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Domain wall (DW) networks may have formed in the early universe following the spontaneous
breaking of a discrete symmetry. Notably, several particle physics models predict the existence of
current-carrying DWs, which can capture and store particles as zero modes on it. In this study,
we demonstrate that gravitational waves (GWs) generated by current-carrying DWs with fermionic
zeromodes exhibit a novel feature: an additional peak in the GW spectrum resembling mountains,
arising from metastable topological remnants, which we term “spherons.” This distinct signature
could be detectable in upcoming GW observatories such as LISA and ET. The results suggest that
DW networks in beyond Standard Model scenarios could emit GW signals that are significantly
stronger and with greater detectability than previously expected.

Introduction— Domain walls (DWs) are typical topo-
logical defects that are formed due to cosmological phase
transitions in the early universe when for instance two
(nearly) degenerate vacua are present. Just after the for-
mation of the DW network, they evolve in what is known
as the scaling regime. During this time the correlation
length of the network is approximately same as that of
the Hubble horizon size L ∼ t [1–3]. The fraction of
the total universe energy budget stored in the DWs in-
creases linearly with time ρDW/ρtot ∝ t, which can then
easily dominate the total energy density at later stage
leading to inconsistency with current cosmological obser-
vations; this is known as the domain-wall problem. One
may avoid this scenario if there is an energy bias Vbias
between the different vacua. Such a bias provides pres-
sure between vacua, which drives the DW network to
collapse.1 As reviewed below, the collapsing DW net-
work radiates gravitational wave (GW) with significant
amplitude, which is expected to be observed by GW ex-
periments. The DW evolution in the early universe has
been widely studied numerically [17–25] as well as ana-
lytically [1–3, 26–31].

Generically topological defects can have rich inter-
nal structure which has the ability to carry some sort
of charge without dissipation. In the case of cosmic
strings [32], a current carried on the strings can pre-
vent the string loop from collapsing, leading to a sta-
ble rotating loop (called vorton [33]). These loops might
reach equilibrium configurations due to balance between

1 It could happen that after some time tann is elapsed, the vacuum
energy difference Vbias between the two degenerate vacua coun-
terbalances the pressure due to the domain wall surface tension
σ. This may lead DWs towards each other and annihilate before
they can dominate the universe at a time tdom [4–7]. Closed
DWs at this phase shrink and under specific conditions, may en-
ter within their Schwarzschild radius and form PBHs [8–14], a
process known in the literature as “catastrogenesis” [15, 16].

the string tension and the centrifugal force [33–35] whose
classical and quantum stability has been discussed [36–
45]. Besides the vortons, the cosmological and astrophys-
ical impacts of current-carrying strings have been also
discussed [46–59].

Similarly, a DW can carry current [60–64], whose in-
ternal degrees of freedom are classified into two cases:
fermionic current carrier arising when sign of a fermion
mass differs on both sides of the DW [60–62] and bosonic
carrier arising when some U(1) symmetry is broken only
inside the DW [32, 63]. If DWs are current-carrying, one
may expect that such a current stabilizes a closed DW
by balance between the DW tension and the centrifugal
force analogously to vortons. This stabilized object can
be long-lived in the universe, and might have some cos-
mological impact in addition to standard DW networks
as we see below.

BSM Model involving DW with currents— The con-
cept of the current-carrying DW is quite common. One
simple beyond Standard Model (BSM) example for the
fermionic carriers is DWs in two-Higgs doublet model
(2HDM) [65–71], where the Higgs potential consisting of
two Higgs doublets H1, H2 has a Z2 symmetry H1 →
H1, H2 → −H2 with a tiny bias term proportional to
H†

1H2+h.c.. This Z2 symmetry is spontaneously broken
in the vacuum, giving rise to a DW. Depending on the
type of the Yukawa couplings [72], the SM fermions feel
flipped mass terms when getting across the DWs,2 and
hence carry the SM gauge (and baryon/lepton number)
current.

