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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 [1–4] 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 NDW . For NDW = 1,
the DW network is unstable and decays rapidly, whereas
for NDW > 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 [10–13], the
Lazarides–Shafi (LS) mechanism [14–16] and introducing
a light axion-like particle (ALP) coupled to gluons [17].

Previous lattice studies have simulated QCD-axion
DWs without gauge couplings [18–21], 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 [25–28]).
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 fa
and on the PMF correlation length λB from the axion
energy density, and we obtain a potentially detectable
GW spectrum.
The simulation setup. We consider an axion model
coupling with the gauge field through the CS term
Fµν F̃

µν . Using conformal time τ and the FLRW met-
ric gµν = a2(τ)(−dτ2 + dx2), the action is

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
−∂µϕ∂

µϕ− 1

4
FµνF

µν − V (ϕ)− α
ϕ

v
Fµν F̃

µν

]
(1)

where ϕ is axion field and α is dimensionless coupling
constant. The parameter v is the PQ vacuum and the
ratio θ = ϕ

v can be seen as the phase of PQ field. The
field strength tensor and its dual tensor are defined by
Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, F̃µν = 1

2ϵµνρσF
ρσ, where ϵµνρσ is

Levi-Civita symbol and ϵ0123 = 1. We use the potential

V (ϕ) =
ma(T )

2v2

N2
DW

(
1− cos

(
NDW

ϕ

v

))
(2)

When temperature T > 100MeV, the axion mass ma(T )
can be parametrized as [30]

ma(T )
2 =

αaΛ
4

f2
a (T/Λ)

6.68
(3)
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where αa = 1.68×10−7, Λ = 400 MeV and fa = v/NDW .
When T ≤ 100 MeV, the axion mass no longer grows
and is substituted by a zero-temperature mass ma,0 =
5.707× 10−5(1011GeV/fa)eV [31].

This potential has NDW degenerate minima, corre-
sponding to NDW 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 rdw ∼ m−1

a , σdw ∼ maf
2
a [7]. The oscil-

lation of DWs can be the source of GW and the energy
density of GW can be calculated by ρgw ∼ Gσ2

dw [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 =
At

V
(4)

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

Adopting the temporal gauge A0 = 0, the equations of
motion (EOM) are [34, 35]

ϕ′′ = ∂i∂iϕ− 2Hϕ′ − a2
dV

dϕ
− a2

α

4v
Fµν F̃

µν

E′
i = −ϵijk∂jBk +

α

v
ϕ′Bi −

α

v
ϵijk∂jϕEk

∂iA
′
i =

α

v
∂iϕϵijk∂jAk (5)

where ϕ′ = ∂ϕ/∂τ and Ai is comoving gauge field. In
addition, Ei =

1
a2A

′
i and Bi =

1
a2 ϵijk∂jAk 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
Fµν F̃

µν can be written by

Fµν F̃
µν = 4

∑
i

EiBi (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 λB and helicity H , which are defined by

λB =

∫
dkEB(k)/k∫
dkEB(k)

, H =

∫
dx3A ·Bc (7)

where
∫
dkEB(k) =

1
2V

∫
d3x|B⃗(x)|2 is the magnetic field

energy density and Bc = ∇ × A is the comoving mag-
netic field. The time derivative of helicity determines the
average CS term [36]

dH

dτ
= −2

∫
dx3Ec ·Bc (8)

where Ec = A′ is comoving electric field. From the axion
EOM in Eq. 5, the effective potential

Veff (ϕ) = V (ϕ) +
α

4v
ϕFµν F̃

µν = V (ϕ) + ∆V (ϕ) (9)

is tilted by the CS coupling term ∆V (ϕ), which selects
a preferred vacuum of V (ϕ) and drives the axion field
toward it. However, if the spatial average of the CS term
vanishes, the sign of Fµν F̃

µν — 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 (ϕ) and inducing a net drift
of the axion field, reflected in a nonzero ⟨ϕ′⟩ that leads
to DW-network decay. Because the physical CS term
is suppressed as a−4, the tilt of Veff — 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 hij is governed by

h′′
ij −∇2hij + 2Hh′

ij = 16πGTTT
ij , (10)

where TTT
ij is the transverse-traceless component of the

energy-momentum tensor, defined as [35]:

