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Abstract. Recent observations by pulsar timing arrays (PTAs) such as NANOGrav, EPTA,
PPTA, and CPTA suggest the presence of nanohertz stochastic gravitational wave background
(GWB). While such signals could be explained by gravitational waves from a network of
metastable cosmic strings (CSs), standard scenarios involving the Kibble-Zurek mechanism
triggered by a thermal potential face significant challenges. Specifically, these scenarios predict
a GWB spectrum inconsistent with the non-detection at higher frequencies by LIGO-Virgo-
KAGRA (LVK) for CSs with relatively large string tension. It is also difficult to prevent
the monopole forming phase transition just before the CS forming symmetry breaking, which
spoils the CS network formation. In contrast, a delayed scaling scenario, where the CSs start
to emit GWs at a later time due to the dilution during inflation, alleviates these issues. This
scenario allows for a larger string tension while monopoles are sufficiently diluted such that
the CS network safely forms. In this study, we clarify the spectrum of stochastic GWB from
metastable CSs in the delayed scaling scenario, consistent with the PTA observations while
satisfying the LVK constraints. Furthermore, we explore its potential signatures at frequencies
accessible to other detectors such as LVK as well as LISA, Taiji, and TianQin or DECIGO
and BBO. We also discuss the implications on inflation and underlying UV theories, such as
the grand unified theories.
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1 Introduction

The stochastic gravitational wave background (GWB) serves as a powerful probe for exploring
the early Universe cosmology. Due to their extremely weak interaction with matter, grav-
itational waves (GWs) preserve detailed information about their emission mechanisms and
retain a record of the cosmic history. The ongoing and forthcoming GW observations at e.g.,
LIGO [1]-Virgo [2]-KAGRA [3, 4] (LVK) around 102 Hz, LISA [5], Taiji [6, 7], or TianQin [8, 9]
around mHz, and DECIGO [10] or BBO [11] around 1Hz together with the observation of the
polarization of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [12–14] are promising avenue for
understanding the early Universe cosmology. Recently, moreover, pulsar timing array (PTA)
searches at NANOGrav [15], EPTA [16], PPTA [17], and CPTA [18] have reported compelling
evidence for a stochastic GWB signal in the nHz frequency range. While it could be of astro-
physical origin sourced by inspiraling supermassive blackhole binaries, this groundbreaking
discovery marks a significant milestone in the field of GW cosmology. Among several possible
sources that could explain the PTA observations [19], cosmic strings (CSs) are outstanding,
since they generate GWs with frequencies ranging from, say, 10−14 Hz to 1010 Hz [20–23],
suitable for multi-band observations and offers us information on the physics beyond the
Standard Model of particle physics as well as cosmic history [24–28]. See also some recent
studies that summarizes the formulation [29–32].

CS is a topological defect that emerges from a spontaneous symmetry breaking G → H
where the first homotopy group is nontrivial, π1(G/H) ̸= I [33–35]. Once such a spontaneous
symmetry breaking occurs in the Universe, they are generated to form a network [36–38].
While long strings in the network whose length is larger than the Hubble length are stable,
they continuously produce string loops. The distribution of the long strings is attracted to a
so-called scaling regime, where the energy density of long strings is a constant fraction to the
critical density [39, 40]. The string loops shrink and lose energy by emitting mainly Nambu-
Goldstone bosons (for G being a global group) or GWs (for G being a local group), such that
CSs never dominate the energy density of the Universe. The string loops are continuously
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generated with sizes proportional to the Hubble length, resulting in GWs from local CSs
spanning a broad range of frequency bands.

However, GWs from “metastable” CSs are consistent with them [19]. CSs can be
metastable if there is another symmetry breaking that breaks down to G, F → G, and the
second homotopy group is non-trivial, π2(F/G) ̸= I while the total homotopy group F/H is
trivial. Note that such a symmetry breaking chain is ubiquitous in the grand unified theo-
ries (GUTs) [41]. If these symmetry breaking scales are hierarchical, CSs can generated in
cosmic history to form a network once but eventually decay [42–47] through the monopole-
antimonopole pair creation [24, 48, 49]. CSs with string tension around 10−8 < Gµ < 10−5

with G being the gravitational constant and the decay time around redshift z ∼ 1010 offer
a good fit to the PTA measurements, which allows us to examine both of two symmetry
breaking scales.

However, if the symmetry breaking is triggered by the Kibble-Zurek mechanism with a
thermal potential [36–38], GWs from CSs with a slightly large string tension, Gµ > 2× 10−7,
should have already been detected by LVK observations [50], unless the reheating temperature
is relatively low [47]. This constraint can be also relaxed if we consider the delayed scaling
scenario, where the symmetry breaking takes place during inflation and string loop production
and hence GW emissions are delayed due to the dilution of the long strings [51–66]. If future
observations detect the feature of the GWs from CSs with the delayed scaling scenario, another
information of early Universe cosmology, inflation, can be obtained.

