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Abstract

Employing the publicly available CosmoLattice code, we conduct numerical sim-

ulations of a domain wall network and the resulting gravitational waves (GWs) in

a radiation-dominated Universe in the Z2-symmetric scalar field model. In particu-

lar, the domain wall evolution is investigated in detail both before and after reaching

the scaling regime, using the combination of numerical and theoretical methods. We

demonstrate that the total area of closed walls is negligible compared to that of a

single long wall stretching throughout the simulation box. Therefore, the closed walls

are unlikely to have a significant impact on the overall network evolution. This is in

contrast with the case of cosmic strings, where formation of loops is crucial for main-

taining the system in the scaling regime. To obtain the GW spectrum, we develop a

technique that separates physical effects from numerical artefacts arising due to finite

box size and non-zero lattice spacing. Our results on the GW spectrum agree well with

Refs. [29, 30], which use different codes. Notably, we observe a peak at the Hubble

scale, an exponential falloff at scales shorter than the wall width, and a plateau/bump

at intermediate scales. We also study sensitivity of obtained results on the choice of

initial conditions. We find that different types of initial conditions lead to qualitatively

similar domain wall evolution in the scaling regime, but with important variations

translating into different intensities of GWs.
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1 Introduction

The first evidence of stochastic gravitational wave (GW) background has been recently found

by several collaborations including NANOGrav [1], EPTA1 with InPTA [2], PPTA [3], and

Chinese PTA [4]. While supermassive black hole binaries (SMBHBs) are often thought to

be the most likely source of the signal detected [6, 7], the latter can be also explained by

various primordial mechanisms [5, 7]. Moreover, the explanation invoking SMBHBs may

require highly nontrivial astrophysical mechanisms, see, e.g., Refs. [8, 9, 10]. In light of

this and future searches for stochastic GW backgrounds with LISA [11] and the Einstein

Telescope [12], it is timely to investigate the fine structure of the GW spectrum generated

by a specific primordial source. This detailed analysis could enable us to distinguish it from

the GW spectrum of astrophysical objects. In this work we focus on GWs from evolving

cosmic domain walls [13].

Domain walls arise in field theories with scalars which transform under discrete symme-

tries spontaneously broken by non-zero vacuum expectation values. For concreteness, we

focus on the simplest model of Z2-symmetric scalar field ϕ:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

2
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− λ

4

(
ϕ2 − η2

)2]
. (1)

Here η is the field ϕ expectation value spontaneously breaking Z2-symmetry. Domain walls

are often viewed as problematic in cosmology because, while the Universe expands, their

energy density grows relative to the energy density of the surrounding matter. Thus, unless

their tension is chosen to be very small [13, 14], domain walls would promptly become

the dominant driving source for cosmological evolution, invalidating the standard expansion

history. This problem is cured, e.g., by adding terms, which explicitly break Z2-symmetry [13,

15], introducing biased initial conditions [16], or by promoting η to a dynamical quantity [17,

18, 19, 20]. In this work, however, we do not discuss the domain wall problem assuming that

it is resolved in one or another way, so that the domain wall network gets destroyed at

some moment of time in the early Universe without any contradiction with cosmological

observations.

Evolution of domain walls has been first studied numerically in Ref. [21]. To make the

problem tractable, a non-physical assumption was made that the wall width grows linearly

with the scale factor. It was concluded in Ref. [21] that the domain wall network enters a

scaling regime with one or a few long domain walls per horizon volume. The scaling regime

was confirmed in later simulations [22, 23], which, contrary to [21], kept the wall width

constant. Furthermore, Ref. [22] estimated the energy density and spectrum (frequency

distribution) of GWs emitted by domain walls. The latter also serve as a source of particle

1PTA stands for Pulsar Timing Array.
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emission studied in the context of axion string-wall networks [24, 25, 26, 27]. Most recently,

numerical simulations of domain walls have been focused on proper incorporation of the

potential bias [28, 29, 30, 31], which triggers formation of primordial black holes through

the collapse of false vacuum bubbles [32, 33, 34]. Note that besides numerical approaches,

(semi)-analytical modelling of domain walls is also being actively developed [35, 36, 37, 38,

39, 40, 41].

The main goal of this work is to perform an independent study of domain wall evolution

and the resulting GW production at radiation domination, with the help of the publicly

available code CosmoLattice [42, 43, 44]. Since the latter can be used by a broad audience,

it is an important task to analyse, whether the results obtained with CosmoLattice and

different codes [22, 29, 30], as well as analytical results of Sec. 2, agree between each other.

Most simulations are performed assuming either vacuum initial conditions (with a cutoff at

large momenta) or thermal ones defined in Eqs. (36) and (37), respectively.

The structure of the domain wall network revealed with CosmoLattice is as follows. We

observe in Sec. 4 that the network mainly consists of a single wall stretching throughout

the box, which simulates the early Universe comprising multiple Hubble patches. At the

same time, closed walls constitute only a very small fraction of the total network, see also

Ref. [45]. Neglecting closed walls, there is on average one long domain wall per Hubble

volume in the scaling regime, — in accordance with the previous studies [21, 22]. We also

provide a quantitative analysis of the domain wall scaling. We find that the scaling is

reached when the wall width becomes ∼ 1/20 fraction of the horizon radius2. This fact

is remarkably independent of the choice of initial conditions, even though approaching the

scaling solution may occur in drastically different ways. On the other hand, the domain wall

area is slightly sensitive to the choice of initial conditions. The similar observation has been

made in Ref. [31], when comparing thermal and inflationary initial conditions. We prove

that this difference is independent of lattice spacing, box size, and UV properties of the

initial spectra, and hence it is likely to have a physical origin.

Previous simulations of GWs from domain walls using CosmoLattice [46, 47] indicated

strong departures from the results of Ref. [22]. In particular, Refs. [46, 47] noticed appearance

of a pronounced peak in the ultraviolet (UV) part of the spectrum. We also observe the UV

peak as the result of our simulations, but we prove that it is an artefact of the non-zero lattice

spacing. We propose a technique to attain trustworthy predictions of the GW spectrum by

comparing GW spectra obtained with different space resolutions. For this purpose we use

N ×N ×N lattices with different grid numbers N = 512, N = 1024, and N = 2048.

Our main results for the GW differential spectra, defined through the energy density of

2We assume here that the field ϕ starts rolling to minima when its tachyonic mass
√
λη, which is of the

order of the inverse wall width, becomes larger than the Hubble rate.
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Figure 1: Spectrum of GWs emitted by the domain wall network at radiation domination starting

with vacuum (top panel) and thermal (bottom panel) initial conditions defined in Eqs. (36) and (37),

respectively. Conformal momenta and conformal times are in units of
√
λη and 1√

λη
, respectively.

