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Collapse of Axion Domain Wall Induced by Helical Primordial Magnetic Fields
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Stable domain wall (DW) must decay to avoid overclose the Universe. A commonly used solution
is to slightly break the PQ symmetry by introducing a bias term in the potential. In this work,
we propose an alternative, symmetry-preserving mechanism: coupling the axion field to a helical
primordial magnetic field (PMF) via the Chern—Simons term. Using three-dimensional lattice sim-
ulations, we evolve the DW network and demonstrate that it can successfully drive DW decay.
Our quantitative results further show that the correlation length of the PMF plays a crucial role
in determining the decay rate of the DW network and the resulting axion and gravitational wave

radiation.
Introduction. The QCD  axion, as a
pseudo-Nambu—Goldstone  boson  associated  with

the spontaneous breaking of the Peccei-Quinn (PQ)
symmetry, was originally proposed to solve the strong
CP problem [IH4] and is also a compelling dark matter
(DM) candidate [5, [6]. The breaking of PQ symmetry
produces cosmic strings, and the QCD axion field
acquires a potential at the QCD scale, leading to the
formation of domain walls (DWs) attached to the strings
[7]. The number of walls attached to a single string is
defined as the domain wall number Npw . For Npw =1,
the DW network is unstable and decays rapidly, whereas
for Npw > 1 they become stable and can eventually
dominate the cosmic energy density, leading to the cos-
mological domain wall problem [8] [9]. Various solutions
have been proposed, such as introducing a bias term
between different vacua in the potential [IOHI3], the
Lazarides—Shafi (LS) mechanism [I4HI6] and introducing
a light axion-like particle (ALP) coupled to gluons [17].

Previous lattice studies have simulated QCD-axion
DWs without gauge couplings [I8H21], and works that in-
clude gauge couplings have primarily provided analytical
analysis of friction effects [22]. However, simulating the
coupling between DW networks and gauge fields is neces-
sary due to the experimental significance of axion-gauge
field interactions [23]. We address this gap by simulating
the QCD axion field couples through Chern-Simons (CS)
term with the primordial magnetic field (PMF'), which is
considered as seed of magnetic field in the Universe and
can be generated in the early Universe (e.g., around the
QCD phase transition [24] or during inflation [25H28]).
The origin of PMF determines their correlation length,
and in some scenarios they may also carry nonzero helic-
ity.

In this Letter, we perform the first large-scale three-
dimensional lattice simulations of axion DWs coupled to

a U(1) gauge field. We propose a novel mechanism in
which gauge coupling induces the decay of stable DW
networks, providing a new decay channel that does not
rely on an additional bias term or ALPs. Previous work
[29] studied axion production from a spatially uniform
axion field coupled to a helical PMF using analytical
methods. Here, we investigate in detail how the cor-
relation length of a helical PMF affects the decay rate of
DW networks, as well as the resulting axion and gravita-
tional wave (GW) radiation. Using our results, we derive
constraints on the PQ scale or axion decay constant f,
and on the PMF correlation length Ap from the axion
energy demnsity, and we obtain a potentially detectable
GW spectrum.
The stmulation setup. We consider an axion model
coupling with the gauge field through the CS term
F N,,F v Using conformal time 7 and the FLRW met-
ric g, = a®(7)(—dr? 4+ dz?), the action is
4 1 v (725 i
5= [ @5 |-0,60% — {Fu ™ ~V(0) ~ alE, P
(1)
where ¢ is axion field and « is dimensionless coupling
constant. The parameter v is the PQ vacuum and the
ratio 6 = % can be seen as the phase of PQ field. The
field strength tensor and its dual tensor are defined by
F,, =0,A, —0,A, F. = %GWMFP", where €0 is
Levi-Civita symbol and €y123 = 1. We use the potential

mq(T)?*v? 0]
When temperature T' > 100MeV, the axion mass mq(T)
can be parametrized as [30]

agA?

mo(T)* = F2(T/A)668 (3)
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where o, = 1.68 x 1077, A = 400 MeV and f, = v/Npw.
When T < 100 MeV, the axion mass no longer grows
and is substituted by a zero-temperature mass mqo =
5.707 x 107°(101GeV/ f,)eV [31].

This potential has Npyw degenerate minima, corre-
sponding to Npyw distinct vacua. During the phase tran-
sition, the axion field settles into different vacua in dif-
ferent regions, and the boundaries between these regions
after the transition form DWs. The width and tension of
these DWs are 74, ~ m; ', 040 ~ maf? [7]. The oscil-
lation of DWs can be the source of GW and the energy
density of GW can be calculated by pg., ~ Go3, [32].
The DWs always evolve to scaling regime [7], when the
DW area per Hubble patch A is a constant. But some
deviations appear in some researches [19, [33]. With the
total area of DWs A and the total volume V', we define
A as the scaling parameter

A

A=z @

In our code, we use the same method as [20] to identify
the location of DWs.

