model — an extension of the VOS
model [65] to account for the dynamical impact of
current — provides a thermodynamic description of
the cosmological evolution of a current-carrying cos-
mic string network in a Friedman-Lemaître-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) universe, with line element

ds2 = a2(η)(dη2 − dx2), (13)

where a is the cosmological scale factor, η is the confor-
mal time and x are comoving coordinates.

Let F(K) be an averaged equation of state for the net-
work — obtained by averaging the worldsheet Lagrangian
L(κ) over the whole network — that depends on the
macroscopic 4-current K, describing the averaged cur-
rent of the strings in the network (see Refs. [28, 49, 59]
for a detailed description). The study in Ref. [30] demon-
strated that a detailed modeling of the equation of state
— as carried out for the Witten U(1) × U(1) model —
may be omitted in many situations and that the cosmo-
logical evolution of a network of current-carrying strings
may be described approximately by considering a linear
equation of state of the form F(K) = 1−K/2 studied in
Ref. [29]. Here we will also follow this approach.

In this model, the evolution of the cosmic string net-
work is described by four macroscopic variables:
• ξ - the characteristic length of the network, which is

related to the bare string energy density (without cur-
rent) through ρ0 = µ0/ξ

2;
• v - the Root-Mean-Squared (RMS) velocity of the

strings;
• Y - the charge amplitude;
• K - a macroscopic Lorentz-invariant current.
The linear CVOS model equations for the cosmologi-

cal evolution of a network of current-carrying strings are
given by [30]

dϵ

dx
=

ϵv2

1 + Y
+

cv

2
+ Y

vk(v)

1 + Y
+

ϵ

aH

d(aH)

dx
, (14a)

dv

dx
=
1− v2

1 + Y

[
(1− Y )k(v)

ϵ
− 2v

]
, (14b)

dY

dx
=2Y

(
vk(v)

ϵ
− 1

)
−A(Y )

Y

ϵ
, (14c)

where, for simplicity, we have introduced new variables:
x = log a and ϵ = ξaH. Moreover, H = (da/dt)/a is the
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Figure 3. The left panel represents the evolution of the current amplitude Y with Ycr = 1, Ycr = 0.6 and Ycr = 0.5 when
Aconst = 10−3 (top to bottom). Thick transparent lines represent the evolution of Y (x) in the model with leakage function
(17), while thin dotted, solid and dashed lines demonstrate approximation (18). The right panel represents the dependence of
v (solid line) and ϵ (dashed line) on the value of Yrd during the radiation-dominated epoch, in which d(aH)/dx = −aH. The
dot represents the maximum value of ϵmax = 0.235 achieved when Yrd = Ymax ≈ 0.676.

Hubble parameter, which evolves according to

H2 = H2
0Ωr

(a0
a

)4
+Ωm

(a0
a

)3
+ΩΛ (15)

where t is the physical time (related to conformal time as
adη = dt), and the Hubble constant (the value of H at

the present time t0) is given by H0 = 100h km/s/Mpc,
with h = 0.678. We take a(t0) ≡ a0 = 1 and the density
parameters of radiation, matter, and dark energy at the
present time are, respectively, given by Ωr = 9.1476 ×
10−5, Ωm = 0.308, and ΩΛ = 1 − Ωr − Ωm [66]. Note
that the CVOS equations reduce to VOS equations if on
sets Y = 0.

The CVOS model (14) contains two parameters , which
we assume to take the same values as those in current-
less Nambu-Goto cosmic string networks: c = 0.23, rep-
resenting the loop-chopping efficiency, and a momentum
parameter given by [67]

k(v) =
2
√
2

π

1− 8v6

1 + 8v6
(1− v2)(1 + 2

√
2v3). (16)

We did not include a decoupled equation for the macro-
scopic variable K, as it does not affect the evolution of
the string network in the linear approximation, and we
follow the model described in Ref. [30].

Moreover, the linear CVOS model contains a charge
leakage parameter A(Y ) that characterizes the efficiency
of charge amplitude loss during the evolution of the net-
work. A detailed description of the effect of A(Y ) on the
evolution of the string network is provided in Ref. [29].
Here, we use the form proposed in [30]:

A(Y ) =
Aconst

1− e−(Y−Ycr)2
, (17)

where Aconst is a constant and Ycr is the critical value of
current above which charge leakage becomes highly effi-
cient. This value is model-dependent and is determined
by the mass of the string-forming Higgs field, mH , and

the mass of the current-generating condensate mσ. For
the Witten model, Ycr = 2m2

σ/3m
2
H [49]; however, we

allow other values of the critical current to cover addi-
tional possible scenarios, imposing only the constraint
that Ycr < 1 .

The evolution of a current-carrying string network with
non-trivial charge leakage A(Y ) is characterized by a scal-
ing solution, where ϵ, v, and Y asymptotically behave
as constants for a fixed expansion rate (i.e for a ∝ tλ,
with constant λ). Examples of the cosmological evolu-
tion of the charge amplitude Y for such a network are
displayed in Fig. 3. Therein, one may see that in the
radiation-dominated epoch (which is well described by
λ = 1/2), the network indeed experiences a linear scal-
ing regime. However, as the universe transitions into the
matter-dominated era, characterized by a faster expan-
sion rate (λ = 2/3), the current amplitude on strings is
dissipated.

B. One parameter approximation

For simplicity, when studying the SGWB, it is conve-
nient to reduce the number of parameters that control
the value of the charge amplitude Y within the CVOS
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model. As a non-trivial scaling of the charge occurs solely
during the radiation-dominated epoch and it quickly de-
clines for faster expansion rates [29], we may encapsu-
late the entire charge evolution by this value during the
radiation-dominated era Yrd and assume it decreases fast
as expansion rate increases. Following a similar approach
to that of Ref. [68], we approximate the evolution of the
charge amplitude as follows:

Y (x) = Yrd

[
1

2
− 1

2
tanh

(
x+ 7(1− Yrd)

3

)]
, (18)

where the constants were chosen to reproduce the full
model as closely as possible for a realistic cosmological
background2.

The evolution of the CVOS model is then reduced to
the first two ordinary differential Eqs. (14a)-(14b), which
then form a closed system with function (18). To verify
the validity of this approximation, we evolve the full sys-
tem of Eqs. (14) alongside the reduced one. The results
are displayed on the left panel of Fig. 3, wherein one may
see that this approximation provides a very good descrip-
tion for the evolution of Y , which necessarily translates
into a good description of ϵ and v. The phenomenolog-
ical approximation (18) is justified by the fact that the
non-trivial charge amplitude Yrd is present only in the
radiation-dominated epoch, while it evolves toward zero
for faster expansion rates. The only differences that ap-
pear between our approximation (18) and the full model
is in the radiation-matter transition period when the net-
work is out of scaling, but, as this figure shows, these are
minor. Since the charge amplitude Yrd is solely controlled
by the leakage function A(Y ), which depends on the un-
derlying cosmic string model, and whose form we do not
know even for the simplest realization U(1)× U(1) (due
to a lack of numerical simulations), we assume Eq. (18).
By doing so, we transfer our lack of knowledge about
A(Y ) to Eq. (18), which should manifest itself only in the
transition between the radiation and matter eras. Hence,
we will study theoretically possible models rather than a
particular realization of a superconducting cosmic string
network.