TTT
ij = ∂iϕ∂jϕ+ FiαFβjg

αβ (11)

with gµν being the FLRW metric. The dimensionless
GW spectrum is then calculated by:

Ωgw(k) =
1

ρc

∂ρgw(k)

∂ ln k
=

1

24π2V

k3

H2

∑
ij

|h′
ij(k, τ)|2,

(12)
where hij(k, τ) denotes the Fourier transform of hij(x),
V is the comoving volume of the whole lattice and ρc =
3/(8πG)H2 is the critical energy density. When calculat-
ing GW spectrum from the lattice simulation, we use the
Runge-Kutta method to numerically solve Eq.(10), 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 Ti = 220MeV,
and the PQ vacuum is taken as v = NDW fa, with
NDW = 3 and fa = 1.8×1016GeV. The effective degrees
of freedom g(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∗ = 6aiHi,
ai and Hi denote the initial values of a(T ) and H(T ), to
define dimensionless varieties

ϕ =
ϕ

f∗
, Ãi =

Ai

w∗
, x̃ = w∗x, τ = w∗τ (13)
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We use the rescaled conformal time τ = τ/τi to show
our results, with the initial conformal time τi = 1/(aiHi)
We use a lattice of size N3 = 10243, corresponding to
an initial volume that contains 10.243 Hubble volumes.
The dimensionless spatial and temporal intervals are set
to dx̃ = 0.06 and dτ = 0.01, ensuring that the physical
spatial interval dx remains smaller than the DW width
rdw throughout the entire evolution.

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

Bi(k⃗) = BiniΘ(k − kUV )(δij − k̂ik̂j − iσM ϵijlk̂l)gj(k⃗)k
n

(14)
where kUV is the cutoff for the primordial magnetic field
and gj(k⃗) is the Fourier transform of a Gaussian dis-
tributed random vector field that is δ-correlated in all
three dimensions. The power n is spectrum index and
σM ∈ [−1, 1] determines the helicity.

fH =

∑
k h(k)∑

k
2ρB(k)

k

=
2σM

1 + σ2
M

(15)

where h(k) and ρB(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 σM . 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 θ is set as a uniform random distribution
between 0 and 2π. 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 Fµν F̃

µν ∝ fH . In addition,
when the CS term is fixed, the effect of the coupling con-
stant α appears solely through the coupling term, mean-
ing that the influence of α follows the same scaling be-
havior as fH as will be explored latter. In this work, we
simulate the case without CS term by set α = 0, and
using α = 0.2 to consider the case with the CS term.
Numerical results. We first present the evolution of
the scaling parameter in Fig. 1. The top panel shows
the results for different correlation lengths. For α = 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 σM = 1. The value
at the tail of each curve in the first figure indicates the
corresponding λBHi associated with that case. The
black curve corresponds the case α = 0. The bottom
panel shows the cases the fixed λB ∼ 0.2H−1

i .

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−4, 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.1 displays the scaling param-

eter for the case λB ∼ 0.2H−1
i with different values of

σM . From Eq.8 and Eq. 15, σM determines the ratio fH
and thus sets the helicity amplitude for magnetic fields
with fixed energy density. As a result, σM also controls
the strength of the average CS term. Accordingly, the
DW network decays more slowly for smaller σM . No-
tably, when σM = 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

A(t) = Aform

(
t

tform

)1−p

(16)

where we choose the DWs form with the scaling parame-
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terAform at time tform. For the case α = 0, the parameter
p is constant and slightly smaller than 1, showing the de-
viation from the scaling regime [19]. While for α ̸= 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 0.01Aform or 0.1Aform. The cor-
responding decay times for different λB cases are shown
in the Supplemental Material. Both criteria indicate that
the relationship between the decay time log10(

tdec
tform

) and

the correlation length log10(λBHi) is piecewise linear,
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 log10(
tdec
tform

)

for different values of σM with a fixed λB ∼ 0.2H−1
i in the

Supplemental Material. For all considered σM , 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 log10(
tdec

tform
) ∝ 1/fH =

1+σ2
M

2σM
, indi-

cating that the decay rate increases exponentially 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, Ωa/ΩDM , as given in the first line of Eq. 17.