In this article, we examine carefully the GW spectrum from metastable CSs in the
delayed scaling scenario. We identify the characteristic frequencies of the spectral breaks and
spectral indices of each part, which are consistent with previous studies. We find that to
explain the PTA measurements a larger string tension, Gµ > 10−6, is allowed while satisfying
the LVK constraints, if the scaling starts at a later time, z < 1014. The GW spectrum shows
a plateau at the intermediate frequencies, typically, 10−6Hz ≲ f ≲ 10−2Hz, with a spectral
break to f−1/3 decay, which can be detected by the future GW detectors, such as LISA,
Taiji, TianQin, DECIGO, or BBO. They will determine the tension as well as the times of
the onset of scaling evolution and string decay. The string tension takes the maximum value,
Gµ ∼ 3× 10−5, which is determined by the condition that the cutoff of the spectrum comes
at a frequency lower than those for PTA measurements. It has been already pointed out by
the NANOGrav collaboration, but we conclude that it does not change in the delayed scaling
scenario. We also discuss the implication on inflation, by showing a working example of the
inflationary scenario.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In the next section, we review
the scaling evolution of CS networks, including how this behavior is modified for metastable
CSs. We also discuss the incorporation of the delayed scaling scenario. Section 3 presents a
numerical evaluation of the GW spectrum, complemented by an analytical estimate to ensure
consistency. The high-frequency behavior of the spectrum and the observational prospects
are also discussed. In Sec. 4, we explore the implementation of this scenario within a con-
crete model of the inflationary Universe, highlighting the essential features required for its
realization. Finally, Sec. 5 summarizes our findings.
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2 Metastable cosmic strings and delayed scaling scenario

2.1 Cosmic string network

We start with the review of the time evolution of the network of stable CSs. After an initial
transient period subsequent to the spontaneous symmetry breaking, the network enters a
“scaling regime”, where the ratio between the energy density of CSs with the superhroizon
length and the critical density is constant. In the case of local CSs, oscillating loops lose their
energy by emitting GWs and shrink. Such a picture is strongly supported by both analytic
models [30, 39, 40, 67–71] and numerical simulations [20, 22, 23, 29, 72–79]. In the following,
we model the evolution of CS network based on Ref. [75, 77] (Blanco-Pillado-Olum-Shlaer
(BOS) model) for concreteness, particularly focusing on the number density of the string
loops.

The CS is characterized by the tension, µ, which is related to the symmetry breaking
scale vcs as µ ∼ πv2cs [35]. In the scaling regime, the energy of long strings that enter the
horizon is balanced by loop formation such that the loop production rate is proportional to
t−4 during radiation dominated era with t being the physical time. We suppose that the loops
are generated with a constant length proportional to the horizon length, l = αt, where α is a
constant that determines the ratio between the loop length and Hubble length. Then the loops
shrink by emitting GWs with the total power ΓGµ with Γ being a dimensionless constant.
Hereafter we take α = 0.1 and Γ = 50 according to the numerical simulation [77, 78]. Noting
that the energy of a string loop with a length l is given by µl, the CS length l(t) at time t,
which had a length l′ at time t′, is expressed as

l(t) = l′ − ΓGµ(t− t′). (2.1)

Taking into account the dilution due to cosmic expansion after the generation of the loop,
the number density of loops with a length l at time t is modeled as

nr(l, t) =
0.18

t3/2(l + Γµt)5/2
Θ(αt− l)Θ(teq − t), (2.2)

in the radiation dominated era, where teq is the time at the matter radiation equality, and
Θ(x) is the step function. In the matter dominated era, loops produced during radiation
dominated era and those produced during matter dominated era have experienced different
dilution history. Thus we distinguish them to write

nrm(l, t) =
0.18(2H0Ω

1/2
r )3/2

(l + ΓGµt)5/2
(1 + z(t))3Θ(αteq − l̄(teq; t, l))Θ(t− teq), (2.3)

for the former where Ωr is the density parameter of radiation today and we define l̄(t̄; t, l) ≡
l − ΓGµ(t̄− t), while

nm(l, t) =
0.27− 0.45(l/t)0.31

t2(l + ΓGµt)2
Θ(αt− l)Θ(t− teq), (2.4)

for the latter.
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2.2 Metastable cosmic strings

Once we assume a richer structure in the symmetry breaking pattern, we can consider the
case where the CSs decay by the monopole-antimonopole pair creation on the string through
quantum tunneling, which is often the case in the models of grand unified theories (GUTs) [41].
Here we model this scenario following Refs. [24, 42, 45, 48].

The decay rate per string unit length is expressed by

Γd =
µ

2π
exp[−πκ], (2.5)

where κ is determined by the hierarchy between two symmetry breaking scales. The decay rate
determines the time when almost all the long strings experiences the monopole-antimonopole
pair creation, ts ≡ 1/Γ

1/2
d . For

√
κ ≫ 1 when the hierarchy between two symmetry breaking

scales is large enough, the decay rate is sufficiently law such that the string decay does not
occur much until today. If the hierarchy between them is relatively small,

√
κ ∼ O(1), the

string decay occurs in the early Universe such that the GW signal can be affected. In the
following we consider the case

√
κ ∼ 7.5 − 8, in which case string decays during radiation

dominated era and GW signal around the PTA frequencies are modified but not significantly
damped [44] to explain the PTA measurements [19]. Indeed, such values of κ can be obtained
in typical GUT models [80, 81].

While at t < ts, loops behave quite similar to stable string loops, but with a suppression
factor due to partial decay through the monopole-antimonopole production on the loop which
results in the production of short subhorizon segments. Consequently, we estimate the loop
number density in this period as

n̊r
<(l, t) =

0.18

t3/2(l + ΓGµt)5/2
e−Γd[l(t−l/α)+ΓGµ(t−l/α)2/2]Θ(αt− l)Θ(teq − t). (2.6)

At t > ts, loops are no longer produced from long strings, and those produced at t > ts are
simply diluted. Taking into account the length of the loop at ts, the number density of loops
is evaluated as

n̊r
>(l, t) =

0.18

t3/2(l + ΓGµt)5/2
e−Γd[l(t−ts)+ΓGµ(t−ts)2/2]Θ

(
αts − l̄(ts; t, l)

)
Θ(teq − t). (2.7)

At t < teq, loops still may survive. In a similar way to the case of stable string, we express
the loop number density at this epoch as

n̊rm
> (l, t) =

0.18(2H0Ω
1/2
r )3/2

(l + ΓGµt)5/2
(1 + z(t))3e−Γd[l(t−ts)+ΓGµ(t−ts)2/2]Θ

(
αts − l̄(ts; t, l)

)
Θ(t− teq).

