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The recent Pulsar Timing Arrays (PTAs) nano-Hz gravitational wave (GW) background signal can
be naturally induced by the annihilation of domain walls (DWs) formed at a symmetry-breaking
scale f ≃ 200 TeV in the clockwork axion framework. Based on our first successful and precise
prediction, we for the first time suggest that the recent PTA observations strongly support the novel
mechanism of the QCD instanton-induced DW annihilation in the clockwork axion framework. We
also for the first time discover a novel correlation between dark matter (DM) relic abundance and
nano-Hz GW background, which in turn indicates a natural connection between the axion decay
constant and the symmetry-breaking scale in the clockwork framework. We find that the GW signal
has a peak h2ΩGW ≃ 10−6.6−10−6.1 at about 50 nHz, which is definite and testable for future PTA
data at frequencies ≳ 25 nHz and CMB-S4 experiment. We also propose various phenomena that
may appear in PTAs and future GW interferometers.

PACS numbers:

Introduction.— It is well known that DWs produced
with the spontaneous breaking of a discrete ZN symme-
try could dominate the Universe if they do not completely
annihilate at a later time, and thus bury the predictions
of standard cosmology [1, 2]. The DWs formed above the
GUT scales MG ∼ 1016 GeV might be adequately diluted
by the inflation. Below MG, to break the degenerate
vacua, one commonly introduces a bias potential with an
energy magnitude (v/Mpl)

2
v4 ≲ Vbias ≲ (v/Mpl) v

4 (v is
the spontaneous symmetry-breaking scale, andMpl is the
Planck scale), where the lower bound ensures the DWs
annihilate before dominating the universe and the upper
bound indicates the DWs annihilate immediately after
their formation. The symmetric part of the potential has
an energy Vsym ∼ v4. A hierarchy arises between the bias
and the symmetric parts of the potential if the symmetry
breaks much below the GUT scale. Since many models
do not explicitly break the discrete symmetry, the bias
term is often introduced as an extrinsic and free parame-
ter while ignoring the hierarchy. In fact, the small explicit
symmetry-breaking can be dynamically induced by some
non-perturbative instanton effects if the global symmetry
is anomalous in the underlying theory [2–6]. Two well-
known examples are quantum gravity (QG) [7–9] and
QCD instanton [2, 10, 11]. It is believed that all global
symmetries are not respected by the QG effect [12–17],
which can lead to the decays of DM and DW [18–20].
The symmetry breaking by the QG effects is described
by some higher-dimensional operators. However, one can
not make a predictive announcement since the size of the
symmetry-breaking by the QG effect is not well specified.

In Ref. [21], two of us were the first to notice

that the QCD instanton effect could induce a bias
potential for the annihilation of DWs formed at a
symmetry-breaking scale f ≃ 200 TeV in the clock-
work axion framework, leading to a loud GW signal
for NANOGrav 12.5-year (NG12) observation. How-
ever, this signal behaves as ΩGW(ν) ∝ νγ with γ = 3
and thus was not supported by the NG12 data [22],
which can be fitted by a flat spectrum with an ampli-
tude ΩGW(5.5nHz) ∈

(
3× 10−10, 2× 10−9

)
and an ex-

ponent γ ∈ (−1.5, 0.5) [21]. During that time, the cosmic
string [23–25] and primordial black hole (PBH) [26, 27]
were commonly considered as they generated a flat GW
spectrum that aligned with the NG12 data. By fitting
the NANOGrav 15-year (NG15) data [28] and IPTA-
DR2 data [29], we find that the recent PTA nano-Hz
GW observations show a complete consistency with our
prediction in Ref. [21], both in the amplitude and in the
exponent of the GW spectrum (see Fig. 10 in Ref. [21]
and Fig. S3 in the Supplemental Material).

It is worth mentioning that NANOGrav [28, 30], to-
gether with EPTA [31], PPTA [32], and CPTA [33]
have recently presented the first convincing evidence for
the Hellings-Downs angular correlation, which strongly
supports the existence of nano-Hz stochastic GW back-
ground (GWB). Although the astrophysical source from
a population of inspiraling supermassive black hole bina-
ries (SMBHBs) does not fit better than new physics to
the NG15 data, an understanding of the SMBHBs still
remains to be improved [30]. A series of works on nano-
Hz GWs also appeared recently, including DWs [19, 34–
38], cosmic string [39–41], scalar-induced GW [42–46],
PBH [47–49], first-order phase transition [50–55], as well
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as model comparisons [56–59].
In this Letter, we for the first time systematically

present the hierarchy in potential and suggest the mech-
anism of QCD instanton-induced DW annihilation for
PTAs, whose novelty rests in three aspects. First, com-
pared with other interpretations for PTAs, our scenario is
predictive since the QCD phase transition definitely takes
place in the early Universe. Second, compared with the
QG, the size of the bias potential induced by the QCD
instanton effect is quantitatively determined by the QCD
confinement scale ΛQCD. Interestingly, the DWs annihi-
lated at the QCD scale can naturally generate nano-Hz
GWs for PTAs. Finally, the Peccei-Quinn (PQ) scale is
restricted to be much higher than the electroweak scale
by the astroparticle physics experiments, which therefore
leads to a hierarchy in the potential. Notice that since
the QCD instanton explicitly breaks the U(1) symmetry
down to the discrete shift symmetry, the QCD instanton
will lead to the formation, rather than the annihilation
of the DWs in the classical QCD axion model [2].