To obtain these results, we require the average mo-

mentum parameter ϵa = k̄/ma, where k̄ =
∫
ρa(k)dk∫

(ρa(k)/k)dk

is the average momentum, and the scaling parameter at
the time of DW network formation, Aform, for each case.
These results are presented in the Supplemental Material.
For cases with fixed σM = 1, a piecewise linear relation-
ship is again observed between Aform and log10(λBHi).
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 ϵa 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,
log10(λBHi). The factors ϵa, A and tdec

tform
can now be

fitted as functions of the correlation length λB . The mo-
mentum parameter in our simulations, ϵa ∼ 0.5–1, is
smaller than the value ϵa ∼ 1.2 reported in Ref.[19], while

our scaling parameter at formation, Aform ∼ 3, is larger
than their reported value A ∼ 0.8 for NDW = 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.[19]. Additionally, we present results for
different σM with fixed λB ∼ 0.2H−1

i in the Supplemen-
tal Material, which follow Aform ∝ 1/fH and ϵa ∝ fH .

4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 0.5 0.0
log10 ( BHi)

107

108

109

1010

1011

1012

1013

f a
[G

eV
]

ma 10 10eV
ma 10 6eV
ma 10 2eV

Figure 2: The parameter space of fa and λB . We
choose C = C0 and different ma. The shaded region
represents the forbidden region Ωa > ΩDM .

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

Ωa

ΩDM
∼0.085ϵaAform

(
tdec
tform

)3/2(
10.75

g∗(Tdec)

)1/4

×
(

fa
1012GeV

)2 ( ma

10−6eV

)1/2
, (17)

wherein, relevant parameters are given by,

ϵa = 0.19x+ 0.82 + 0.18

(
C

C0
− 1

)
Aform = 0.49

(
C0

C
− 1

)
+

{
−0.48x+ 2.38, x < −0.7

1.15x+ 3.52, x ≥ −0.7

log10

(
tdec
tform

)
= 0.78

(
C0

C
− 1

)
+

{
−1.34x+ 0.07, x < −0.7

1.38x+ 1.97, x ≥ −0.7
(18)

with x = log10(λBHi). The parameter C is the coupling
term, defined as

C = C(α,Bini, fH) =

(
α

α0

)(
B2

ini

B2
0

)(
fH
fH,0

)
C0 (19)

α0 = 0.2, fH,0 = 1 are the reference values adopted in our
simulations. C0 is then the coupling term when choos-
ing α = α0, Bini = B0, fH = fH,0. In the second line
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of Eq.17, we use the same normalization parameters as
paper [38]. Using the constraint Ωa/ΩDM ≤ 1, we then
obtain the allowed parameter space of λB and fa for a
given axion mass ma, which is presented in Fig. 2.

10 1.5 10 1.0 10 0.5 100.0

k/m

10 5.0

10 4.5

10 4.0

10 3.5

gw

k 1.11

k1.84

= 0
B = 0.02H 1

B = 0.03H 1

B = 0.05H 1

B = 0.07H 1

B = 0.1H 1

B = 0.2H 1

B = 0.28H 1

B = 0.4H 1

B = 0.5H 1

Figure 3: The GW spectra at τ = 11 are shown. The
unphysical high-frequency region corresponding to
scales smaller than the DW width (with k > m) has
been removed.

Next we consider the GW radiation of DW network.
We first present the GW spectra radiated at τ = 11
for each case in the Fig. 3. 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(τ), consistent with the results of [32]. Using ρgw ∼
Gσ2

dw ∼ Gf4
am

2
a, the peak value can be parameterized

as Ωp
gw(τ) ∝ H−2(τ)f4

am
2
a. 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:

Ωp
gw,0 = Ω̃

(
tdec
tform

)2(
fa

1.8× 1016GeV

)4(
10.75

g∗(Tdec)

)4/3

(20)

where the factor Ω̃ is of the piecewise linear function:

