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Abstract

This study offers a detailed analysis of domain wall formation and its cosmological consequences in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity
coupled to a scalar field. A central aspect of the model is the scalar field Lagrangian’s ability to spontaneously break and restore its
Z2 discrete symmetry. This spontaneous symmetry breaking is a fundamental prerequisite for topological defect formation. In this
context, domain walls arise as kink-like, solitonic solutions that interpolate between the distinct vacuum states of the theory. We
perform a detailed numerical analysis of the dynamics of a neutral scalar field non-minimally coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet invariant,
exploring its behavior across different cosmological backgrounds. Our results show that coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet term enables
the formation of static domain walls with a fixed proper distance within a de Sitter (inflationary) background. Furthermore, we
extend our analysis to a radiation-dominated epoch, where we identify that the cosmic expansion causes the "melting" of these
domain walls. To assess the potential observational signatures of this scenario, we calculate the predicted spectrum of stochastic
gravitational waves generated by the network dynamics using CosmoLattice package. We also examine the possible generation
of Primordial Black Holes (PBHs) associated with collapsing domain walls. Regrettably, our calculations indicate that the direct
observational detection of such domain walls from this model lies beyond the reach of foreseeable experiments. Our results
constitute a No-Go argument against the generation of PBHs as well as of large amplitude GW signals from domain walls in a
Scalar-EGB spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism.
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1. Introduction

General Relativity (GR), elegantly encapsulated in the
Einstein-Hilbert action, has stood for over a century as the
definitive classical description of gravity. Its predictions, from
the perihelion precession of Mercury to the recent observations
of Gravitational Waves (GWs) Abbott et al. (2016, 2017), have
been resoundingly confirmed. Nevertheless, GR is not a com-
plete theory. It predicts its own breakdown in singularities, it
is fundamentally classical, and it offers no fundamental expla-
nation for the dark energy driving cosmic acceleration. These
shortcomings motivate the search for modified theories of grav-
ity. Among the most well-motivated extensions is Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) gravity Yousaf et al. (2025); Yogesh et al.
(2025); Dadhich (2005), which incorporates a specific quadratic
curvature term that naturally arises in the low-energy effective
action of string theory and avoids pathological ghost instabili-
ties Nojiri et al. (2019); Himmetoglu et al. (2009); Clough et al.
(2022). See e.g. Fernandes et al. (2022) and references therein
for review of EGB gravity. EGB modification of gravity pro-
vides a rich phenomenology Sotiriou and Zhou (2014); Doneva
and Yazadjiev (2018); Silva et al. (2018); Kleihaus et al. (2011);

Odintsov and Oikonomou (2020); Kokubu and Harada (2020);
Gregory (2011); Ghosh and Kumar (2020). In addition, this
particular extension of GR is capable of explaining accelerated
cosmological inflation Pinto (2025); Kanti et al. (2015a); Za-
hoor et al. (2026) and even play a crucial role in baryogenesis
Liang et al. (2019). Inflation coupled to GB were also consid-
ered in Kanti et al. (2015b); Jiang et al. (2013); Hwang and Noh
(2000); Cartier et al. (2001); Hwang and Noh (2005); Guo and
Schwarz (2009, 2010b); Koh et al. (2014); Kawai et al. (1998);
Kawai and Kim (2019); Yi et al. (2018); Rashidi and Nozari
(2020); Kawai and Kim (2021a,b); Kawaguchi and Tsujikawa
(2023); Addazi et al. (2024a).

Our aim is to explore the recently demonstrated Gauss-
Bonnet symmetry breaking Aldabergenov and Berkimbayev
(2025) as a novel mechanism for domain walls formation and
study their potential consequences. It is known that, in a class
of modified gravity models, domain walls, and the BHs formed
from their collapse, can arise even without the direct inclusion
of matter fields Nikulin et al. (2022). Possibility of forma-
tion of topological defects during inflation was studied in Basu
et al. (1991). Moreover, topological defects could be formed via
quantum tunneling processes mediated by instantons. The pro-
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cess of evolution of domain walls in de Sitter background was
studied in several previous works Basu and Vilenkin (1994);
Dolgov et al. (2016, 2018); Guerrero et al. (2006); Sasakura
(2002).