It is useful to illustrate the dependency of the scaling
values of v and ϵ on the charge amplitude Yrd during the
radiation-dominated epoch, as these are essential ingredi-
ents in the computation of the number of loops produced.
By identifying attractors for the reduced CVOS system
and varying the values of Yrd, as depicted on the right

2 Although the approximation in [68] may be used for different
cosmological parameters, here we opted for developing a spe-
cific approximation for our fixed set of parameters (that come
from Planck data) because this allows us to obtain a better fit
for the realistic evolution of the network. Note that, as shown
in [64], having an accurate description of the large scale dynam-
ics of the network is essential to perform accurate computations
of the number of loops produced in their evolution and that any
deviations may result in unphysical signatures on the SGWB.

panel of Fig. 3, we study how the evolution of the string
network is influenced by the charge amplitude and, conse-
quently, as the number of loops produced by the network
varies. From Fig. 3, it becomes apparent that the RMS
velocity monotonically decreases with an increase in the
charge Yrd. Naively, this would mean that strings are
less likely to collide to form loops as current increases.
Meanwhile, however, variable ϵ, which is inversely pro-
portional to the density of the string network, exhibits a
slight increase within the interval 0 < Yrd < 0.67, reach-
ing its maximum value — that we denote by ϵmax and
is reached when Yrd = Ymax ≈ 0.67 — and subsequently
decreases, approaching zero as Yrd → 1. This behav-
ior suggests that within the interval 0 < Yrd < 0.67,
changes in ϵ are primarily driven by the potential energy
of strings, as determined by their curvature. However,
for larger values of Yrd, the dominant mechanism behind
changes in ϵ shifts to a reduction in energy loss caused
by the decreasing RMS velocity v. As Yrd → 1, the net-
work becomes so dense that loop production is expected
to become copious. These two phases were also identi-
fied in [47] and have been examined in the context of pre-
dicting the CMB signatures arising from current-carrying
cosmic strings [68].

V. DECAY OF LOOPS DUE TO
GRAVITATIONAL AND VECTOR RADIATION

The only thing missing to compute the SGWB gener-
ated by networks of current-carrying strings is to under-
stand how loops with current decay by emitting gravita-
tional and vector radiation and how much of their energy
is emitted in the form of GWs. In this section, we will
describe the decay of loops with current and establish a
connection between the CVOS model and the properties
of current-carrying loops.

A. Relation between the network macroscopic
variables and the microscopic variables for loops

We will consider a simple model to describe the evo-
lution of cosmic string loops in the presence of current,
assuming that the loops are small when compared to the
Hubble radius and thus neglecting the impact of cosmo-
logical expansion on their evolution.

Current on a cosmic string network is characterized
by two main macroscopic parameters: a Lorentz scalar
denoted by K and the previously mentioned charge am-
plitude denoted by Y (see Refs. [28, 29] for more details).
Meanwhile, current on loops is characterized by the mi-
croscopic values F ′

±. In this section, we will start by
establishing a connection between the macroscopic vari-
ables describing the long string network and the micro-
scopic values for oscillating loops.

Working within the assumptions of the CVOS model,
our objective is to express K and Y as functions of
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F ′
±. These variables, however, appear in different world-

sheet parametrizations. Specifically, in Sec. II (and in
Ref. [58]), a particular string world-sheet parametriza-
tion involving (τ, σ) is utilized, allowing the string so-
lution to have a simple wavelike form. In contrast, the
CVOS model employs a temporal-transverse gauge for
the world-sheet parametrization, defined as (t, s), which
satisfies the following conditions:

Ẋ · X′
s = 0, X0 = t, (19)

where Ẋ ≡ dX/dt and X′
s ≡ dX/ds. In this gauge cur-

rent can be expressed in the following form [28, 29]

κ = q̃2 − j̃2, (20)

where q̃2 = γ00ϕ̇2 and j̃2 = −γ11ϕ′ 2. In the (τ, σ)-
parametrization, the 4-current can be expressed as fol-
lows [58]:

κ =
4F ′

+F
′
−

1 + F ′
+F

′
− − X′

+ · X′
−
, (21)

where we neglected the effect of the expansion of the
universe and we have normalized linear solution as

ϕ2 =
1

2

(
F ′
+σ+ + F ′

−σ−
)2

. (22)

From Eq. (21), one may deduce that

q̃2 =

(
F ′
+ + F ′

−
)2

1 + F ′
+F

′
− − X′

+ · X′
−
,

j̃2 =

(
F ′
+ − F ′

−
)2

1 + F ′
+F

′
− − X′

+ · X′
−
,

(23)

which leads to

Y ≡
〈
q̃2 + j̃2

2

〉
=

〈
F ′ 2
+ + F ′ 2

−
1 + F ′

+F
′
− − X′

+ · X′
−

〉
, (24)

where we have introduced the weighed averages ⟨A⟩ ≡∫
Aε̃ds/

∫
ε̃ds, performed over all loops in the network,

and ε̃2 = X′ 2
s /(1− Ẋ

2
). Expression (24) is valid for the

transonic and linear chiral models, which are the subject
of study in this paper.

The relation between Y and the microscopic variables,
in general, depends on the particular loop configuration
under consideration. However, since it can be shown that〈

X′
+ · X′

−
〉
= 0, (25)

we may safely assume that for the chiral case, on average,
the amplitude of the current in the string network is given
by

Y ≈
〈
F ′ 2
±
〉
=

∫
ε̃F ′ 2

± ds∫
ε̃ds

. (26)

This relation was previously used in Ref. [47].

B. Energy loss and evolution of current-carrying
loops

The total energy of the cosmic strings may be ex-
pressed as [69]

E = E0

(
F − (2Y +K)

dF
dK

)
, (27)

where E0 = µ0a
∫
ε̃ds is the core or bare energy (ex-

cluding the contribution of current) and F(K) is the
previously introduced averaged equation of state. As
demonstrated in Ref. [30], for most physically relevant
situations, we may use the linear equation of state:
F = 1−K/2, which simplifies Eq. (27) to

E = E0 (1 + Y ) , (28)

which is then proportional to the bare energy of the
string.

Let ℓ ≡
∫
ε̃ds be the invariant loop length, which is

proportional to its bare energy E0 = µ0ℓ, and Y be its
current amplitude (while Y is reserved for the network).
The invariant length of the loop ℓ should decrease as re-
sult of the emission of gravitational and vector radiation
as follows

ℓ̇
∣∣∣
rad

= −Gµ0Γ
gr(Y)− ẽ2Γem(Y) , (29)

while the initial loop length is given by

ℓ(tb) = αξ(tb), (30)

where 0 < α < 1 determines the loop production length,
tb represents the time of loop birth, and Γgr(Y) and
Γem(Y) denote the efficiency of gravitational and vector
emission, respectively. The efficiency of GW emission is
given by [47]

Γgr(Y) = Γgr
0 (1−

√
Y)B , (31)

where B ≈ 2 and Γgr
0 ≈ 50.

The separation between string core and current energy
described by expression (28) implies that we should have
that Ė

∣∣∣
rad

= Ė0

∣∣∣
rad

. This means that the total charge in
the loop, in the absence of leakage mechanisms, should
be conserved as loops radiate vector and gravitational
radiation

Ẏ
∣∣∣
rad

= −Y
ℓ
ℓ̇
∣∣∣
rad

=
Y
ℓ

[
Gµ0Γ

gr(Y) + ẽ2Γem(Y)
]
. (32)

Therefore Y increases as the loop shrinks.
A loss of charge, however, may occur due to various

phenomena, but this is strongly dependent on the under-
lying field theory model [70–77]. Here, we represent the
charge loss in the same simple form we have adopted for
the long string network. This choice is motivated by the
study in Ref. [76], where it was demonstrated that the
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Figure 4. Evolution of superconducting loops toward vorton
solutions for different values of initial current. Here we took
Gµ0 = 10−10, Γgr

0 = 50, B = 2, Γem
0 = 9, D = 1, ẽ =

10−1, Aconst = 0. The top panel represents the evolution of
charge Y, while the bottom panel displays the evolution of
the invariant length of the loop.

charge loss is inversely proportional to the radius curva-
ture of the string

Ẏ
∣∣∣
leak

= −A(Y)
Y
ℓ
, (33)

where we assume that A(Y) has the same form as that
of the network in Eq. (17) and assume that the critical
current for loops is the same as for long strings Ycr = Ycr

(and Ycr = 2m2
σ/3m

2
H for the Witten model).

Thus, the full system of equations describing the evo-
lution of current-carrying loops evolution may then be
written as

ℓ̇ = −Gµ0Γ
gr(Y)− ẽ2Γem(Y), (34a)

Ẏ =
Y
ℓ

[
Gµ0Γ

gr(Y) + ẽ2Γem(Y)−A(Y)
]
. (34b)

These equations admit attractive steady-state solu-
tions of the form

ℓ̇ = constant and Ẏ = 0 . (35)

The value of the scaling constants depends on both
the initial conditions and the parameters of the model

(µ0, e,Ycr) - or, in other words, on the relative impor-
tance of the different physical processes acting on the
loop.