Adopting the temporal gauge Ay = 0, the equations of
motion (EOM) are [34] 35]
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where ¢/ = 0¢/dT and A; is comoving gauge field. In
addition, E; = a—le; and B; = %eijkajAk are the phys-
ical electric and magnetic field and ‘H = aH is confor-
mal Hubble. The third equation is the Gauss constraint,
arising naturally from gauge invariance. The CS term
FWF’“’ can be written by

F, F'v =4 Z E;B; (6)

We use the discretization scheme mentioned in [34] to
evolve the above equations on the lattice.

In this work, we consider the PMF with finite correla-
tion length Ap and helicity ., which are defined by

[ dkEg(k)/k

Ap = [dkEp(k)

Jf:/d:z:SA~BC (7)

where [ dkEg(k) = o [ d*z|B(x)|? is the magnetic field
energy density and B, = V X A is the comoving mag-
netic field. The time derivative of helicity determines the

average CS term [30]

ax _ —Q/da:sEc B, (8)
dr

where E, = A’ is comoving electric field. From the axion
EOM in Eq. [fl the effective potential

Vers(8) = V(@) + - 0Fuw F™ = V(@) + AV(9)  (9)

is tilted by the CS coupling term AV (¢), which selects
a preferred vacuum of V(¢) and drives the axion field
toward it. However, if the spatial average of the CS term
vanishes, the sign of FWIE”“’ — and hence the preferred
vacuum — differs from site to site, resulting in a can-
cellation of the driving force. This corresponds to the
case of constant helicity. In contrast, a nonzero aver-
aged CS term, corresponding an oscillating helicity, se-
lects a unique vacuum of V(¢) and inducing a net drift
of the axion field, reflected in a nonzero (¢’) that leads
to DW-network decay. Because the physical CS term
is suppressed as a~*, the tilt of Vog — and hence the
induced average velocity — arises mainly at early times,
before the DW network forms. Although the CS term be-
comes negligible later and cannot further accelerate the
field, the previously generated average velocity persists
and eventually drives the collapse of the DW network.

The GW is generated through oscillations of DWs. In
lattice simulations, the evolution of the metric perturba-
tion h;; is governed by

where T;;* is the transverse-traceless component of the
energy-momentum tensor, defined as [35]:

TET = 0:00;0 + FiaFsj9™" (11)

with g,, being the FLRW metric.
GW spectrum is then calculated by:

1 9pgw (k) I )
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(12)
where h;;(k,7) denotes the Fourier transform of h;;(z),
V' is the comoving volume of the whole lattice and p. =
3/(87G)H? is the critical energy density. When calculat-
ing GW spectrum from the lattice simulation, we use the
Runge-Kutta method to numerically solve Eq.(L0)), and
the calculation of the GW spectrum within the lattice
simulation is performed using the Pystella code intro-
duced in [35].

We simulate the evolution during the QCD phase tran-
sition. The initial temperature is set to 7; = 220MeV,
and the PQ vacuum is taken as v = Npwf,, with
Npw =3 and f, = 1.8 x 1016GeV. The effective degrees
of freedom ¢(T'), scale factor a(T), and Hubble parame-
ter H(T') are determined using the expressions provided
in [20]. In the simulation, we set f, = v and w, = 6a;H;,
a; and H; denote the initial values of a(T') and H(T), to
define dimensionless varieties

¢ A A’L

= 7 i = ) T = Wx,
fx Wi

T
J

The dimensionless

ng(k) =

T=w,T (13)



We use the rescaled conformal time 7 = 7/7; to show
our results, with the initial conformal time 7; = 1/(a; H;)
We use a lattice of size N3 = 10243, corresponding to
an initial volume that contains 10.24% Hubble volumes.
The dimensionless spatial and temporal intervals are set
to dr = 0.06 and d7 = 0.01, ensuring that the physical
spatial interval dx remains smaller than the DW width
T4 throughout the entire evolution.

For the PMF with finite correlation length, it is defined
in the momentum space [37]

Bi(k) = Bini®(k — kuv)(0ij — kikj — ioneijiki)g; (k)E"

(14)
where ki is the cutoff for the primordial magnetic field
and g; (E) is the Fourier transform of a Gaussian dis-
tributed random vector field that is d-correlated in all
three dimensions. The power n is spectrum index and
oy € [—1,1] determines the helicity.