In this paper, in the framework of EGB gravity, we introduce
a Gauss-Bonnet curvature term coupled with a neutral scalar
field with polynomial potential. This work establishes the vi-
ability of domain wall formation during inflation and exam-
ines the evolutionary dynamics of walls generated in the post-
inflationary era. Domain walls produced after inflation ’melt’
as their tension decays with cosmological time. Similar cases
of melting walls were considered in Dankovsky et al. (2024,
2025b,a); Babichev et al. (2023). In contrast to aforementioned
previous results, we identify and demonstrate a specific physi-
cal mechanism responsible for melting domain wall formation.
Furthermore, in our model the wall tension exhibits a signifi-
cantly stronger time dependence, which produces a distinct im-
print on the GW spectrum generated by these walls. In particu-
lar, we establish a no-go result, showing that our model cannot
generate significant signals of either GWs or PBHs from do-
main walls. Broadly speaking, we show that the domain walls
predicted by our model are effectively invisible, leaving almost
no observable signatures in the late Universe.

We also utilize CosmoLattice package Figueroa et al. (2021,
2023) to study gravitational waves emitted by these melting do-
main walls.

The paper is organized as follows: Section II is dedicated
to the clarification of considered field theory model, in section
III we study domain walls which could take place during cos-
mological inflation and derive constraints on model’s parame-
ters in such a scenario, in section IV we describe our setup for
lattice simulations via CosmoLattice package, in section V we
demonstrate gravitational waves spectrum and derive its depen-
dence on initial parameters of the model, then we finalize with
discussion and conclusion.

2. Properties of the model

In this section we will present the EGB gravity model with
neutral scalar field, which could provide a possibility of forma-
tion of domain walls.

We consider the model described by the following La-
grangian:

L =
√
−g

R

2
+ gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ − V(ϕ) −

1
8
ξ(ϕ)R2

GB

 +Lin f +Lm,

(1)
where Gauss-Bonnet term R2

GB is as follows:

R2
GB = R2 − 4RµνRµν + RµνρσRµνρσ (2)

and V(ϕ), ξ(ϕ) are given by

ξ(ϕ) =
1
2
αϕ2, V(ϕ) =

1
2

m2ϕ2 +
1
4
λϕ4. (3)

We assume λ to be positive constant, then preservation of Z2
symmetry is defined by relation between quadratic terms with

their constants α and m. We assume minimal coupling between
scalar field ϕ and inflaton field given by LagrangianLin f as well
as with any other matter fields represented by Lm.

We also assume Friedmann (FLRW) background, which
leads to the following equation of motion of a scalar field:

ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ − ∇2ϕ + Vϕ + 3ξϕH2(Ḣ + H2) = 0. (4)

The presence of Gauss-Bonnet coupling leads to effective po-
tential of the scalar field to be as follows:

Ve f f (ϕ) = V(ϕ) +
1
8
ξ(ϕ)R2

GB. (5)

In order to have a possibility of stable domain wall formation
we need effective potential to possess two equivalent minima,
which could be achieved by choosing ξ(ϕ), namely, by choosing
the value and sign of the coupling constant α. It is of no interest
to consider the case of m2 < 0, since this would lead to the
well studied in literature case of domain wall production and
Gauss-Bonnet term would simply be (qualitatively) irrelevant.

3. Gauss-Bonnet induced domain walls at de Sitter back-
ground

In this section we study the possibility of formation of cos-
mic domain walls in de Sitter background. Such background
could be referred to cosmological inflation. We assume that
inflaton field or whatever causes background to be de Sitter is
an external process, where considered scalar field coupled with
Gauss-Bonnet term is subdominant effect.

In works by Vilenkin and Dolgov Basu and Vilenkin (1994);
Dolgov et al. (2016, 2018) planar domain walls were studied. In
particular, they derived constraints on model parameters, which
defines the possibility of stationary wall’s structure in terms of
proper distance.

Let us consider Eq.(4) in de Sitter background assuming
spherical symmetry:

ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ − e−2Ht 2ϕr

r
− e−2Htϕrr + Vϕ + 3ξϕH4 = 0, (6)

which is then rewritten as:

ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ − e−2Ht 2ϕr

r
− e−2Htϕrr + λϕ(ϕ2 − η2) = 0, (7)

where η2 = −

3αH4 + m2

λ

. To have a real positive η it is re-

quired that α < −m2/3H4.
Let us now rewrite Eq.(7), using the following substitutions:

u = HreHt, ϕ(u) = f (u)η. (8)

Then we obtain:

f ′′(1 − u2) − f ′
4u −

2
u

 = −3αH4 + m2

H2 f ( f 2 − 1). (9)
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We can rewrite it as follows:

f ′′(1 − u2) − f ′
4u −

2
u

 = 2C f ( f 2 − 1), (10)

where

2C = −
3αH4 + m2

H2 (11)

to follow the notations introduced in Basu and Vilenkin (1994);
Dolgov et al. (2016, 2018). Note that in aforementioned pa-
pers it was found that C > 2 is required for the possibility of
static configuration in terms of proper distance. We solve equa-
tion Eq.(10) via the shooting routine since this cannot be solved
as a border conditions problem. We use a nonlinear numerical
scheme to deal with the stiffness at the origin of the radial co-
ordinate and at the point u = 1.