Although the existence of DM has been confirmed by
various cosmological and astrophysical observations [60],
the nature of DM still remains unknown. Since the bias
potential is hierarchically suppressed, the global symme-
try should be exact enough to provide a DM candidate.
This motivates us to further explore the DM phenomenon
in the clockwork axion framework. The axion produced
at the symmetry-breaking scale f attains a mass at the
QCD scale. For the first time, we find that one can ob-
tain the correct order of the axion decay constant fa for
the axion DM relic abundance from axion oscillation with
the estimate fa ∼ f2/ΛQCD ∼ 1011 GeV, once we adopt
f ≃ 200 TeV from the PTA observation. We expect that
the DM relic abundance is closely related to the nano-
Hz GWB and the clockwork axion framework provides a
natural realization.

GWs from clockwork DW annihilation.— The clock-
work axion framework [61–71], which was first proposed
to break the canonical relation between the symmetry-
breaking scale and axion decay constant [63], had re-
cently been extended to other fields in its continuum
limit [67, 72, 73], thus providing a solution to the Higgs
naturalness problem. The large N + 1 global U(1)
symmetries can appear as an accidental consequence of
gauge invariance and 5D locality in an extra-dimensional
model [63, 74–76]. The framework introduces N + 1
copies of complex scalars Φj(x) with j = 0, 1, ..., N and
the following potential

V (Φ) =

N∑
j=0

(
−m2 |Φj |2 + λ |Φj |4

)
−ε

N−1∑
j=0

(
Φ†

jΦ
3
j+1 +H.c.

)
,

(1)
where m2, λ, and ε have been assumed to be real and
universal. The first term respects a global U(1)N+1 sym-
metry and is explicitly broken by the ε-dependent terms
down to the N shift symmetries and a global U(1) sym-

metry, which is identified as the PQ symmetry. For
N ≳ 3, the stable string-wall network forms when the
radial components acquire a vacuum expectation value
⟨Φj⟩ = f/

√
2, resulting in N massive axions Ai and one

massless axion a (see the Supplemental Material).
Because the discrete symmetries are anomalous under

the QCD gauge symmetry, the QCD instanton effects
generate a bias potential Vbias ∼ Λ4

QCD (with ΛQCD =
(332 ± 17) MeV [77]) during the QCD phase transition,
which lifts the N degenerate vacua and breaks the resid-
ual U(1) symmetry. The annihilation of DWs is signifi-
cant when the surface energy becomes comparable to the
bias energy, i.e., σH ≃ Vbias, where σ ≃ 8mAf

2 is the
surface tension of the wall and mA ≃ ε1/2f is the mass
of the massive axion. The DWs quickly annihilate one
after another at the temperature

Tann ≃7.15× 10−2GeVε−1/4

(
g∗ (Tann)

10

)−1/4

×
(

f

100 TeV

)−3/2(
ΛQCD

100 MeV

)2

.

(2)

The GW spectrum from the violent DW annihilation
is characterized by a peak frequency determined by
νpeak (tann) ≃ H (tann), where tann is the cosmic time of
DW annihilation. Then the red-shifted peak frequency
today is found to be

νpeak(t0) ≃1.1× 10−8 Hz

(
g∗ (Tann)

10

)1/2

×
(
g∗s (Tann)

10

)−1/3(
Tann

0.1 GeV

)
,

(3)

where g∗ and g∗s are the effective relativistic degrees of
freedom (DOF) associated with energy and entropy, re-
spectively. Eq. (3) shows that the DW annihilation at
the QCD scale naturally induces a GWB at nano-Hz fre-
quencies.
The peak GW amplitude produced at the anni-

hilation time is determined by ΩGW (νpeak (tann)) ≃(
8πϵ̃gwG

2A2σ2
)
/
(
3H2(tann)

)
, with ϵ̃gw ≃ 0.7 ± 0.4 [78]

and A ≃ N [66, 79, 80] from simulations. The peak GW
amplitude today is diluted by the cosmic expansion as

h2Ωpeak
GW (t0)

=6.45× 10−6ε

(
ϵ̃gw
0.7

)(
A

10

)2(
g∗s (Tann)

10

)−4/3

×
(

f

100 TeV

)6(
Tann

0.1 GeV

)−4

.

(4)

We see that the DW annihilation in the clockwork frame-
work can generate a GW amplitude of ∼ 10−6, which
falls in the sensitivity of current PTA experiments. Be-
low the peak frequency, causality demands that the GW
spectrum scale as ∝ (ν/νpeak)

3 [81]. Above the peak
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FIG. 1: The black line denotes the SMBHB with the power-
law spectrum (ABHB, γBHB) = (−14.7, 13/3). The posteriors
of the free spectrum for IPTA-DR2 [29] and NG15 [28] are
reproduced by the light-orange and light-blue violins, with
the prior choices of lower limits shown by the dotted lines.
The yellow (green) region and orange (blue) region represent
the 1 σ (2 σ) uncertainty band by fitting to the NG15 and
IPTA-DR2 datasets, respectively.

frequency, on the other hand, numerical simulations [78]
indicate a ∝ (ν/νpeak)

−1 scaling behavior instead.