Ω̃ = 10−14

(
1.33

(
C0

C
− 1

)
+

{
−1.71x+ 3.2, x < −0.7

2.01x+ 5.8, x ≥ −0.7

)

where x = log10(λBHi). We compute the GW efficiency
parameter ϵgw = ρgw/(Gσ2

dw), finding that it is approx-
imately an order of magnitude smaller than the value
reported in Ref. [18], but it is close to the results pre-
sented in Ref.[32]. We also investigate the effect of σM

on GW emission for the case λB ∼ 0.2H−1
i , as presented

in the Supplemental Material. The results show that
Ωp

gw,0h
2 ∝ 1/fH , 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),

10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2
log10 (f [Hz])

18

16

14

12

10

8

6

lo
g 1

0
GW

h2

NANOGrav

EPTAPPTA

LISA

BBO

DECIGO

Ares

Taiji

TianqinTianqin

CE

ET

O5

LIGO

SKA

BHi = 0.02
BHi = 0.2
BHi = 0.5

Figure 4: Detectability of the GW spectra for λB cases.
We use fa = 5× 1016GeV . The sensitivity curves of
LISA [39, 40], TianQin [41, 42], Taiji [43, 44], µAres
[45], DECIGO [46–49], BBO [50–52], 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 (NDW = 1): oscillations of the magnetic
helicity, i.e., a nonzero average ⟨FF̃ ⟩ ∝ ⟨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 λB and helicity strength.
Short-correlation PMFs 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 λB , we deter-
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mine axion radiation as a function of λB , constraining
both fa and λB . We further present GW spectra for dif-
ferent λB 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-frog
discretization. The scalar field and the gauge field are defined on alternating lattice sites, (n0,n) and (n0,n + i

2 ),
respectively.

Ai(x, t) → (n0,n+
i

2
), ϕ(x, t) → (n0 +

1

2
,n), ϕ′(x, t) = ∂−

0 ϕ → (n0,n)

Bi(x, t) = ∇+ ×A → (n0,n+
j

2
+

k

2
), Ei(x, t) = ∂+

0 Ai → (n0 +
1

2
,n+

i

2
) (21)

where the finite-difference operators ∂±
0 and ∇± 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

ϕ′(τ +∆τ) = ϕ′(τ)
a2(τ)

a2(τ +∆τ)
+

dτ

a2(τ +∆τ)

[
a2(τ)∇+∇−ϕ(τ)− a4(τ)

∂V (ϕ)

∂ϕ
(τ)

− α

v
a4(τ)E

(2)
i (τ)(B

(4)
i (τ) +B

(4)
i (τ +∆τ))

]
(22)

A′
i(τ) = A′

i(τ −∆τ) + dτ · a2(τ)
[
− ϵijk∂

−
j Bk(τ) +

α

2v

(
ϕ′(τ)Bi(τ) + ϕ′

+i(τ)Bi,+i(τ)
)
− α

4v
ϵijk

(
Kjk +Kjk,+i

)]
(23)

where we define

B
(4)
i (x) =

1

4
[Bi(x) +Bi,+j(x) +Bi,+k(x) +Bi,+j+k(x)] → (n0,n)

E
(2)
i (x) =

1

2
[Ei(x) + Ei,+i(x)] → (n0 +

1

2
,n)

Kjk = ∂−
j ϕ(τ)Ek,−j + ∂+

j ϕ(τ)Ek,+j(τ) (24)

The variety Ei,+i(x, τ) = Ei(x+ i, τ), ϕ+i(x, τ) = ϕ(x+ i, τ). In addition, the discrete Gauss constraint is

∂−
i A′

i(τ +∆τ) =
α

2

[
∂−
i ϕ(τ +∆τ)ϵijk∂

+
j A

(2)
k,−i(τ) + ∂+

i ϕ(τ +∆τ)ϵijk∂
+
j A

(2)
k,+i(τ)

]
(25)

where A
(2)
i (x) = 1

2 (Ai(x) +Ai(x+ i)). Last we can get the field ϕ,Ai

ϕ(τ +∆τ) = ϕ(τ) + ∆τϕ′(τ +∆τ)