Now we demonstrate a numerical solution of Eq.(10) in
Fig. 1.
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H r eH t

ϕ

η

Figure 1: Numerical solution of Eq.(10) for different values of C. We see
that walls are smeared by the expansion as C approaches 2, whereas bigger
C corresponds to thin wall. It is also noticeable that transition region is always
at the de Sitter horizon.

From our simulations we see that the threshold for C is the
same as in the case of planar walls.

We should note that de Sitter background is the only possi-
bility to form domain walls with constant tension via Gauss-
Bonnet term. If considered scenario takes place during cos-
mological inflation, then they would disappear during subse-
quent cosmological evolution because of spontaneous symme-
try restoration induced, again, by Gauss-Bonnet term.

Let us consider Gauss-Bonnet term alone in FLRW back-
ground:

R2
GB = 24H2(Ḣ + H2). (12)

It is clear that during cosmological inflation R2
GB = 24H4,

which is a positive constant. However, it changes its sign as
soon as ä = 0, which would take place at some moment af-
ter inflation ends. For that reason, domain walls induced by
Gauss-Bonnet symmetry breaking during cosmological infla-
tion would disappear because of subsequent spontaneous Z2-
symmetry restoration.

3.1. Loop corrections
For the EGB model defined in (1), and in the quasi-de Sitter
regime where H ≃ const, the dynamics relevant for domain wall

formation is encoded in an effective single field description for
ϕ with a Gauss–Bonnet induced mass shift. In what follows we
include the leading quantum effects in this sector by working
with the one-loop effective potential in the Coleman–Weinberg
(CW) approximation, evaluated in the slowly varying de Sitter
background. This captures the dominant radiative corrections
to the scalar self-interactions and to the GB-induced effective
mass, while keeping the analysis analytically tractable within
the EGB framework.

At tree level the scalar sector is described by

V(ϕ) =
1
2

m2ϕ2 +
1
4
λϕ4 +

3
2
αH4ϕ2, (13)

where the last term originates from the Gauss–Bonnet coupling.
The GB interaction therefore induces an effective positive mass
shift ∆m2

GB =
3
2αH4 for ϕ.

Quantum fluctuations generate radiative corrections which
can be systematically included via the one-loop Coleman–
Weinberg potential Coleman and Weinberg (1973),

∆V1(ϕ) =
M4(ϕ)
64π2

[
ln

(
M2(ϕ)
µ2

)
−

3
2

]
, (14)

with the field-dependent mass

M2(ϕ) = m2 + 3λϕ2 + 3αH4. (15)

The renormalization scale µ is chosen to minimize large log-
arithms, typically µ ∼ max{|V ′′(ϕ)|1/2,H}, and the couplings
(m2, λ, α) are understood as running with µ Sher (1989); Lyth
and Stewart (1992); Herranen et al. (2014); Markkanen and
Tranberg (2019). In regions of field space where M2(ϕ) be-
comes negative the one-loop expression formally develops an
imaginary part signaling an instability. Following standard
practice, and in order to avoid spurious complex contribu-
tions in our perturbative treatment, we consider ln M2(ϕ) →
ln |M2(ϕ)| Weinberg and Wu (1987); Weinberg (2005); Parker
and Toms (1985), keeping in mind that this choice effectively
encodes the onset of spinodal dynamics which would require a
real time analysis for a fully self-consistent description.

The one-loop effective potential is then

Veff(ϕ) = V(ϕ) + ∆V1(ϕ). (16)

Variation of the effective action yields the corrected field equa-
tion,

ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ − e−2Ht
(
ϕrr +

2
r
ϕr

)
+ ϕ

(
m2 + λϕ2 + 3αH4

)
+

3λϕ
8π2 M2(ϕ)

[
ln

(
M2(ϕ)
µ2

)
− 1

]
= 0.