PTA data analysis and predictions.— We carry out the
standard Bayesian statistical analysis for the IPTA-DR2
dataset [82] and the recent NG15 dataset [28] (see the
Supplemental Material for more details). The Bayes es-
timators for the three input parameters f/100 TeV, ε,
and N are 1.81 ± 0.21, 0.50 ± 0.26, and 12.21 ± 4.35
(1.76 ± 0.22, 0.48 ± 0.26, and 12.28 ± 4.35) by fitting to
the NG15 (IPTA-DR2) dataset. These parameter values
are very natural in the clockwork axion framework and
are also in good agreement with the prediction in our pre-
vious work [21] for the NG12 data. In addition to consid-
ering merely the DWs, in the Supplemental Material we
also take into account potential astrophysical sources by
including a power-law spectrum in our fit. We find that
our interpretation is still supported by the NG15 data.

Note that although only the first 14 frequencies
(10−9.3 ≲ ν/Hz ≲ 10−7.6) of the NG15 dataset are
adopted in the fit to avoid the possible high frequencies
pulsar-intrinsic excess noise, we predict that the ampli-
tude will continue to grow and have a peak h2ΩGW ≃
10−6.6 − 10−6.1 at ν ≃ 10−7.3 Hz (see Fig. 1 and Fig. 10
of [21]). This is because the peak frequency is en-
tirely determined by the QCD instanton effect. GWs
can contribute to the radiation energy density and affect
the expansion of the Universe. This gives a constraint
h2ΩGW(t0) ≲ 5.6 × 10−6∆Neff [83]. The current up-
per bound on the number of extra neutrino species at
95% confidence level (CL) from the Planck observation
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FIG. 2: The SGWB sensitivity curves of SKA 5yr (silver) [87],
AION-km (light-green) [88], AEDGE (yellow) [89], AEDGE+
(light-blue), LISA (grey) [90], LIGO O3 (orange) [91], Ein-
stein telescope (ET, gold) [92]. The red line corresponds to a
GW signal with (f, ε, N) = (180TeV, 0.5, 12). Note that the
AEDGE sensitivities presented in [93] do not consider many
possible sources of instrumental noise.

is ∆Neff ≤ 0.29 [84] (the grey region in Fig. 1), which can
be further tightened to 0.11 and 0.06 by the upcoming
Simons Observatory [85] and CMB-S4 experiment [86].
We find that the predicted peak amplitude can generate
detectable effects in the CMB-S4 experiment. We also
observe in Fig. 2 that the predicted GW signals are de-
tectable for future GW experiments in a wide frequency
range.

Constraints.— We summarize various constraints in
Fig. 3. Axions can be produced via the nucleon-nucleon
axion bremsstrahlung in the core of a supernova and
accelerate the stellar cooling. The observation of neu-
trinos from SN 1987A excludes the light-blue region
with fa ≲ 109 GeV [94–96]. The emission of axions
from the string-wall network is dominated by the late
time decay at t ∼ tQCD [97]. The axion energy den-
sity from the decay of the scaling string is estimated
as ρa,str ∼ πf2H2(tQCD) ln(tQCD/ts), where ts is the
string formation time. The QCD axion obtains a mass
ma and gets mixed with the massive axions Ai with a
mixing angle ϑi ∼ qNm2

a/m
2
A at the QCD scale. Then

the QCD axion energy density from the collapse of the
DW network is found to be ρa,wall ∼

∑
i ϑ

2
i ρw(tQCD) ∼

8Nm4
af

2
aH(tQCD)/m

3
A. We find that the contributions

from the scaling strings and collapsing walls to the cold
axion relic abundance (with energy ω(tQCD) ∼ H(tQCD))
and ∆Neff are both negligibly small. The most signifi-
cant contribution to ρa from the topological defects is
found to be the oscillations of DW with a frequency
ω(tQCD) ≫ H(tQCD) at the QCD scale, which opti-
mistically gives ρa,osc ∼ 0.1v2wρw(tQCD) [70]. This ra-
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FIG. 3: The blue and red vertical bands with f ≃ 200 TeV
represent the 1 and 2σ parameter bands favored by NG15 [28]
and IPTA-DR2 [29] datasets, respectively. The yellow region
with fa ≳ 1012 GeV is excluded since the Universe is over-
closed by the axion DM.

diation population contributes to cosmic expansion by
∆Neff ≃ 6.4×10−3v2wε

1/2 (f/100 TeV)
3
, where we adopt

the wall velocity vw ∼ 1 for a conservative estimate. The
bound from the current Planck observation falls much
behind the constraint from DW domination (light grey
region). The constraints from the upcoming Simons Ob-
servatory and CMB-S4 experiment are represented by the
red dot-dashed and red dashed lines.

Since most of the energy from DW annihilation is
poured into the SM plasma via the prompt decays of
massive axion to the SM particles, we therefore require
the annihilation to take place before the Big Bang Nu-
cleosynthesis (BBN), i.e., Tann > TBBN ≃ 5 MeV, so that
the successful BBN processes are not altered by the DW
collapse (purple region). At the QCD scale, the closed
DWs may collapse into massive PBHs [98], whose lifetime
can be longer than the Universe. We find in the Supple-
mental Material that ifM2

pl ≳ 5πσ2/Vbias, the PBH could
be formed after the DW annihilation (black region). We
also confirm that a negligible fraction fPBH ≲ 10−4 of
DM consists of PBH formed in the collapse of DWs. Fi-
nally, we note that the constraints from searches for ax-
ions in the laboratory are currently not competitive with
the astrophysical bounds (see [99] for a review).