2 Depending on the parameters, this model can have DWs that
break U(1) electromagnetic symmetry by the condensation of
the charged bosonic fields [67–70]. In such a case, the bosonic
particles also can play roles of the charge/current carriers on the
DWs. In this work, however, we do not consider those cases but
specify ourselves to fermionic carriers.
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Although the 2HDM is quite simple, the tension of the
DW cannot be beyond about 106 GeV3 since it is related
to the electroweak scale. This can be made more general
by adding a real SM-singlet scalar S to 2HDM [73–75]
whose VEV is quite general, and imposing a Z2 symmetry
H1 → H1, H2 → −H2, S → −S.3 Again, depending on
the couplings to the SM fermions, the DW can contain
charge/current carriers. The DW tension is dominantly
controlled by the VEV of S.

Also one can find a current-carrying DW in SO(10)
GUT as shown in Ref. [77]. In this case, one can not in-
troduce explicit breaking terms for the discrete symme-
try since it is a subgroup of the SO(10) gauge symme-
try, resulting in that the decay mechanism of the DWs
must rely on nucleation of cosmic string loops [71, 78–
83]. Nevertheless, we specify ourselves to cases with bias
terms instead of the nucleation throughout this work.

Domain Walls and GW — It is known that after the
production of the DWs, they form a scaling network [1–
3], in which the number of the DWs remains about O(1)
per Hubble patch. As such a DW network causes a seri-
ous cosmological problem known as DW domination, it
should decay by some mechanism. One possible way is
to introduce in the Lagrangian a tiny bias term breaking
the discrete symmetry slightly, leading to pressure dif-
ference ∆V between different vacua (domains) separated
by the DWs. The DW network collapses when the pres-
sure is comparable to the DW surface energy at t ≃ tann,
satisfying

∆V dH(tann)
3 ≃ σ dH(tann)

2 ∴ tann ≃ σ

∆V
, (1)

where dH is the Hubble length and σ is the DW tension.
As this must occur before the DW domination era, which
starts at t−1

dom ≃ Gσ, we have a necessary condition

∆V > Gσ2 . (2)

with G the Newton constant.
The DW network radiates GW when collapsing. One

may use for a rough estimate the quadrupole formula
of the GW emission rate, from which one can get the
radiation rate ĖGW as

ĖGW ≃ −Gσ2R(t)2 , (3)

where R(t) is the typical radius of the shrinking DW.
Here we have used that typical oscillation frequency of
the DW is given as 1/R(t). This formula holds for
point-like object observed at infinity. Nevertheless, this
gives a nice approximation of the GW amplitude in most
cases [18].

3 DW solutions in this model with a different Z2 symmetry is also
possible [76].

The radiated GW from DWs might be observed as
stochastic GW background at present universe. It is con-
venient to consider the GW energy spectrum defined as

ΩGW ≡ 1

ρc

dρGW(f)

d log f
(4)

where ρGW and ρc are the GW energy density and critical
energy density, respectively.
Since the typical length scale of the collapsing network

is given by the Hubble size, R(tann) ∼ tann, the emitted
GW spectrum has a peak around 1/tann. Away from
the peak, it is well approximated by power-law tails as
f3 and f−1 in IR and UV regimes, respectively [18, 22].
Here the IR one is deduced from the causality argument.
After the emission, the GW spectrum is red-shifted and
observed today as

ΩGW,0(f) = ΩGW,max


f3

f3peak
f ≪ fpeak

fpeak
f

f ≫ fpeak

(5)

with

ΩGW,max = 2 × 10−3 (Gσtann)
2

(
g∗0

g∗(tann)

) 1
3

(6)

fpeak =
1

tann

a(tann)

a(t0)
. (7)

Notice that some results that deviate from the UV spec-
tral index −1 have been reported in the literature. For
instance, it is estimated to be −1.7 in Ref. [23] and −1.5
in Ref. [25]. While they do not affect the GW peak am-
plitude significantly, the GW signal in the UV regime
may be slightly suppressed.
Current-carrying Domain Walls— When DWs couple

to other particles, the DWs may gain internal degrees
of freedom by capturing them. Let us consider a DW
consisting of a real scalar ϕ coupled to a single Dirac
fermion ψ with a Yukawa coupling y. The simplest and
self-contained setup is given by the following Lagrangian:

L =
1

2
(∂µϕ)

2 − λ
(
ϕ2 − v2ϕ

)2
+ ψ̄

[
i/∂ − yϕ

]
ψ , (8)

where the potential term forces ϕ to take vacuum expec-
tation value vϕ, leading to the DW configuration. We
here solve the Dirac equation for ψ in the presence of the
DW configuration ϕDW located at x = 0:

ϕDW = vϕ tanh
(mϕ

2
x
)

(9)

with mϕ being the mass of ϕ particle. Ignoring the y, z
and t directions reduces to the equation for the x depen-
dence,

iγ1∂xψ = yϕDWψ . (10)
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Since iγ1 is hermitian, it is always possible to label the
solution ψ in terms of two eigenstates corresponding to
iγ1 = ±1. For iγ1 = −1 space, one gets a solution

ψ(x) ∝ φ exp

(
−
∫ x

0

dx′ϕDW(x′)

)
, (11)

with φ a spinor satisfying iγ1φ = −φ, from which one
can see that this solution is localized at x = 0 and decays
as |x| → ∞. The solutions dependent on y, z and t are
easily obtained by performing the Lorentz boost in the
y- or z-directions on ψ. Note that these solutions are
massless modes, namely, they behave as massless parti-
cles propagating only on the DW (y and z directions). If
ψ has a charge, which can be either a gauge (e.g., elec-
tric) or global (e.g., baryon number) charge, the trapped
mode induces current and charge, leading to the current-
carrying DW.

When the DW forms a closed sphere with a radius R,
the fermion solution is localized around the sphere sur-
face and the degrees of freedom in the direction along
the sphere is labeled by the orbital angular momentum
j(= 1/2, 3/2, · · · ) [84–86]. The z component of the angu-
lar momentum jz can be taken as jz = −j, −j+1, · · · , j,
which means that there are 2j+1 degenerated states for
the fixed j. A state with the angular momentum j has
an energy E ≃ (j + 1

2 )/R as long as E ≪ mψ.
During the time evolution of the DW network, the net-

work continuously produces closed spheres made of the
DW by reconnection. However, it has been observed in
Ref. [25] that most closed DWs are produced during the
network collapsing, t ≃ tann. Therefore we focus on the
latter case, however the former ones may also give addi-
tional contributions to our analysis given below.

After produced, the closed DWs shrink due to the DW
tension and may capture particles in the bulk. This is
a crucial mechanism for the DW to get current/charge.
We here introduce a yield Y for the would-be trapped
particles ψ as

Y ≡ nψ
s

(12)

with nψ and s being the number density of ψ and the
entropy density in the universe, respectively. The total
charge captured by the single DW sphere with the radius
R(t) is roughly estimated as

Q(R) ≃ 4πY s

3

(
R3

0 −R(t)3
)
, (13)

where R0 is the radius of the produced closed sphere, i.e.,
R0 is around the network size R0 ∼ tann.

4 One should

4 It is not trivial whether the network of the current-carrying DW
exhibits the scaling behavior. Although we might have deviation
from the scaling, we assume such effects not to be significant for
our results below. See also Discussion and conclusions.

note that the total current J of the captured particles is
negligible due to the cancellation among the trapped par-
ticles. Here we assumed the capture rate of the particles
to be O(1) and the trapped particles ψ to be maximally
asymmetric, namely, without antiparticles to avoid pair
annihilation on the DW. This point will be discussed be-
low.
Notably the captured particles contributes to the DW

sphere energy MDW. Denoting the highest energy level
of the trapped particles as jmax, (i.e., the highest energy
is ∼ jmax/R), the total occupation number (∼ Q) is

jmax∑
j= 1

2 ,
3
2 ,···

(2j + 1) ∼ j2max, ∴ jmax ∼
√
Q . (14)

The summation of the energy over j leads to

jmax∑
j

j∑
jz=−j

E(j) ∼ j3max

R
∼ Q

3
2

R
, (15)

resulting in

MDW ∼ 4πσR(t)2 +
Q

3
2

R(t)
+

4π

3
R(t)3∆V (16)

≡ 4πσeffR(t)
2, (17)

where we have defined the effective tension of the DW:

σeff ≡ σ +
Q

3
2

4πR(t)3
+

1

3
R(t)∆V . (18)

Note that the Q-dependence is different from that for
vorton energy (∝ Q2) [33].
In order to have sufficient charge/current on DW, we

have two conditions. The first condition: mψ should
not be much smaller than the kinetic energy of ψ in the
bulk. This comes from the fact that the typical scale
of the trapping potential that ψ feels is mψ. Thus ψ
cannot be trapped on the DW but be transmitted or re-
flected when kinetic energy of the injecting particle is
larger than mψ. Due to this condition, one finds that
ψ cannot be relativistic in the thermal bath since rela-
tivistic particles have kinetic energy T ( > mψ). Given
this, in order to have the enough number density (or Y )
of ψ, they should be decoupled from the thermal equilib-
rium like dark matter. Especially one possible example is
asymmetric dark matter, in which the dark matter abun-
dance in the bulk is dominated by the asymmetric part,
leading to the natural suppression of pair annihilation of
the trapped charge on the DW. Even without such an
asymmetry in the bulk, it is possible to consider the DW
with a significant CP violation, which captures particles
and antiparticles with different probabilities, resulting in
asymmetry only on the DW. See, e.g., Ref. [70] for CP-
violating DW in 2HDM. When there is no asymmetry
on the DW, still one could have enough charges due to
statistical fluctuation.
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The second condition: the capture process must be
energetically favored compared to transmission or reflec-
tion. This is because otherwise the capture process is not
favored to happen, leading to termination of the capture
process. When the DW sphere radius varies from R to
R−∆R, this condition is given as

∣∣∣∣∣−Q
3
2

R2
+
∂MDW

∂Q

∂Q

∂R

∣∣∣∣∣∆R ≤ 4πnψmψ R
2∆R (19)

where the L.H.S. indicates the increase of the energy due
to the capture while the R.H.S. is the energy of the free
particles in the case that the capture does not happen.
For R to be close to R0, the two terms in lhs vanish,
resulting in that the inequality is satisfied. This means
that the capture is significant at least just after the DW
starts to shrink, and this stage gives a dominant amount
of the captured particles. This allows us to assume the
O(1) capture rate as the first study.

Subsequent GW from metastable object – As stated
above, the shrinking DWs can gain significant amount
of charge when they shrink. This charge is enough to
prevent them from shrinking due to repulsion caused by
the charge, which corresponds to the second term in (16).
Such an object is similar to vortons [33, 87], which are
made of charge/current-carrying string loop. The stabi-
lized radius Rsph is determined by the condition

d

dR
MDW

∣∣∣∣
R=Rsph

= 0 . (20)

At R = Rsph, the DW tension and the repulsive force
of the charge are balanced, forming a metastable spher-
ical object,5 which we dub spheron. As stated above,
the spherons are assumed to be produced during the
network collapse, t = tann or equivalently T = Tann(≃

√
Mpl/tann). Then one may get

Rsph ∼
√
Q

σ
1
3

∼
R0

√
YMplTann

σ
1
3

, (21)

where we have assumed R0 ≫ Rsph and ignored the bias
pressure ∆V in MDW.
We here provide a necessary condition for the trapped

mode not to escape into the bulk. Using the expression
of Q(Rsph) (13) and Rsph (21), the highest energy of the
trapped particle is given as

Emax ∼ jmax

Rsph
∼ (8πσ)

1
3 , (22)

which must be smaller than the bulk mass mψ to prevent
from escaping into the bulk. Notice that 2HDM does
not contain sufficiently heavy fermions and requires some
extension in the matter sector.
While spherons are classically stable after stabilized,

they can decay through either quantum decay of charge-
carrier particles like the case of vortons [44, 45, 52] or fis-
sion [88] by non-perturbative tunneling like Q-balls [89].6

One should be able to calculate this lifetime tdec in prin-
ciple once the model is fixed. Nevertheless, since it is
highly model-dependent and beyond the scope of this
work, we keep it as a free parameter and focus on the cos-
mological impacts. In the both decay processes, spherons
loose their charge and start to shrink again at t = tdec,
and hence again oscillate asymmetrically with typical fre-
quency 1/Rsph. This leads to secondary GW radiation
and its rate is estimated by simply replacing the size of
DW in Eq. (3) with the size of the shrinking spheron
ĖGW ≃ −Gσ2

effR
2
sph, where the spheron radius Rsph is

given by (21).
The GW spectrum radiated from the spherons are cal-

culated in a similar way to those of conventional DW
networks. However, one should note that this is radiated
at t = tdec, which results in the different peak frequency.
Thus we get the GW spectrum as

5 They would not be spherically symmetric if they had significant
current. Nevertheless, as stated above, they cannot get signifi-
cant current from the bulk particles. Thus the spherically sym-
metric configuration is energetically favored.