Ai(τ +∆τ) = Ai(τ) + ∆τA′
i(τ) (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 θ = 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 θ is set as a uniform random distribution between 0 and 2π. A dimensionless momentum cutoff k̃cut = 1
is imposed on the field to make the correlation length of axion field is about λa ∼ 0.1H−1. For the gauge field, we
first use Eq. 14 to assign the initial magnetic field and then get the corresponding gauge field Ai(x) and its conjugate
momentum A′

i(x) by using the method mentioned in [57].
In the PMF defined by Eq. 14, we can vary the UV cutoff kUV 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 λ ∼ 0.1H−1 [58, 59] and
a spectral index n = 2 [60]. For inflation-generated fields, the comoving correlation length can be stretched arbitrarily
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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 dx. 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 ρB

ρc
< 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 ρB

ρc
< 10% at the end of simulation.

The helicity With the total helicity H =
∫
dx3A ·Bc, we can get

dH

dτ
=

∫
dx3Ec ·Bc +

∫
dx3A · d

dτ
(∇×A)

=

∫
dx3Ec ·Bc +

∫
dx3Ec · (∇×A)−

∫
dx3∇ · (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 Fµν F̃

µν = E ·B.
For the initial magnetic field defined in Eq. 14, the parameter σM determines the magnitude of magnetic helicity.

We derive this relationship in detail below. In momentum space, we introduce the transverse orthogonal basis vectors

k̂ · ê± = 0, ê+ · ê− = 0, ik̂ × ê± = ∓ê± (28)

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

h(k) = A(k) ·B(k)∗ =
1

k
(|B+(k)|2 − |B−(k)|2), ρB(k) =

1

2
B(k) ·B(k)∗ =

1

2
(|B+(k)|2 + |B−(k)|2) (29)

The total helicity fraction is therefore

fH =

∑
k h(k)∑

k
2ρB(k)

k

∈ [−1, 1] (30)

We further define the transverse and antisymmetric projection operators as

PT
ij = δij − k̂ik̂j , PA

ij = ϵijlk̂l (31)

With these operators, the initial magnetic field can be expressed as Bi(k) = BiniΘ(k − kUV )(P
T
ij − iσMPA

ij )gj(k)k
n.

Noting that P± = 1
2 (P

T ∓ iPA) are the projection operators onto the ê± basis, the field components can be written
as

B±
i (k) = BiniΘ(k − kUV )(1± σM )P±

ij gj(k) = BiniΘ(k − kUV )(1± σM )g±i (k) (32)

where g±i = P±
ij gj are the components of a Gaussian random field projected onto ê±. Since gj is statistically isotropic

and non-helical, we have
∑

k |g
+
i (k)|2 =

∑
k |g

−
i (k)|2. Substituting these relations into Eq. 30, we obtain the final

relation between fH and σM : Last we have

fH =

∑
k h(k)∑

k
2ρB(k)

k

=
(1 + σM )2 − (1− σM )2

(1 + σM )2 + (1− σM )2
=

2σM

1 + σ2
M

(33)

The effective potential, average CS term and the decay parameter p. As discussed in the text, the axion
potential in Eq.2 is tilted by the CS coupling term ϕFµν F̃

µν , as illustrated in the Fig.5. Here we use ⟨Fµν F̃
µν⟩ ∼ 10−6
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Figure 5: The effective potential defined by Eq. 9. We use different ⟨Fµν F̃
µν⟩ 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 λB and σM = 1. The right panel
is cases with different σM and λB ∼ 0.2H−1

i .

to demonstrate the influence of the CS term, which is only about 10−2 of the simulated average CS term shown in
the Fig. 6. 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 ⟨Fµν F̃

µν⟩remains significant only for a very short
period (1 < τ < 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. 6. The left panel presents
results for different λB with fixed σM = 1, while the right panel shows results for different σM with fixed λB ∼ 0.2H−1

i .
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 σM reduces the CS
term, which in turn slows down the decay of the DW network. Since the CS term decreases as a−4, we only plot its
evolution during the very early stages.

Finally, we use Eq.16 to show the evolution of the parameter p in Fig.7. The left panel presents results for different
λB with fixed σM = 1, while the right panel shows results for different σM with fixed λB ∼ 0.2H−1

i . 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 10−2 or 10−1 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 λB and σM = 1, where the value at the tail of
each curve indicates the corresponding λBHi associated with that case. The black curve corresponds the case α = 0.
The right panel is cases with different σM and λB ∼ 0.2H−1

i . 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
Ωp

gw ∝ H−2f4
am

2
a.

