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Abstract

We consider the spontaneous breaking of SO(10) grand unified symmetry to the left-
right symmetric model SU(3). x SU(3)r x SU(2)r x U(1) p—r, with C-parity also unbroken
[C converts Q@ — —@Q, where @ is the electric charge operator in SO(10).] This breaking
produces the topologically stable GUT monopole as well as a GUT scale C-string. The
subsequent breaking at an intermediate scale of C-parity produces domain walls bounded by
C-strings, found by Kibble, Lazarides and Shafi. A limited number of inflationary e-foldings
experienced during these breakings can yield an observable number density of primordial
GUT monopoles. The C-strings also experience this inflationary phase, and the subsequent
string-wall network decays through the emission of gravitational waves. We estimate the
gravitational wave spectrum from these composite structures over a range of values of the
domain wall tension o. Depending on ¢ the spectrum displays a peak in the higher frequency
range between 102 to 10° Hz.



1 Introduction

As a grand unified gauge symmetry SO(10) [1,2] has several key features. Its 16 dimensional
spinor representation contains the matter fields of the Standard Model (SM) single family as well
as a right handed neutrino. One of its maximal subgroups is SU(4).x SU(2) x SU(2) g [3] which
displays left-right symmetry and lepton number is the fourth color. In addition, SO(10) contains
two important discrete gauge symmetries. One of them is the Zs subgroup of Z, [4], the centre
of SO(10). Breaking SO(10) to the SM and subsequently to SU(3). X U(1)em with all Higgs
scalars in tensor representations leaves this Z symmetry unbroken, which yields topologically
stable cosmic strings [4]. In a supersymmetric setting this Zs symmetry is precisely “matter
parity”, and provides a key ingredient for a stable dark matter particle. For a recent discussion
of dark matter with this Zs symmetry in a non-supersymmetric Fg model, see Ref. [5]. A second
important discrete symmetry in SO(10) is C-parity [4,6,7], also known as D-parity [8], which
interchanges left and right chiral fields accompanied with complex conjugation. Acting on the
electric charge generator it changes @ to —Q [6,7]. More explicitly, following [7], CQC~! = —Q,
where C' = (i023)(i067)(i0g9) and oy (i = 1,2, ...,10) are the generators of SO(10).

It was shown in [4,6] that the breaking of SO(10) to a left-right symmetric model H that
also leaves C' unbroken yields a C-string. This is because the unbroken symmetry group in
this case has two disconnected components, namely H and CH. However, the C-string is not
topologically stable because C-parity is spontaneously broken together with H. This yields
the well known composite structure dubbed “wall bounded by string” (WBS) [6], which were
recently discovered in superfluid *He-B [9]. These WBS structures are now known to also arise

in Nematic liquid crystals and in spin systems [10].

In this paper we explore the cosmological imprints of C-parity. Note that the C-string is
associated with the GUT scale and is therefore superheavy. The breaking scale of C' determines
the domain wall tension, and the interplay between these two scales as well as the role of cosmic
inflation will determine the cosmological signatures that we wish to explore. It is important to
note that the breaking of SO(10) to a left-right symmetric model H also produces the superheavy
GUT monopole. In other words, the C' string is accompanied by the superheavy monopole, and
inflation is employed here to suppress the monopole number density to acceptable levels. This,
of course, also impacts the gravitational wave spectrum emitted by the string-wall system as we

shall see. For recent studies on string-wall hybrid structures see Refs. [11-19].