If charge leakage is very efficient, current is quickly
dissipated and Y → 0. In this limit, the emission of elec-
tromagnetic radiation is suppressed (cf. Eq. (12)) and
Γgr → Γgr

0 . From this point on, these loops behave as
Nambu-Goto loops. On the opposite limit, in the absence
of leakage mechanisms (or if leakage is extremely ineffi-
cient), total charge conservation implies that Y ∝ 1/ℓ
and that current grows monotonically until it eventually
reaches Y → 1. In this case, we have that Γgr,Γem → 0
and the emission of radiation ceases. From this point
on, the length of the loop remains constant and equal
to ℓf = ℓ(0)Y(0) and the loop turns into a vorton. We
display the evolution of such loops in Fig. 4.

Moreover, Eqs. (34) admit a scaling solution with a
constant non-vanishing current Y∗ that satisfies the al-
gebraic equation

Gµ0Γ
gr(Y∗) + ẽ2Γem(Y∗) = A(Y∗). (36)

We display, in Fig. 5, examples of loops evolving to-
ward this scaling solution. We may see from Eq. (36)
that the scaling value Y∗ is entirely determined by the
charge leakage function A(Y), as the other parameters
are fixed. Therefore, we anticipate that a loop produced
by a cosmic string network with an initial current ampli-
tude Y(0) should maintain this value, at least during the
initial stages of loop decay. There is no reason for the
charge leakage function A(Y) to undergo abrupt changes
at the moment of loop formation. Only when the string
loop experiences significant changes in its length it would
be possible for the leakage function to decrease to zero —
leading to the formation of a vorton — or for the leakage
to become more efficient, resulting in fast charge escape.
All these scenarios require that the leakage function A(Y)
exhibits explicit length dependence, which becomes evi-
dent at a particular scale. In this study, we will restrict
ourselves to cases in which the initial value of the charge
amplitude remains constant throughout the evolution of
the loop, i.e., Y ≈ Y∗.

C. Period of oscillation for superconducting loops

The presence of a current introduces inertia to the mo-
tion of cosmic string loops, reducing their velocity and
increasing the duration of one oscillation. This effect can
be explicitly observed in the Burden and kinky loop so-
lutions if one fixes the bare length of the loop, which is
given by G±ℓ in the symmetric case and G+ℓ (or G−ℓ)
in the chiral case for Eqs. (A1) and (B1), respectively.
The period of oscillation of the loops increases as the
current grows and tends to infinity whenever the current
saturates (i.e., T → ∞ as G± → 0).

In the case of kinky loops, defined by Eq. (B1), we can
maintain the length of the loop fixed by redefining the
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Figure 5. Evolution of current-carrying loops toward a scal-
ing solution with constant current, for different values of ini-
tial current. Here, we took Gµ0 = 10−10, Γgr

0 = 50, B = 2,
Γem
0 = 9, D = 1, ẽ = 10−1, Ycr = 0.7, Aconst = 10−3. The

top panel represents the evolution of charge Y, while the bot-
tom panel displays the evolution of the invariant length of the
loop.

parametrization: σ̃± = σ±/G±. Thus, the new period-
icity of σ̃± = σ̃± + 2π/G± leads to a new periodicity in
τ̃ = τ̃ +2π(G+ +G−)/(G+G−). One may then conclude
that the period of oscillation T of kinky loops is related
to the invariant length of the loop through the expression

T = ℓ
G− +G+

4G−G+
, (37)

while the frequency of the j-th mode is given by

f =
4jG−G+

ℓj(G− +G+)
. (38)

For a symmetrical current, with G+ = G−, Eq. (37)
is valid for Burden loops as well and it also correctly
reproduces the limit G± → 0. The general relationship
between the period and string length for current-carrying
string loops can vary depending on their shape. However,
the condition T → ∞ in the limit G± → 0 holds univer-
sally. Eq. (37) reproduces these limits correctly, and since
we do not expect significant deviations from this relation-
ship for other loop shapes, we will use Eq. (37) in our

work. Nevertheless, further studies, particularly numer-
ical simulations, could provide deeper insights into the
evolution of current-carrying cosmic string loops [23, 78–
81].

VI. SGWB GENERATED BY
SUPERCONDUCTING CHIRAL COSMIC

STRINGS

For simplicity, throughout this section, we will assume
that the current on the loops remains constant, with 0 ≤
Y < 1, and coincides with the current of the long string
network at the moment of creation. In other words, we
assume that loops are in the scaling regime described in
Sec. VB. Notice that this may be precisely the situation
in which specific signatures of current — if any — would
arise in the SGWB. As a matter of fact, if leakage is
very efficient and loops lose current rapidly, their SGWB
should be similar to that generated by standard strings.
Moreover, if loops quickly evolve toward a vorton-like
solution, their GW emission halts and, consequently, only
a fraction of their energy will be converted into GWs (see
Refs. [46, 82] for more details). Naively, this would result
in a weaker SGWB 3.

We will also assume that, on average, the cosmic string
network does not have any bias between time-like and
space-like current loss mechanisms, which leads to K ≈ 0
[30]. Thus, we will be considering a chiral cosmic string
network that produces chiral loops with G+ = 0 (or
G− = 0). We leave more generic cases for further studies.

Although the SGWB generated by current-carrying
string loops with constant current was studied prelim-
inarily in Ref. [47], this study did not include the emis-
sion of vector radiation and did not take the effect of
current on the frequency of oscillation of loops fully into
account. Here, we will include both these effects and dis-
cuss in detail their impact on the SGWB. Throughout
this section, we will assume that gravitational and vec-
tor radiation are characterized, respectively, by Γem

0 = 9
and D = 1, and Γgr

0 = 50 and B = 2.

A. Formalism for loops with constant current

The amplitude of the SGWB is often characterized in
terms of the spectral energy density of gravitational ra-
diation, in units of the critical density of the universe
ρc,

Ωgw(f) =
1

ρc

dρgw
d log f

, (39)

3 However, since Γgr → 0 as loops reach the Y → 1 limit in which
the amplitude of the SGWB may be enhanced, the situation may
be more complex. We leave the case of vortons for future work.
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where f is the frequency measured by an observer at the
present time and ρc = 3H2

0/(8πG). At any given fre-
quency f , the SGWB comprises contributions from all
loops that have emitted GWs throughout cosmic history,
which arrive at the present time to an observer with fre-
quency f . This means that Ωgw(f) has contributions
from all the loops with a length that satisfies

ℓj(t) =
4j
√
1− Y

f(1 +
√
1− Y)

a(t)

a0
≡ 2j

f

a(t)

a0
S(Y) , (40)

where we used Eqs. (26) and (38).
We then have that (see e.g. [3])

Ωgw(f) =
16π

3

(
Gµ0

H0

)2 n∗∑
j=1

Ωj
gw(f) , (41)

where

Ωj
gw(f) =

j

f

∫ t0

tf

(
a(t′)

a0

)5

P gw
j (Y)n(ℓj(t

′), t′)dt′ (42)

describes the contribution of the j-th harmonic mode of
emission to the SGWB. Here, tf is the time in which
significant emission by cosmic string loops begins, which
we assume roughly coincides with the end of the friction
era 4, and n∗ is the number of harmonic modes taken into
consideration in the computation of the SGWB. More-
over, n(ℓ, t)dℓ is the number density of loops with lengths
between ℓ and ℓ+dℓ that exist at a time t and this is the
key ingredient in the computation of the SGWB. Note
that, when one considers current, the normalization of
the spectrum of emission P gw

j (or in other words, the
GW emission efficiency) depends on the current of the
cosmic string loops:

P gw
j (Y) ≡ Γgw

0 j−qe−jg(Y) (1− Y1/2)B

E(Y)
, (43)

with [47]

g(Y) ≈


8
(
1− (1− Y)

1/4
)2

, q = 4/3

(quasi-cusps)
0 , q = 5/3

(kinks)

(44)

and E(Y) =
∑n∗

j=1 j
−qe−jg(Y). Here, since for both loops

with kinks and quasi-cusps, P gw
j decreases with increas-

ing harmonic mode, in practice one may consider a fi-
nite number of harmonic modes (instead of considering
n∗ → +∞)[62]. We have verified that taking n∗ ≈ 104 is
sufficient in both cases.