(17)

We again introduce the similarity variable and rescaling (8)

u ≡ HreHt, ϕ(u) = η f (u), (18)
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which reduces the problem to an ODE for f (u):

H2
[
(u2 − 1) f ′′ + (4u −

2
u

) f ′
]
+ m2 f + λη2 f 3 + 3αH4 f

+
3λ f
8π2M

2( f )
[
ln

(
M2( f )
µ2

)
− 1

]
= 0,

(19)

with
M2( f ) ≡ m2 + 3λη2 f 2 + 3αH4. (20)

Choosing the same normalization

η2 = −
3αH4 + m2

λ
, (21)

and defining µ2
0 ≡ m2 + 3αH4, we have λη2 = −µ2

0 and

M2( f ) = µ2
0 (1 − 3 f 2). (22)

Therefore, our ODE becomes

(u2 − 1) f ′′ +
(
4u −

2
u

)
f ′ +
|µ2

0|

H2 ( f 3 − f )

+
3λ |µ2

0|

8π2H2 f (3 f 2 − 1)
ln |µ2

0|(3 f 2 − 1)
µ2

 − 1
 = 0.

(23)

We can rewrite it in the similar way as (10)

(1 − u2) f ′′ − (4u − 2
u ) f ′ =

C f ( f 2 − 1) +
3λC
8π2 f (3 f 2 − 1)

[
ln

(
C(3 f 2 − 1)

)
− 1

]
, (24)

where we introduced the dimensionless parameter

C ≡
|µ2

0|

H2 , µ ∼ H, ln
(
M2)→ ln

(
|M2|

)
. (25)

The GB term shifts the effective mass and together with Hubble
friction create effect against the quartic self-interaction. Equa-
tion (24) therefore describes a “thick-wall” profile sourced by
a cubic–quintic nonlinearity and a logarithmic radiative force.
The parameter C = |µ2

0|/H
2 controls the wall thickness and the

relative weight of mass versus friction: larger C typically sharp-
ens the transition. The CW contribution modifies the profile
slightly and can either sharpen or smooth the wall depending on
λ and the local sign of 3 f 2 − 1. For the numerical solution we
impose regularity at the origin, f ′(u→ 0) = 0, and approach to
a vacuum at large u. A fully self-consistent extension could in-
corporate slow time-dependence of H(t) and RG-improved cou-
plings along the profile, but the quasi-de Sitter and fixed-µ ap-
proximations adopted here capture the leading corrections and
are standard in loop-corrected scalar dynamics in curved space-
time Lyth and Stewart (1992); Guo and Schwarz (2010a); Kanti
et al. (2015a); Herranen et al. (2014); Weinberg (2005); Parker
and Toms (1985); Markkanen and Tranberg (2019); Figueroa
et al. (2023); Weinberg and Wu (1987). The resulting numeri-
cal solutions with one-loop corrections are shown in Fig. 2b.

3.2. Constraints on parameters from inflation

In this section we derive constraint on λ. Note that this con-
straint occurs when theZ2 symmetry is broken during cosmo-
logical inflation.

Let us estimate the energy density of the inflaton field ψ as
follows:

ρinf =
1
2
ψ̇2 + Vinf ≈ Vinf ∼ H2M2

Pl. (26)

Planck data Planck Collaboration and Akrami, Y. (2020) pro-
vide constraint on Hubble parameter during cosmological in-
flation H < 1014 GeV, so, taking H ∼ 1013 GeV, we got

ρinf ∼ 1064 GeV4; Einf = ρinfVhor ∼ M2
PlH

−1 ∼ 1025 GeV.
(27)

Let us now estimate mass of the wall and its energy density.
In flat space-time we got corresponding characteristic width as
follows:

δ0 =
√

2/
√
λη =

√
2/

√
−(3αH4 + m2). (28)

Surface energy density then is given by

σ =
4

3
√

2
η3
√
λ =

4

3
√

2

(−αH4 − m2)3/2

λ
. (29)

Finally, for thin wall (assume |α|H4 ∼ 10H2 ≫ m2) we can
estimate mass of the wall as follows:

Mwall ∼ 4πH−2σ ∼ 103 H

λ
∼

1016 GeV
λ

. (30)

For energy density of the wall we got:

T 00
max ∼

103H4

λ
∼

1055 GeV4

λ
. (31)

Constraint comes from the following condition:

T 00
max ≪ ρinf → λ ≥ 10−8. (32)

From Fig.2b we see that λ = 10−5 provides a small correction
to the tree-level solution presented in Fig.1 and there are still a
few orders of magnitude in a threshold for λ.

4. Setting up lattice simulations

In this section we clarify our setup for lattice simulations us-
ing CosmoLattice package.

Following numerical analysis in Dankovsky et al. (2025b),
we are going to study this package to calculate spectrum of
gravitational waves (GW) emitted by domain walls.