The paper is laid out as follows. In Section 2 we display a variety of SO(10) breaking schemes
via the left-right symmetric groups SU(4). x SU(2), x SU(2)g and SU(3).x SU(3)r, x SU(2) g X
U(1)p_r, which are accompanied by an unbroken C-parity. For completeness, we show that the
breaking of SO(10) to SU(3). x SU(2)r x SU(2)r x U(1)p_r, yields the topologically stable
superheavy GUT monopole. [For the breaking of SO(10) — SU(4). x SU(2)r, x SU(2)r, the
proof can be found in Ref. [20] and references therein.] In Section 3 we address the important
challenge of reducing the GUT monopole density to acceptable, indeed observable levels. This,

we assume, can be realized in suitable inflationary models where the monopoles experience a



controlled number of e-foldings. For recent discussion of how this is achieved in hybrid inflation
models, see Refs. [21,22]. This, of course, has implications for the C-strings as well as the
string-wall system that emerges from the spontaneous breaking of C-parity at an intermediate
scale. We discuss in this section the timescales for the domain wall formation, string dynamics
domination, and a domain wall dominated universe. In Section 4 we discuss the gravitational
wave spectrum emitted by the string-wall network and show that the spectrum primarily lies
in the higher frequencies with a peak around 102 — 10° Hz. Our conclusions are summarized in

Section 5.

2 SO(10) symmetry breaking, C-parity and topological defects

The breaking of SO(10), more precisely Spin(10), to a left-right symmetric group such as
SU(4)e x SU(2)r, x SU(2)r (4021,2R, for short), or its subgroup SU(3). x SU(2)r, x SU(2)r X
U(l)p—r (3¢22r1p_1), produces a superheavy topologically stable magnetic monopole. This
is because the second homotopy group of G/H in this case is non-trivial, with G = SO(10)
and H = 4¢212p or 3¢212rlp_r. It was shown in Ref. [4] that for a suitable choice of Higgs
scalar and it’s VEV, the first homotopy group of G/H can also be non-trivial, which implies
the existence of cosmic strings. In particular, if C-parity is unbroken at MguT, we expect the
appearance of C-strings. However, since C-parity is broken in nature, the C-strings end up
as boundaries of domain walls, as shown in Ref. [6]. It is important to recall that the break-
ing of 40212 produces a new set of topologically stable magnetic monopoles as described in
Refs. [20,23]. This, however, is not the case if the SO(10) breaking proceeds via 3¢27.2rlp_1,
which simplifies our investigation of the composite string-wall structures and emission of gravi-
tational waves. The strings and walls respectively have a tension u = m% and o = %ﬁviw,
where v; (i = U,dw) denotes the VEVs of scalars associated with the unification and wall
forming symmetry breaking and A the scalar quartic coupling for the later. The simultaneous
appearance of both superheavy and intermediate mass topologically stable magnetic monopoles

in the breaking via 40212k requires a separate investigation.

For completeness, let us show that the breaking of SO(10) to a left-right symmetric model H
produces the topologically stable superheavy GUT monopole. We set H = SU(3). x SU(2), x
SU(2)r x U(1)p_r, since it appears in the breaking chain we focus on here. To identify the
GUT monopole we consider the first homotopy group of H and show that it is non-trivial.
As topological spaces the compact group U(1)p_ and SU(3). intersect in the Zs center of
the latter. Consider a 27 rotation with %YCS, where Y8 (= diag(1,1,—2)) denotes the color
hypercharge generator. Acting on the color triplets it brings us to the center of SU(3)., with

the lepton fields remaining unchanged.

Next we can perform a 7 rotation along B — L which, in combination with the previous
rotation, means that this effectively is a Zy rotation on the quark and lepton fields thereby
changing their sign. Since H is embedded inside SO(10), the Zy subgroups in SU(2); and
SU(2) g intersect the Z, transformation generated by %Yf—i— (B—L), as shown in [20,23]. Noting



Figure 1: SO(10) breaking at GUT scale with C-parity unbroken proceeds via the two left-
right gauge symmetries shown. For completeness, we display a variety of subsequent symmetry
breaking chains. In this paper we focus on the simplest breaking chain SO(10) — SU(3). x
SU2)L x SU(2)r xU(1)p—r = SU(3)e x SU(2), x U(1)y, which is highlighted in red.

that the leptons and quarks reside in the doublet representations of SU(2), and SU(2)g, we can
perform rotations by m with the generators Tg and TI% on these doublets, which finally brings

us to the identity element.