)
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where h(k) and pp(k) denote the helicity and energy den-
sity of the magnetic field in momentum space, respec-
tively. This relation indicates that for a fixed magnetic
energy density, the helicity is determined solely by the
parameter op;. The detailed derivation is provided in
the Supplemental Material. The spectrum index of the
initial magnetic field is fixed at n = 2. The initial value
of PQ phase 0 is set as a uniform random distribution
between 0 and 27. The detailed analysis of initial axion
and gauge field is shown in the Supplemental Material.
Here, we note that, for the fixed energy density of the
PMF, the CS term satisfies FWFW o fg. In addition,
when the CS term is fixed, the effect of the coupling con-
stant o appears solely through the coupling term, mean-
ing that the influence of « follows the same scaling be-
havior as fy as will be explored latter. In this work, we
simulate the case without CS term by set = 0, and
using o = 0.2 to consider the case with the CS term.
Numerical results. We first present the evolution of
the scaling parameter in Fig. The top panel shows
the results for different correlation lengths. For a = 0,
the DW network remains approximately in the scaling
regime, whereas the decrease of A in the other cases
signals the decay of DWs. As discussed above, the de-
cay rate is governed by the average CS term, which is
shown in the Supplemental Material. For short correla-
tion lengths, the average CS term exhibits rapid oscilla-
tions, which partially cancel the average velocity of the
axion field generated during the positive and negative
phases of the CS term. Consequently, the DWs decay
more slowly when the correlation length is small. In con-
trast, for cases with long correlation lengths, the average
CS term decreases as the correlation length increases,
since the helicity oscillates more slowly. The small aver-
age CS term reduces the net velocity of the axion field,
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Figure 1: The results of scaling parameter A. The top
panel shows the cases with the fixed oy = 1. The value
at the tail of each curve in the first figure indicates the
corresponding Ap H; associated with that case. The
black curve corresponds the case o = 0. The bottom
panel shows the cases the fixed Ap ~ 0.2Hi_1.

thereby slowing down the decay of DWs. Considering
both the magnitude and the oscillation rate of the av-
erage CS term, the DWs decay most rapidly at an in-
termediate, optimal correlation length. We further note
that the physical CS term is suppressed by a™*, so it is
only at early times that this term is sufficiently large to
significantly influence the evolution of the axion field.

The bottom panel of Fig[l] displays the scaling param-
eter for the case Ap ~ 0.2H, ! with different values of
o From Eq8 and Eq. oy determines the ratio fg
and thus sets the helicity amplitude for magnetic fields
with fixed energy density. As a result, s also controls
the strength of the average CS term. Accordingly, the
DW network decays more slowly for smaller op;. No-
tably, when op; = 0.1, the scaling parameter A evolves
in nearly the same manner as in the no-coupling case,
indicating that the helicity is too weak to affect the DW
network evolution; therefore, we exclude this case from
the subsequent discussion.

We suppose the decrease of scaling parameter A satis-

fies
! ) (16)

tforrn

A(t) = Atorm <

where we choose the DWs form with the scaling parame-



ter Agorm at time tgorm. For the case a = 0, the parameter
p is constant and slightly smaller than 1, showing the de-
viation from the scaling regime [19]. While for o # 0, p
exhibits a linear increase with time, as shown in the Sup-
plemental Material. We perform a linear fit to obtain the
function p(t), which is then substituted into the equation
to extrapolate the long-time evolution of A and deter-
mine the decay time of the DW network. We define the
DW network as completely collapsed when the scaling pa-
rameter A decreases to 0.01Agorm or 0.1 A¢om. The cor-
responding decay times for different Ap cases are shown
in the Supplemental Material. Both criteria indicate that
the relationship between the decay time log; (3 Laee <) and

the correlation length log,,(ApH;) is p1ecew1se hnear
from which we can also derive the corresponding fitting
function. This piecewise linear behavior reflects the pres-
ence of different dominant factors in the long- and short-
correlation regimes as discussed above.

In addition, we also present the results of loglo( fec

tform

for different values of ops with a fixed Ap ~ 0.2H;" Lin the
Supplemental Material. For all considered oy, the pa-
rameter p still exhibits a linear increase with time, allow-

ing us to calculate the decay time as before. These results
are well described by logyg(g2=) o< 1/fu = 1+JM, indi-

cating that the decay rate 1ncféases exponentlally with
fH, and hence grows exponentially with the helicity mag-

nitude.

The DW network can radiate its energy into free axion.
In the pure axion case, the network nearly reaches a scal-
ing regime, so most of the energy cannot be emitted as
free axion, and the axion energy is related to the param-
eter p [19]. However, when gauge coupling is taken into
account, the DWs decay rapidly, and we assume that the
entire energy of the DW network is converted into free
axion. Using the derivation in the Supplemental Ma-
terial, we obtain the present-day energy density ratio
between axion and dark matter for the gauge-coupling
cases, ,/Qpu, as given in the first line of Eq.