Here we start with some technical details about lattice:

δx =
L

N
, kIR =

2π
L
=

2π
Nδx

, ki,UV =
π

δx
, kmax =

√
3ki,UV , (33)

where δx is a grid step, kIR is an infrared momentum cut-
off corresponding to the grid step, which also defines physi-
cal size L of the lattice, ki,UV is ultraviolet momentum cut-off
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(a) Domain wall’s configuration without loop corrections. Same as Fig.1.
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(b) Numerical solution of Eq. (24) for different values of C = |µ2
0 |/H

2. Here λ = 10−5.
Increasing C generally narrows the wall, while the one-loop Coleman–Weinberg term induces
a small, parameter-dependent shift of the profile.

Figure 2: Comparison of domain wall’s static configurations with and without loop correction.

corresponding to one dimension of the grid and kmax is de-
fined as maximal momentum, which is calculated as kmax =√

k2
x,UV + k2

y,UV + k2
z,UV .

Now let us delve into scalar field dynamics. CosmoLattice
operates with dimensionless units as follows:

ϕ→ ϕ̃ =
ϕ

f⋆
, dxi → dx̃i = ω⋆dxi,V → Ṽ =

V

f 2
⋆ω

2
⋆

, (34)

where f⋆ and ω⋆ are somehow defined through model’s param-
eters. We would specify our values of f⋆ and ω⋆ below.

Following recommendations given in CosmoLattice manual
Figueroa et al. (2023), we would simulate field’s dynamics in
conformal FLRW spacetime. This particular recommendation
follows from field’s potential. Namely, authors suggest to uti-
lize conformal FLRW metric if scalar field’s potential contains
polynomial terms up to quartic, which is our case.

We utilize vacuum initial conditions with quantum fluctua-
tions defined by power spectrum. Initial quantum vacuum fluc-
tuations could be written as follows:

⟨δϕ2⟩ =

∫
d log k∆δϕ(k), ∆δϕ(k) =

k3

2π2Pδϕ(k), ⟨δϕkδϕk′⟩

= (2π)3Pδϕ(k)δ(k − k′), (35)

where ⟨. . . ⟩ represents an average value and the power spectrum
is given as follows:

Pδϕ(k) =
1

2a2ωk,ϕ
, ωk,ϕ =

√
k2 + a2m2

ϕ, m2
ϕ =

∂2V

∂ϕ2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ∗

, (36)

where V contains Gauss-Bonnet term. In this expression, ωk,ϕ

is the frequency of the mode, and m2
ϕ is the effective mass of the

scalar field, evaluated by the initial homogeneous amplitude ϕ∗
of the given scalar field.

Initial fluctuations are governed by kcut, which represent the
cut-off in the spectrum of fluctuations. This cut-off is defined
by user.

Now we specify the model to simulate scalar field’s dynam-
ics. Let us consider the following Lagrangian:

L =
√
−g

R

2
+ gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ − V(ϕ) −

1
8
ξ(ϕ)R2

GB

 , (37)

where V and ξ are defined in the same way as in the previous
section:

ξ(ϕ) =
1
2
αϕ2, V(ϕ) =

1
2

m2ϕ2 +
1
4
λϕ4. (38)

In conformal FLRW given by line element

ds2 = a2(τ)(dτ2 − dx2), (39)

GB-term is found to be equal to:

R2
GB =

24
(
aa′2a′′ − a′4

)
a8 , (40)

where prime represents derivative with respect to conformal
time τ. We can now write equation of motion for the scalar
field in conformal FLRW:

1

a2ϕ
′′ + 2

a′

a3ϕ
′ −

1

a2∂
2
i ϕ + Vϕ +

1
8
ξϕR2

GB = 0 (41)

and alternatively:

ϕ′′ + 2
a′

a
ϕ′ − ∂2

i ϕ + a2
Vϕ +

1
8
ξϕR2

GB

 = 0. (42)

We are interested in radiation dominated (RD) epoch, then the
scale factor is as follows:

a(τ) = (τ/τ0), (43)

where τ0 refers to the start of field’s motion (or start of the sim-
ulation).

In the process of simulations we have found that potential
energy of the scalar field ϕ becomes negligible compared to ϕ̇2

5



and (∇ϕ)2 after just one Hubble time. It is easy to understand,
because in our model symmetry is initially broken by GB term
which decreases rapidly with time. We remind that in confor-
mal FLRW in radiational background it is as follows:

R2
GB =

24
(
aa′2a′′ − a′4

)
a8 ∝ τ−8. (44)

Now let us put Eq.(38) in Eq.(42), then we obtain

ϕ′′ + 2
a′

a
ϕ′ − ∂2

i ϕ + λϕa2
ϕ2 +

m2

λ
− 3

α

λτ4
0(τ/τ0)8

 = 0. (45)

We can now introduce vacuum expectation value (VEV):

η2(τ) =
3α

λτ4
0(τ/τ0)8

−
m2

λ
. (46)