Phenomenology.— Axions start oscillations at H(t) ∼
ma and generate a DM relic abundance Ωah

2 ≃
0.2
(
fa/10

11 GeV
)7/6 〈

θ2a
〉
/(3π2) [100–104], where θa ≡

a/fa. Since the decay constant fa ≃ qNf (with q = 3)
in the clockwork framework, the large number N =
12.21 ± 4.35 (point with error bars in Fig. 3) from the
Bayes estimator naturally improves the axion decay con-

stant to generate the correct axion DM relic abundance
(dot-dashed green curve in Fig. 3). Note that we have
not taken into account the DM relic abundance obser-
vation in our fit. This is the first report on the novel
correlation between the nano-Hz GWB and the DM relic
abundance. Such a correlation can be estimated by hav-
ing fa ∼ f2/ΛQCD ∼ 1011 GeV in the clockwork axion
framework. Equivalently, the DM relic abundance re-
quires f ≃ 200 TeV, leading to the DW decays just be-
fore it would dominate the Universe. Future telescope
observations on stellar cooling [105, 106] and axion ex-
periments may reveal the existence of axion [99].

The freeze-out of the massive particles can lead to
changes in the relativistic DOF, and therefore, in the ex-
pansion rateH(t) of the Universe. A rise inH(t) after the
annihilation of massive particles will dilute the subhori-
zon modes of the primordial GW spectrum, while the su-
perhorizon modes are frozen and remain unaffected [107–
113]. Thus, the freeze-out of N massive axions will leave
an imprint on a primordial GW spectrum from infla-
tion [114–116], reheating/preheating [117–120], or cosmic
strings [23–25], and are detectable for future space-based
interferometers, like LISA [90], Taiji [121], and Tian-
Qin [122]. The spectrum of superhorizon modes can be
affected by the equation of state (EOS) when these modes
enter the Hubble horizon during the QCD crossover, and
therefore, leads to a slight departure from the ν3 be-
havior in the causality tail of the spectrum [52, 123–
125]. Eq. (3) indicates that the superhorizon mode be-
gins around 10−8 Hz. Therefore PTA observations can
be used to test the EOS at the QCD scale if the DW
annihilation in our scenario is indeed the GW source for
the PTAs. Furthermore, the spontaneous breaking of
the approximate U(1) symmetries at 200 TeV may lead
to a cosmological first-order phase transition [21], whose
accompanying GW emissions with a characteristic spec-
trum peaked at even higher frequencies can be tested by
the LIGO O3 run [91] and ET [92].

Conclusions and outlook.— For the first time, by fit-
ting to the NG15 and IPTA-DR2 datasets, we found that
our predictions of the nano-Hz GW signal in Ref. [21]
with a set of very natural parameters in the clockwork ax-
ion framework have been successfully and precisely con-
firmed by the recent PTA observations. Such success has
not been observed in other works for the PTA observa-
tions, and thus strongly supports the novel mechanism of
the QCD instanton-induced DW annihilation. Further-
more, we found that the PTA data analysis naturally
results in a correct DM relic abundance, which therefore
indicates a strong correlation between the nano-Hz GWB
and DM relic abundance. Such a correlation stems from
the hierarchy between the bias and the symmetric parts
of the potential. We for the first time proposed a novel re-
lation fa ∼ f2/ΛQCD ∼ 1011 GeV in the clockwork axion
framework to estimate the correlation. We showed that
the GW signal has a peak of h2ΩGW ≃ 10−6.6−10−6.1 at
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about 50 nHz and can be tested by PTAs and CMB-S4
experiment. Moreover, we expected a slight departure
from the ν3 scaling in the PTA spectrum at frequencies
below about 10−8 Hz. Our analysis may hint at the vi-
olation of Lorentz invariance in the extra dimension at
200 TeV. Future GW observations will shed more light
on model construction.
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Clockwork axion footprint on nano-hertz stochastic gravitational wave background

Supplemental Material
By Bo-Qiang Lu, Cheng-Wei Chiang, and Tianjun Li

In this supplemental material, we provide detailed calculations and analysis results for our work.

MASS EIGENSTATES

Following the paradigm of the clockwork axion framework [63], we introduce N + 1 copies of complex scalars,
denoted by Φj(x) with j = 0, 1, ..., N . The potential of these scalars is given by

V (Φ) =

N∑
j=0

(
−m2 |Φj |2 + λ |Φj |4

)
− ε

N−1∑
j=0

(
Φ†

jΦ
3
j+1 +H.c.

)
, (S1)

where m2, λ, and ε have been assumed to be real and universal for the scalars. The first term respects a global
U(1)N+1 symmetry, Φj → exp [iθj ] Φj , which is explicitly broken by the ε-dependent terms down to a global U(1)
symmetry, Φj → exp

[
iqN−jθ

]
Φj , with θ ∈ [0, 2π) and q ≡ 3. This exact U(1) is identified as the PQ symmetry.