To obtain these results, we require the average mo-

S pa(k)dk
) ) J(pa(k)/k)dk
is the average momentum, and the scaling parameter at

the time of DW network formation, Ay, for each case.
These results are presented in the Supplemental Material.
For cases with fixed o = 1, a piecewise linear relation-
ship is again observed between Agom and logyq(ApH;).
This behavior arises because, when the net velocity of
the axion field is too large, the field rapidly relaxes to its
preferred vacuum, leading to a smaller DW area. The
parameter ¢, decreases over time and approaches a con-
stant value. Its average over the final few time steps
shows a clear linear increase with the correlation length,
log,g(ApH;). The factors €,, A and t dee can now be
fitted as functions of the correlation length Ap. The mo-
mentum parameter in our simulations, ¢, ~ 0.5-1, i

smaller than the value €, ~ 1.2 reported in Ref.[19], while

mentum parameter ¢, = k/m,, where k =

our scaling parameter at formation, Asym ~ 3, is larger
than their reported value A ~ 0.8 for Npw = 3. More-
over, Ref.[19] assumes that the DW network remains in
a scaling regime, whereas in our simulations the network
radiates continuously. We therefore assume that the en-
tire DW energy density at formation is converted into
axion, resulting in a larger axion emission than that ob-
tained in Ref.[I9]. Additionally, we present results for
different oj; with fixed Ag ~ 0.2Hi_1 in the Supplemen-
tal Material, which follow A¢oym o 1/fr and €, x fp.
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Figure 2: The parameter space of f, and A\g. We
choose C' = Cj and different m,. The shaded region
represents the forbidden region Q, > Qpys.

With the analysis in the Supplemental Material, we
can get the results of relic density of the axion:

A (tdec>3/2< 10.75 )1/4
o tform 9x (Tdec)
fa 2 mg 1/2
1
. (1012Gev (10—66\/) ’ (17)

wherein, relevant parameters are given by,

QDM

C
o =0.192 +0.82 +0.18 <C _ 1)

0
G —0.48z +2.38, =< —0.7
Aform = 0.49 (0 _ 1) 4 x + ,
c 115z +352, x> —0.7
t ec C
logy (tfd) =0.78 <C? — 1)
orm
—1.34z + 0. _o.
34z +0.07, =< —0.7 18)
138z +1.97, x>-07

with z = log,,(ApH;). The parameter C is the coupling
term, defined as

o= (3) () (fe)es o

oo = 0.2, fgo = 1 are the reference values adopted in our
simulations. Cj is then the coupling term when choos-
ing & = g, Bini = Bo, fu = fu,0. In the second line




of Eq[I7] we use the same normalization parameters as
paper [38]. Using the constraint Q,/Qpy < 1, we then
obtain the allowed parameter space of A\p and f, for a
given axion mass mg, which is presented in Fig. 2]
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Figure 3: The GW spectra at 7 = 11 are shown. The
unphysical high-frequency region corresponding to
scales smaller than the DW width (with & > m) has
been removed.

Next we consider the GW radiation of DW network.
We first present the GW spectra radiated at 7 = 11
for each case in the Fig. The low-frequency part of
the spectra is small for fast-decay cases, which is be-
cause the decay of DWs reduces the GW source, par-
ticularly at large scales. In addition, we find that the
peak value of the GW spectra grows approximately as
H~2(7), consistent with the results of [32]. Using pgu ~
Go?, ~ Gflm?2, the peak value can be parameterized
as b, (1) o« H2(7)fimZ. Although the GW energy
density also depends on A, since the DW energy density
itself scales with A, we absorb this dependence into an
overall coefficient. This is because the relevant value of
A is the one at the time of GW emission rather than at
the formation of the DW network. As the DW network
is not in the scaling regime and A evolves significantly
during the network’s lifetime, its instantaneous value is
highly time—dependent and thus not a meaningful stan-
dalone parameter. Instead, its effect is fully encoded in
the evolution of the network and therefore incorporated
into the fitted coefficient. With the calculation shown in
the Supplemental Material, we obtain the strength of the
spectrum at the peak in the first line of Eq. 20} which is
redshifted to the present epoch:

2 4 4/3
F @[ Lae Ja 10.75
gw,0 tiorm 1.8 x 1016GeV G (Tiee)

(20)

where the factor  is of the piecewise linear function:

~ C —1.71 3.2 —0.7
Q=101 1.33(0—1)+ zHas <
C 2.01z + 5.8,

x> —0.7

where & = log;o(ApH;). We compute the GW efficiency
parameter €5, = pgu/(Go3, ), finding that it is approx-
imately an order of magnitude smaller than the value
reported in Ref. [I8], but it is close to the results pre-
sented in Ref.[32]. We also investigate the effect of oy
on GW emission for the case A\p ~ 0.2H, ', as presented
in the Supplemental Material. The results show that
Qp,0h* o 1/ fg, which is consistent with the expecta-
tion that a faster-decaying DW network produces weaker
GW radiation. Using the peak value of the GW spectrum
and the spectral slopes on both sides of the peak, we can
determine the GW spectrum emitted at the time of DW
network collapse and observed today, as shown in Fig. [4]
Wherein, we can find that the predicted GW spectra
could be detected by PTA experiments and LISA in the
near future. The GW reported by us would DW explana-
tion of the signature of the stochastic GW background re-
ported by PTA experiments (such as: NanoGrav, PPTA,
EPTA, and CPTA),

log10 Qewh?
A
N

-10 -9 -8 -7 -6 -5 -4 -3 -2
logio (f [Hz])

Figure 4: Detectability of the GW spectra for Ap cases.
We use f, =5 x 1016GeV . The sensitivity curves of
LISA [39, 40], TianQin [41], 42], Taiji [43, [44], pAres
[45), DECIGO [46/49], BBO [5052], SKA [53],
NANOGrav [54], PPTA [55] and EPTA [56] are
presented.