Given with definition of VEV, we can now specify f⋆ and
ω⋆. In our model we set them to be equal to:

f⋆ = η(τi), ω⋆ =
√
λ f⋆. (47)

Equation (42) could be simplified dramatically. Let us sub-
stitute

ϕ =
s

a
, (48)

then we obtain:

s′′ − ∂2
i s + λs(s2 − a2η2) −

a′′

a
s = 0. (49)

During RD epoch we have a′′ = 0, so we have very simple
EoM:

s′′ − ∂2
i s + λs(s2 − a2η2) = 0. (50)

Equation (50) is basically equation of motion in Minkowski
space. Let us introduce η′ = aη, then in terms of field s we have
the following time dependence of wall’s tension on time:

σ(τ) =
2
√

2λη′3

3
=

2
√

2λ
3

 3α

λτ4
0(τ/τ0)6

−
m2(τ/τ0)2

λ

3/2

. (51)

One can easily found the time when Z2 symmetry is restored, if
it is initially broken (η(τ0) > 0):

σ(τend) = 0→ τend =
√
τ0

3α

m2

1/8

. (52)

Given with such time dependence of VEV and wall’s tension, it
is now clear that walls would melt rapidly within this particular
model introduced by Lagrangian (37).

In the following sections we would study possible observ-
able consequences of scalar field’s motion coupled with Gauss-
Bonnet term. Namely we would study emission of gravitational
waves and possibility of black hole formation.

We should also note that CosmoLattice by default define frac-

tion of energy density of gravitational waves as ΩGW =
ρ̃GW

ρ̃tot
,

ρ̃GW

ρ̃c
, where ρtot refers to the energy density of matter fields

which are programmed by user, so it does not take into account
critical density of the Universe. For that reason output should
be multiplied by corresponding factor to restore common defi-
nition. In program units critical density would be as follows:

ρ̃c(τ) =
ρc(τ)

f 2
⋆ω

2
⋆

=
3λM2

Pl

8πH2
0a4(τ)

(53)

and standart definition is then restored as follows:

ΩGW =
ρ̃GW

ρ̃tot
·
ρ̃tot

ρ̃c
. (54)

Throughout our paper we would operate with standart definition
of fraction of energy density.

We would like to finalize this section by clarifying exact val-
ues, which we utilize in our simulations. We set N = 256, kIR =

0.1 and kcut = 4.

5. GWs emitted during RD epoch

In this next section we present our results of gravitational
wave’s spectra assuming background is radiation dominated.
We utilize vacuum initial conditions with initial fluctuations de-
fined in the previous section.

For now, let us specify the value of α, which is coupling con-
stant between scalar field and Gauss-Bonnet term. Classical
motion of the field starts when its effective mass is of order of
Hubble parameter, for that reason we choose

α =
1

3H2
0

, (55)

where H0 is the Hubble parameter at the start of the motion
(simulations). We should note that in radiational background
we need positive value of coupling constant α to have initially
broken Z2 symmetry. We would like to remind the reader that
we assume m2 > 0 and we set this term to be small so that it
is negligible compared with Gauss-Bonnet coupling term at the
start of the motion in order to have a possibility to form walls.

Given with Eq.(55), we can now represent f⋆ and ω⋆ via
Hubble parameter at the start of the motion H0 and λ:

η(τ0) =
H0
√
λ
, ω⋆ = H0. (56)

At this point our model has three free parameters: H0, m and λ.
Now we study the impact of model’s parameters on gravita-

tional wave’s spectra.
Let us study impact of m. Presence of non-zero positive mass

would eventually lead to spontaneous restoration of Z2 symme-
try. We can now calculate a certain moment of time τend at
which symmetry is restored. Let us set m = βH0, then we ob-
tain:

τend =
√
τ0

3α

m2

1/8

=
1

H0β1/4. (57)
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Let us assume β = 10−3, then

τend ≈ 5.62τi. (58)

Given with that value above we set the duration of simula-
tions to be τ f = 10τ0. We demonstrate GW spectra for
H0 = 10−5GeV and λ = 10−8. Please, see Fig.3 and Fig.4.

H0  10-5 GeV

0.1 0.5 1 5 10
10-73

10-68

10-63

10-58

10-53

10-48

k

Ω
G
W

Figure 3: Spectrum of GWs during RD stage. Duration of simulations τ f =

10τi and m = 10−3H0.

H0  10-5 GeV

0.1 0.5 1 5 10
10-73

10-68

10-63

10-58

10-53

10-48

k

Ω
G
W

Figure 4: Spectrum of GWs during RD stage. Time of simulations τ f = 10τi
and m = 0.