The sharp upper cutoff at kcut = 1 is applied in the case of vacuum initial conditions. The

expectation value η is set at η = 6 · 1016 GeV. Rescaling to arbitrary η is achieved by multiplying

the spectra by (η/6 · 1016 GeV)4. Simulations have been performed on a lattice with a grid number

N = 2048. The positions of diamonds correspond to the comoving Hubble scale k = 2πHa at

the time associated with the corresponding curves, while stars show the inverse domain wall width

1/δw, i.e., k = 2πa/δw.
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GWs ρgw(τ) and total energy density ρ(τ) as

Ωgw(τ) ≡
dρgw(τ)

ρ(τ) d log k
,

are summarised in Fig. 1 at various conformal times τ and conformal momenta k for vacuum

(with a cutoff at large momenta) and thermal initial conditions. At this stage we do not

switch on the mechanism of the domain wall destruction (which is needed for the healthy

cosmology) and consequently ignore its possible impact on the GW production. The overall

growth of the spectrum reflects constancy of GWs produced by domain walls in the scaling

regime, which we prove analytically in Sec. 2.2. The infrared (IR) tail of the GW spectrum

as well as the behaviour in the vicinity of the main (scaling) peak are in a good agreement

with those of Refs. [22, 29, 30]. At intermediate scales, we observe a plateau for the thermal

initial conditions and a bump for the vacuum initial conditions. Such features have been

absent in the earlier simulations [22], but can be seen in later analyses of Refs. [29, 30].

Note that presence of the bump in the case of vacuum initial conditions appears to be the

consequence of the sharp cutoff. Indeed, artificially applying the sharp cutoff to thermal

initial conditions also leads to the bump feature, cf. Fig. 9. Our simulations reveal other

differences of GW spectra depending on the choice of initial conditions. In particular, at

any time after3 τ = 5 the heights of GW peaks on the top plot of Fig. 1 exceed those on the

bottom plot. That tendency can be traced back to the aforementioned difference of domain

wall areas for the two types of initial conditions, see also Sec. 4.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we provide a theoretical background

for domain wall evolution in the scaling regime and the associated GW emission. In Sec. 3,

we set up the strategy for the optimal analysis of the domain wall network on a lattice. In

particular, we establish the optimal parameters to master the natural limitations such as

a finite box size and a non-zero lattice spacing. We present results of simulations of the

domain wall evolution and GW production in Secs. 4 and 5, respectively. We conclude in

Sec. 6 with a summary and discussion of the future prospects.

2 Scaling regime: analytic approach

In this section we discuss analytic approach to domain wall network evolution and the result-

ing GWs. On scales much longer than the width, domain walls evolve towards a self-similar

and scale-free (”scaling”) dynamical attractor regime described in Sec. 2.1. In Sec. 2.2, we

calculate the energy density of GWs from domain walls, and show that it is constant in the

scaling regime. Unlike Ref. [22], we demonstrate this analytically without referring to the

3Note that τ = 5 is just the onset of the scaling regime, see Fig. 4 and Eq. (47).
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Einstein quadrupole formula. We also briefly review, how the spectral shape of the IR part

of GW spectrum can be deduced solely from generic considerations of causality.

2.1 Domain walls in the scaling regime

Let us consider some stochastic quantity s(x) describing the domain wall network and having

zero expectation value, i.e., ⟨s(x)⟩ = 0, where we average over many realisations of the

network with the same microscopic physics and cosmological conditions. This could be, e.g.,

the expectation value of the scalar field ϕ comprising domain walls. Another example will

be given in Sec. 2.2. We characterise statistical properties of the field s(x) by the normalised

2-point function:
⟨s(x, τ)s(y, τ ′)⟩√
⟨s2(x, τ)⟩⟨s2(y, τ ′)⟩

≡ F (x,y, τ, τ ′) . (2)

Accounting for the statistical homogeneity and isotropy, one can write

F (x,y, τ, τ ′) = F (|x− y|, τ, τ ′) . (3)

In terms of the Fourier transformed quantity,

s(k) =
1

(2π)3

∫
dx e−ikx · s(x) , (4)

the correlation function respecting these properties has the form:

F (k,q, τ, τ ′) ≡ 1

(2π)6

∫
dx e−ikx

∫
dy e−iqy · F (x,y, τ, τ ′)

=
⟨s(k, τ)s(q, τ ′)⟩√
⟨s2(τ)⟩ · ⟨s2(τ ′)⟩

= δ(k+ q)P (k, τ, τ ′) ,
(5)

where the power spectrum P (k, τ, τ ′) is defined as

P (k, τ, τ ′) =
1

(2π)3

∫
dze−ikzF (|z|, τ, τ ′) . (6)

We also defined z ≡ x − y. In Eq. (5), we used that ⟨s2(x, τ)⟩ = ⟨s2(τ)⟩ and ⟨s2(y, τ ′)⟩ =
⟨s2(τ ′)⟩, which follow from statistical homogeneity.

From Eq. (6), it is straightforward to deduce the behaviour of the function P (k, τ, τ ′)

in the IR limit k → 0. For this purpose, one observes that the r.h.s. of Eq. (6) remains

finite, because the integral there is converging at spatial infinity |x− y| → ∞ by causality.

Indeed, correlations of random variables s(x) and s(y) must be zero, if they are placed in

causally disconnected patches. At equal times, it implies that the separation |x−y| exceeds
the horizon. This should also hold true in the limit k → 0. Hence,

P (k, τ, τ ′) |k→0 → K(τ, τ ′) , (7)
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where K(τ, τ ′) < ∞ is a finite function of times τ and τ ′. This will be important when

discussing properties of the IR tail of GW spectrum.

The non-linear differential equations may exhibit attractor solutions, so that the asymp-

totic solution does not depend on the initial conditions, at least on large scales. Moreover,

these attractor solutions may reveal self-similarity through dynamic scaling. Assuming such

a case for the domain wall network, we restore the time and space dependence of the corre-

lation function on dimensional grounds as

⟨s(x, τ)s(y, τ)⟩
⟨s2(τ)⟩

= F

(
|x− y|

τ

)
. (8)

Any dependence on the model dimensionful parameters, that is the domain wall width, is

irrelevant once we are interested in the long range dynamics of the domain wall network.

Namely, the domain wall width plays the similar role as the UV cutoff scale in effective field

theories.