4 Note however that it was recently shown that, for strings without
current, in some situations, loops created during friction may
contribute significantly to the SGWB as well [83].

The number density of loops may be found using the
semi-analytical method introduced in [64]:

n(ℓ, t)
dℓb
dtb

=
nc

dt

∣∣∣
t=tb

(
a(tb)

a(t)

)3

(45)

where ℓb is the length of loops at the time of creation
tb and nc is the number density of loops created. If one
assumes that all loops are created with the same length
and that this is determined by the characteristic length
of the network — i.e. that ℓb = αξ(tb), with constant
0 < α < 1 — we should have that [64]

dnc

dt
=

Ffuzz√
2

cv

αξ4
, (46)

where the factor of 1/
√
2 was introduced to account for

the red-shifting of the peculiar velocities of loops [3] and
we have introduced the fuzziness parameter Ffuzz as a
way to account for potential uncertainties in the normal-
ization. Such a parameter may describe, for instance,
situations in which not all loops are created with the
same length and velocity [84–86] or in which only a frac-
tion of loops contributes to the SGWB [87]. Note that
α and Ffuzz are currently unknown for realistic super-
conducting string networks, as it was not yet possible to
study loop production with numerical simulations for this
type of string. Here, we will use the values inferred from
Nambu-Goto simulations [84]— α ≈ 0.34 and Ffuzz = 0.1
— as fiducial values for our study, but we will also discuss
the impact of changing the value of α on the results 5.
As pointed out in [47], since the large scale dynamics of
the cosmic string network is significantly affected by cur-
rent (cf. Sec. IV), so should nc be — particularly in the
Y → 1 limit, in which the network becomes increasingly
dense and the number of loops produced steeply grows.
However, now that we also include vector radiation as a
decay mechanism, loops evolve differently, which affects
the normalization of n(ℓ, t) as well, through the term

dℓb
dtb

= α
dξb
dtb

+Gµ0Γ
gr(Yb) + ẽ2Γem(Yb) ≡

≡ α
dξb
dtb

+ P (Yb) ,

(47)

where we have introduced the total power emitted by the
loop P (Y), including the emission of both gravitational
and vector radiation in all modes of emission,

dξb
dtb

= ϵb

(
1 +

v2b
1 + Yb

)
+

cvb
2

+ Yb
vbk(vb)

1 + Yb
. (48)

and the subscript ‘b’ is used to indicate that the corre-
sponding quantities are evaluated at the time of birth of

5 The impact of the fuzziness parameter is trivial, as the amplitude
of the spectrum scales proportionality to Ffuzz.
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loops. Notice that, since loops are assumed to be created
with the same average current as that of the long string
network, Yb = Yb. Once the large scale evolution of ξ (or
ϵ), v, and Y is fully characterized, the computation of the
SGWB at any given frequency f then simply involves de-
termining the time of birth of loops that have a length
ℓj at the time t, by solving numerically the equation

2j

f

a(t)

a0
S(Yb) = αξb + P (Yb)(tb − t) , (49)

where we have used the fact that current remains con-
stant during the decay of the loops.

B. Basic spectral shape

Before we venture into the full computation of the
SGWB, we will start by discussing the basic shape of
the spectrum and by identifying its main features. The
SGWB generated by cosmic string loops generally re-
ceives contributions from three distinct loop popula-
tions: loops created and decaying in the radiation era
(radiation-era loops), loops formed in the radiation era
that survive the radiation-matter transition and decay
in the matter era, and loops created after this transition
(matter-era loops) [85]. Since, as discussed in Sec. IV,
current affects the evolution of cosmic strings essentially
during the radiation era6, we should expect current to
affect mostly the first two populations of loops. Also,
during the radiation era, a network of current-carrying
strings is, as we have seen, expected to evolve in a linear
scaling regime with constant current, which means that
all loops created during this stage should decay at the
same rate. Current-carrying string networks should also
then generate a scaling population of loops during the
radiation era — whose number density may be expressed
in the form n(ℓ, t) = t−4n(ℓ/t) [34] — and the general
shape of the contribution of these two loop populations
to the SGWB should be hence similar to that of standard
strings (however with different amplitude).

The SGWB spectrum generated by current-carrying
networks then should also have a plateau at high fre-
quencies, generated by the first population of loops (those
that decay in the radiation era). Assuming then that the
network is, during the radiation era, in a linear scaling
regime characterized by constant ζ ≡ ξ/t = ϵ/(Ht), v
and Y , we find, following the approach in [85], that the

6 Except perhaps for very high values of current (Y ∼ 1), in which
the dissipation of current may be slower as the rate of expansion
becomes faster.

amplitude of the plateau is given by7

Ωplateau
gw =

128π

9
ArdΩr

Γgr(Yrd)(Gµ0)
2

αζrdS(Yrd)
×

×
[(

αζrd
P (Yrd)

+ 1

)3/2

− 1

]
,

(50)

where we have defined Ard = cFfuzzvrd/(
√
2αζ3rd) and the

subscript ‘rd’ is used to indicate that the corresponding
quantity is evaluated during the radiation era. This ex-
pression allows us to precisely highlight the impact of
the two effects we introduced on the amplitude of the
spectrum.

In particular, the change in the frequency of oscillation
of cosmic string loops introduced by the inertia of the cur-
rent carriers leads, not only to a shift in the frequency of
the spectrum — as one would naively expect —, but also
to an enhancement of the amplitude of the spectrum by
a factor of 1/S(Yrd) (notice that 0 < S(Yrd) < 1). This
may be explained by the fact that loops that contribute
to a given frequency at a time t have to be created later
in cosmic history than in the absence of current (and the
higher the current the later they have to be created) and
thus their GWs reach an observer at t0 less diluted by
expansion.

As to the impact of the emission of vector radiation, if
αζrd ≫ P (Yrd), it is straightforward to see from Eq. (50)
that the amplitude of the plateau of the spectra should be
independent of ẽ and Γem

0 if Γgr(Yrd)Gµ0 ≫ ẽ2Γem(Yrd).
This corresponds to the scenario discussed in [47] (except
for the impact of the shift of frequency that was not taken
into consideration therein), as the emission of vector ra-
diation has a negligible impact in this case. However,
when ẽ2Γem(Yrd) exceeds Gµ0Γ

gr(Yrd), the amplitude of
the spectrum decreases steeply with increasing charge as
Ωplateau

gw ∝ ẽ−3. This is illustrated in Fig. 6, where we
plot the ratio between the amplitude of the radiation
era plateau for current-carrying strings and Nambu-Goto
strings as a function of ẽ for different values of Yrd. This
plot clearly demonstrates these two regimes, but devia-
tions from the Ωplateau

gw ∝ ẽ−3 trend appear at large ẽ.
These deviations arise because, in this limit, the condi-
tion αζrd ≫ P (Yrd) is no longer satisfied. Additionally,
for values of ẽ in which vector radiation dominates the
decay of loops, the amplitude of the plateau is less sen-
sitive to Yrd (as the steep increase in the Yrd → 1 limit
is slower). Moreover, the results suggest that for strings
carrying an electromagnetic current (with ẽ ∼ 10−2− 1),
the SGWB amplitude is significantly suppressed, except
in the very high-current limit.

Similarly, the general shape of the contribution gener-
ated by the population of radiation-era loops that sur-

7 Strictly speaking, this expression is valid for Yrd ̸= 1 as, in its
derivation, it is assumed that cosmic string loops decay. When
Yrd = 1 there is no emission of gravitational and vector radiation
by the loops and, therefore, Ωgw = 0.
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Figure 6. Dependence of the amplitude of the radiation era
plateau on the value of the charge of the current carriers for
different values of current, normalized to the amplitude of
the plateau of standard strings. Here we took Gµ0 = 10−10,
α = 0.34, and Ffuzz = 0.1.

vive into the matter era is also not significantly affected
by current, so it gives rise to peak in the low frequency
range of the spectrum as in the case of currentless strings.
However, this contribution will exhibit a similar shift in
frequency and a similar dependence on current as the
radiation-era plateau.