Conclusion and Discussion. We have performed
three-dimensional lattice simulations of axion DW net-
works coupled to a PMF via the CS term during the QCD
epoch. Our results reveal a novel decay channel for stable
DW networks (Npw = 1): oscillations of the magnetic
helicity, i.e., a nonzero average <FF> x (E-B), imparting
a net drift velocity to the axion field. This velocity selects
a preferred vacuum and triggers DW collapse without an
explicit bias term. The decay rate depends sensitively
on the PMF correlation length Ap and helicity strength.
Short-correlation PMF's produce near-cancellation of the
axion velocity due to rapid CS-term oscillations, while
long-correlation PMFs yield a small net CS term because
of slow helicity oscillations; both effects slow DW decay.
From the fitted decay time dependence on Ap, we deter-



mine axion radiation as a function of A\p, constraining
both f, and Ag. We further present GW spectra for dif-
ferent \p and derive the corresponding GW radiation,
providing correlated predictions for axion dark matter
and GW signals as clear targets for future observations,
such as PTA experiments.
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Supplemental Material

Discrete EOMs To numerically solve Eq. [5| on the lattice, we adopt the standard staggered grid and leap—frpg
discretization. The scalar field and the gauge field are defined on alternating lattice sites, (ng,n) and (ng,n + 3),
respectively.

A ) = (o, 3), 0w, = (no+3,m), ¢'(2,0) = 956 = (n0,m)
i

i k 1
Bi(.’lﬁ,t):v—i_ XA—>(’I’L0,H+%+§), EZ<$,t):86FAl—>(7’L0+§,H+§) (21)
where the finite-difference operators 80i and V* correspond forward and backward differences. This definition in the
time direction is the same with leap-frog method.
To ensure that each update involves only quantities located at the same lattice site, we introduce suitable local

averaging and interpolation schemes, leading to the discrete evolution equations for the scalar and gauge momenta
given in

CL2 T T
$(r A7) = ¢ (1) D S S [ eln) - ) T )
- 2at(mEP (1)(BY (1) + BY (r + Ar)| (22)

A7) = AY(7 = A7) + dr - a(7) | = €ipdy Bilr) + 5 (¢ (D) Bi(r) + 6, (1) Biga(r) ) = eign (Kb + Ko ) |

2v 4v
(23)
where we define
1
B (z) = 1Bi(@) + Bij(2) + Bi1#(2) + Bi+j4(2)] = (no, m)
1 1
E¥ (z) = 5 Ei(@) + i yi(2)] = (no + 3.0
K. = 0; (1) Br,—j + 0} ¢(7) B 44 (7) (24)
The variety E; ;(z,7) = Ei(x +1,7), ¢1i(x,7) = ¢(x + ¢, 7). In addition, the discrete Gauss constraint is
_ (078 I
O Ai(r + A7) = 3|07 Olr + AT)eidF A (1) + OF o (1 + Ar)eijkajA,ﬁi(r)} (25)
where Agz) (z) = §(Ai(z) + Aj(x +1)). Last we can get the field ¢, A;
o1+ AT) = (1) + AT (T + AT)
Ai(T+ A7) = Ai(1) + ATA(T) (26)

This construction provides a stable and energy-conserving integration scheme suitable for long-term lattice simula-

tions [34].
Initial condition For the axion field, since the dimensionless axion field § = a/v corresponds to the phase of the PQ
field and its initial value is determined by spontaneous symmetry breaking during the PQ phase transition, the initial
value of 0 is set as a uniform random distribution between 0 and 2. A dimensionless momentum cutoff ke, = 1
is imposed on the field to make the correlation length of axion field is about A, ~ 0.1H~!. For the gauge field, we
first use Eq. [14]to assign the initial magnetic field and then get the corresponding gauge field A;(z) and its conjugate
momentum A}(z) by using the method mentioned in [57].

In the PMF defined by Eq. we can vary the UV cutoff kyy to change the magnetic field’s correlation length.
It is thus necessary to identify physically meaningful values of correlation length relevant to the primordial magnetic
field at the QCD phase transition. We consider two possible origins for the primordial magnetic field: the QCD phase
transition and inflation. The QCD-sourced magnetic field typically has a correlation length A ~ 0.1H ! [58, 59] and
a spectral index n = 2 [60]. For inflation-generated fields, the comoving correlation length can be stretched arbitrarily



large if the field originates early enough during inflation. In this case, there is no upper bound on the comoving
correlation length. The lower bound corresponds to magnetic fields produced at the end of inflation. Although
interactions with the plasma can increase the correlation length [60], the minimum comoving correlation length at
the QCD phase transition remains much smaller than the lattice spacing dz. Therefore, inflation allows us to explore
a wide range of correlation lengths, both above and below the Hubble scale, and study their effects on the field
evolution. The spectral index in this case depends on the specific inflationary model [60]. Therefore we will use the
initial magnetic field with different correlation length and fix the spectrum index n = 2 to avoid its influence.