Numerical simulations confirm that the domain wall network settles to the scaling regime

some time after its formation [21, 22]. One manifestation of the scaling regime is that the

number of domain walls in the horizon volume is fixed. Assuming that there is one (a few)

domain wall(s) stretching throughout the horizon, we can estimate the energy density of the

network as

ρdw ∼ (σdw ·H−2)/H−3 ∼ σdwH , (9)

where σdw is the domain wall tension defined as

σdw =
2
√
2λη3

3
. (10)

The domain wall energy density is proportional to the Hubble parameter, while the energy

density of any dominant component obeying the Friedmann equation is proportional to the

squared Hubble parameter. Hence, if the Hubble parameter decreases with time, domain

walls eventually dominate the energy density of the Universe, unless the tension is chosen to

be very small or there is a mechanism of domain wall annihilation.

Furthermore, the assumption of the scaling regime imposes important constraints on the

form of the correlation function P (k, τ, τ ′) at equal times, which we write as

P (k, τ, τ) = τ 3 · P(kτ) , (11)

where we introduced the dimensionless reduced power spectrum P(kτ). The expression (11)

follows from Eq. (6), where we set τ = τ ′ and assume the form of the 2-point correlation

function F as in Eq. (8). The reduced power spectrum P(kτ) is related to the function F

by

P(kτ) =
1

(2π)3

∫
due−iu·kτF (u) , (12)
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where u ≡ z/τ . Note that the expression (11) could be written on dimensionful grounds and

from the scaling considerations that there is the unique mass parameter defining the large

scale evolution of the domain wall network — Hubble rate, or the inverse horizon size. For

the same reasons and recalling the symmetry τ ↔ τ ′, we can immediately write the generic

expression for the unequal time correlation function:

P (k, τ, τ ′) = (ττ ′)3/2 · P(kτ, kτ ′) . (13)

This consideration has important implications for GWs generated by domain walls, as we

show in due course.

2.2 Energy density of gravitational waves in the scaling regime

GWs sourced by the domain wall network in the scaling regime have a constant energy

density. Previously, this conclusion has been obtained from rough estimates based on the

Einstein quadrupole formula [22]. Here we provide a more rigorous analytical derivation of

the GW energy density. In what follows, it is assumed that the generation of GWs takes

place at radiation domination.

Equation of motion describing production of GWs is given by(
∂2

∂τ 2
+ 2

a′

a

∂

∂τ
− ∂2

∂x2

)
hij = 16πGa2(τ)Πij(x, τ) , (14)

(the metric signature is (+−−−)) where G is the Newton’s constant, hij is the transverse

traceless (TT) part of the metric perturbation, and

Πij(x, τ) =
1

a2(τ)
Λij,klTkl(x, τ) (15)

is the TT part of the stress energy tensor; Λij,kl is the so called Lambda tensor projecting

any symmetric tensor into TT form.

We again switch to Fourier components and perform splitting into polarisations:

hij(k, τ) =
∑
A

eAij(k)hA(k, τ) , (16)

and

Πij(k, τ) =
∑
A

eAij(k)ΠA(k, τ) , (17)

where the pair of polarisation tensors eAij(k) obeys the normalisation condition

eAij(k)e
A′

ij (k) = 2δAA′ . (18)

8



Initial conditions for Eq. (14) are set at the time τi, when the domain wall network is formed:

hij = 0 and h′
ij = 0. With these initial conditions, solution of Eq. (14) in the radiation-

dominated Universe reads

hA(k, τ) =
16πG

a(τ)k

∫ τ

τi

dτ ′a3(τ ′) sin k(τ − τ ′)ΠA(k, τ
′) . (19)

The energy density of GWs is given by

ρgw(x, τ) =
1

32πGa2(τ)
⟨∂hij(x, τ)

∂τ

∂hij(x, τ)

∂τ
⟩ , (20)

where averaging is with respect to multiple realisations of a source. In Eq. (20), we expand

the perturbation hij(x, τ) into Fourier modes hij(k, τ), then use Eq. (16) and substitute the

solution (19). We get

ρgw(τ) =
8πG

a4(τ)

∫
dkdqei(k+q)xeAij(k)e

A′

ij (q)× (21)

×
∫ τ

τi

∫ τ

τi

dτ ′dτ ′′a3(τ ′)a3(τ ′′)⟨ΠA(k, τ
′)ΠA′(q, τ ′′)⟩×

×
[sin k(τ − τ ′) sin q(τ − τ ′′)

k2τ 2
− sin(kτ + qτ − kτ ′ − qτ ′′)

kτ
+ cos k(τ − τ ′) cos q(τ − τ ′′)

]
.

From the discussion in Sec. 2.1, where we identify s(k, τ) ≡ ΠA(k, τ), one can write for the

correlation function on the r.h.s.:

⟨ΠA(k, τ
′)ΠA′(q, τ ′′)⟩ = δAA′δ(k+ q)

√
⟨Π2

ij(τ
′)⟩

√
⟨Π2

ij(τ
′′)⟩ · P (k, τ ′, τ ′′) , (22)

where we used Eqs. (2) and (5).

From Eqs. (21) and (22), the spectral shape of GWs is given by

dρgw
d ln k

=
128π2Gk3

a4(τ)
·
∫ τ

τi

∫ τ

τi

dτ ′dτ ′′a3(τ ′)a3(τ ′′)
√
⟨Π2

ij(τ
′)⟩

√
⟨Π2

ij(τ
′′)⟩ · P (k, τ ′, τ ′′)×

×
[sin k(τ − τ ′) sin k(τ − τ ′′)

k2τ 2
− sin k(2τ − τ ′ − τ ′′)

kτ
+ cos k(τ − τ ′) cos k(τ − τ ′′)

]
.

(23)

The oscillating term in the square brackets here is independent of k in the limit k → 0. The

same is true for the function P (k, τ ′, τ ′′), as it has been shown earlier, see Eq. (7). We end up

with a well-known fact that for kτ ≪ 1, the spectral shape of GWs is fixed to be [48, 49, 50]

dρgw
d ln k

∝ k3 . (24)

Let us stress that this behaviour is independent of the assumption of the scaling regime.
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Now let us use our assumption of the scaling regime (13). Furthermore, we assume

that the quantity
√

⟨Π2
ij(τ)⟩ evolves with time as the domain wall energy density ρdw(τ) ∼

σdwH(τ), i.e., ⟨Π2
ij(τ)⟩ = Cσ2

dwH
2(τ), and C is constant in time. This can be inferred from

the fact that ρdw = Tµνu
µuν ∼ Tijv

ivj = 1
a2
Tij(av

i)(avj). From Πij ∼ 1
a2
Tij, see Eq. (15),

and using that domain walls move with relativistic velocities, i.e., avi ∼ 1, we conclude that

Πij ∼ ρdw. Using the above assumptions, we obtain from Eq. (21):