From Fig.3 and Fig.4 one can notice a difference in between
plots in the area of small momentum, but this area is far from
the peak of the spectrum, thus impact of mass could be ob-
served only if waves corresponding to these momenta could be
detected. One may see the value of ΩGW is extremely low here
and cannot be detected by modern detectors. this result seems
natural because Gauss-Bonnet term derceases rapidly with time
and mass term in the model is set to be small by assumption.
Here we conclude that the parameter m is irrelevant in terms of
the detectability of the spectrum.

Then we progress by fixing value of λ = 10−8 and study
impact of initial Hubble parameter. Here we also set m = 0
to simplify simulations. We demonstrate our findings in Fig.5.
Gravitational waves are mostly emitted during the start of the
filed’s motion. By CosmoLattice we find that GW energy den-
sity starts to behave as a radiational background after just a few
Hubble times after the start of the simulations.

From Fig.5 we conclude

ΩGW (H) = (H/H0)4ΩGW (H0). (59)

H0  108 GeV

H0  1012 GeV

H0  1016 GeV

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5

10-42

10-32

10-22

k

Ω
G
W

Figure 5: Spectrum of GWs during RD stage. Here we compare spectra ob-
tained with different initial Hubble parameters. One can easily see strong de-
pendence on its value. Although even for unrealisticly high values of H0 does
not produce detectable spectrum.

Finally, we study impact of λ. We present our in Fig.6.

λ  10-4

λ  10-8

λ  10-12

λ  10-16

0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 5
10-18

10-17

10-16

10-15

10-14

k

Ω
G
W

Figure 6: Spectrum of GWs during RD stage. One can see ΩGW is independent
of λ. Here we set H0 = 1016GeV and m = 0.

From the plot in Fig.6 we can see that dependence on λ of
the spectrum is basically negligible.

At this point, via ComoLattice simulations we have found
that GWs spectra effectively depends only on initial Hubble pa-
rameter H0 in our model.

Now, let us present spectra calculated at modern times as a
function of frequency. Here we set the duration of the simula-
tions τ f = 20τ0.

Transformation from program variables to frequency is as
follows:

F =
H0k

2π(z0 + 1)
, (60)

which means that the frequency depends on the initial Hubble
parameter, since k[GeV] = ω⋆k = H0k. In the expression above
z0 is the redshift corresponding to the start of field’s motion or
simulations.

We now utilize the Hubble law to calculate redshift:

H(z)2 = H2
modern(Ωr(1+z)4+Ωm(1+z)3+ΩΛ), Hmodern ∼ 10−42GeV.

(61)
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One can approximately estimate the redshift as:

z0 ≈

 H(z0)2

ΩrH2
modern

1/4

, (62)

since we consider RD epoch. By considering different initial
Hubble parameters, we are considering different redshifts.

Finally, frequency corresponding to modern Universe is cal-
culated as follows:

F =
(H0Hmodern)1/2Ω

1/4
r

2π
k. (63)

We are now ready to present GW spectra corresponding to
modern times. Please, see Fig.7 and Fig.8.

H0  108 GeV

5×105 1×106 5×106 1×107
10-54

10-53

10-52

10-51

10-50

F, H z

Ω
G
W

Figure 7: GWs spectrum as a function of frequency, which corresponds to mod-
ern Universe. Here ΩGW is normalized by modern critical density, taking into
account time dependence of GW’s energy density.

H0  1012 GeV

5×107 1×108 5×108 1×109
10-39

10-38

10-37

10-36

10-35

10-34

F, H z

Ω
G
W

Figure 8: GWs spectrum as a function of frequency, which corresponds to mod-
ern Universe. Here ΩGW is normalized by modern critical density, taking into
account time dependence of GW’s energy density.

Let us now estimate strain corresponding to the spectrum in
FIg.8. We start with definition:

ΩGW =
2π2

3H2
modern

f 3S h( f )→
√

S h( f ) =

√
3ΩGW H2

modern

2π2 f 3 .

(64)
Taking peak frequency and maximum value of ΩGW in Fig. 8,
estimation of strain is as follows:√

S h ∼ 10−48
√

Hz−1. (65)

Let us now discuss the possibility of detection of such GWs.
From paper Collaboration et al. (2025) it is clear that modern
facilities are incapable of detecting such weak waves. Though
there is at least a chance that these waves could be detected by
future detectors Cai et al. (2025). In aggressive optical Raman
schemes there could be achieved sensitivity up to√

S h,min ∼ 10−37
√

Hz−1 (66)

in THz range, which is not applicable to our findings.
Recent researches have demonstrated that in the terahertz

range, the graviton-to-photon conversion process can be reso-
nantly amplified by cosmological magnetic fields Addazi et al.
(2024c, 2025). While this makes the detection of very high-
frequency gravitational waves via radio astronomy theoretically
possible, the signal strength for our specific case remains too
weak for any radio-astronomy instruments planned for the fore-
seeable future.