Notice that now, when one varies the tension of cos-
mic strings, the relative importance of the loop decay
mechanisms is altered. As a matter of fact, as one de-
creases Gµ0 — even if ẽ is small — eventually vector
radiation will be the dominant decay channel for loops
(or, in other words, eventually ẽ2Γem ≫ ΓgrGµ0). Once
this regime is reached, as may be seen from Eq. (50),
the amplitude of the plateau decreases as Gµ2

0 with de-
creasing tension — significantly faster than what is seen
when the emission of gravitational radiation dominates
(Ωplateau

gw ∝ (Gµ0)
1/2). Moreover, in the regime in which

vector radiation dominates, the peak of the spectrum no
longer shifts toward higher frequencies since now the life-
time of the loops (which is the primary factor that deter-
mines the peak frequency of the radiation-era contribu-
tion) is determined by ẽ and independent of Gµ0. The
transition between these two regimes may clearly be seen
in Fig. 7, where we plot the SGWB for fixed Yrd and ẽ
with different values of Gµ0. Notice that, in this plot
(and in the rest of the plots in this section), we assume
that all gravitational radiation is emitted in the funda-
mental mode (i.e n∗ = 1). This is justified by the fact
that the impact of the emission of vector radiation on the
SGWB is largely independent of the spectrum of emis-
sion of gravitational radiation. The inclusion of higher
harmonics causes, as we shall see in the next section, a
shift of power toward higher frequencies and, therefore,
slightly affects the shape of the peak of the spectrum —

Figure 7. Impact of Gµ0 on the SGWB generated by current-
carrying strings. Solid thin lines represent the spectrum com-
puted using the one parameter approximation for the CVOS
described in Sec. IV B, while thick transparent lines represent
the spectra computed using the full CVOS model. Here we
took α = 0.34, Ffuzz = 0.1, ẽ = 10−4 and Yrd = 0.7 and in-
clude only the fundamental mode of emission (i.e. n∗ = 1).

Figure 8. Impact of ẽ on the SGWB generated by current-
carrying strings. Solid lines represent the fundamental mode
of emission of the SGWB computed using the full CVOS
model. Here we took Gµ0 = 10−8, α = 0.34, Ffuzz = 0.1,
and Yrd = 0.7 and include only the fundamental mode of
emission (i.e. n∗ = 1).

causing a small decrease in its height and its broadening
(see e.g. [62, 64]) — but does not affect the amplitude of
the plateau. As a matter of fact, overall, the amplitude
of the spectrum is dominantly determined by the total
vector and gravitational radiation emission efficiencies,
Γem and Γgr, which do not depend on the spectrum of
emission.

Up to now, we have only considered situations in which



13

the dominant contribution to the spectrum comes from
radiation-era loops. However, the loops that are created
and decay after the radiation-matter transition also gen-
erate a peaked contribution in a similar frequency range
and the final shape and height of the peak of the spec-
trum depends on the contributions of both loop popula-
tions. For Nambu-Goto strings, which carry no current,
the contribution of matter era loops is generally negligi-
ble for values of Gµ0 compatible with current observa-
tional constraints. This is not, however, necessarily the
case for current-carrying strings: charge is rapidly dissi-
pated after the radiation-matter transition and therefore
the matter era contribution should not be as significantly
affected by current and the emission of vector radiation.
In some situations, this results in changes to the shape
of the peak of the spectrum.

Significant signatures appear, for instance, for large
enough ẽ, as in this case the amplitude of the spec-
tra generated by radiation-era loops is significantly sup-
pressed. In Fig. 8, we plot the SGWB generated by
current-carrying strings with Yrd = 0.7 and Gµ0 = 10−8

for different values of ẽ. Therein, one may see that as ẽ
decreases and we enter the regime in which vector radia-
tion dominates the decay of loops, the height of the peak
relative to the plateau increases since the contribution of
matter era loops becomes increasingly relevant. When
ẽ = 10−1, the amplitude of these two contributions is,
in fact, very similar, which leads to significant change to
the shape of the peak of the spectrum. Notice that when
ẽ = 1, we have that ẽ2Γem ≫ αζ, in general, and as a
result loops decay effectively immediately after produc-
tion by emitting vector radiation. In this regime the peak
of the spectrum becomes sharper and the low-frequency
cutoff of the spectrum becomes very pronounced, and
its shape is no longer altered by increasing ẽ even fur-
ther. In this small loop regime (small in the sense that
loop length is significantly smaller than the vector radi-
ation scale), the shape of the SGWB is very similar to
what one would have in the absence of currents when
loops are small compared to the gravitational backreac-
tion scale (Γgr

0 Gµ0 ≫ αζ), in which loops should decay
immediately after formation as well [88]. The inclusion
of vector radiation then implies that the threshold for en-
tering this regime is not only dependent on tension, but
also on the charge of current carriers.

Another aspect that is known to affect the relative im-
portance of the radiation and matter peaks is the size of
loops [64, 85] — which for superconducting strings, as we
have already mentioned, is currently unknown — and, in
fact, a variation of ẽ may, in a way, be regarded as a
decrease of the length of the loops that is converted into
gravitational radiation. So, the impact of changing ẽ in
the shape of the peak of the spectrum is, in a sense, sim-
ilar to the impact of varying α (but, as we shall see, the
impact on the overall amplitude of the spectrum is quite
different). Notice, however, that, if vector radiation dom-
inates, the threshold for entering the small-loop regime is
determined by ẽ and this may be actually reached for val-

Figure 9. Impact of α on the SGWB generated by current-
carrying strings. Solid lines represent the fundamental mode
of emission of the SGWB computed using the full CVOS
model for ẽ = 10−4, while dashed lines represent the spec-
tra for ẽ = 10−2. Here we took Gµ0 = 10−8, Ffuzz = 0.1, and
Yrd = 0.7 and include only the fundamental mode of emission
(i.e. n∗ = 1).

ues of α that are much larger than the gravitational back-
reaction scale. To illustrate this, we display in Fig. 9, the
SGWB generated by loops with different loop sizes and
two distinct values of ẽ. Therein, one may see that, in-
deed as one decreases the length of loops and the matter-
era contribution becomes more important, the shape of
the spectra changes in a similar way as we have seen
when we increased ẽ: the height of the peak relative to
the background increases and the low-frequency cutoff of
the spectrum becomes much sharper. The decrease in
the amplitude of the spectrum is, of course much slower,
as it roughly scales with α1/2 in the large loop regime
(as we have for currentless strings [85]), while when we
vary ẽ it scales as ẽ−3. The progressive changes to the
shape of the spectrum are also very similar to what we
have in the absence of current, but now this is accompa-
nied by a shift of the peak toward lower frequencies (ex-
plained by the fact that the current shifts the radiation
contributions toward higher frequencies). Note, however,
that these changes to the shape of the spectra emerge for
larger values of α when ẽ is larger and, in fact, the loops
enter a small-loop regime for larger values of α as well.

C. The full spectrum

Let us now consider the overall impact of current on the
SGWB generated by superconducting strings. Through-
out this section, and for the remainder of this paper, for
simplicity we will resort to the approximation in Sec. IVB
to compute the SGWB spectrum. In Fig. 10, we display
examples of the SGWB computed using the full CVOS



14

10−14 10−9 10−4 101 106 1011

f (Hz)

10−17

10−15

10−13

10−11

Ωgwh
2

Yrd = 0.2

Yrd = 0.52

Yrd = 0.92

Figure 10. The SGWB generated by loops with kinks for
models with a leakage function given by Eq. (17) alongside
that obtained using the approximate description for Y (x) de-
fined in Eq. (18). Here, we took Gµ0 = 10−10, ẽ2 = 10−4,
α = 0.34, and Ffuzz = 0.1. The values of currents and line
styles correspond to those in the left panel of Fig. 3.

system and this approximation. Therein, one may see
that there is an excellent agreement between these two
approaches.