The spontaneous breakdown of U(1)N+1 takes place when the radial components acquire a vacuum expectation value
⟨Φj⟩ = f/

√
2 with f = m/

√
λ, which results in N massive pseudo-Goldstone bosons Ai and one massless Goldstone

boson a.
After the spontaneous symmetry breaking, we parametrize the scalar fields as Φi = (f + ρi)e

iπi/f/
√
2. The mass

for the radial component ρi is mρ =
√
2λf . The potential for the N + 1 Goldstone bosons is given by

V (π) =
1

4
εf4

N−1∑
j=0

ei(qπj+1−πj)/f +H.c.+ · · ·

=
1

2
εf4

N−1∑
j=0

cos
qπj+1 − πj

f
≃ 1

2

N∑
i,j=0

πj

(
M2

π

)
ji
πi,

(S2)

where the constant term is omitted and the mass matrix

M2
π = m2

G



1 −q 0 · · · 0
−q 1 + q2 −q · · · 0
0 −q 1 + q2 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 + q2 −q
0 0 0 · · · −q q2


, (S3)

where m2
G = εf2/2. One then rotates the πi fields to the mass eigenstates ai ≡ (a,A1, . . . , AN ) by a real (N + 1) ×

(N +1) orthogonal matrix O, so that the mass matrix is diagonalized as OTM2
πO = diag

(
m2

a,m
2
A1

, . . . ,m2
AN

)
, where

the eigenvalues of N + 1 Goldstone bosons ai are given by

m2
a = 0 and m2

Ak
= ηkm

2
G, (S4)

with ηk ≡ q2 + 1− 2q cos kπ
N+1 (k = 1, 2, ..., N).

The massless Goldstone boson a is identified as the QCD axion and the N massive pseudo-Goldstone states Ak are
the so-called gear fields since they play the role of ‘gears’ in the clockwork mechanism. We adopt the approximate
mass relation m2

Ak
≃ m2

A ≃ εf2 for the massive axions Ak. The matrix elements of O are given by

Oi0 =
N0

qi
, Oik = Nk

[
q sin

ikπ

N + 1
− sin

(i+ 1)kπ

N + 1

]
, (S5)

with i = 0, 1, ..., N , k = 1, 2, ..., N , and

N0 ≡
√

q2 − 1

q2 − q−2N
, Nk ≡

√
2

(N + 1)ηk
. (S6)
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The (N + 1) ai fields are related to the πi fields by the rotation

πi =

N∑
j=0

Oijaj ≡ Oi0a+

N∑
j=1

OijAj . (S7)

The potential of the (pseudo-)Goldstone bosons in the physical basis is then given by the sum of the contributions
from all the sites

V (π) =

N∑
j=0

Vj(Aj) =
1

2
m2

G

N∑
j=1

ηjA
2
j =

1

4
εf2

N∑
j=1

ηjA
2
j . (S8)

Here we have used the fact that m2
a = 0.

The clockwork mechanism is illustrated as follows. Consider the effective Lagrangian in which the N -th site πN is
coupled to the QCD topological term

L ⊃ αs

8π

πN

f
Ga

µνG̃
µν,a , (S9)

where αs = g2s/(4π) is the strong coupling constant which runs with the energy scale and Ga
µν is the gluon field strength

tensor. This gluon anomalous term can be fulfilled in the Kim-Shifman-Vainshtein-Zakharov (KSVZ) [131, 132] type
or the Dine-Fischler-Srednicki-Zhitnitsky (DFSZ) [133, 134] type of axion models. Note that the DFSZ type axion
has a DW number NDW > 1 after the QCD phase transition. Yet we restrict ourselves in the case with one DW;
otherwise, we need to introduce another bias potential. Using Eq. (S7), the axion coupling to the topological term is
then given by

L ⊃ αs

8π

a

fa
Ga

µνG̃
µν,a , (S10)

where we have defined

fa ≡ f

ON0
=

qNf

N0
≃ qNf . (S11)

If the QCD topological term (S9) occurs at the ‘first’ site i = N , we observe from Eq. (S5) that the coupling of the
massless axion at the ‘last’ site i = 0 is suppressed by a factor of qN . In other words, the axion decay constant fa is
amplified by a factor of qN compared to the symmetry-breaking scale f , as given in Eq. (S11).

Furthermore, the UV completion of our model could be a five-dimensional orbifold U(1)PQ model on the space-time
M4 × S1/(Z2 × Z ′

2) [135]. In particular, for q = 1, the mass matrix in Eq. (S3) is the same as the mass matrix in
Eq. (36) in Ref. [135], where the corresponding eigenvalues and eigenvectors are given in Eqs. (37− 40) as well. The
UV completion will be studied in detail elsewhere.

STRING-WALL EVOLUTION IN VOS MODEL

For small values of ε, we can treat the explicit symmetry-breaking term as a perturbation, with the U(1)N+1 being
exact at high temperatures. The spontaneous U(1)N+1 symmetry-breaking produces N+1 angular degrees of freedom
πi (i = 0, ..., N) with a shift symmetry πi → πi + const. There appear N + 1 kinds of cosmic π-strings corresponding
to the topological configurations of πi’s. The π-string with a core size λρ ≃ 1/(

√
2λf) has a tension [136–139]

µ ≃ πf2 + πf2 log (t/λρ) . (S12)

Subsequently, the ε-dependent terms become important and break the N global U(1) symmetries down to their
discrete subgroups. DWs are formed with a tension of σ ≃ 8mAf

2, where mA ≃ ε1/2f . The π-strings form the
boundaries of the walls and get connected to the walls [140]. A single string can be stretched between a number
of walls and form a complicated string-wall structure. The a-string associated with the spontaneous breakdown of
the exact PQ U(1) symmetry is topologically identified as an isolated string bundle, which however is found not to
appear in the evolution of the network with N ≥ 3 [70]. After the formation, DW’s tension immediately dominates
the dynamics of the string-wall network.
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The string-wall network that consists of a large number of π-strings connected by more than two DWs is stable [66,
79] since the string stretched by one wall can also be stretched by another. However, the walls can be destroyed
locally by the strings bound to the walls by creating holes in the walls. The nucleation rate of a hole via quantum
and thermal fluctuations is approximated as ΓS ∼ σe−SE [140, 141], where SE = 4πR2µ − 4

3πR
3σ is the spherical

Euclidean action of the bounce solution. In the semiclassical approximation, the tunneling proceeds via the stationary
path given by S0 = 16πµ3/(3σ2) at R0 = 2µ/σ by the minimization of SE. We find that with ε ≲ 1, µ3/σ2 ≳ 1 is
always fulfilled to suppress the hole nucleation.