6 Indeed, the spheron cannot be stable against fission because

∂2MDW(Rsph)/∂Q
2 > 0 due to the term proportional to ∆V .

Thus quantum tunneling allows it to decay into smaller spherons
whose total charge is equal to the initial one. On the other hand,
this fission is forbidden in classical processes as it requires a large
deformation from the spherical shape for an intermediate config-
uration, requiring large energy cost.
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ΩGW,sph ≃ 8πτ

3H2
0

(Gσeff(Rsph)Rsph)
2 1

t3ann

(
a(tann)

a(tdec)

)3 (
a(tdec)

a(t0)

)4 (
g∗0

g∗(tdec)

) 1
3

×



(
f

fpeak,sph

)3

f ≪ fpeak,sph

fpeak,sph
f

f ≫ fpeak,sph

(23)

with fpeak,sph ≡ R−1
sph a(tdec)/a(t0), where τ is the time

duration of the radiation process and we have assumed
that the spherons remain stable until the sudden decay
at t = tdec, giving the number density of the spheron
t−3
ann (a(tann)/a(tdec))

3
. Here we simply took the same

spectral index as those for the conventional DW net-

work [18, 22]. Since the spheron radius typically de-
creases as Rsph ∝ exp(−t/tdec) during the decay, τ may
be given as τ ∼ tdec while the radiated GW energy must
not exceed the whole energy of the spheron, resulting in

τ ≡ min
[
tdec, σeffR

2
sph/|ĖGW|

]
.

Using Eq. (21), one may rewrite the peak frequency
and its maximum value as

ΩGW,sph|max ≃ 1× 10−7

(
Y

10−10

)(
σ

1018 GeV3

) 4
3
(
100MeV

Tdec

)3

min

[
1,
T 2
decMpl

σ

]
, (24)

fpeak,sph ≃ 3× 10−6 Hz

(
10−10

Y

) 1
2
(

∆V

10−2 GeV4

) 3
4
(
1018 GeV3

σ

) 5
12

(
100MeV

Tdec

)
, (25)

from which one can see that the parameter dependence
is much different from the DW without current/charge.

Fig. 1 shows the GW spectrum obtained from the
superposition of those of DW network and spherons
with several benchmark cases. We here assume a step-
function-like transition between IR and UV regime for
simplicity. The left and right peaks of thick solid lines
correspond to the DW network and spherons, respec-
tively. Thin solid lines indicate power-law integrated sen-
sitivity curves of future GW observatories: the Square
Kilometer Array (SKA) [90, 91], Gaia and THEIA [92],
LISA [93, 94], µARES [95], DECIGO [96], AEDGE [97],
BBO [98, 99] Einstein Telescope (ET) [100, 101], and
Cosmic Explorer (CE) [102, 103]. We take the threshold
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) to be SNR = 1. A black dot-
ted curve is obtained by considering LISA and ET opera-
tions together, see Ref. [104] for details. We also show the
constraints on ∆Neff from PLANCK 2018 limits [105], as
well as future reaches of cosmic microwave background
(CMB) experiments like CMB-HD [106, 107]. The red
shaded region (aLV) is excluded by the constraint from
advanced LIGO-VIRGO [108]. One can see that the GW
signal from the spherons is even larger than the conven-
tional one depending on the parameters. Furthermore,
it improves the detectability of GW in higher-frequency

region.

Fig. 2 shows parameter space of σ and ∆V in which
SNR exceeds 10. Solid and dashed contours indicate that
GW signals from spherons and conventional DW network
are detected by future GW experiments with SNR = 10,
respectively. The gray bottom-right region is excluded
due to the DW domination (Eq. (2)). On the other
hand, in the purple region, the DW network annihilation
time tann, at which spherons are formed, is later than the
spheron lifetime so that the spheron cannot be formed.
See Supplementary Materials for the details of the SNR
calculation.