Ωp
gw(t) = Ω̃1

f4
am

2
a

H(t)2
∼ Ω̃2

(
tdec
tform

)2(
fa

1.8× 1016GeV

)4

(34)

where we have used H ∼ ma when the DW network forms and H = 1/(2t) in the radiation-dominate Universe. This
equation is parameterized by our parameter values fa = 1.8× 1016GeV.

Consider the conservation of entropy give the evolution of temperature of Universe T ∝ g∗(T )
−1/3a−1 and the GW

energy density redshifts as ρgw ∝ a−4, we can get the GW spectra at the present day

Ωp
gw,0 = Ω̃

(
tdec
tform

)2(
fa

1.8× 1016GeV

)4(
10.75

g∗(Tdec)

)4/3

(35)

Then we show the evolution of the GW energy density for each case in Fig. 8. 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 7, the parameter p is not constant and we can not get a simple analytical results as [19]. 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

ρa ∼ ρdw,form =
Aformσdw

tform
= 2Aformσdw

(
tdec
tform

)
Hd (36)

Using conservation of entropy s = 2π2

45 g∗S(T )T
3 ∝ a−3, we can get the axion energy density after DW network

collapsing

ρa(t) = ma(0)na(tdec)

(
a(tdec)

a(t)

)3

= 2ϵaAformσdw

(
tdec
tform

)
Hd

(
s(t)

s(tdec)

)
(37)

Using Td ∝
√
HdMpl and considering the radiation-matter equality ρDM = ρr = π2

30 g∗(Teq)T
4
eq, we can get the ratio

Ωa

ΩDM
∼ ϵaAformβf

2
ama

TeqH
1/2
d M

3/2
pl

(
tdec
tform

)
∼ ϵaAformβf

2
am

1/2
a

TeqM
3/2
pl

(
tdec
tform

)3/2

(38)
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cases is so close that we can not put the λBHi at the tail, so we use the legend to show there correlation length.

where we have used H ∼ ma when the DW network forms and H = 1/(2t). The parameter β is defined as β =
σdw/(maf

2
a ) = 9.32 and ϵa = k̄a/ma.

Substitute the constant coefficient, we can get

Ωa

ΩDM
∼5× 105ϵaAform

(
tdec
tform

)3/2(
fa

1.8× 1016GeV

)2(
ma

3.2× 10−10eV

)1/2(
10.75

g∗(Tdec)

)1/4

∼0.085ϵaAform

(
tdec
tform

)3/2(
fa

1012GeV

)2 ( ma

10−6eV

)1/2( 10.75

g∗(Tdec)

)1/4

(39)

The first row is normalized by simulation parameters fa = 1.8× 1016GeV,ma = 3.2× 10−10eV. The extremely large
coefficient 3.6 × 105 shows these parameters is so large that the axion is over-produced. The last row is normalized
by the parameters shown in [38] fa ∼ 1012GeV,ma ∼ 10−6eV.

The above calculation requires the average momentum parameter ϵa, which can be obtained from the spectrum of
the axion energy density. We plot the evolution of ϵa in the left panel of Fig. 9 and the right panel shows the spectrum
radiated at τ = 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 ϵa.

The results of tdec,Aform, ϵa and Ω̃ and fitting functions. We first present the parameters log10(
tdec
tform

),Aform,

ϵa and Ω̃ for different λB with fixed σM = 1 in Fig.10. 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.17 and Eq. 20.

In addition, we show the results of these parameters for different values of σM with λB ∼ 0.2H−1
i in Fig. 11. The

ratio log10(
tdec

tform
) is proportional to 1/fH and the scaling parameter at the formation of the DW network, Aform, is also

well fitted by Aform ∝ 1/fH , which is consistent with the interpretation that faster-decaying DW networks form with
smaller areas. The average momentum parameter ϵa follows ϵa ∝ fH , indicating that faster decay produces higher-
frequency axions for the same λB . Finally, the peak amplitude of the GW spectrum, Ωp

gw,0h
2, satisfies Ωp

gw,0h
2 ∝ 1/fH ,

in agreement with the fact that rapidly decaying DW networks emit less GW energy.
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correspondence between color and λB is the same as the legend in the left panel.
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Figure 10: These results are all from the case σ = 1 for different λB . The red curve is the fitting function.