(2.8)

2.3 Delayed scaling scenario

Thus far we have not specified when the CS network is formed and enters the scaling regime. In
the case of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism driven by the thermal potential, the phase transition
takes place roughly around T ∼ vcs ∼

√
µ with T being the temperature of the Universe. If

the temperature is high enough, the thermal friction suppresses the motion of long strings
and prevents them from entering the scaling regime. The thermal friction becomes negligible
roughly at T ∼ G1/2µ, and the CS network would enter the scaling regime [28, 35, 82].
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Such a scenario has problems in explaining the PTA measurements. First, CSs with tension
10−7 < Gµ < 10−5 also predict stochastic GWB around 102 Hz, which should have been
detected by LVK measurements. Indeed, LVK has given merely the upper bound on the
string tension at 25 Hz as [50]

ΩGW ≤ 1.7× 10−8, corresponding to Gµ ≤ 2× 10−7. (2.9)

Second, since the symmetry breaking scales for strings and monopoles are relatively close [48,
49], the symmetry breaking with monopole production would also have occurred in the ther-
mal history of the Universe. In this case, the CSs are formed in a way that to connect
monopoles and antimonopoles distributed at subhorizon and disappear quickly without form-
ing a CS network.

These problems can be avoided if symmetry breaking occurs during inflation [51–66].
The CSs are diluted during inflation such that distance between long strings becomes sub-
horizon to enter the scaling regime at a later time sufficiently after inflation and reheating.
The monopoles can be also diluted to sufficiently superhorizon scales before the CS forming
symmetry breaking and hence the CS network can form. We will discuss more quantitative
implication of inflation and symmetry breaking scales in Sec. 4.

The separation of the long strings, L, is initially order of the Hubble length during
inflation, while depending on some of the detail of the potential of the symmetry breaking
field [53, 56, 57, 60, 83], and increases due to the exponential expansion of the Universe,
exp[∆Ncs], where ∆Ncs is the number of e-folds between the symmetry breaking and inflation
end. Consequently, the ratio between the string separation and the Hubble length, HL,
becomes much larger than the unity, HL ≫ 1. After inflation, it decreases because of the
difference in the growth rate of the scale factor and Hubble length. Once it becomes order of
the unity, HL ∼ 1, long strings start producing loops, and eventually enters the scaling regime,
which takes a few more e-folding numbers [62, 64, 66]. One may use the velocity-dependent-
one-scale (VOS) model [39, 68, 69] to determine the time evolution of the separation of the
long strings and consequently the loop number density. Instead, in the following we model
the system that the loop number density is given by Eq. (2.6) from a time tsc and evaluate
the contribution on GWB at t > tsc. Note that we require tsc < ts, otherwise CSs decay
before entering the scaling regime and do not produce loops.

3 Gravitational wave spectrum

With the properties of the evolution of the CS network discussed in the previous section,
we now examine the GW spectrum from the metastable CSs in the delayed scaling scenario.
While several approaches have been studied in evaluating the GW spectrum in both analytic
and numerical methods, here we adopt the method developed in Ref. [22, 78, 79] for concrete-
ness. We first review the GW spectrum from the metastable CSs and extend the formula to
the delayed scaling scenario. We numerically evaluate the GW spectrum and provide a fitting
formula supported by analytical insights.

In this study, we quantify the GWB in terms of the energy density of gravitational waves
per unit logarithmic frequency interval Ωgw, normalized to the critical density at the present
time t0 as

Ωgw(t0, f) =
1

ρc

d ρgw(t0, f)

d lnf
, (3.1)
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where critical energy density is denoted by ρc = 3H2
0/8πG with H0 being the present Hubble

parameter, and ρgw is the energy density of the gravitational waves. The stochastic GWs
from CSs are understood as the summation of those from CS loops that are continuously
produced during the scaling evolution. Given a present GW frequency, we add up the GWs
from all the loops throughout the cosmic history that contribute to that frequency. dρgw/df
can be then expressed as

dρgw(t0, f)

d ln f
= Gµ2f

kmax∑
k=1

Ck(t0, f)pk, (3.2)

where µ is string tension. In the following, we describe the meaning of each terms in this
expression.

In our treatment, we sum up the contributions from each oscillation mode of the string
loops with the length l, such that the GW frequency at the emission is estimated as f ′ =
2k/l with k indicating the k-th harmonic mode.1 The upper bound of the harmonic mode
kmax should be taken to be infinity, as long as infinitely thin Nambu-Goto (NG) strings are
concerned. We will discuss the treatment of kmax in evaluating the GWB later. pk is the GW
power radiated by the k-th harmonic mode of a loop in units of Gµ2. It has been observed
that the power obeys the scaling law with respect to k as

pk =
Γ

ζ(q)
k−q, (3.3)

where ζ(x) is Riemann zeta function (infinitely thin strings are supposed) such that the total
GW emission power is P = ΓGµ2. Index q depends on the origin of the GW and is 4/3, 5/3
and 2 corresponding cusps, kinks and kink-kink collisions respectively [22, 84, 85]. Hereafter
we take q = 4/3, which is also consistent with the results of numerical simulations [78].
Another coefficient in Eq.(3.2), Ck(t0, f) counts the number of string loops whose k-th modes
contribute to the GW spectrum at a frequency f today throughout the cosmic history, given
by

Ck(t0, f) =
2k

f2

∫ ∞

0

dz′

H(z′)(1 + z′)6
n

(
2k

(1 + z′)f
, t(z′)

)
, (3.4)

where n(l, t) is density of non-self-interacting, sub-horizon string loops with proper length l
at cosmic time t, given in the previous section. We here take into account the dilution of the
number density as well as the GW frequency due to the cosmic expansion.