ρgw(x, τ) = 128π2CGσ2
dw

∫ ∞

0

dζ

ζ5

∫ ζ

ζi

∫ ζ

ζi

dζ ′dζ ′′ (ζ ′ · ζ ′′)5/2 · P(ζ ′, ζ ′′)×

×
[sin(ζ − ζ ′) sin(ζ − ζ ′′)

ζ2
− sin(2ζ − ζ ′ − ζ ′′)

ζ
+ cos(ζ − ζ ′) cos(ζ − ζ ′′)

]
,

(25)

where we defined ζ ≡ kτ and, consequently, ζ ′ ≡ kτ ′ and ζ ′′ ≡ kτ ′′. It is straightforward to

see that the integral on the r.h.s. converges. It depends on time only through the integration

limits ζi = ζτi/τ . Since ζi tends to zero in the limit τ ≫ τi, thus one can set ζi = 0 and the

integral in this limit does not depend on time:

ρgw(τ) = const τ ≫ τi . (26)

In view of the lattice simulations, let us note that the integration with respect to ζ in

practice does not start from zero, because the comoving momentum k is typically bounded

from below by the box size, k ≥ klow > 0. Physically, this means that we neglect GWs with

wavelengths longer than the box. Since the comoving box size and hence klow, are constant,

the lower integration limit ξlow ≡ klowτ is growing with time. This may induce a slight time

dependence, which vanishes as the box size goes to infinity.

Note that the (approximate) constancy of the GW energy density explicit in the form (25)

holds only as soon as the GW background is supported by the domain wall network. After

dissolution of the domain wall network, one naturally recovers the standard radiation-like

behaviour ρgw(τ) ∝ 1/a4(τ). The spectrum of GWs in terms of the conformal momentum

remains intact in this regime.

3 Setting up lattice simulations

Lattice simulations are performed in the cubic box described by N3 lattice points and a

constant comoving volume V = L3 = const, where L is the comoving box size. The scalar

field ϕ evolving in the box is equipped with periodic boundary conditions. This box mimics

a portion of the early Universe expanding with the scale factor a (hence, its physical volume

grows as Vph ∝ a3) and initially comprising many causally disconnected Hubble patches.

Since Vph is growing slower than the Hubble volume ∝ H−3, the latter eventually exceeds

10



the former. This is the situation to be avoided, because domain walls tend to escape from

the box in that case (recall that there is one domain wall in the horizon volume in the scaling

regime). Together with a finite lattice spacing L/N , this may pose serious obstacles for the

reliable interpretation of our simulations. In Sec. 3.3, we discuss the technique that allows

us to circumvent these limitations and to optimise the parameters of simulations in order

to achieve trustworthy results. Before doing that we set up the system to make it suitable

for lattice simulations by switching to dimensionless variables and fixing initial conditions in

Secs. 3.1 and 3.2.

3.1 Field and coordinate redefinitions

In what follows, we switch to dimensionless variables defined as

τ̃ =
√
λη · τ , x̃i =

√
λη · xi , k̃ =

k√
λη

, ϕ̃ =
ϕ

η
. (27)

In terms of dimensionless conformal time, the cosmological scale factor takes the form:

a(τ̃) =

√
λη

Hi

· τ̃

τ̃ 2i
, (28)

where Hi is the initial Hubble parameter. It is convenient to set the initial scale factor a(τ̃i)

to unity in what follows:

a(τ̃i) = 1 . (29)

Now, omitting tilde notations, we can write the equation of motion for the field ϕ following

from the action (1):

ϕ′′ +
2a′

a
ϕ′ − ∂2

i ϕ+
λη2τ 2

H2
i τ

4
i

· ϕ · (ϕ2 − 1) = 0 , (30)

where prime refers to the derivative with respect to the dimensionless conformal time. We

are free to start the simulations at the time, when the Hubble rate is given by

Hi =
√
λη . (31)

This corresponds to the choice of the initial condition for the Hubble rate. The latter

condition is equivalent to setting the initial time of simulations to unity,

τi = 1 , (32)

where we took into account Eqs. (28) and (29). Using Eqs. (31) and (32), one can simplify

the equation of motion for the scalar field:

ϕ′′ +
2

τ
ϕ′ − ∂2

i ϕ+ τ 2 · ϕ · (ϕ2 − 1) = 0 . (33)

11



The condition (31) is physically justified: while one has H ≫
√
λη, where

√
λη is of the

order of the field mass, ϕ is almost constant being stuck by the Hubble friction. The field

configuration starts to evolve only once the Hubble rate drops down to the field ϕ mass, that

explains our choice (31).

Remarkably, evolution of the system is independent of the coupling constant λ, and

thus λ can be chosen arbitrary. The same concerns the initial Hubble rate Hi as well

as the expectation value η, as soon as the condition (31) is fulfilled. In particular, we

set η = 6 · 1016 GeV, when performing lattice simulations. Such a large value is rather

unconventional in the setup, where domain walls are supposed to be formed during radiation

domination. This choice is, however, purely technical, since our results can be easily adjusted

to any value of η.

3.2 Initial conditions for the scalar field

One of the goals of this work is to study the effect of initial conditions on evolution of domain

wall network. Generically, one writes

⟨ϕ(k)ϕ(q)⟩ = A(k)δ(k+ q) (34)

and

⟨ϕ̇(k)ϕ̇(q)⟩ = B(k)δ(k+ q) . (35)

As for the first set, we choose vacuum initial conditions with a cutoff kcut applied at high

momenta:

A(k) =
Θ (k − kcut)

16π3k
, B(k) =

k

16π3
·Θ(k − kcut) . (36)

In what follows, we will mostly assume kcut =
√
λη, or simply kcut = 1 in dimensionless units.

Strictly speaking, the initial conditions (36) correspond to the massless scalar field in the

Minkowski spacetime. We do not assume that these correlators correctly describe quantum

vacuum of the scalar field in our case, rather for the sake of comparison we follow Ref. [22],

which was motivated by Ref. [51].

For comparison, for the second set we choose thermal initial conditions:

A(k) =
1

8π3 · k
(
e

k
T − 1

) , B(k) =
k

8π3 ·
(
e

k
T − 1

) , (37)

where T is the temperature of ϕ-particles. We choose T to be equal to the Universe temper-

ature for simplicity. Such initial conditions are somewhat less natural in our setup, because

one should equip the field ϕ with a thermal mass in this case4. This is, however, irrelevant

4We ignore any non-gravitational interactions of the field ϕ with primordial bath, cf Ref. [52] studying

the effects of such interactions.
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for our purposes, because here we aim to check, if the system really approaches the scal-

ing regime, — an attractor solution, which should be reached independently of the starting

point. Hence, we are free to pick arbitrary (but clearly distinct) initial conditions.