We now present the efficiency parameter of GW radiation. Rewriting the Ωgw as

Ωgw =
ρgw
ρc

= ϵgw
8πG2σ2

gw

3H2
= ϵgwβ

2 8πG
2m2

af
4
a

3H2
(40)

where we define ϵgw = ρgw/(Gσ2
dw) is the efficiency parameter. With the results of Ωp

gw then we can get the ϵgw for
each cases in Fig 12

For the above factors ϵa,Aform, Ω̃ and the factor in the text tdec/tform, we have derived the relation to λB , now we
consider their relation with the magnitude of coupling term C = αFµν F̃

µν . Through the analysis in the text, we can
parameterize this term
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Figure 11: These results are all from the case λB ∼ 0.2H−1
i and different σM . The red curve is the fitting function.
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Figure 12: The efficiency parameter of GW radiation. Left: The cases for different λB and fixed σM = 1. Right:
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i .

For the quantities ϵa,Aform, Ω̃, and the decay-time ratio tdec/tform, we have already derived their dependence on the
PMF correlation length λB . We now extend this analysis to determine how these quantities scale with the magnitude
of the gauge–axion coupling term, C = αFµν F̃

µν . Based on the discussion in the text, this coupling term can be
parameterized as

C(α,Bini, fH) =

(
α

α0

)(
B2

ini

B2
0

)(
fH
fH,0

)
C0 (41)

where α0 = 0.2, fH,0 = 1 are the reference values adopted in our simulations. In these simulations, we varied fH while

keeping α = α0, Bini = B0 for λB ∼ 0.2H−1
i case and obtained the dependence of ϵa,Aform, Ω̃, and tdec/tform on fH .
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Figure 13: This figure shows the evolution of ratio ρB/ρc for each cases, where the value at the tail of each curve
indicates the corresponding λBHi associated with that case. The black curve corresponds the case α = 0.

Taking Aform as an example, we found Aform ∝ 1
fH

. Since the physical quantity that governs the dynamics is the
magnitude of the coupling term C rather than fH alone, the above dependence can be rewritten as

Aform(α0, B0, fH) = Aform(α0, B0, fH,0) + kf

(
1

fH
− 1

fH,0

)
= Aform(α0, B0, fH,0) +

kf
fH,0

(
C0

C(α0, B0, fH)
− 1

)
Aform(α,B0, fH,0) = Aform(α0, B0, fH,0) + kα

(
1

α
− 1

α0

)
= Aform(α0, B0, fH,0) +

kα
α0

(
C0

C(α,B0, fH,0)
− 1

)
(42)

If we choose parameters satisfying fH,1/fH,0 = α1/α0, then C(α0, B0, fH,1) = C(α1, B0, fH,0), which implies

Aform(α0, B0, fH,1) = Aform(α1, B0, fH,0). This equality requires
kf

fH,0
= kα

α0
. An analogous argument applies to

variations in Bini. Combining all contributions, the general dependence of Aform on the couplings (α,Bini, fH) can be
expressed as

Aform(α,Bini, fH) = Aform(α0, B0, fH,0) + k

(
α0

α

B2
0

B2
ini

fH,0

fH
− 1

)
(43)

where k = kf/fH,0 is determined from simulation. The same procedure applies to the other parameters ϵa, Ω̃ and
tdec/tform. In our analysis, we assume that the slope k remains approximately independent of the correlation length
λB .
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 ρB/ρc is plotted in Fig. 13. For the case without coupling α = 0, this ratio
decreases as the number of relativistic degrees of freedom g∗(T ) decreases. When α ̸= 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. 14. 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.
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Figure 14: The distribution of DW network at time τ = 6.01, τ = 8.01 and τ = 10.01. From top to bottom, the
figures show the results of case α = 0, λB = 0.1H−1 and λB = 0.02H−1.
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