With these formulation, we now evaluate the GW spectrum numerically integrating
Eqs.(3.1)-(3.4) together with the loop number density (Eqs. (2.6) and (2.7)). Note that we
consider the case with ts > teq as we mentioned. In this case, n̊rm

> (l, t) is exponentially
suppressed, and hence we do not take into account it. We then evaluate the z′ integration in
Eq. (3.4) from zeq to zsc, where zeq and zsc are the redshift at matter-radiation equality and
the time when the CS network enters the scaling regime, respectively. For the background
expansion history of the Universe, we use the Hubble parameter for the radiation dominated
era,

H(z) = (1 + z)2Hr and t(z) =
1

2(1 + z)2Hr
, where Hr = H0

√
Ωr, (3.5)

1We do not take into account the contributions from string segments as well as long strings, which are often
subdominant. Note that string segments would not contribute to GWB if monopoles carry unconfined flux
(which is the case for many GUT models) since they lose energy mainly by emitting massless vector bosons.

– 6 –



with Ωr = 9.1476 × 10−5 being the radiation energy fraction today [86, 87], and H0 =
100h km/s/Mpc being the Hubble constant today with h = 0.674 [87]. Here we do not take
into account the change of the effective number of degree of freedom. A typical GW spectrum
is shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1. The typical GW spectrum from metastable CS network in the delayed scaling scenario is
shown. The parameters are chosen as Gµ = 10−8,

√
κ = 8, zsc = 1011, and kmax = 105. We see a low

frequency cutoff, an increase proportional to f2, a plateau at an intermediate frequency range, and
a decay proportional to f−1/3 followed by the one proportional to f−1. The spectrum is well fitted
by Eqs. (3.11), (3.13), (3.16), and (3.17), with the typical frequencies, flc (3.7), f (1)

low (3.8), fsc, and
kmaxfsc (3.14).

The feature of the GW spectrum can be understood as follows. Substituting Eqs. (2.6),
(2.7), and (3.5) into Eq. (3.4), the coefficient functions are given by

Ck(t0, f) =
0.18× 32H3

r k

f2

[∫ zs

zeq

dz
e
−Γd

[
k

fHr(1+z)

(
1

(1+z)2
− 1

(1+zs)2

)
+ΓGµ

8H2
r

(
1

(1+z)2
− 1

(1+zs)

)2
]

[
4kHr
f (1 + z) + ΓGµ

] 5
2

×Θ

(
αts − l̄

(
ts; t(z

′),
2k

(1 + z′)f

))

+

∫ zsc

zs

dz
e−

Γd
(1+z)2

[
2k
f
( 1
2(1+z)Hr

− 2
αf

)−ΓGµ( 1
2(1+z)Hr

− 2k
αf

)2
]

[
4kHr
f (1 + z) + ΓGµ

] 5
2

Θ

(
αt(z′)− 2k

(1 + z′)f

)]
.

(3.6)

Note that we require tsc < ts or equivalent zsc > zs. First, the step function function in
Eq. (3.6) gives the lower bound of the frequency as

f > flc =
4(1 + zs)

α
Hr, (3.7)
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which explains the cutoff at the lower frequency.
We can now omit the step function in Eq. (3.6) as long as f > flc. We then approximate

the exponential suppression factor as Θ(z − zm) with

zm ≡



(
4zskHr

f

)1/3

zs ≡ zf for flc < f < f
(k)
low ≡ 4zskHr

(
ΓGµ

2

)−3/4

(
ΓGµ

2

)1/4

zs ≡ ze for f > f
(k)
low

, (3.8)

such that we have a following expression as

Ck(t0, f) ≃
0.18× 16H2

r

3f

[(
4kHr

f
(1 + zm) + ΓGµ

)− 3
2

−
(
4kHr

f
(1 + zsc) + ΓGµ

)− 3
2

]
.

(3.9)
At low frequency, flc < f < f

(1)
low, the fundamental mode (k = 1) in the first term, 4Hr(1 +

zm)/f in the parentheses dominates the GW spectrum with C1(t0, f) being evaluated as

C1(t0, f) ≃
0.18× 16H2

r

3f

(
4Hr

f
zf

)−3/2

. (3.10)

Consequently, the GW spectrum is approximated as

ΩGWh2 ≃ 0.18× 8πG2µ2

9H2
0/h

2

Γ

ζ(4/3)
z−2
s f2

≃ 6.6× 10−11

(
Gµ

10−5

)2( Γ

50

)( zs
1010

)−2
(

f

10−8Hz

)2

for flc < f < f
(1)
low. (3.11)

At higher frequency f > f
(k)
low, ΓGµ in the first term in Eq. (3.9) dominates such that it is

approximated as

Ck(t0, f) ≃
0.18× 16H2

r

3f
(ΓGµ)−3/2. (3.12)

The GW spectrum shows a plateau as

ΩGWh2 ≃ 0.18× 128π(Gµ)1/2H2
r

9Γ3/2H2
0/h

2

∑
k

pk

≃ 1.5× 10−7

(
Γ

50

)−1/2( Gµ

10−5

)1/2( h

0.68

)2

. (3.13)

Note that the plateau has contributions from all the harmonic mode, the GW spectrum
reaches at the plateau at the frequency, f (k̄)

low = k̄f
(1)
low with k̄ ≃ 102−3, when

∑k̄
k k

−4/3 gets
sufficiently close to ζ(4/3). This low frequency behavior coincides with the GW spectrum in
the metastable CSs [45], independent of the way how the system starts to emit GWs, since
the string loops formed at earlier times do not contribute to low frequency spectra.