3.3 Optimal parameters for lattice simulations

There are two major challenges when running simulations in the presence of domain walls:

i) the wall width δw =
√
2/λ · 1/η must be kept wider than the lattice spacing; ii) one must

ensure that the horizon volume does not exceed the simulation box volume. Optimally these

two conditions should be violated at about the same time τf , and then we stop running the

code.

The first of the conditions above can be rewritten as

δw =

√
2

λ

1

η
=

2Li

N
· a(τf )
a(τi)

, (38)

where Li is the physical box size at the moment τi. The factor
′2′ on the r.h.s. is introduced

such that we are restricting to the cases, when the domain wall width is at least twice larger

than the lattice spacing. The second condition reads

H−1(τf ) =
Li

α
· a(τf )
a(τi)

. (39)

Here we introduced the “optimisation” parameter α, which is assumed to be close to unity.

Varying this parameter, we will be able to control the level of contamination of the spectrum

due to IR and UV obstructions of the problem. Here we explicitly assume that the time τf
is the same as in Eqs. (38) and (39). By virtue of Eq. (38), one can write Eq. (31) as

H−1
i =

1√
λη

=
√
2 · Li

N
· a(τf )
a(τi)

. (40)

Dividing Eq. (39) by Eq. (40) and using that the Hubble parameter scales with the conformal

time as H ∝ τ−2 at the radiation domination, one gets

τf
τi

=
1

21/4

√
N

α
. (41)

Then Eq. (40) can be rewritten as

H−1
i =

1√
λη

=
21/4a(τi)L√

αN
, (42)

which is the desired constraint on the set of model parameters. Here we have rewritten Li

through Li = a(τi)L; recall that L is the constant comoving box size. In what follows, for

the sake of concreteness we will make the following choices of the parameter α:

α = 2π (basic) , α = 8π (IR) , α =
π

18
(UV) . (43)
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The choice α = 2π is the basic one giving rise to the GW spectrum with the IR and UV

parts equally respected. On the other hand, with the choice α = 8π, one focuses on the IR

part of the spectrum somewhat neglecting the UV part, and vice versa in the case α = π/18.

Note that the condition (41) limits the final time of simulations τf . In what follows, when

discussing GW spectra, we will primarily refer to the lattice with N = 2048, in which case

one has τf/τi ≃ 15 for α = 2π.

4 Results: evolution of the domain wall network

Evolution of the domain wall network in the case of vacuum initial conditions is shown in

Fig. 2. Thermal initial conditions lead to qualitatively similar pictures, and thus they are not

shown. One observes that the wall area inside the simulation box decreases, and the overall

network is mainly comprised of a long single wall and a bunch of small closed walls at late

times. We compare the domain wall energy density ρdw and particles ϕ energy density ρϕ in

Fig. 3. Note that evolution of ρdw can be fitted by ρdw ∝ 1/a2(τ), which is in accordance

with the estimate of ρdw in the scaling regime ρdw ∼ σdwH. Furthermore, the energy density

of ϕ-particles ρϕ ∝ 1/a3(τ) seen in Fig. 3 is in accordance with Ref. [24] for the case of axion

models characterised by the domain wall number5 Ndw = 2. Such a behaviour of the particles

ϕ energy density is not quite trivial: it suggests that production of particles ϕ is efficient

only at early times, while at late times the source of particle production is switched off (see,

however, a comment in the end of this section). In particular, this means that closed walls are

not efficiently formed during the network evolution, so that scalar radiation resulting from

their collapse is negligible (at least in the late time regime). In what follows, we give an

additional confirmation of this statement. The characteristic time when the energy density

of ϕ-particles starts tracking the behaviour ρϕ ∝ 1/a3(τ) is τsc ≃ 4τi, which is about the

time, when the domain wall network reaches the scaling regime, as we show below.

Let us study evolution of the domain wall network more quantitatively. The energy

density of the network is given by

ρdw =
σdwA

a(t)V
, (44)

where A is the comoving domain wall area, and V is the constant comoving volume of the

simulation box. It is convenient to define the dimensionless scaling parameter ξ [22] also

referred to as the area parameter in what follows:

ξ ≡ ρdw
σdwH

=
2At

a(t)V
. (45)

5On the other hand, in the case of axion domain walls the particle energy density ρϕ decreases slower for

larger Ndw [24].
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τ = 3 τ = 7

τ = 11

Figure 2: Snapshots of domain wall evolution in the case of vacuum initial conditions at different

conformal times τ in units of 1√
λη
. Simulations have been performed starting from vacuum initial

conditions on a lattice with the grid number N = 512. The visible dot-like structures are small size

domain walls.
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Figure 3: The energy densities of domain walls and ϕ-particles are shown with orange and black

lines, respectively, in units of λη4 for the cases of vacuum (left) and thermal (right) initial conditions.

The total energy density of the system is shown with the blue solid line. Conformal time τ is in

units of 1√
λη
. Simulations have been performed on a lattice with the grid number N = 512.

Note that the parameter ξ is constant in the scaling regime. This corresponds to the area

A shrinking as 1/τ in the simulation box V . We used that a(τ) ∝ τ and t =
∫
a(τ)dτ .

Smoothing of the domain wall area seen in Fig. 2 is a reflection of this fact. Conversely,

departures of ξ from a constant would signal violation of scaling. Numerically, one obtains

the area using the formula [21]:

A = ∆A ·
∑
links

δ · |∇ϕ|
|ϕ,x|+ |ϕ,y|+ |ϕ,z|

. (46)

The summation here is over the pairs of grid points (links). The area ∆A = (∆x)2, where

∆x is the comoving area between the grid points. The quantity δ takes zero value, if the

scalar ϕ has same signs at different grid points, and equals unity, if the scalar ϕ flips its sign.

We show the results of simulations for the parameter ξ in Fig. 4. For this purpose we

make use of lattices with the grid numbers N = 512 and N = 1024 assuming vacuum

and thermal initial conditions, with and without a cutoff imposed. As the results in cases

N = 512 and N = 1024 are in a very good agreement between each other, we deem them

trustworthy. The area parameter ξ indeed takes a constant value at sufficiently late times,

and hence the domain wall network enters the scaling regime. Interestingly, the onset of

scaling occurs universally at the conformal time τsc ≃ 5 in dimensionless units, or returning

to real units, at

τsc ≃ 5τi ≃
5√
λη

. (47)

This can be interpreted in terms of domain wall width δw relative to the horizon size H−1,
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Figure 4: The area parameter ξ inferred in Eq. (44) is obtained from numerical simulations

performed on lattices with the grid numbers N = 512 and N = 1024 starting from vacuum and

thermal initial conditions with and without cutoffs at high momenta. Conformal time τ and

conformal momentum k are in units of 1√
λη

and
√
λη, respectively. The parameter ξ taking a

constant value reflects that the domain wall network enters the scaling regime. Expectation values

and error bars are obtained from 10 simulations run with different base seed values.

i.e., the scaling starts, when δw constitutes about ∼ 5% of the Hubble radius H−1:

δw ≃ 0.06 H−1(τsc) . (48)

At the same time, one observes in Fig. 4 that settling to scaling occurs in a drastically

different way in the cases with and without a cutoff. While in the former case, the parameter

ξ approaches a constant from below, in the latter case it approaches from above after a period

of initial rapid growth. This can be attributed to the fact that initial scalar fluctuations are

larger in the no-cutoff case leading to a larger initial abundance of domain walls.