In summary, we have shown the existence of a non-trivial loop in H which is generated by a
2 rotation along @ + %Yf, where the electric charge generator Q =T} /24 T5/2+ (B —L)/2.
Thus, we have identified the SO(10) GUT monopole which carries a single unit (27/e) of Dirac

magnetic charge as well as color magnetic charge.

Before closing it is worth mentioning that the walls bounded by strings can be formed from
the breaking of the Z5 lying at the center of SO(10) when a scalar in spinorial representation
achieves a VEV after the tensorial one [11,24]. The strings in this case will be associated with the
seesaw scale [4]. Formation of monopoles is possible if the intermediate symmetry is Pati-Salam

and they will carry two units of Dirac magnetic charge.

3 Monopole flux, string-wall dynamics and timescales

The extended structures “walls bounded by strings” can decay after a time scale R. = p/o
as the string dynamics start dominating in a WBS. Since the strings are produced along with
topologically stable monopoles at the GUT scale, they should experience some e-foldings so that
the monopole flux lies below the experimental bounds [25,26] (Table 1). We can re-express the

bound on the monopole flux as a bound on the monopole yield given by
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. Monopole mass (mps) | Average velocity (var) Flux Fus
Experiment . . g 4.1
in GeV in cm™“sec” sr
MACRO [25] > 5 x 1013 >4 x107° 1.4 x 10716
IceCube [26] > 10% — 1010 0.8 — 0.995 2 x 1071

Table 1: Upper limits on the monopole flux from MACRO and IceCube [25-27].

where sg denotes entropy density, vy is the average velocity of the monopoles, and Fj; denotes

the present day flux of monopoles.
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Figure 2: Timescales for domain wall formation, string dynamics domination, and domain wall
dominated universe for a GUT scale vy = 101 GeV. We have shown in blue the formation time
of the C-walls in the radiation dominated universe. The radius of curvature of WBS (which is
of the order of the cosmic time), R, after which the string dynamics dominate over the walls
is plotted in orange. The domain walls dominate the energy budget of the universe after a
timescale (Go)~!, which is shown by the green line. Coincidentally, this is also the timescale
after which a WBS inside the particle horizon collapse. The green shaded region shows the
timescale when the string cannot re-enter the horizon in a wall dominated universe. The red
dashed line arises from Egs. (1) and (4) and shows the MACRO bound on the monopole flux
with average velocity 1073, The horizon re-entry of strings and monopoles before this timescale
is, therefore, excluded as dictated by the red shaded region. The brown dashed line is an adopted
threshold for observability. The gray shaded region is excluded by the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis
(BBN) bound on any additional effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom A Neg beyond

the Standard Model neutrinos (see Sec. 4 for more details).



Now suppose the monopoles and strings suffer partial inflation and re-enter the horizon at
time tg before or after the reheat time ¢,, which can be estimated from the time-temperature

relation during radiation domination:

o 45 mpj

— (2)

T? =
2n2g, t

where g, is the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom contributing to the energy
density and mp; = 1/v87G (G is the Newton’s constant) is the reduced Planck mass. The
entropy density at time ¢ is expressed as

272

s(t) = 9T (1), (3)

with g4s being the effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom for the entropy density.
There will be order one monopole within a Hubble volume, V}, = (2t5)3, at the horizon re-entry
time tp of the C-strings as they are formed together with the GUT monopoles. We estimate

the yield of monopoles experiencing partial inflation to be

3/2
Y Vas(te) T qgms el st gy c g

Gues (tr) tthlﬂ/Q

The lower bound on the horizon re-entry time of the monopoles and C-strings is, therefore,
tr > 10725 seconds. The formation time (tqy) of the walls can be obtained from Eq. (2) with
T = vqw. If the superheavy monopoles along with the C-strings are completely inflated away,
or if the GUT symmetry never restored, the domain walls will dominate the universe after a

timescale (Go)~! which, of course, is unacceptable.