At much higher frequencies,

f > f
(k)
high ≡ 4kHr

ΓGµ
zsc, (3.14)
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the second term in Eq. (3.9) is no longer negligible, such that it is approximated as

Ck(t0, f) ≃
0.18× 32H3

r k

f2
(zsc − ze)(ΓGµ)−5/2, (3.15)

which shows a weak dependence on ze, but negligibly small for zsc ≫ ze. With an artificially
introduced upper bound of the harmonic mode, kmax, at f (1)

high ≡ fsc < f < f
(kmax)
high = kmaxfsc,

the GW spectrum can be approximated as

ΩGWh2 ≃ 0.18× 128πH2
r

3Γ1/2ζ(4/3)H2
0/h

2
(Gµ)1/2

⌊f/fsc⌋∑
k=1

fsc
2f

k−1/3 +

kmax∑
k=⌈f/fsc⌉

k−4/3

3


≃ 0.18× 64πH2

r

3Γ1/2ζ(4/3)H2
0/h

2
(Gµ)1/2

(
f

fsc

)−1/3

≃ 1.5× 10−7

(
Γ

50

)−1/2( Gµ

10−5

)1/2( h

0.674

)2( f

fsc

)−1/3

, (3.16)

where we have assumed that kmax ≫ 1. See Ref. [32, 45] for the details of the approximation.
Finally, at f > kmaxfsc, we have kmax < f/fsc so that the second term in Eq. (3.16) does not
give contributions. Consequently, we obtain

ΩGWh2 ∼ 0.18× 64πH2
r

3Γ1/2ζ(4/3)H2
0/h

2
(Gµ)1/2k−1/3

max

(
f

kmaxfsc

)−1

∼ 1.5× 10−7

(
Γ

50

)−1/2( Gµ

10−5

)1/2( h

0.674

)2

k−1/3
max

(
f

kmaxfsc

)−1

. (3.17)

This behavior is the same to the high frequency behavior of the GWs from stable CS network.
While at high frequencies GWs contain contributions from string loops formed at later times,
they are negligibly small as long as zsc ≫ ze, see Eq. (3.15). Recently it is pointed out
that there can be a cutoff at high frequency for stable CSs with smaller tension [32, 88]. In
principle its appearance would differ in metastable CSs, but with the amplitude of the CS
tension of our present interest, we do not have the cutoff at high frequency. These analytic
formula fit the result of our numerical calculation, see Fig. 1.

In summary, with the numerical calculation as well as the analytic estimates in the
above, we conclude that the GW spectrum from the metastable CSs in the delayed scaling
scenario is given as follows: The spectrum grows as f2 from f = flc to f

(1)
low. At f ∼ f

(1)
low, the

spectrum reaches a plateau. This plateau continues up to fsc, where the contribution around
z ≃ zsc in (3.9) is no longer negligible. At high frequency range, the spectrum decreases as
1/f1/3 at fsc < f < kmaxfsc and falls off as 1/f at f > kmaxfsc.

3.1 On the spectral break at high frequency

In the discussion above, we have introduced an artificial parameter, kmax. For infinitely thin
NG strings, kmax should be infinite. The introduction of the upper bound of the number of
harmonic mode is purely practical; we cannot sum up the contributions of infinite number of
harmonic modes numerically. While the GW spectrum at low frequency converges at suffi-
ciently large kmax, the high frequency tail is sensitive to kmax. Figure 2 shows the dependence
of the GW spectrum on kmax. One can see that Eqs. (3.16) and (3.17) work well and f−1/3
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tail at high frequency is sensitive to the choice of kmax. If the NG description is perfectly cor-
rect, we would not have the break from f−1/3 to f−1 decay and f−1/3 decay would continue
to infinite. Then, what is the realistic behavior of the GW spectrum at high frequency? We
discuss it in this subsection. Note that similar discussions can also be found in Ref. [32].

Figure 2. The GW spectrum from metastable CS network in the delayed scaling scenario with
several choices of kmax is shown. The parameters are chosen as Gµ = 10−8,

√
κ = 8, and zsc =

1011. Green, yellow, red, brown, blue, and purple solid lines correspond to the cases with kmax =
1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105, respectively, while dashed lines correspond to the cases with zsc = 1032, where
fsc ≫ 108 Hz, with the same color choices. The low frequency tail and plateau converges for sufficiently
large kmax ≳ 102, but high frequency tail is sensitive to the choice of kmax. We see the spectral break
at the frequency f = kmaxfsc, as explained in Eq. (3.17).