The cosmological evolution of the topological defect network with a characteristic length scale L and a root-mean-
squared velocity v can be quantitatively described by the velocity-dependent one-scale (VOS) model [142]

(4− n)
dL

dt
= (4− n)HL+ v2

L

ℓd
+ cv , (S13)

dv

dt
=
(
1− v2

)( k

L
− v

ℓd

)
, (S14)

where n is the dimension of the defect worldsheet, with n = 1, 2, 3 for monopoles, cosmic strings and DWs,
respectively. In the radiation dominant Universe, we take c = 0.81± 0.04 and k = 0.66± 0.04 for the DW according
to numerical simulations [143]. The characteristic damping length scale

1

ℓd
= nH +

1

ℓf
(S15)

includes the damping effects on the network oscillation from Hubble drag and particle friction.
We summarize the characteristic time scales for the evolution of the string-wall network in Table S1. As shown

in the table, for the string-wall network considered in this work, the time scale for DWs to become dominant is
td ∼ 10−4 GeV−1, which is much shorter than the other time scales. Therefore, as the DW forms, the evolution of the
string-wall network is immediately taken over by the wall tension. Furthermore, from Table S1, we observe that the
string and wall are formed nearly at the same time. Thus, the string-wall network is controlled by the wall tension
from the beginning. Therefore we focus on the DW evolution in the VOS model. The characteristic length scale L is
related to the wall energy density ρw via the one-scale ansatz

ρw =
σ

L
. (S16)

The friction length ℓf is determined by the reflection pressure P by

1

ℓf
≃ P

σv
. (S17)

Note that the reflectivity ζ is in general momentum-dependent. Suppose the Goldstone bosons couple to photons
or gluons via the anomaly. By solving the Schrödinger equation, Ref. [144] shows that the reflection rate ζ of a
relativistic particle by the DW depends on both the particle’s injection momentum pz and the width of the wall m−1

A .
For the particles with pz ≫ mA or pz ≪ mA, the reflection is strongly suppressed, i.e., ζ ≃ 0. On the other hand, the
reflection ζ ≃ α2 when pz ∼ mA [144]. This in general leads to an exponential suppression e−mA/T on the reflection
pressure for T ≪ mA and, thus, the friction effects from the surrounding plasma become negligible. Therefore, we
expect that the plasma friction could be significant at temperature 0.1mA ≲ T ≲ mA and limit the growth of the
wall [145]. The reflection pressure can be estimated as

P ≃


α2

π2
m2

AT
2 for T ≳ 0.1mA,

α2

π2
m3

ATe
−mA/T for T ≲ 0.1mA.

(S18)

where α = αs if the massive axion A is coupled to gluons via the topological term (S9).
In Fig. S1, the friction effect from the reflection of relativistic particles is depicted along with those with the friction

turned off. We observe that the friction effect can be ignored for the massive axion A whose coupling to gluons
α = αs, and it becomes important when α is several times that of αs (this may be achieved by introducing a number
of quark flavors that are charged under the PQ U(1) symmetry). The wall quickly becomes ultra-relativistic after its
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TABLE S1: Time table for the evolution of string-wall network

a Time Event

ts = Mpl/(3.32g
1/2
∗ f2) ∼ 9× 106 GeV−1 N + 1 U(1) breaking, string formation

tw = Mpl/(3.32g
1/2
∗ εf2) ∼ 9× 106/ε GeV−1 N discrete symmetries breaking, DW formation

tc = µ/σ ∼ 5× 10−5/ε1/2 GeV−1 DW tension dominates network dynamics

b tQCD = Mpl/(3.32g
1/2
∗ T 2

QCD) ∼ (0.1− 1)× 1019 GeV−1 QCD phase transition, bias potential generate

c tann = σ/(2cVb) ∼ ε1/2 × 1019 GeV−1 DWs begin annihilation

d tPBH ≳ 1/(10πGσ) ∼ 5× 1019/ε1/2 GeV−1 PBHs form significantly

tdom = 3M2
pl/(32πσ) ∼ 7× 1019/ε1/2 GeV−1 DWs dominate the Universe density

t∗ = M2
pl/(µmρ) ∼ 2× 1020 GeV−1 String damping time catchs up with its size

Notes.
a: We adopt f ≃ 200 TeV, 1 GeV−1 = 6.58× 10−25 s.
b: Uncertainty exists in TQCD.
c: We adopt the condition cσH ≃ Vb, where c ∼ O(1).
d: PBHs do not form if tPBH > tann.
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FIG. S1: String-wall network evolution with cosmic time t/ts. We take f = 200 TeV and ε = 0.5. The solid curves represent the
results with α = αs, 5αs, 18αs, and 25αs from upper left to lower right, respectively. The dashed curves denote the frictionless
evolution of the network, i.e., setting α = 0. The ratio of the network scale L to the cosmic time t and the wall velocity are
represented by the red and blue curves, respectively. The temperature T ≳ 0.1mA in the grey region, where the friction effect
could be most significant. We adopt αs = 1 for illustration and note that αs ≲ 0.1 at the energy scale of ∼ 100 TeV.

formation. Its size continuously grows to exceed the Hubble horizon and reaches the maximum value of L ≃ 7t at
t ≃ 10ts. Then the frictions from the cosmic expansion and plasma reflection slow down its growth and eventually
lead to shrinking. The wall size scales as L ≃ t after entering the scaling regime at t ≃ 104ts. If the particle friction
is sufficiently strong, the network rapidly oscillates and will decay into strong GWs and particle radiation, which
however are not included in our VOS model. For the network considered here, the plasma friction is negligible.