Fig. 2 shows different timescales as a function of the domain wall vev v4qy. The monopoles
and C-strings should re-enter the horizon within the timescale consistent with the MACRO
bound (red dashed line) and (Go)~!. The WBS structures decay by radiating gravitational

waves after tx which we discuss in the next section.

4 Gravitational waves from walls bounded by strings

The domain walls are stable before the horizon re-entry of the strings. These WBS structures
after tp are dominated by the string dynamics until the time R, if {z < R.. The strings can
intercommute, form loops, and enter a scaling regime at a later time ¢, if t; < R, [28-42]. On
the other hand, the wall dynamics dominates for tr = R.. The gravitational wave spectrum will
be dominated by the radiation emitted by the string loops bounding the walls. The gravitational
waves in the later case will arise from the oscillating and collapsing strings connected by the

walls structures.
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Figure 3: Stochastic gravitational wave background from WBS structures for the benchmark
choices of the intermediate scale VEV, vgy = {10195 x 10192 x 10!, 8 x 101!} GeV, associated
with the breaking of C-parity, for different choices of ty = 10725 — 10722 seconds and vy = 10'6
GeV. For vgy, = 100 GeV and tp ~ 10725 — 10724 sec, the gravitational wave spectra (cyan)
is dominated by the radiation from the strings. For larger ¢z > 10723 sec, the string enter the
scaling regime or re-enter the horizon at or after R.. The gravitational waves in these cases
are generated from the oscillating and collapsing WBS similar to the choices of vy 5 x 1010
GeV (magenta), 2 x 101! GeV (red), and 8 x 10! GeV (blue). We have depicted the power law
integrated sensitivity curves [43,44] for planned experiments in the mHz to few kHz frequencies
such as DECIGO [45], BBO [46,47], LISA [48,49], HLVK [50], ET [51], and CE [52]. A sensitivity
curve of resonant electromagnetic cavities [53] is shown in the brown shaded region. The gray

dashed line depicts the BBN bound on the gravitational wave background.

4.1 String dynamics domination before timescale R.

The horizon re-entry time ¢tz of the strings in our case is much later than the time scale of early
friction domination, tp)/(Gu)? [54,55], where tp) is the Planck time) and domination of particle
emission [56-58]. Before the timescale R, when string dynamics dominates, the string network
enters the scaling regime at a time ¢, which is typically two orders of magnitude higher than

tr [59-62]. The gravitational wave background can be expressed as

Qew(f) =Y Qlu(f). kezt, (5)
k=1



where the gravitational waves from a normal mode is given by [11,42]

0 cpy_ L [ o (a@® )\ FCrlty (alt)\*Tk? ., 2k |
a0 =z [ () Tt (o)) o Ot ©

Here a(t) denotes the scale factor, p.o is the present day (fp) critical energy density of the

universe, F ~ 0.1, I ~ 50, a ~ 0.1 for string network in the scaling regime [28, 30], and
Cof = 5.7 in the radiation dominated era [32-34,36-39].

4.2 Wall dynamics domination after timescale R.

This section discusses the gravitational waves from the oscillating and collapsing WBS after
time R.. The WBS structures oscillate with constant physical size before collapsing at a time
scale ty ~ 1/(Go). The physical size of an oscillating WBS is w ~ 2tp, and the power radiated
from a WBS structure at a time ¢ is given by [18,42,63]

dE
Pow = d(ZW ~ Gotwl, (7)

where | = 2¢ is the Hubble radius at the time ¢. The WBS structures oscillate with constant

size before collapsing at t;. The gravitational wave background at t4 from the oscillating WBS

is given by
osc oW,z .9 .. Lla(tp) ~ 1
tyg) = — th — <fFr< —
GW(f? d) %1 (fUJ) W1 w (l(td) = f = w (8)

where f = (1 + z4)f, with f being the redshifted frequency at present epoch. At time ¢4, the