As we have seen, current should not only affect the
total gravitational wave emission efficiency, but it is also
expected to affect the spectrum of emission of gravita-
tional radiation for loops with quasi-cusps. If the GW
emission of loops is dominated by the emission of kinks,
the spectrum of emission reduces to a power law (cf.
Eqs. (43) and (44)). In this case, the emission spec-
trum is similar to that of bare cosmic string loops, but
with a different gravitational radiation emission efficiency
Γgr = Γgr

0 (1 − Y1/2)B , and we can factor j−q out from
the integration. Thus, one obtains

Ωkink
gw (f) =

16π

3

(
Gµ0

H0

)2

Γgr
0

n∗∑
j=1

j−q

E Ω̃kink
gw j(f) , (51)

where

Ω̃kink
gw j(f) =

=
j

f

∫ t0

ti

(
a(t)

a0

)5

(1− Y1/2)Bn(ℓj(t
′), t′)dt′ .

(52)

In this case, we have that [89]

Ω̃kink
gw j(f) = Ω̃kink

gw j/β(f)(f/β) (53)

(as may be seen from Eq. (40)), which helps us reduce
computational time when calculating the sum over har-
monic modes of emission as in this case one only needs
to compute the contribution of the fundamental mode of
emission.

In Fig. 11, we display the SGWB generated by cos-
mic string loops with kinks for different values of Yrd for
ẽ = 10−4 (a regime in which both vector and gravita-
tional radiation have a relevant impact on the evolution
of cosmic string loops). In the left panel, we plot the re-
sults obtained for string networks with Yrd ∈ [0, 0.7]. For
this range of values, it may be observed that an increase
in the current amplitude leads to a reduction in the am-
plitude of the SGWB. This reduction occurs due to the
additional channel of radiation for loops associated with
the vector field. As Yrd increases, more of the loops’ en-
ergy is lost in the form of vector radiation rather than
gravitational radiation. The change in Yrd also affects
the evolution of the string network: an increase of the
current amplitude in the range 0 < Yrd < 0.7 makes the
network less dense and slower, as shown in the right panel
of Fig. 3, which translates to a reduction of the number
of loops produced. These factors collectively contribute
to a general reduction in the SGWB magnitude.

When the current amplitude exceeds Yrd ∼ 0.7, the
magnitude of the SGWB exhibits a notable escalation as
Yrd approaches unity, as illustrated in the right panel of
Fig. 11. This phenomenon arises due to the pronounced
decrease in gravitational radiation emission efficiency Γgr

for high current amplitudes, coupled to a significant en-
hancement in the production of loops as the network be-
comes significantly denser (cf. right panel of Fig. 3). As a
result, numerous string loops persist to the present epoch
(since they decay more slowly) and the GWs they emit
are less diluted by expansion. This, coupled to the en-
hancement caused by the decrease in the frequency of
emission, contributes to the amplification of the magni-
tude of the SGWB. Although the shape of the spectrum
remains similar to that of currentless strings, the dis-
placement of the low-frequency peak toward higher fre-
quencies — which is more evident for large currents —
serves as a signature to distinguish between these two
scenarios.

The picture is similar when quasi-cusps dominate the
GW emission of current-carrying loops. Current, how-
ever, in this case also causes an exponential suppression
of the radiation for higher harmonic modes, as it is stated
in Eq. (43). We then cannot use relations (51) and (52)
and need to perform an explicit computation for the con-
tribution of all harmonics due to the non-trivial behav-
ior of the function g(Y) in Eq. (44)8. We display the
SGWB generated by loops with quasi-cusps for different
values of the current amplitude Yrd in Fig. 12. In the
left panel, one may see that the amplitude of the SGWB
decreases when the current amplitude lies within the in-
terval 0 < Yrd < 0.7, as was the case for loops with kinks.
Conversely, for larger current amplitudes, the amplitude
increases steeply and the shift toward higher frequencies

8 Note, however, that since ℓj = jℓ1, n(ℓj(t), t) does not need
to be computed separately for each harmonic mode; only the
multiplicative factors in the integral differ.
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Figure 11. The SGWB generated by current-carrying cosmic string networks for different values of Yrd, for the case in which
kinks dominate the GW emission of loops. The left panel spans the range 0 < Yrd ≤ 0.7, while the right panel represents
0.7 ≤ Yrd < 1. The dotted black line corresponds to the SGWB generated by standard Nambu-Goto string network. All plots
are derived for fixed parameters: Gµ0 = 10−10, α = 0.34, Ffuzz = 0.1, ẽ = 10−4.
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Figure 12. The SGWB generated by current-carrying cosmic string networks for different values of Yrd, for the case in which
quasi-cusps dominate the GW emission of loops. The left panel spans the range 0 < Yrd ≤ 0.7, while the right panel represents
0.7 ≤ Yrd < 1. The dotted black line corresponds to the SGWB generated by standard Nambu-Goto string network. All plots
are derived for fixed parameters: Gµ0 = 10−10, α = 0.34, Ffuzz = 0.1, ẽ = 10−4.

of the spectrum becomes more evident as well.

We also display the SGWB generated by loops with
kinks alongside that generated by loops with quasi-cusps
in Fig. 13. For a small charge amplitude of Yrd ∼ 10−6,
the low-frequency peak for quasi-cusps is shifted to higher
frequencies compared to the peak generated by loops
with kinks; a similar trend is observed for currentless
strings. However, as the current increases, higher har-
monic modes are increasingly suppressed due to the ex-
ponent in Eq. (43). In fact, for Yrd = 0.3, we see that
both spectra roughly coincide, and for Yrd = 0.7, the
peak of the spectrum generated by loops with kinks ac-
tually appears at higher frequencies. The shape, loca-
tion, amplitude, and broadness of the peak generated by
loops with quasi-cusps are then highly dependent on the

amplitude of the current.

VII. COSMOLOGICAL IMPLICATIONS AND
CONCLUSIONS

We have developed methods to compute the SGWB
generated by current-carrying cosmic string loops, in-
cluding the effects of a potential additional decay chan-
nel: the emission of vector field radiation. We studied
the vector radiation generated by Burden loops and by
loops with kinks and demonstrated that the spectrum of
emission of kinky loops follows a power law, while that of
Burden loops is exponentially suppressed with increasing
harmonic mode. We have established a phenomenologi-
cal relation (Eq. (12)) that provides a good description
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Figure 13. SGWB generated by a network with only kinks
(solid lines) or by only quasi-cusps (dashed lines for different
values of Y . All plots are derived for fixed parameters: Gµ0 =
10−10, α = 0.34, Ffuzz = 0.1, ẽ = 10−4.

of the efficiency of emission of vector field radiation for
both these types of loops. The results obtained for cur-
rents of the chiral and transonic type are similar, which
seems to suggest that the relation between the vector ra-
diation emission efficiency and current obtained may be
valid for any other type of current.

To characterize the evolution of current-carrying cos-
mic string networks and the number density of loops pro-
duced, we have resorted to the CVOS model. Using our
results for vector radiation, we developed a formalism
to compute the spectral density of the SGWB generated
by current-carrying cosmic strings. In addition to the
bare string tension, µ0 and the loop size and fuzziness
parameters, describing the impact of current and vector
radiation requires the inclusion of at least two additional
parameters: the current amplitude during the radiation-
dominated era Yrd and the charge of current carriers ẽ.
We have studied the impact of vector radiation on the
shape and the amplitude of the SGWB in detail. We
demonstrated that when cosmic strings have a strong
coupling with the vector fields — i.e., when ẽ2 ≫ Gµ0 —
the dominant decay channel of loops is the emission of
vector radiation. In this scenario, the amplitude of the
SGWB is suppressed due to this additional energy loss
channel, but the spectrum may have distinct signatures
that allow us to discriminate between this spectrum and
that generated by bare cosmic strings. Superconducting
cosmic strings may then evade the stringent constraints
that result from current GW data, in this limit. In par-
ticular, if the vector field to which strings are coupled
is standard electromagnetism, we found that this sup-
pression of the amplitude is, in fact, very significant and
this type of string should be out of reach of GW de-
tectors, but these scenarios may be constrained also by
probing their electromagnetic counterparts [40–42]. We
also found that the emission of vector radiation may have
significant impact on the detectability of the SGWB gen-