Even though string is viewed as an infinitely thin line in the NG approximation, it has
a non-zero thickness. It is evaluated as δ ∼ (µ/2π)−1/2, which depends only on the vacuum
expectation value of the symmetry-breaking scalar field but does not depend on the time and
hence on the loop length or Hubble length. Then, it is vital to note that the loops do not
exist when the estimated loop length, l, is shorter than its thickness, l < δ. Moreover, the
wavelength of GWs from string loops should be larger than the string thickness, since the
wavelength corresponds to the wavelength of the oscillation on the loop, λ = l/2k, which
also makes sense only when it is longer than δ. Therefore, we may argue that kmax is not a
constant but loop length dependent as

kmax =
l(t)

2δ
. (3.18)

If we suppose that the system with the strings whose tension is Gµ = 10−11 entered the
scaling regime to start to form loops at the temperature T ∼ 1010 GeV, the corresponding
redshift is zsc ∼ 1023, and the characteristic frequency, fsc, is evaluated as fsc ∼ 3 × 1013

Hz. In this case, the wavelength of GWs at zsc ∼ 1023 that corresponds to fsc ∼ 3 × 1013

Hz today is estimated as λ = 1/(zscf) ∼ 3.8 × 10−13GeV−1, which is a bit longer than the
string thickness, δ ≃ (µ/2π)1/2 ∼ 6.6× 10−14GeV−1. This suggests that in such parameters
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the loops whose length l is larger than λ exist, and a harmonic mode on that smaller than
kmax = l/2δ contributes to the GW at that frequency. The description of the transition of
the GW spectrum from the plateau to the f−1/3 decay at f ≃ fsc is marginally valid, but
the transition to the f−1 decay at higher frequencies would be questionable. However, this is
the case with a relatively low string tension and an earlier onset of scaling evolution, whose
corresponding characteristic frequency is far beyond those for the ongoing or planned GW
experiments such as LVK.

We are interested in the case when the transition of the GW spectrum from the plateau
to f−1/3 decay comes at a frequency smaller than those for LVK mesaurements, fsc < 102 Hz.
This can be realized, e.g., if the string tension is around Gµ ∼ 10−5 and the scaling regime
starts at zsc ∼ 1014. In this case, the transition of the GW spectrum from the plateau to the
f−1/3 decay occurs at f ≃ 2 × 10−2(zs/10

14)(Gµ/10−5)−1 Hz. The wavelength of the GW
with f ∼ 102 Hz today at the emission z ∼ 1014 is 1.5 × 108GeV−1, which is much larger
than the string thickness δ ∼ 6.6 × 10−17GeV−1. In other words, the maximum number of
the harmonic mode for the loop that emits the GW with f ∼ 102 Hz as the fundamental
mode (k = 1) is kmax ∼ 1024, which suggests that we would identify that the f−1/3 decay of
the GW spectrum continues up to f ∼ 1026 Hz. For f ∼ 1028 Hz today, we evaluate that the
wavelength at z ≃ 1014 is comparable to the string thickness. Therefore, we conclude that
at the GW frequency today of our interest, the spectrum decays with f−1/3 even though the
numerical integration tells the break to f−1 decay due to the artificially small choice of kmax.

Before proceeding, let us give a supporting discussion following that given in Ref. [32].
As long as the NG approximation holds, this initial time of the onset of the scaling regime,
or equivalently, of the GW emission from the string loop should be the time when the so-
called friction-dominated era ends tfric ∼ tpl/(Gµ)2 with tpl = G1/2 being the Planck time
if it is later than the time when the distance between the long strings becomes smaller than
the Hubble length, tsc, namely, tlf = max{tfric, tsc}. However, as discussed in the above, the
length of a loop as well as the wavelength of the oscillation on the loop should be longer
than the string thickness. Thus, we define a “present frequency dependent” initial time for
the GWs from string loops. For a frequency today, f , we can determine the time when
its corresponding wavelength was the comparable to the string thickness due to the cosmic
expansion, amin(f) = a0fδ = a0tplf

√
2π/Gµ. If it is later than the tlf defined in the above,

it is the “initial time” for the GW with the frequency, f , namely,

aini(f) = max{amin(f), a(tlf)}. (3.19)

As long as amin(f) < alf , we conclude that the frequency-dependent initial time does not
affect the GW spectrum and the f−1/3 decay holds at the frequency,

f <

√
Gµ/2π

tpl
z−1
sc = 2× 1026Hz

(
Gµ

10−5

)1/2 ( zsc
1014

)−1
, (3.20)

which is consistent with the estimate in the above.

3.2 Prospects for observations of GWB

Finally, let us examine the observational prospects of the GWs from metastable CSs in the
delayed scaling scenario. While it has been pointed out that metastable CSs are suitable in
explaining the PTA measurements. According to Ref. [19], the parameters suitable to explain
the PTA measurements are identified as

10−8 ≲ Gµ ≲ 10−5, 7.7 ≲
√
κ ≲ 8.3. (3.21)
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However, CSs with larger tension are severely constrained by the constraints from the LVK
measurements (Eq. (2.9)). In the delayed scaling scenario, as we have seen, the latter can
be avoided, but it is non-trivial if the upper bound of the string tension is unchanged in this
case, since the decay of the GW spectrum at high frequency is relatively mild, f−1/3.

Figure 3 shows the GW spectra with various choices of the parameters, Gµ = 10−4, 10−5,
10−6, 10−7, 10−8 with

√
κ =

√
60,

√
61,

√
63,

√
65,

√
67 and zsc = 1013, 2 × 1013, 1014, 4 ×

1014, 1015, respectively, such that at a frequency around 10−9Hz < f < 10−7Hz the GW
spectra reach the PTA measurements while at a higher frequency f ∼ 10 Hz they merely
satisfy the LVK constraints. Numerically we have the spectral break at kmaxfsc due to the
artificially chosen kmax = 104, but as has been discussed in the above, we identify that the
f−1/3 decay continues to much higher frequencies. While the spectral shapes are the same
at the PTA and LVK frequency ranges in these parameter sets, the spectral features at the
intermediate frequencies are different, which are accessible by future observations at such as
LISA, Taiji, and TianQin at mHz frequency ranges or DECIGO or BBO at 1 Hz frequency
ranges. The spectral break from the plateau to f1/3 decay can be probed by them, which
can be the smoking gun of this scenario and even determine the parameters of two symmetry
breaking scales as well as the dilution during inflation.