In addition to the correlation length, the strength of the magnetic field must also be specified. Big Bang nucleosyn-
thesis (BBN) imposes an observational constraint on the ratio of magnetic field energy density to radiation energy
density, requiring " B < 10% across all scales. Although cosmic microwave background (CMB) measurements provide
a stricter bound, they apply only on large scales (greater than 1Mpc today), which are well beyond the scales resolved
by our lattice. Thus, we adopt our setup to ensure the BBN constraint ’; ’j < 10% at the end of simulation.

The helicity With the total helicity H = [ dz®A - B., we can get
dH
/d:c3E - B. +/dm3A —(V x A)

:/dx3Ec-Bc+/d:c3Ec~(VxA)—/dx3V-(A-EC)
= 2/dx3Ec-Bc (27)

where we have used the vanished integral on the boundary. This shows the non-zero oscillation of helicity gives the
non-zero average Chern-Simons term FWF W =F.B.

For the initial magnetic field defined in Eq. the parameter o, determines the magnitude of magnetic helicity.
We derive this relationship in detail below. In momentum space, we introduce the transverse orthogonal basis vectors

k-ér=0, éy-6_=0, ikxéy=TFés (28)

The magnetic field can then be decomposed as B(k) = BT (k)éy + B~ (k)é_. The corresponding helicity and energy
density in momentum space are given by

hk) = Ak)- B = (BT (R) ~ [B~(B)P), ps(k) = 5B(K) - B(R) = (BRI +[B-R)7)  (20)
The total helicity fraction is therefore

= Sy 11 (30)
k

We further define the transverse and antisymmetric projection operators as

PZ"S = (;ij — ];}ikAj, PA == eijl]%l (31)

)

With these operators, the initial magnetic field can be expressed as B;(k) = BiniO(k — kyv ) (P — z'UMP;?)gj (k)k™.
Noting that P+ = %(PT F iPA) are the projection operators onto the é+ basis, the field components can be written
as

K2

BiF (k) = Bini®(k — kuv) (1 £ o) P g;(k) = Bini®(k — kuv)(1 £ onr) g (k) (32)

where gl P ;95 are the components of a Gaussian random field projected onto é4. Since g; is statlstlcally isotropic

and non—hehcal we have >, |gi (k)2 = 3, lg; (k)|?. Substituting these relations into Eq. [30, we obtain the final
relation between fy and oj;: Last we have

Sphk)  (A+om)?’—(0-om)®  20m

fu = . 2pB(k) C (I+om)?2+(1—om)? 1+o03

(33)

The effective potential, average CS term and the decay parameter p. As discussed in the text, the axion
potential in qus tilted by the CS coupling term quF,“,F“” as illustrated in the Flgl Here we use (FWF’“’> ~ 1076
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Figure 5: The effective potential defined by Eq. @ We use different (F, W.Z:" #¥) to show the influence of CS term.
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Figure 6: The evolution of average CS term. The left panel is cases with different A\g and o, = 1. The right panel
is cases with different op; and A\g ~ O.2HZ._1.

to demonstrate the influence of the CS term, which is only about 1072 of the simulated average CS term shown in
the Fig. [l This indicates that, at the very beginning of the simulation, the CS coupling term dominates the field
evolution. Such dominance is reasonable, since the average CS term (F, WF HV)remains significant only for a very short
period (1 < 7 < 2), and a sufficiently large driving force is required to impart a non-negligible average velocity to the
axion field.

We show the evolution of the average CS term at early times in the simulation in Fig. [} The left panel presents
results for different Ap with fixed ojs = 1, while the right panel shows results for different o), with fixed Ap ~ 0.2H," 1
It is evident that the CS term oscillates rapidly for short correlation lengths and decreases as the correlation length
increases. This behavior determines the net velocity of the axion field and, consequently, the decay rate of the DW
network, as discussed in the main text. Furthermore, for a fixed correlation length, a decrease in oj; reduces the CS
term, which in turn slows down the decay of the DW network. Since the CS term decreases as a~*, we only plot its
evolution during the very early stages.

Finally, we use Eq[I0] to show the evolution of the parameter p in Fig[7] The left panel presents results for different
Ap with fixed op; = 1, while the right panel shows results for different oj; with fixed Agp ~ 0.2H. i_l. It is evident that
p increases linearly with time in all cases, and the dotted line represents the corresponding fitting function. Using
this fitting function, we can determine the time at which A decreases to 1072 or 10! of its value at the time of DW
network formation, which defines the decay time.
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Figure 7: The evolution of p. The left panel is cases with different A\g and o,; = 1, where the value at the tail of
each curve indicates the corresponding Ap H; associated with that case. The black curve corresponds the case a = 0.
The right panel is cases with different s and Ap ~ 0.2H; !, The dotted line is the linear fitting function.