The total energy density of the string-wall network ρsw ≃ ρs + ρw in the scaling regime is given by

ρw(t) = Aσ

t
and ρs(t) =

ξµ

t2
, (S19)

where A ≃ 0.8 ± 0.1 [79] and ξ = 0.87 ± 0.14 [146] from simulations, and the cosmic time t = 1/(2H). The Hubble

expansion rate H = 1.66g
1/2
∗ T 2/Mpl, with g∗ being the effective relativistic degrees of freedom and the Planck scale

Mpl = 1.22×1019 GeV. Eq. (S19) shows that the energy density of DWs in the scaling regime decreases as∝ t−1, slower
than that of strings and radiation, which are found to be∝ t−2. Therefore, when ρw(tdom) = ρc(tdom) ≡ 3H2

dom/(8πG),
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TABLE S2: Summary of model parameters and prior ranges.

Parameter Description Prior Comments
White noise
Ek EFAC per backend/receiver system Uniform [0, 10] Single-pulsar analysis only
Qk[s] EQUAD per backend/receiver system Log-uniform [−8.5, − 5] Single-pulsar analysis only
Jk [s] ECORR per backend/receiver system Log-uniform [−8.5, − 5] Single-pulsar analysis only
Red noise
Ared Red noise power-law amplitude Log-uniform [−20, − 11] one parameter per pulsar
γred Red noise power-law spectral index Uniform [0, 7] one parameter per pulsar
GWB
log10 A∗ GWB power-law amplitude Log-uniform [−18,−11] one parameter per PTA
γ∗ GWB power-law spectral index Uniform [0, 7] one parameter per PTA
DW
f [100 TeV] U(1) breaking scale in unit 100 TeV Uniform [0.5, 3.5] one parameter per PTA
ε Explicitly breaks U(1) to discrete subgroup Uniform [0.1, 1.0] one parameter per PTA
N Folds of U(1) symmetry Uniform [5, 20] one parameter per PTA

the energy density would be dominated by the DWs at

Tdom = 5.44× 10−2GeVε1/4
(
g∗ (Tdom)

10

)−1/4(
f

100 TeV

)3/2

. (S20)

The temperature at which DWs annihilate significantly is given by Eq. (2). We require that the DWs annihilate
before they dominate the energy density of the Universe, i.e., Tann ≳ Tdom, and obtain the constraint

f ≲ 100TeVε−1/6

(
ΛQCD

100 MeV

)2/3

. (S21)

DETAILS OF THE DATA ANALYSIS

The PTA searches for the GW signal by the timing-residual cross-power spectral density

Sab(ν) = Γabh
2
c(ν)/

(
12π2ν3

)
, (S22)

where Γab describes the average correlations between pulsars a and b, and is given by the Hellings-Downs function for an
isotropic and unpolarized GW background (GWB). The characteristic strain hc(ν) can be used to determine the GWB
relic abundance today via ΩGW(ν) = 2π2ν2h2

c(ν)/(3H
2
0 ) where the Hubble constant is H0 = 100h km s−1 Mpc−1,

with h = 0.67 from the Planck observation [84].
We implement the GW signal and PTA likelihood using the publicly available packages enterprise [126],

enterprise extensions [127], ceffyl [128], which are also encoded in PTArcade [129]. The Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) tools are implemented in the PTMCMCSampler package [130] to sample the parameter points from the
posterior distribution. Following the searches for the GWB with a common power-law spectrum carried out by the
IPTA [29] and NANOGrav [28] Collaborations, only the first 14 frequencies of each dataset are included in the analy-
sis. In modeling the timing residuals, we take into account the white noise and red noise, including the pulsar-intrinsic
red noise and common red noise produced by a GWB. We generate 2× 106 MC sample points for each analysis and
model to fit each dataset separately. The parameter posterior distributions are derived using GetDist [147]. We
provide the priors for noise and signal parameters in Table S2, while the posteriors from the analysis are presented in
Table S3.

In order to investigate the possible effect on the DW interpretation for the PTA observations from the potential
astrophysical GW sources, we also consider including a GWB source represented by a common power-law spectrum

S∗(f) =
A∗

12π2

(
f

yr−1

)−γ∗

yr3. (S23)

The power spectral density (PSD) is related to the parameter Φ(f) by Φ(f) = S∗(f)/Tobs. For the GW emission
induced by the orbital rotation of a population of SMBHB, the expected spectral index is γBHB = 13/3. However,
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TABLE S3: Bayes Estimator for the fit to IPTA-DR2 and NG15 datasets with DW and DW+GWB.

IPTA-DR2 NG15
Parameter DW DW+GWB DW DW+GWB
f [100 TeV] 1.76±0.22 1.13±0.39 1.81±0.21 1.72±0.25
ε 0.48±0.26 0.46±0.25 0.50±0.26 0.50±0.25
N 12.28±4.35 12.14±4.34 12.21±4.35 12.33±4.32
log10 A∗ ... −14.47± 0.14 ... −15.15± 0.40
γ∗ ... 4.27±0.18 ... 4.64±0.35
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FIG. S2: Corner plot of the posterior distributions of the parameters.