Note that the constant values reached by the parameter ξ are clearly distinct in the two

cases with thermal and vacuum initial conditions. A similar observation has been made

earlier in Ref. [31]. Namely, in the vacuum case, we obtain by fitting to the data

ξ = 0.85± 0.04 (vacuum) , (49)

while in the thermal case we get

ξ = 0.63± 0.04 (thermal) . (50)
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Figure 5: Histograms showing the distribution of the quantity n · A versus A, where A is the

comoving domain wall area in units of 1
λη2

, and n is the number of domain walls with the area A.

Distributions are considered at different conformal times τ in units of 1√
λη
. Simulations have been

performed starting from vacuum initial conditions on a lattice with the grid number N = 512.

(The error bars correspond to 1σ CL.) This result is somewhat surprising, because the

definition of scaling itself implies that the domain wall evolution should be independent of

initial conditions. The discrepancy is unlikely to be due to differences in the UV parts of

the initial scalar spectra. Indeed, analogous spectra with cutoffs imposed lead to the same

value of ξ, as it is clearly seen in Fig. 4. We also checked that the discrepancy cannot be

attributed to the dependence on the finite box size L. Indeed, the change of L in the case of

thermal initial conditions does not lead to considerable changes in ξ, leaving it lower than

in the case of vacuum initial conditions. This suggests that the discrepancy is likely to have

a physical origin.

As it follows from histograms in Fig. 5, the total domain wall area is strongly dominated
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by a single wall stretching throughout the simulation box, while the area of closed walls is

negligible. Therefore, closed domain walls cannot serve as an efficient source of ϕ-particles.

This agrees with the observation from Fig. 3 and our discussion in the beginning of this

section that the number density of ϕ-particles is conserved in a comoving volume. At the

same time, this appears to be in contrast with the case of cosmic strings, where settling to

the scaling regime occurs through formation of loops (analogous to closed walls) evaporating

by emission of particles or GWs [53, 54, 55, 56].

To summarise, we confirm a picture of domain wall network that is essentially comprised

of a single long wall when the scaling regime is reached [21, 22]. In this regime the self-

intersection and formation of small closed structures are rare, as it is indicated in Fig. 5.

The physical area of domain walls captured inside the horizon volume exhibits the growth

∝ H−2 independently of initial conditions, — in accordance with the scaling law. At the

same time, values of the area parameter shown in Eqs. (49) and (50) are slightly different,

suggesting that the scaling solution is sensitive to the choice of initial conditions.

In the end of this section, let us mention one caveat in our discussions. Maintaining

the scaling regime generically requires an energy loss of domain walls, which should occur

via particle or GW emission. On the other hand, Fig. 3 suggests that efficient particle

production takes place only before the scaling is reached. Furthermore, GWs discussed

in the next section carry a tiny fraction of the network energy density. With the current

resolution, however, it is difficult to estimate significance of the problem. Indeed, it can be

of numerical origin, since the code misses wavelengths longer than the box size or particles

with de Broglie wavelength shorter than the lattice spacing. We postpone a more detailed

study of particle emission from domain walls with CosmoLattice for the future.

5 Results: gravitational waves

In this section we take a closer look at GW production as a result of formation and evo-

lution of a network of domain walls discussed above in Sec. 4. Using the code inbuilt in

CosmoLattice we obtain the total energy density and the spectrum of GWs, depending on

initial conditions and parameters of simulations. In particular, we check whether the results

from analytical approach for the scaling regime presented in Sec. 2.2 agree with the outcome

of numerical simulations. We identify characteristic properties of different parts of GW spec-

tra and discuss possible new features. We also pay a particular attention to distinguishing

physical effects in the GW spectra from numerical artefacts associated with the finite size of

the grid.
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Figure 6: The energy density of GWs in units of λη4 emitted by the domain wall network is

obtained from numerical simulations on lattices with the grid numbers N = 1024 and N = 2048

starting from vacuum and thermal initial conditions with and without cutoffs. Conformal time τ

is in units of 1√
λη
. The expectation value η is set at η = 6 · 1016 GeV. Rescaling to arbitrary η is

achieved by multiplying the energy density ρgw by (η/6 · 1016 GeV)2.

5.1 Energy density of gravitational waves

We show results for the energy density of GWs ρgw in Fig. 6. One observes that ρgw takes a

constant value, which reflects the fact that the domain wall network enters scaling regime,

in accordance with our discussion in Sec. 2. For the curves corresponding to vacuum initial

conditions with the cutoff kcut =
√
λη and for thermal initial conditions, the energy density

ρgw at large τ takes the values ρgw ≈ 8.1× 10−6 λη4 and ρgw ≈ 5.8× 10−6 λη4, respectively.

Making the latter estimates, we primarily focused on curves in Fig. 6 corresponding to

N = 2048. Recalling dependence on model constants and the reduced Planck mass MPl =

1/
√
8πG ≈ 2.44 · 1018 GeV, i.e., ρdw ∝ σ2

dw/M
2
Pl (see Eq. (25)), and that we have set

η = 6× 1016 GeV, one gets

ρgw ≈ 0.015 · σ2
dw

M2
Pl

(vacuum), (51)

and

ρgw ≈ 0.011 · σ2
dw

M2
Pl

(thermal). (52)
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We see that the GW energy density in the case of thermal initial conditions is slightly

lower compared to the case of vacuum initial conditions. We have already observed the

similar tendency in Sec. 4 for the area parameter ξ. Furthermore, as in the case of the

area parameter, the energy density of GWs approaches a constant from below, if the initial

conditions involve a cutoff, and from above, if the cutoff is absent.