When the spherons are sufficiently long-lived, their en-
ergy dominates the total energy density of the universe,
resulting in early matter domination. The decay of the
spherons injects entropy into the thermal bath and di-
lutes GW radiated by the DW network [109]. We checked
that this effect is not significant in the parameter space
presented above.

Discussion and conclusions— Domain Wall (DW) net-
works could have formed in the early universe after the
spontaneous breaking of a discrete symmetry. In pres-
ence of a vacuum energy difference ∆V lifting the de-
generacy between the different vacua, DWs are driven
towards annihilating each other. In order to have viable
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FIG. 1: GW spectrum from DW network and spheron.
Thick solid lines indicate the GW spectrum that is
superposition of those from the conventional DW

network (left peaks) and from the spherons (right peaks).
Thin solid lines are power-law integrated sensitivity

curves for future GW experiments. A dashed black line
is a broken power-law integrated sensitivity curve
obtained by combining LISA and ET sensitivity.

cosmology, the DW network must annihilate before oc-
cupying a significant energy fraction of the universe.

We showed that GW arising due to current-carrying
DW gives a novel shape in the form of an extra peak
(see Fig. 1) from metastable topological remnant, which
we dub as spheron. The extra contribution leads to the
GW spectrum with such features detectable in upcom-
ing GW experiments like LISA and ET. We identified
the GW sensitivity reaches of the parameter space of
current-carrying DW (see Fig. 2). One can find that they
have nice complementarity, namely, GW from spherons
can provide significant detectability in parameter space
in which that from conventional DW network cannot be
detected. Furthermore, the parameter dependence (es-
pecially ∆V dependence) is quite non-trivial compared
to that from DW networks. This is because the position
of the secondary peak (right one) depends on ∆V . Thus
there is an optimized ∆V leading to the maximum SNR
for each GW experiment. Nonetheless, higher frequency
GW with larger ∆V can be detected in ultrahigh fre-
quency GW detectors in the future, see Ref.[110] for a
review.

We also investigate the DW network interpretation of

FIG. 2: Left panel: Parameter space where the two
GW signals will be observed with SNR > 10 (right side
of the contours) for different GW experiments. We
separate the calculation into the signals from the

spherons (solid contours) and the conventional DW
network (DWN) (dashed lines). The gray and purple
bottom-right regions are excluded due to the DW

domination and the fact that the spheron has too short
lifetime to be formed, respectively. The points with black
and white stars indicate benchmark points corresponding
to the blue lines in the upper and lower panels in Fig. 1,

respectively.

stochastic GW background recently reported in PTA col-
laborations [111–114], and predict that if such a signal in
PTA arises due to current-carrying DW network, the ad-
ditional new peak corresponding to the spherons will be
detectable in LISA for Tdec ≃ 10MeV and 10−14 ≲ Y ≲
10−10, see sec. in Supplementary Materials for the de-
tails.
We discussed above simple BSM examples involv-

ing 2HDM(+singlet extension) in which current-carrying
DWs maybe formed. While our analysis is model-
independent, our prescription for the GW spectrum and
the parameter space that be tested can be easily trans-
lated into BSM microphysics. In addition, the current-
carrying DW may feel more friction from bulk particles
than usual [26, 115–118], as the charge capture process
causes the momentum transfer between the particle and
DW. This friction can make a shrinking closed DW non-
relativistic and hence helps to form spherons. Neverthe-
less it is also non-trivial how this affects the evolution of
the DW network before collapsing. Indeed, the friction
tends to prevent the network from reaching the scaling
regime while the network reconnection would release the
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trapped particles to the bulk. A further detailed analysis
is necessary to address this point. In summary, Gravita-
tional Wave Mountains from current-carrying DW are an
interesting target for planned GW searches. Ultimately,
our results call for an independent confirmation based
on numerical lattice simulations, which will be done else-
where.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)

We now wish to present the calculation of the SNR. A
similar method to what we describe in this section, up
to some small updates, has also been used in [119]. For
details regarding the SNR estimations see e.g. [120–124].
Interferometers measure displacements in terms of a so
called dimensionless strain-noise hGW(f) that is related
to the GW amplitude and can be converted into the cor-
responding energy density [92]

h2Ωexp(f) =
2π2f2

3H2
0

hGW(f)2h2, (26)

with H0 = h × 100 (km/s)/Mpc being the Hubble rate
today. We compute the SNR for a given or projected
experimental noise sensitivity curves Ωexp(f)h

2 in order
to assess the detection probability of the GW background
via the following prescription [122, 125]

SNR ≡

√
2tobs

∫ fmax

fmin

df

(
h2ΩGW(f)

h2Ωexp(f)

)2

, (27)

where h = 0.7 and the observation period tobs is taken to
be 20 years for Gaia, THEIA and SKA, and 4 years for
the others.