erated by superconducting strings even for small values
of ẽ. As a matter of fact, since the relative importance
of vector radiation as a decay channel grows as tension
decreases, it will eventually become the dominant decay
mechanism for cosmic string loops as one lowers cosmic
string tension. Once this regime is reached, the ampli-
tude of the spectrum decreases rapidly as tension is low-
ered, which necessarily implies that future GW detectors
should not be expected to probe current-carrying-string-
forming scenarios down to tensions as low as for cur-
rentless strings even for small ẽ values. This is further
exacerbated by the fact that, in this regime, the peak
of the spectra stops shifting toward higher frequencies as
tension decreases (as is the case when GW emission is the
dominant decay mechanism of loops). This shift is deter-
minant in LISA’s ability to probe Nambu-Goto strings
up to tensions as low as Gµ0 ∼ 10−16 − 10−17 [34, 86],
as the peak of the spectrum enters the LISA window as
tension is lowered. Since the amplitude of the radiation
era plateau of the spectrum is significantly lower than
the amplitude of the peak, LISA should have less sensi-
tivity to current-carrying string scenarios even for small
ẽ (although this may mean that the peak of the spectrum
may be accessible to future pulsar-timing-arrays such as
the Square Kilometer Array up to lower tensions in the
presence of current).

We also studied how the variation of the charge am-
plitude Yrd affects the SGWB prediction from supercon-
ducting cosmic string networks. We found two regions
of Yrd values in which the amplitude of the SGWB has
a different behaviour, determined by the distinct impact
current has on the number of loops produced in these
distinct ranges. The first region, 0 < Yrd < 0.7, is char-
acterized by a general decrease of the amplitude of the
SGWB. In the second region, 0.7 < Yrd < 1, there is an
enhancement of its amplitude and a shift of the spectrum
toward higher frequencies (which is always present, but
is more evident when current is large). As a matter of
fact, as was also found in [47], as current approaches its
maximum value, this amplitude grows very steeply, espe-
cially in the regime in which the emission of GWs is the
dominant decay channel for loops.

We conclude our work with some cosmological impli-
cations of superconducting cosmic string networks. Al-
though when vector radiation is an important decay
channel current-carrying strings may evade current con-
straints that result from GW data, it is interesting to
note that for small enough ẽ, current may actually make
their SGWB more compatible with the signal that was re-
cently reported by NANOGrav [90], especially if current
is relatively large. By calculating the spectral exponent

γGWB = 5− d log Ωgw

d log f

∣∣∣∣
f=fref

and the strain amplitude

AGWB =

√
3H2

0

2π2

Ωgw

f2
yr

(
fyr
fref

)5−γGWB
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Figure 14. The left panel depicts the probability distribution of the spectral exponent γGWB and SGWB amplitude AGWB

obtained by NANOGrav [90] for fref = 32nHz and fyr = 1yr−1. Dashed lines represent values of γGWB and AGWB for string
tension Gµ0 ranging from 2 × 10−9 to 5 × 10−11 and coupling ẽ2 ranging from 8 × 10−13 to 5 × 10−8, with Yrd = 0.999. A
dash-dotted line denotes Yrd = 0.85, dotted line indicates Yrd = 0.7 and solid line corresponds to Nambu-Goto case. The red
star represents a specific realization of a current-carrying string network with Gµ0 = 2×10−10, ẽ = 0, and Yrd = 0.85. The right
panel illustrates the spectrum of this specific realization of a string network alongside the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA O3 constraints
and the designed A+ sensitivity curve [91], as well as the sensitivity curve of a future mission LISA and NANOGrav 15 yr [92].

with fref = 32nHz and fyr = 1yr−1 [90], we demonstrate
in Fig. 14 that the SGWB generated by superconduct-
ing cosmic string networks can, in principle, be brought
into agreement with NANOGrav pulsar timing data [90].
As a matter of fact, in the right panel of Fig. 14, we
present an example of a superconducting string configu-
ration that aligns more closely than Nambu-Goto strings
with the NANOGrav data while also avoiding current
LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) constraints. A similar re-
sult was previously explored in Ref.[93] for metastable
superconducting strings using a model without vector ra-
diation. Note, however, that a more detailed analysis is
needed to determine whether a superconducting cosmic
string network can serve as a viable explanation for the
timing pulsar data. In particular, the SGWB from the
superconducting cosmic string models that remain within
1σ of the NANOGrav data seems to be inconsistent with
the LVK O3 constraints [91] and may also violate CMB
constraints [68].

We need to emphasize that further study of supercon-
ducting string dynamics is required for more precise pre-
dictions of their SGWB. In particular, it is important
to have a better understanding of vector radiation back-
reaction [73, 94, 95] and the evolution of current-carrying
loops via simulations of infinitely thin [78, 79] and field-
theory cosmic string loops [80]. We also did not study
the possible effect on SGWB caused by the formation

of vortons [82]. We leave these problems for our future
investigations.
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Appendix A: Emission of vector radiation by Burden loop

To study the emission of vector radiation by loops with quasi-cusp points, we will resort to a particular solution
proposed by Burden in [60] (illustrated in the left panel of Fig. 18)

X− = ℓG−

[
e3
N−

cos
σ−N−

ℓ
+

e1
N−

sin
σ−N−

ℓ

]
,

X+ = ℓG+

[
e3
N+

cos
N+σ+

ℓ
+

sin N+σ+

ℓ

N+
(e1 cosβ + e2 sinβ)

]
,

(A1)

where σ± ∈ [0, 2π], G± =
√
1− F ′ 2

± (σ±) are treated as constants, ei are orthonormal vectors and N± are integers
that are relatively prime. This solution describes loops with trajectories that do not self-intersect and that form
quasi-cusps at discrete instants of time.

For this loop solution, the integrals in Eq. (11) may be expressed in terms of Bessel functions of the first kind
Jn(. . . ) and their derivative J ′

n(. . . ) as

dΓem
j

dΩ
= 2πj2J2

p+J
2
p−×[

J+ + J− + 2F ′
+F

′
−

(
1− G+

d+

G−

d−

(
b+b− cosβ + a+a−

d−d+
+

J ′
+J

′
− (b+b− + a−a+ cosβ)

J+J−

))]
,

(A2)

where we have defined

J± = F 2
∓G

2
±

(
1

d2±
+

J ′ 2
p±

J2
±

)
− F 2

∓ , d± = b±

√
1 +

a2±
b2±

, (A3)

J± = Jp±(p±d±), p± = j/N±, δ± = arctan (a±/b±), a± = F ′
±nz, b+ = F ′

+nx, and b− = F ′
− (cosβ + sinβ), and we

have used the following relations:

∫ 2π

0

eij(x−
a
N cosNx− b

N sinNx)


sinNx

cosNx

1

dx = 2πe−inδ


iJ ′

n cos δ − sin δ
d Jn, if: j | N

iJ ′
n sin δ +

cos δ
d Jn, if: j | N,

Jn, if: j | N.

(A4)

where Jn = Jn(nd), J ′
n = J ′

n(nd), n = j/N , δ = arctan(a/b) and d = b

√
1 +

(
a
b

)2. The integral in (A4) vanishes for
all other choices of j and N (see Appendix in Ref. [96] for more detail).

By integrating Eq. (A2) over the solid angle Ω, we may obtain the vector radiation emission efficiency, in each
harmonic mode j, Γem

j and, by summing over all harmonic modes, we may obtain the total vector radiation emission
efficiency Γem. The results we obtain are displayed in Fig. 15. Therein, on the left panel, one may see that Γem

j decays
exponentially with increasing harmonic mode and, as a result, higher harmonics provide a negligible contribution to
Γem and therefore the summation in Eq. (9) may safely be truncated. We found that it is sufficient to include the
first 150 harmonic modes in the computation of Γem (right panel). In fact, as Fig. 16 shows, the spectrum of emission
is very well described by a function of the form Γem

j ∝ e−jfm(G±) for both chiral and symmetrical currents.