For comparison with the results of Ref. [22], let us quantify the energy density of GWs

in terms of the dimensionless quantity:

ϵgw =
ρgw

Gξ2σ2
dw

. (53)

We infer from our numerical simulations:

ϵgw ≈ 0.52± 0.05 (vacuum) , (54)

and

ϵgw ≈ 0.70± 0.09 (thermal) . (55)

Note that these values are an order of magnitude lower than those in Ref. [22], see Fig. 6

there. The origin of this discrepancy is unclear to us, taking into account that other results

regarding the domain wall evolution, in particular the value (49) for the area parameter, and

GW spectra discussed below are in a rather good agreement with Ref. [22].

5.2 Gravitational wave spectrum

Results of numerical simulations of the GW spectrum for different initial conditions and

different lattice resolution are shown in Figs. 7 and 8. Besides the scaling peak at k ∼ 1 in

dimensionless units, one can clearly see the peak in the UV part of the spectrum (see top and

bottom left panels). Notice, however, that the height and location of the UV peak depend

on the lattice resolution: the value of conformal momentum k associated with the UV peak

is twice smaller for N = 1024 as compared to that for N = 2048. Moreover, the UV peak is

absent for the UV-optimised lattice (i.e., when the resolution is increased in the UV by the

price of losing predictivity in the IR, see the discussion in Sec. 3.3) shown on the bottom

right panels of Figs. 7 and 8. This clearly demonstrates that the UV peak is an artefact of

numerical simulations due to a finite lattice spacing and it has no physical origin.

The non-physical UV peak is not localised, but it propagates towards lower frequencies

of the GW spectrum due to the non-linear dynamics. This may strongly compromise inter-

pretation of the GW spectrum emerging from numerical simulations. To solve this problem,

one observes that the level of contamination depends on lattice resolution. Therefore, parts

of the spectrum, which do not change when we modify the lattice resolution, are considered

to be trustworthy. Hence, we can rely on the results obtained on lattices with N = 1024
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Figure 7: Comparison of GW spectra from the domain wall network obtained by making use

of numerical simulations performed on lattices with different grid numbers N = 1024 (dashed

lines) and N = 2048 (solid lines) starting from vacuum initial conditions with the sharp cutoff

set at kcut = 1. Conformal momenta and conformal times are given in terms of
√
λη and 1√

λη
,

respectively. The expectation value η is set at η = 6 · 1016 GeV. Rescaling to arbitrary η is

achieved by multiplying the spectra by (η/6 · 1016 GeV)4. The spectrum shown on the top panel is

calculated for the optimal parameters given by Eq. (42) with the optimisation parameter α = 2π.

The spectra on the bottom left (right) panel refer to optimisation parameter α = 8π (α = π/18)

allowing us to probe deeper the IR (UV) part of the spectrum. Diamonds correspond to the

comoving Hubble scale k = 2πHa, while stars indicate the inverse domain wall width 1/δw, i.e.,

k = 2πa/δw.
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Figure 8: Same as in Fig. 7, but with thermal initial conditions.

and N = 2048, provided only that they overlap. Our method to obtain the GW spectrum

is then the following. For the vacuum initial conditions we use the results obtained for IR-

and UV-optimised lattices (bottom left and bottom right panels of Fig. 7, correspondingly)

to reconstruct the IR and UV parts of the GW spectrum. Then we combine the IR and

UV parts to obtain the full GW spectrum, which does not exhibit the pathological peak in

the UV. We repeat the procedure for the thermal initial conditions, combining the results

for IR- and UV-optimised lattices shown in bottom left and bottom right panels of Fig. 8,

correspondingly. Note that such a procedure is legitimate, since both UV- and IR-optimised

results follow from solving the same equation of motion with the same initial conditions in

dimensionless units. This is how our main results demonstrated in Fig. 1 have been obtained.

From Figs. 7 and 8, we estimate the peak frequency of GWs in both cases of vacuum and
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thermal initial conditions to be

Fpeak =
kpeak
2πa

≃ 0.7H . (56)

Namely, the peak frequency flows as the Hubble rate, and this flow reflects the domain

wall scaling. From the observational point of view, however, only the last instants of GW

emission corresponding to the times τ ≃ τdec are relevant. Here the subscript
′dec′ stands for

the moment of time, when the domain wall network collapses. Recall that such a collapse

is generically required to avoid overclosing of the Universe. We assume that this moment of

time occurs during radiation domination. Taking into account redshifting, the present peak

frequency reads:

fpeak = Fpeak(τdec) ·
adec
a0

≃ 0.7Hdec ·
adec
a0

≃ 1.2 nHz

(
Tdec

100 MeV

)
·
(
g∗(Tdec)

10

)1/6

, (57)

where a0 is the present day scale factor of the Universe. At the last step in Eq. (57), we

have used the normalisation to the decay temperature, which is mostly interesting from the

viewpoint of PTAs. Interestingly, the inferred peak frequency fpeak is slightly smaller than

the one obtained in Ref. [22], where Fpeak has been found to be even closer to the Hubble

rate. This difference is interesting, but we deem it not to be very significant.

From Figs. 7 and 8 we can also infer the spectral energy density of GWs at the peak:

Ωgw,peak(τ) ≈ 7.7× 10−10 ·
(

Hi

H(τ)

)2

·
( η

6 · 1016 GeV

)4

(vacuum) , (58)

and

Ωgw,peak(τ) ≈ 4.6× 10−10 ·
(

Hi

H(τ)

)2

·
( η

6 · 1016 GeV

)4

(thermal) . (59)

These expressions are true during radiation domination prior to the domain wall collapse.

Again for the purpose of comparison with Ref. [22], we can express Ωgw,peak as

Ωgw,peak(τ) =
8πϵ̃gwξ

2G2σ2
dw

3H2(τ)
. (60)

Here following Ref. [22] we introduce the dimensionless quantity ϵ̃gw. Comparing Eqs. (58)

and (59) with Eq. (60), one gets

ϵ̃gw ≈ 0.25± 0.03 . (61)

We obtain approximately the same value ϵ̃gw for both vacuum and thermal initial conditions.

Note that the value (61) is in excellent agreement with results of high resolution simulations

of Ref. [29], see Eq. (40) there.
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Figure 9: Same as in Fig. 7 (top panel), but for thermal initial conditions with the sharp cutoff

set at kcut = 1.

Redshifting the gravitons at matter-dominated and dark energy dominated epochs, one

can write for the GW relic abundance:

Ωgw,peakh
2
0 ≈ 1.0× 10−10 ·

(
100 MeV

Tdec

)4

· σ2
dw

(100 TeV)6
·
(

10

g∗(Tdec)

)4/3

(vacuum) , (62)

and

Ωgw,peakh
2
0 ≈ 0.6× 10−10 ·

(
100 MeV

Tdec

)4

· σ2
dw

(100 TeV)6
·
(

10

g∗(Tdec)

)4/3

(thermal) . (63)

Here we again adopt the normalisation parameters, which are most suitable from the view-

point of PTAs.