ABHB is weakly constrained by the current observations and numerical simulations. We take the priors [−18, − 11]
and [0, 7] for log10 A∗ and γ∗, respectively.

Our main fit results are presented in Table S3 and Fig. S2. We observe from the left plot of Fig. S2 that a single
DW source can fit both datasets quite well. When a power-law-spectrum GWB source is included in the fit, the
IPTA-DR2 data tend to support the SMBHB origin since the γ∗ posterior is 4.27± 0.18, which is in agreement with
the spectrum index induced by SMBHB. On the other hand, the NG15 data supports the DW interpretation for the
stochastic GWB signal.

In Fig. S3, we plot our prediction of the nano-Hz GW spectrum for NG12 data in Fig. 10 of Ref. [21] together
with the results by fitting to the recent NG15 and IPTA-DR2 datasets. As shown by this figure, as the PTA data
accumulates, the nano-Hz GW observations tend to be consistent with our prediction, both in the amplitude and in
the exponent of the GW spectrum.

PBH FORMATION

In this section, we show the potential constraints from the formation of PBH [98], as argued in Ref. [148]. The
PBH would have a lifetime longer than the Universe’s age if it is formed with mass MPBH ≳ 1015 g and, therefore, is
considered as a DM candidate. During the cosmological evolution, the DW will oscillate and shrink in size when its
scale tends to exceed the time scale. The plasma friction may also lead to DW shrinking but is found to be negligible.
The shrinking of the closed DW can lead to the formation of PBHs. However, there are still uncertainties in such a
PBH formation mechanism and thus in its relic abundance. The PBH formation is most significant at a later time,
i.e., tPBH ≳ tQCD. We expect that only a very small fraction of DW energy will collapse into PBHs if they form after
the onset of the DW annihilation. The DW annihilates significantly when σH ∼ Vb, where Vb is the bias energy lifted



7

10 9 10 8 10 7

 [Hz]
10 14

10 13

10 12

10 11

10 10

10 9

10 8

10 7

10 6

h2
GW

EPTA
PPTA
NANOGrav 11yrs
NANOGrav 12.5yrs

−9.5 −9.0 −8.5 −8.0 −7.5 −7.0

log10[ν/Hz]

−13

−12

−11

−10

−9

−8

−7

−6

−5

−4

lo
g

1
0
h

2
Ω

G
W

CMB+BAO

CMB-S4

Prior

SMBHB

IPTA-DR2 2σ band

NG15 2σ band

FIG. S3: Left plot: from Ref. [21], the red solid line represents our prediction for the NANOGrav 12.5-year observations with
f = 200 TeV in the clockwork axion framework. Right plot: the fit to the NANOGrav 15-year dataset and IPTA-DR2 dataset
in this Letter.

by the QCD instanton. Thus, when t < tann, we have

Vb ≲
σ

2t
. (S24)

Before the annihilation, the PBH mass within the time scale is

M(t) ≃ 4

3
πt3Vb + 4πt2σ ≲ 5πt2σ , (S25)

where condition (S24) is used in the second inequality. Then the ratio of the Schwarzschild radius to the time scale is

p(t) =
RSch(t)

t
=

2GM(t)

t
≲ 10πGtσ . (S26)

The PBH forms at the time tPBH when p(t) approaches 1 with the growing time scale [98]. We thus determine a lower
limit of the time for the PBH formation

tPBH ≳
1

10πGσ
. (S27)

We should ensure the PBHs are not formed before the annihilation of DW, i.e., tPBH ≳ tann, so that PBH formation
is negligible and the Universe is not over-closed by the PBHs. This condition can be satisfied if tann ≲ 1/(10πGσ),
which gives

M2
pl ≳

5πσ2

Vb
, (S28)

where tann = σ/(2Vb) and Mpl = 1/
√
G. With σ ≃ 8ε1/2f3 and Vb ∼ Λ4

QCD, we then find a constraint on the PQ
U(1) symmetry-breaking scale

f ≲

(
M2

plΛ
4
QCD

320πε

)1/6

≃ 347.3ε−1/6

(
ΛQCD

330MeV

)2/3

TeV . (S29)

We observe that this constraint is a little weaker than the bound from DW dominating the Universe. In the case with
f ∼ 200 TeV that is favored by the PTA data, we confirm that the PBHs are indeed formed after the DW annihilation
is completed.

Following [98], the fraction of DM energy density in the form of PBHs after the DW annihilation is given by

fPBH ≡ ΩPBH/ΩDM ∼ pN
(

Tann

TPBH

)3−α

, (S30)
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where α ≃ 7 from simulations [80] and pN ≲ O(1). Assuming that the PBH formation takes place at tPBH ≃
1/(10πGσ), we have TPBH/Tann ≃ 0.16. Then we find fPBH ≃ 6.6 × 10−4 with f ≃ 200 TeV. Since TPBH is below
1/(10πGσ), the fraction of PBHs in the DM fPBH would be less than ∼ 10−4. The PBH mass is then found to be
MPBH ≳ 35M⊙. Note that the exact fPBH and MPBH are very sensitive to tPBH. We conclude that the Universe
today would not be over-closed by the PBHs formed after the DW annihilation.
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