Appendix B: Emission of vector radiation by loops with kinks

To study the emission of vector radiation by kinks, one may consider a class of loops consisting of 4 straight segments
that was introduced originally in Refs. [61, 97, 98] and (illustrated in the right panel of Fig. 18),

X± = G±r±

{
ℓ
2πσ± − ℓ

4 , 0 ≤ σ± ≤ π,
3ℓ
4 − ℓ

2πσ±, π ≤ σ± ≤ 2π,
(B1)

where we have defined the unit vectors r± =
(
0, cos β

2 , ∓ sin β
2

)
, with β being the angle between these vectors. Note

that (B1) is a solution for the general equation of motion for superconducting strings, characterized by any equation



19

0 25 50 75 100 125 150

j

10−109

10−94

10−79

10−64

10−49

10−34

10−19

10−4

Γem
j

chiral

symmetric

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175

β

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

Γem

chiral

symmetric

Figure 15. Vector radiation emission efficiency of loops with quasi-cusps. The left panel displays the emission spectrum of
vector radiation Γem for Burden loops with β = π/2. The solid line corresponds to chiral loops with G+ = 1 and G− = 0.5,
while the dashed line representsloops with a symmetrical current given by G± = 0.5.
The right panel displays the vector radiation emission efficiency as a function of β and Γem, for Burden loops, constructed from
the first 150 harmonic modes. Diamonds (blue) represent the values of Γem for chiral loops with G+ = 1 and G− = 0.9, while
the circles (red) correspond to loops with symmetrical currents (G± = 0.9). All results were obtained for N± = 1.
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Figure 16. The left panel displays the fitting of the spectrum of emission of vector radiation by loops with quasi-cusps by an
exponentially decaying function of the form Γem

j ∝ e−jfm(G±), with fm(G±) = am

(
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)bm . Red dots (or blue diamonds)

represent the values computed for Γem
j for various values of G± for loops with chiral (or symmetrical) currents, while the solid

(dashed) line represents the best fit values for fm(G±) in each case respectively. The fitting constants are, for symmetrical
current, given by as = 6.01, bs = 1.75, while for chiral loops we found ac = 7.73, bc = 1.76 cases.
The right panel illustrates an example of a quasi-cusp shape on Burden loops (N+ = 3, N− = 1) for both symmetric (G± = 0.5,
shown as a dashed line) and chiral (G+ = 1, G− = 0.5, shown as a solid line) currents. The shape in case of a symmetric
current matches the Nambu-Goto shape but moves at a subluminal velocity, whereas, for the chiral current, the quasi-cusp
shape appears smoothed.

of state, and not just for transonic superconducting strings. This particular solution was, in fact, used to study the
vector radiation for loops with chiral currents in Refs. [96, 99].

By plugging expression (B1) into (11) and (9), one may carry out the integration to obtain

dΓem
j

dΩ
=

8G2
−G

2
+

π3

(
1− (−1)j cos(jπG−n · r−)

) (
1− (−1)j cos(jπG+n · r+)

)
j2
(
1−G2

−(n · r−)2
)2 (

1−G2
+(n · r+)2

)2 (n · r+)2(n · r−)2×[
F ′ 2
+

1− (n · r−)2
(n · r−)2

+ F ′ 2
−

1− (n · r+)2
(n · r+)2

+ 2F ′
+F

′
−
(n · r−)(n · r+)− r− · r+

(n · r+)(n · r−)

]
,

(B2)



20

101 103 105 107 109

j

10−36

10−31

10−26

10−21

10−16

10−11

10−6

10−1

Γem
j

chiral

symmetric

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175

β

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

Γem

chiral

symmetric

Figure 17. Vector radiation emission efficiency of Garfinkle-Vachaspati loops. The left panel shows the that the spectrum
of emission of vector radiation follows a power law of the form Γem

j ∼ j−2 for when β = π/2. The solid line corresponds to
G+ = 1 and G− = 0.5, while the dashed line corresponds to G± = 0.5. The right panel represents the vector radiation emission
efficiency Γem for loops with kinks. The solid line corresponds to a chiral loop with G+ = 1 and G− = 0.9, while the dashed
line corresponds to a symmetric current loop with G± = 0.9. Dotted lines demonstrate the effect of varying G− ∈ (0.9, 1.0).

Figure 18. Left panel displays an example of a Burden loop, given by Eq. (A1), with N± = 1, where the dashed line represents
the case in which current is symmetric, defined by G± = 1, and the solid line represents a chiral current with G+ = 1,
G− = 0.5.
Right panel shows a moment in the evolution of Garfinkle-Vachaspati loops, given by Eq. (B1), for a symmetric current
(G± = 1), depicted by the dashed line, and a chiral current (G+ = 1, G− = 0.5), depicted by the solid line.

dΓem

dΩ
=

4G2
−G

2
+

π

(
1− 1

2 (|G+n · r+ +G−n · r−|+ |G+n · r+ −G−n · r−|)
)(

1−G2
−(n · r−)2

)2 (
1−G2

+(n · r+)2
)2 (n · r+)2(n · r−)2×[

F ′ 2
+

1− (n · r−)2
(n · r−)2

+ F ′ 2
−

1− (n · r+)2
(n · r+)2

+ 2F ′
+F

′
−
(n · r−)(n · r+)− r− · r+

(n · r+)(n · r−)

]
,

(B3)

which reduce to the results obtained in Ref. [96] for chiral loops if one sets F ′
− = 0 (or F ′

+ = 0).
In Fig. 17, we display the resulting spectrum of emission of vector radiation for Garfinkle-Vachaspati loops Γem

j

and their vector radiation emission efficiency Γem (obtained, respectively after carrying out an integration over solid
angle and summing over harmonic modes). Therein, one may see that, in this case, the spectrum behaves as a power
law of the form Γem

j ∝ j−2 and there is no additional exponential suppression with increasing j as we have seen in
the case of loops with cusps. A similar picture was found for the GW emission power spectrum in [47].

Appendix C: No cusps for current-carrying strings

A variation of the action (1) with respect to Xµ and ϕ
yields the following equations of motion:

µ0∂a

[
T abXµ

,b

]
= eFµ

ν X
ν
,aJ

a√−γ,

µ0∂a

[√−γγabϕ,b
dL
dκ

]
=

e

4
εacFac

√−γ,
(C1)
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where

T ab =
√−γ

(
γabL − 2

dL
dκ

γacγbdϕ,cϕ,d

)
,

Ja = e
εabϕ,b√−γ

,

(C2)

are, respectively, the stress-energy tensor and the 2-
current on the worldsheet and Fac = Xµ

,aX
ν
,cFµν .

A cusp is defined as a point where induced metric
γab is singular and this string point reaches the speed
of light (i.e., Ẋ2 ≡

(
dX
dt

)2
= 0). Here, we show that

having a cusp is not possible when superconductivity
is non-vanishing, ϕ,a ̸= 0, at this point. If one se-
lects the temporal-transverse gauge for the world-sheet
parametrization, as described above Eq. (19), with γ01 =

0 and Ẋµ corresponding the cosmic string’s 4-velocity
(whose spatial component is perpendicular to the string),

the temporal component of the equation of motion (C1)
in Minkowski space takes the following form:

∂t

[
ε̃

(
L − 2γ00ϕ̇2 dL

dκ

)]
= −∂s

[
2√−γ

ϕ̇ϕ′
s

dL
dκ

]
, (C3)

where ε̃2 = −X ′2
s /Ẋ2. Once the point on the string

reaches the speed of light, it leads to γ00 = Ẋ2 → 0 and
γ00 = 1/Ẋ2 → ∞; hence, Eq. (C3) diverges if γ00 → 0
without any other assumptions. To prevent this diver-
gence, it is necessary to demand that γ11 → 0 in such
a way that ε̃ → 1, thereby maintaining the first term
free from divergence. However, upon closer examination,
it becomes apparent that whenever ϕ̇ ̸= 0 or ϕ′

s ̸= 0,
the divergence of the second term persists and cannot be
compensated by the right-hand side. Consequently, non-
trivial superconductivity at a point on the cosmic string
worldsheet prevents the formation of cusps regardless of
the specific form of the master function L(κ).
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