The IR part of the GW spectrum behaves in accordance with causality arguments, i.e.,

Ωgwh
2
0 ∝ kn k ≪ kpeak , (64)

where the exponent n ≃ 3, cf. Eq. (24). It is important to stress though that our simulations

reveal small, but significant, departures from the exponent n = 3 suggested by causality. For

example, by fitting to the numerical results we obtain n = 2.66 ± 0.06 for vacuum initial

conditions and n = 2.69 ± 0.11 for thermal initial conditions, respectively, at the moment

τ = 9. We attribute this difference to the presence of the low limit for momenta k in the
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simulations due to a finite box size, while the case n = 3 is suggested to be recovered in

the limit k → 0. Indeed, at the time τ = 5, one approaches closer to n = 3 getting from

the fit to simulations n = 2.74 ± 0.04 and n = 2.87 ± 0.06 for vacuum and thermal initial

conditions, correspondingly.

To the right of the peak, the slope of GWs taken at the time τ = 13 behaves as (according

to the fit to our numerical results)

Ωgwh
2
0 ∝ k−1.85±0.02 kpeak < k < k∗ (vacuum) , (65)

and

Ωgwh
2
0 ∝ k−1.38±0.02 kpeak < k < k∗ (thermal) . (66)

This decrease is sharper than in Refs. [22, 29] giving −1 for the exponent, and closer to that

of Ref. [30] giving −1.7, especially in the case of vacuum initial conditions. In Eqs. (65)

and (66), we have introduced a new scale k∗, at which the falloff of the spectrum is followed

by a (near) plateau-type of behaviour, i.e.,

Ωgwh
2
0 ≃ const k∗ < k < 2πa/δw . (67)

Note that the plateau region is not perfectly flat, especially in the case of vacuum initial

conditions, when there is a bump at intermediate scales. The same observation has been

made in Ref. [30]. It appears, however, that the bump is a consequence of the sharp cutoff on

the vacuum spectrum. Indeed, the bump also arises in the case of thermal initial conditions

with the cutoff applied, as it follows from Fig. 9. On the other hand, we see no clear relation

between bump locations on the spectra and cutoff scales; therefore the mechanism of a bump

creation is not obvious to us. Finally, there is the exponential falloff of the spectrum for the

momenta exceeding the inverse domain wall width/mass of scalar, i.e., at k > 2πa/δw, which

has a clear physical origin.

Let us comment on the possible origin of the scale k∗. As it can be seen in Figs. 7 and 8,

the location of k∗ approximately stays constant with time, and it is not sensitive to the choice

of initial conditions. That is, the quantity k∗ is likely to be related to the Hubble rate and

the inverse wall width by k∗ ≃ 2π
√
H/δw ·a. This, nevertheless, remains a conjecture, which

may be worth investigating in more details in the future. If this hypothesis is correct, then

the plateau (bump) is moving deep into the UV region relative to the main peak at large

times. Its width in terms of the ratio of the largest and smallest momenta bounding the

plateau is growing with time as
√

t/δw. Consequently, the longer the domain wall lifespan

is, the better the prospects of observing the plateau in future GW experiments.

26



6 Discussion

In this work we revisited evolution of the domain wall network and the generated GW spec-

trum using the CosmoLattice code. Since CosmoLattice is publicly available, we believe

that the results of this work will pave the way for a broader audience aiming at the analysis

of domain walls. The most non-trivial part of such analysis is separating physical effects from

artefacts triggered by a limited grid number N and a finite box size. In particular, the arte-

fact caused by finite lattice spacing is manifested as a peak in the UV part of the spectrum.

Due to non-linearity of equations, the contamination from the UV peak propagates towards

lower momenta with time. Consequently, the longer the time of simulations, the smaller part

of the spectrum is available for physical interpretation. We developed a technique allowing

to discard nonphysical artefacts and extract trustworthy information from simulations.

After excluding non-physical artefacts we find that our results summarised in Fig. 1 are

in a good agreement with those of Refs. [29, 30]. It is important to mention that unlike

Refs. [29, 30] we did not invoke a potential bias or any other mechanism of domain wall

destruction in our simulations. This suggests that the potential bias has little effect on the

shape of GW spectrum. However, this statement should be taken with a grain of salt, as some

properties of GWs are not yet well established. For example, the power-law decrease on the

r.h.s. of the spectrum obtained in this work, while being close to one of Ref. [30], especially

in the case of vacuum initial conditions, is considerably sharper than in Refs. [22, 29].

There are some interesting features in the domain wall evolution and GW spectrum

revealed after excluding the artefacts, which deserve a closer look. In particular, the area

parameter ξ defined in Eq. (4) takes different values in the cases of thermal and vacuum

initial conditions, although it is believed to have same values due to the scaling regime, cf.

Ref. [31]. We have checked that the difference is unlikely to be attributed to the lattice

spacing or the box size. Hence, it may have a physical origin, which is yet to be understood.

Furthermore, the spectral energy density of GWs at peak also turns out to be different, which

can be related to the aforementioned differences in the parameter ξ evolution. Finally, the

origin of the plateau region (bumpy region) at intermediate scales in the GW spectrum is

unclear. It appears that the region starts at the comoving scale k∗ ≃ 2π
√

H/δw · a, but the
physical origin of such a scale is lacking.

The presence of the plateau can have interesting consequences for GW searches. In

particular, assuming a suitable formation time and a lifespan of the domain wall network,

one can have a sizeable GW signal from domain walls in the form of the plateau in the LISA

frequency range, which is also predicted from cosmic strings and inflationary models. This

increases the level of degeneracy between different GW sources, which can be broken, e.g.,

by GW observations in the nHz frequency range covered by PTAs. Further discussion of

potential phenomenological applications of the GW spectra shown in Fig. 1 is out of the

scope of this work, and we plan to investigate them in more details elsewhere.
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In the future, we are also planning to extend our analysis to include domain walls de-

scribed by a time-varying tension, with a particular focus on melting domain walls [18, 19, 20].

The principal advantage of this scenario in comparison to the standard one is that the de-

creasing domain wall tension solves the problem of overclosing the Universe [18, 19, 20].

Furthermore, the time dependence of the wall tension follows from well motivated particle

physics scenarios [18]. In this situation, one expects a drastically different GW spectrum

compared to that of this work. Importantly, the predicted power-law shape of the GW spec-

trum Ωgw ∝ k2 [19, 20, 57] is favoured by the recent PTA observations. It is therefore crucial

to perform numerical simulations, similar to those presented in this paper, to support this

prediction of GW spectrum in the case of melting domain walls.
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