Figure 3. The GW spectra from the metastable CSs in the delayed scaling that are suitable to explain
the PTA measurements by merely satisfying the LVK constraints are shown. The string tension,
string decay parameter κ, and the redshift at the onset of the scaling is chosen as (Gµ,

√
κ, zsc) =

(10−4,
√
60, 1013) [yellow curve], (10−5,

√
61, 2 × 1013) [red curve], (10−6,

√
63, 1014) [green curve],

(10−7,
√
65, 4 × 1014) [blue curve], (10−8,

√
67, 1015) [purple curve]. Solid curves are the numerical

results up to kmaxfsc, while dotted curves are those from kmaxfsc. Dashed lines are the extrapolation
of the f−/13 decay at f > kmaxfsc, which should be physical. Shaded areas indicate the data and
sensitivity of the current and future experiments such as NANOGrav 15 year data (NG15) [15],
EPTA [16], SKA [89], LISA [5], Taiji [6], TianQin [8], DECIGO [90], BBO [91], LVK [50] with their
updates (HLV, A+), Cosmic Explorer (CE) [92], and Einstein Telescope (ET) [93]. In drawing the
sensitivity regions, we used the pubic code available at Ref. [94].

We find that the low energy cutoff, flc, comes at the frequency larger than that for the
PTA measurements, 10−8 Hz, when Gµ ≳ 10−4, as has also been pointed out in Ref. [19].
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This rules out the possibility for such high string tension to explain the PTA measurements.
Then the upper bound of the string tension is obtained as

Gµ ≲ 3× 10−5, (3.22)

which is unchanged from the constraint given in Ref. [19]. This is because it is enough to have
the spectral break at flow ≃ 10−4 Hz, which is much higher than the onset of the plateau, for
the high frequency tail proportional to f−1/3 to come just below the LVK constraint.

4 Implication to inflation and grand unified theories

Before concluding, we discuss the implication on inflation and GUTs in the context of the
GWB observations and delayed scaling scenario. We have seen that Gµ ≃ 10−5,

√
κ ≃√

61 ≃ 7.81 (or zs ∼ 1010), and zsc ∼ 2 × 1013 are good parameters to explain the PTA
measurements also consistent with the constraint by LVK measurements (Eq. (2.9)). The
string tension corresponds to the symmetry breaking scale vcs ∼ 4 × 1016GeV(Gµ/10−5)1/2.
The latter corresponds to the monopole mass mM ≃ 3×1017GeV× (

√
κ/7.8)(Gµ/10−5)1/2 in

the semiclassical approximation [24, 48] while recent study suggests a smaller hierarchy [49].
Noting that the monopole mass is expressed in terms of the gauge coupling gF and symmetry
breaking scale vmp as mM ≃ 4πvmp/gF [35], the two symmetry breaking scale should be
almost the same, vcs ∼ vmp. Thus, as has been discussed, we need to have a careful setup
such that monopoles are sufficiently diluted before the CS formation.

Spontaneous symmetry breaking during inflation is often triggered by the Hubble in-
duced mass that appears in models based on supergravity [95, 96] or with non-minimal
coupling of symmetry breaking Higgs field to Ricci scalar [97, 98]. However, the symme-
try breaking scale suggested by the PTA measurements, O(1016GeV), is much higher than
the upper bound of the Hubble parameter during inflation obtained by the measurements of
CMB, O(1014GeV) [12]. Therefore the Hubble induced mass is not enough to restore the
symmetry during inflation unless the symmetry breaking Higgs mass is significantly smaller
than the symmetry breaking scale vcs. Therefore, a direct coupling between inflaton and
symmetry breaking Higgs field is a more plausible model to realize the scenario.

Let us give a concrete model that realizes our scenario as a working example. We
here consider the action of inflaton ϕ, symmetry breaking Higgs field for CS h, and that for
monopoles Φ as

L =− 1

2
(∂µϕ)

2 − |∂µh|2 − |∂µΦ|2

− V (ϕ)− λh(|h|2 − vcs)
2 − λΦ(|Φ|2 − vmp)

2 − λϕhϕ
2|h|2 − λϕΦϕ

2|Φ|2, (4.1)

where we consider the R2-inflation like potential [99, 100],

V (ϕ) =
3

4
M2M2

pl

(
1− exp

[
−
√

2

3

ϕ

Mpl

])2

, (4.2)

where Mpl = (8πG)−1/2 ≃ 2.43 × 1018 GeV is the reduced Planck mass and M ≃ 3 × 1013

GeV is the scalaron mass with which the density perturbation generated in this model fits the
present cosmological observations [12]. We require λh, λΦ ≲ 10−4 such that the potential en-
ergy of the symmetry breaking scalars do not spoil inflation. In this setup, the inflaton field ϕ
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start rolling down the potential V (ϕ) from a large field value ϕ ≫ Mpl. The monopole forming
symmetry breaking takes place when the induced mass becomes comparable to the tachyonic
mass, ϕ ≃

√
λΦ/λϕΦvmp, while the string forming one does at ϕ ≃

√
λh/λϕhvcs. Even though

vcs ∼ vmp, if we have a hierarchy λΦ/λϕΦ ≫ λh/λϕh, we can have a sufficient period of the
dilution of monopoles. Inflation ends when the slow-roll parameter ϵ ≡ (M2

pl/2)(∂ϕV/V )2

becomes order of unity, ϕ =
√

3/2 ln(1+ 2/
√
3)Mpl ≃ 0.94Mpl. Note that if we have another

hierarchy between the couplings, λΦ ≫ λϕΦ, λh ≫ λϕh, symmetry breakings can take place
during inflation.