WBS structures collapse and produce the ultraviolet tail of the gravitational wave spectra given

by
~ ow , ~ 1
Q@ (fota) = —(fw)™', with f > — . (9)
mé, w
Finally, the gravitational wave spectrum is given by
Qaw (f) = G(2a) 0w (£, ta), (10)

where €, = 9.1476 x 1077 [64] is the present fractional energy density of radiation, and [65]

B 9+(2) 9*5(0)4/3
9= 0.0) gual2) )

Fig. 3 depicts the gravitational waves from the WBS structures for the benchmark choices
of the VEV, vgy = {10195 x 10192 x 10,8 x 10} GeV, associated with the breaking of
C-parity, and vy = 106 GeV. We have shown the spectra for ¢z varying from 10725 — 10722 sec.
For vgy = 100 GeV, the gravitational wave background is dominated by the radiation from the
strings for tp ~ 1072 — 1072* sec. (see Fig. 2). For ty > 10723 sec, the strings enter the scaling

regime or re-enter the horizon at or after R.. The gravitational waves in this case will arise from



the oscillating and collapsing WBS similar to the cases when vgy, = {5 x 10192 x 1011, 8 x 1011}
GeV. The next generation of proposed ground based detectors, namely, HLVK [50], ET [51],
and CE [52] will be sensitive for vqy ~ 10'' GeV with the horizon re-entry time tp > 10724
sec, as can be seen from the power-law integrated sensitivity curves [43,44]. High frequency
gravitational wave detectors such as resonant electromagnetic cavities will be sensitive to the

high frequency ultraviolet tails of the gravitational wave spectra as discussed in Refs. [53,66,67].

The gravitational waves are radiated before big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) and cosmic
microwave background (CMB) decoupling, and therefore constrained by the measurement of
the effective number of ‘neutrino’ degrees of freedom Neg [64,68,69]. The effective number of
neutrinos in the SM is N5M = 3.044(1) [70-73]. The combined upper bound from BBN and CMB
on any additional effective number of relativistic degrees of freedom is A Neg = Neg—N, esflf\/[ < 0.22

[64]. The constraint on the gravitational radiation reads

74\
[oewnns g (57) AN (12)

where €1, g >~ 2.5% 1079 is the present day energy fraction in photons. In Fig. 3, we have depicted
the BBN bound on the gravitational wave spectrum emitted from the oscillating and collapsing
WBS structures. In fact, the bound comes from the peak of the spectra and depends on the
wall tension o and horizon re-entry time ¢ (see Eqgs. (8) and (9)), which has been displayed in
Fig. 2.

5 Conclusions

It is widely discussed that the very early universe may have experienced a variety of phase tran-
sitions with potentially far reaching consequences. Motivated by the discovery of gravitational
waves, in this paper we have explored if the phase transitions associated with a well motivated
SO(10) model can leave any observable cosmological imprints in the present universe. The
SO(10) symmetry breaking in our scenario proceeds via a left-right symmetric model that also
leaves unbroken the discrete C-parity (which changes the electric charge generator @ to —Q.)
This phase transition produces the superheavy GUT magnetic monopoles as well as C-strings.
In the next breaking which takes place at an intermediate scale, the C-parity is spontaneously
broken such that the strings become boundaries of domain walls, as first shown in Ref. [6].
We require that cosmic inflation dilutes the number density of the GUT magnetic monopoles
to observable levels, chosen to be a few orders of magnitude below the MACRO bound. The
C-strings experience the same amount of inflation as the monopoles, which, in turn, impacts
the gravitational wave spectrum emitted by the composite string-domain wall system. We find
that compatibility with the CMB measurements and other observations yields a spectrum in a
higher frequency range with its peak varying from 10?> — 10°> Hz. Thus, an observable number
density of superheavy GUT monopoles and a novel gravitational wave spectrum emitted by the
string-wall network are two testable predictions arising from the phase transitions associated

with the SO(10) breaking in the very early universe.
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