One may consider the effective dark radiation bounds
during Big Bang Nucleaosysthesis (BBN) and CMB de-
coupling. In particular, the energy density of the stochas-
tic GW background needs to be smaller than the limit on
dark radiation which is depicted in ∆Neff from BBN and
CMB observations. This is because the gravitons behave
as massless relativistic degrees of freedom. Any change
of the number of effective relativistic degrees of freedom
(Neff) at the time of recombination is usually set by the
relation [126]∫ ∞

fmin

df

f
h2ΩGW(f) ≤ 5.6× 10−6 ∆Neff . (28)

FIG. 3: Plot of SNR for GW from conventional DW
network (dashed) and DW network+spherons (solid).

The horizontal dotted line indicates SNR = 1.

While the lower limit for the integration is fmin ≃
10−10 Hz for BBN and fmin ≃ 10−18 Hz for the CMB
bounds, in practice, when e.g. several GW spectra are
depicted simultaneously, as a first-order estimate, one
uses the approximation to ignore the frequency depen-
dence and to set bounds just on the energy density of
the peak for a given GW spectrum; this is shown as

h2ΩPeak
GW ≤ 5.6× 10−6 ∆Neff . (29)

We consider the constraints on ∆Neff from BBN and the
PLANCK 2018 limits [105], as well as future reaches of
CMB experiments such as CMB-S4 [127, 128] and CMB-
HD [106, 107].
In order to calculate SNR or show sensitivity curves in

Fig. 1, we need information of noise hGW or Ωexp. Let
us summarize the references from which we read off the
information of noise.

• Gaia and THEIA: noise energy density Ωexp from
Ref. [92]

• LISA: noise energy density Ωexp from Ref. [93]

• µARES: noise energy density Ωexp from Ref. [95]

• DECIGO: strain-noise hGW from Ref. [96]

• AEDGE: strain-noise hGW from Ref. [97]

• BBO: strain-noise hGW from Refs. [98, 99]

• ET: strain-noise hGW from Ref. [101]

• CE: strain-noise hGW available on
https://dcc.cosmicexplorer.org/CE-
T2000017/public

• SKA 20 years: power-law integrated curve directly
taken from Ref. [129] with an appropriate factor to
compensate the difference of the threshold SNR.
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FIG. 4: GW spectrum from DW network and spheron.
We took the parameters σ and ∆V such that the GW
spectrum from the network fits recent PTA signals

(NANOGrav: gray, EPTA: red). By fixing
Tdec = 10MeV, the additional peak from spherons can

lie within LISA sensitivity range (purple) for
10−14 ≲ Y ≲ 10−10.

Fig. 3 shows plots of SNR for several future GW exper-
iments to compare conventional DW network (dashed)
and DW network+spherons (solid). The horizontal dot-
ted line indicates SNR = 1. Clearly one can see enhance-
ment of SNR thanks to the spherons.

DW interpretation of PTA signal

We here investigate the DW network interpretation of
stochastic GW background recently reported in PTA col-
laborations [111–114]. In order for the GW spectrum
from DW network to fit the PTA signals, we should take
appropriate σ and ∆V . If these DW are current-carrying,
we may have an additional peak from spherons as stated
in the main text, so that we should be able to predict the
position and height of the additional peak. In particular,
one finds the peak within the sensitivity range of LISA
when one takes Tdec = 10MeV and 10−14 ≲ Y ≲ 10−10,
see Fig. 4. (For Y ≲ 10−14, it is difficult to distinguish
the additional peak.) The gray and red bars show the “vi-
olin plots” for NANOGrav with 15-years data [111] and
European Pulsar Timing Array [112], respectively. The
purple shaded region is the power-law integrated sensi-
tivity for LISA, calculated in the same way as Fig. 1.
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