Now we examine the time when the CS network enters the scaling regime in this setup.
Taking the separation of the long string just after the symmetry breaking as Lsb = ζH−1

inf ≃
2ζM−1 and the number of e-folds between the symmetry breaking and inflation end as ∆Ncs,
the separation at the end of inflation is estimated as Lie = 2e∆NcsζM−1. Supposing the
instant reheating, during radiation dominated era it is evaluated as

L(z) = 2e∆NcsζM−1a(z)

aie
= 2e∆NcsζM−1 Tre

T (z)
, (4.3)

where aie the scale factor at the end of inflation and Tre = (45/2π2g∗)
1/4
√

MMpl is the re-
heating temperature with gre∗ = 106.75 being the number of relativistic particles at reheating.
For concreteness, we take an ansatz that the system enters the scaling regime and starts to
emit the GWs when the long loop separation becomes that in the scaling regime for the VOS
model, L(t) = ξrt = ξr/2H with ξr = 0.27 [39, 68, 69]. The redshift when the system starts
to emit GWs is then given by

zsc ≃
(

45

2π2g∗

)1/4(g∗s(zsc)

g0∗s

)1/3

e−∆Ncs
ξr
ζ

√
MMpl

T0

≃ 2× 1013ζ−1

(
e−∆Ncs

10−15

)(
ξr
0.27

)(
M

3× 1013GeV

)1/2

, (4.4)

where g∗s is the effective number of relativistic degree of freedom for entropy where we have
taken g0∗s = 3.91 today and gsc∗s = gsc∗ = 106.75, and T0 = 2.4 × 10−13 GeV is the present
temperature. Noting that the number of e-folds from the time when the inflaton field value
is ϕ to inflation end is given as Ne ≃ (3/4) exp[

√
2/3ϕ/Mpl], we conclude that zsc ≃ 1013

is realized for ϕcs ≃ 4.7Mpl and hence λh/λϕh ∼ 104(vcs/10
16GeV)−2. The monopoles are

sufficiently diluted if λΦ/λϕΦ is much larger. Smaller coupling between the symmetry breaking
fields and inflaton, λϕh and λϕΦ, are favored, which is preferable to suppresses the radiative
corrections to the inflaton potential.

5 Summary

In this study, we studied the GW spectrum from the metastable CSs in the delayed scaling
scenario. The metastable CSs are plausible GW source that explain the PTA measurements
recently reported, if the CSs decay through the monopole-antimonopole pair creation around
the redshift zs ≃ 1010. However, they are subject to severe constraints from the non-detection
of stochastic GWB at LVK measurements. While the constraints from LVK measurements
are unavoidable for CSs that are formed through the usual Kibble-Zurek mechanism triggered
by thermal potential, they can be avoided if we consider the delayed scaling scenario, where
the CS network enters the scaling regime to emit GWB much later than the time of the
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long string formation. If the symmetry breaking takes place during inflation, this scenario is
naturally realized. Note that in this case, monopoles, whose energy scale should be relatively
close to those for CSs, can be sufficiently diluted such that the CS network can once form.

We identified the feature of the GW spectrum in this scenario; in particular, at high
frequency we identify a f−1/3 decay, dominated by higher harmonic modes, which is the same
to the case with the stable CS network in the delayed scaling scenario. Note that GWB
from CS network at high frequencies has contributions from all the string loop in the cosmic
history, and hence it is non-trivial if the frequency of the spectral break and the slope is
unchanged compared to the stable CS network case. In the literature, transition to f−1 decay
is discussed due to the upper limit of the harmonic mode of the loop oscillation. Supposing
that the upper limit comes from the string thickness with which the NG approximation
breaks down, we showed that such transition does not appear at the frequency range and the
detectable amplitude at the existing or planned GW observations. Our scenario can be thus
probed by the detection of the f−1/3 decay of the stochastic GWB at frequency around 102

Hz (for LVK) or lower (for such as LISA, Taiji, and TianQin or DECIGO and BBO), together
with the spectral break from the plateau to the f−1/3 decay . The CS tension can be up to
Gµ ≃ 3× 10−5 to explain the PTA measurements if the CS decay rate is around

√
κ ≃

√
61

or zs ≃ 1010, which is consistent with the report by NANOGrav [19], while merely avoiding
the LVK constraints [50] if the CS network enters the scaling regime around zsc ≃ 2 × 1013

or later. This is comparable to the upper bound reported in NANOGrav 15 year data [15]
without taking into account the high-frequency constraints. Since the decay at high frequency
is milder, f−1/3, it was non-trivial if this constraints holds in the delayed scaling scenario.
We identified that it holds because of a sufficiently large redshift of the onset of the scaling
regime required to satisfy the LVK constraint.

We also exhibited a toy inflationary model that realizes the scenario. In this model, the
symmetry breaking is triggered by the direct coupling between the inflaton and symmetry
breaking fields. By tuning the scalar four point couplings, we show that desired cosmic history,
delayed scaling of CS network at zsc ∼ 2 × 1013 with sufficiently dilution of monopoles, is
realized. However, it is not clear if such a small couplings can be protected against the
quantum corrections. More realistic model building including more precise evaluation how
the system enters the scaling regime and observational prospects is left for future study.
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