The energy density of GW As discussed in the text, the peak value of GW spectra can be parameterized as
a0, H=2fim?2.

™ f4m2 o~ tdec 2 fa *
p = a LAPN
Q5w () = 1 H(t)? 2 trorm 1.8 x 1016GeV (34)

where we have used H ~ m, when the DW network forms and H = 1/(2t) in the radiation-dominate Universe. This
equation is parameterized by our parameter values f, = 1.8 x 10'6GeV.

Consider the conservation of entropy give the evolution of temperature of Universe T o g, (T)~/3a~" and the GW
energy density redshifts as pg,, o< a—*, we can get the GW spectra at the present day

Qr :Q(tde“ >2< /o )4< .7 )4/3 (35)
gw,0 torm 1.8 x 1016GeV G (Tiaee)

Then we show the evolution of the GW energy density for each case in Fig. [§] In the case without coupling, the
GW energy density approaches a constant value, indicating the onset of the scaling regime [32]. In contrast, when
coupling to a fully helical magnetic field is included, the GW energy density decreases as the DW network decays.
The DW-radiated axion energy density We focus exclusively on the gauge-coupling cases. From the results in
Fig the parameter p is not constant and we can not get a simple analytical results as [I9]. Therefore, we need some
assumptions to simplify the computation.

Owing to the rapid decay of the DW network, we assume that its energy density remains approximately the same
between the time of formation and the time of collapse. We further assume that, upon collapse, the entire energy
stored in the DW network is instantaneously converted into free axion.

The total energy density of free axion

Atorm0d 2!
Pa ™~ Pdw,form = = 2-’4formadw = Hd (36)
tform tiorm
Using conservation of entropy s = %T”;g*S(T)T?’ x a3, we can get the axion energy density after DW network

collapsing

o) = maOmattae) (")) e o () 1 (20 (37)

a(t) tform (tdec)

Using Ty o< \/HyM,; and considering the radiation-matter equality ppy = pr = g—; g*(Teq)Te‘lq, we can get the ratio

fa ~ ea'Aformﬁfgma ( tdec ) - 6(1./4f01rmﬂfg’fnclz/2 ( tdec )3/2 (38)

QDM TeqH;/QMil/g tform Te’IMsl/Q tform
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Figure 8: This figure gives the evolution of GW energy density. The values at the tail of each curve indicates the
corresponding Ap H; associated with that case. The black curve corresponds the case @ = 0. The curves for some
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where we have used H ~ mg, when the DW network forms and H = 1/(2t). The parameter (3 is defined as 8 =
Oaw/(Maf?) = 9.32 and €, = kq/m,.

Substitute the constant coefficient, we can get

Qo 10 A taee /2 fa 2 Ma V21075 \M*
Qpar atform \ 4 1.8 x 106GeV ) \ 3.2 x 10-10eV 90 (Tiee)

3/2 2 1/4
- f, ma \M2 [ 10.75
~0.085 rm »
€aAro <tform> (1012GeV> (10—66\/) 9+ (Taec) .

The first row is normalized by simulation parameters f, = 1.8 x 1016GeV,m, = 3.2 x 107'%V. The extremely large
coefficient 3.6 x 10° shows these parameters is so large that the axion is over-produced. The last row is normalized
by the parameters shown in [38] f, ~ 1012GeV,m, ~ 10~ %eV.

The above calculation requires the average momentum parameter €,, which can be obtained from the spectrum of
the axion energy density. We plot the evolution of €, in the left panel of Fig. [9]and the right panel shows the spectrum
radiated at 7 = 11. In the spectra figure, we remove the unphysical high-frequency component by subtracting the
initial spectrum. The spectra are all peaked in the high-frequency region and it is larger for the long-correlation cases,
which is consistent with the results of ¢,.

The results of tgec, Aform,€a and Q and fitting functions. We first present the parameters logo( 92, Agorm,

tform

€, and Q for different Ap with fixed oj; = 1 in Fig All of these parameters can be fitted using piecewise linear or
linear functions, which reflects the differing influences of long and short correlation lengths, as discussed in the main
text. Using these results and the corresponding fitting functions, we can obtain the expressions in Eq[I7 and Eq.

In addition, we show the results of these parameters for different values of op; with A\g ~ O.2HZ._1 in Fig. The
ratio logyo( ttf:e“ ) is proportional to 1/ fg and the scaling parameter at the formation of the DW network, A, is also
well fitted by Agorm o< 1/ fg, which is consistent with the interpretation that faster-decaying DW networks form with
smaller areas. The average momentum parameter €, follows ¢, x fg, indicating that faster decay produces higher-
frequency axions for the same Ag. Finally, the peak amplitude of the GW spectrum, ng’ohz, satisfies ng’OhQ x 1/fu,

in agreement with the fact that rapidly decaying DW networks emit less GW energy.
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Figure 9: The average momentum parameter €, and axion energy density spectra at 7 = 11. In the right panel, the
correspondence between color and Ap is the same as the legend in the left panel.
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Figure 10: These results are all from the case o = 1 for different Ag. The red curve is the fitting function.
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We now present the efficiency parameter of GW radiation. Rewriting the 24, as

where we define €4y, = pgu/(Go3,) is the efficiency parameter. With the results of QF

each cases in Fig

Pgw
ng = = €_L]’u)

2 2
8rGoy,

Pe 3H?

- g

ﬁQ 87TG2m§f(il
v 3H?

gw

(40)

then we can get the €4, for

For the above factors €., Aform, Q and the factor in the text tdec/ torm, We have derived the relation to Ag, now we
consider their relation with the magnitude of coupling term C' = aF},,, F*¥. Through the analysis in the text, we can
parameterize this term
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Figure 11: These results are all from the case Ap ~ 0.2H; ! and different o;. The red curve is the fitting function.
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Figure 12: The efficiency parameter of GW radiation. Left: The cases for different Ap and fixed o = 1. Right:
The cases for different oj; and fixed Ag ~ 0.2H[1.

For the quantities €4, Atorm, Q, and the decay-time ratio tgec/tform, we have already derived their dependence on the
PMF correlation length Ap. We now extend this analysis to determine how these quantities scale with the magnitude
of the gauge—axion coupling term, C' = aF),, F'*”. Based on the discussion in the text, this coupling term can be

parameterized as
@ B, fu )
c a7Bini7 =\ — L — | C 41
( fa) (a0> < B§ ) (fH,o 0 (41)

where og = 0.2, fio = 1 are the reference values adopted in our simulations. In these simulations, we varied fg while
keeping a = «g, Bini = By for Ag ~ 0.2H[1 case and obtained the dependence of €, Aform, 2, and tdec/ttorm O fH.
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Figure 13: This figure shows the evolution of ratio pg/p. for each cases, where the value at the tail of each curve
indicates the corresponding Ap H; associated with that case. The black curve corresponds the case o = 0.

Taking Ao as an example, we found Aoy % Since the physical quantity that governs the dynamics is the
magnitude of the coupling term C' rather than fy alone, the above dependence can be rewritten as

1 1 k¢ ( Cy )
-Aorm 7B7 :Aorm 7B7 +k I :Aorm 7B7 =+ -1
form (@0, Bo, frr) form (0, Bo, fr,0) + kf <fH fH,o) torm (00, Bo, fr.0) o\ BT
1 1 ko, Co
orm (@, Bo, = Aform , Bo, a|l — — — | = Aform , Bo, — =1 42
Atorm (@, Bo, f1,0) = Atorm (a0, Bo, fr,0) + k& (a ao) Aform (@0, Bo, frr,0) + - (C(a,B(;?fH,O) ) (42)

If we choose parameters satisfying fg1/fmo = oi1/ap, then C(ag, Bo, fu,1) = C(ai, Bo, fu,0), which implies
f];f - = Z—z An analogous argument applies to
variations in Bj,;. Combining all contributions, the general dependence of Agor, on the couplings (o, Bini, fi) can be

expressed as

Asorm (@0, Bo, fr1) = Atorm (a1, Bo, fro). This equality requires

ao BY fmo 1> (43)

Aform(a7 Biniv fH) - -Aform(a()a B07 fH,O) + k (2

a Bi,; [u
where k = ky/fu,o is determined from simulation. The same procedure applies to the other parameters e,, Q and
tdec/ttorm- In our analysis, we assume that the slope k remains approximately independent of the correlation length
AB.
The backreaction of magnetic energy density We now consider the evolution of magnetic field energy density,
which can show the backreaction of the gauge-coupling. The ratio of the magnetic field energy density to the
background radiation energy density pg/p. is plotted in Fig. For the case without coupling o« = 0, this ratio
decreases as the number of relativistic degrees of freedom g, (7T) decreases. When a # 0, the coupling transfers energy
from the axion field to the gauge field, causing the magnetic field energy density to increase. From this figure, we also
find that the energy growth is larger for magnetic fields with longer correlation lengths. The initial strength of the
magnetic field is chosen such that the ratio satisfies the BBN constraint.
The 3D distribution of DW network We plot the distribution of the DW network for each case at the same time
in Fig. These figures provide an intuitive illustration of the decay behavior of DW networks coupled to helical
PMFs and show the different decay rates for different PMF correlation lengths.



t=6.01 t=8.01 t=10.01

sixe Z
sixe Z
sixe Z

t=6.01 t=8.01 t=10.01

sixe Z
sixe Z

sixe Z
sixe Z

800 ; 800 : 800
1009000 % axis 1009000 ¥ axis 1009400

% axis

Figure 14: The distribution of DW network at time 7 = 6.01, 7 = 8.01 and 7 = 10.01. From top to bottom, the
figures show the results of case a =0, Ag = 0.1H ! and A\p = 0.02H .
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