Thus, in the future, our model could be found true or con-
strained. Namely, since we expressed everything in terms of
the initial Hubble parameter at the start of the scalar field mo-
tion, possible constraints would restrict the value of the cou-
pling constant α.

6. Primordial Black Hole formation: a no-go argument

In this section we study the possibility of PBH formation
within considered model.

Let us start with clarification of wall’s width dependence on
the scale factor:

δwall(τ) =

√
2

√
λη′(τ)

=

√
2√

3αH4
0

a6 − m2a2

>
a3
√

2

H2
0

√
3α
=

a3
√

2
H0
=

a3
√

2
ω⋆

.

(67)
From the expression above, we conclude that walls in our model
are smeared by the expansion, unlike in the case of walls with
constant surface energy density.

We recall tension given by Eq.(51):

σ(τ) =
2
√

2λη3

3
=

2
√

2λ
3

 3α

λτ4
0(τ/τ0)6

−
m2(τ/τ0)2

λ

3/2

. (68)

One can estimate the mass of the domain wall mw as follows:

mw(τ) = 4πσ(τ)u2
w, (69)

where uw is the radius of the wall. This leads to the following
relation between the wall’s gravitational radius and the wall’s
radius:

ug(τ) = 2Gm(τ) = 8πGσ(τ)u2
w(τ). (70)

Now let us compare uw and ug:

ug

uw
= 8πGσ(τ)uw(τ). (71)
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To form a black hole it is required

ug

uw
> 1→ uw(τ) >

3λ

16πG
√

2
 3α

τ4
0a6(τ)

− m2a2(τ)
3/2. (72)

Expression Eq.(72) shows the condition under which it is pos-
sible to form a PBH. Let us put m = 0 to weaken that condition:

uw(τ) >
3λ

16
√

2πGH3
0

a9(τ). (73)

Expression above indicates that, in order to make PBH forma-
tion possible, it is demanded a walls expansion rate which is
faster than a9. Such a possibility is forbidden since it demands
an impossible superluminal expansion of domain walls. Walls
are considered as being at rest relative to the Hubble expan-
sion, implying their radius evolves as the scale factor with time
uw = u0a, where u0 is initial radius of the wall.

Now let us compare gravitational radius to wall’s width:

ug

δ
=

8πGσu2
w

δ
=

16πGu2
0H4

0

3λa10 ∝
1

a10, (74)

which demonstrates even stronger condition compared to wall’s
radius.

From the expressions above we conclude that it is impossi-
ble to form black holes within this model (from the collapse of
domain walls). Conditions given by (72) and (74) cannot be
satisfied in reality.

7. Discussions and Conclusions

In this paper, we analyzed possible observable effects arising
from the spontaneous Z2 symmetry breaking or restoration that
is catalyzed by the Gauss-Bonnet term. Our investigation is
built upon a specific formulation of the scalar-Gauss-Bonnet
coupling constant α.

Our investigation commenced with an analysis of do-
main wall formation in a de Sitter (inflationary) background.
Throughout this epoch, the Gauss-Bonnet term remains nearly
constant. Our analysis demonstrated the existence of static do-
main wall solutions characterized by a constant proper width.
The threshold for parameter C in our model was found to be
the same as in previous works by Dolgov & Vilenkin Dolgov
et al. (2016, 2018); Basu and Vilenkin (1994). Finally, we
found that in the spherically symmetric case, the domain wall’s
transitional region is located precisely at the de Sitter horizon.

Subsequently, we examined the scalar field evolution within
a radiation-dominated Universe. Here, the Gauss-Bonnet
term diminishes rapidly, which provides a specific mecha-
nism for wall’s melting. The melting process was found to
be very rapid – much faster than in the cases considered by
Dankovsky, Ramazanov, Babichev et al Dankovsky et al. (2024,
2025b,a).While prior work assumes the VEV scales inversely
with the scale factor, our model ties its evolution to the Gauss-
Bonnet term, resulting in accelerated decay. Using the Cosmo-
Lattice package, we analyze this scenario to assess GWs emis-
sion from the melting walls and the associated PBH production.

Our results showed a strong dependence of the GW spectrum
on the initial Hubble parameter when the scalar field evolution
begins. Unfortunately, the predicted GW spectra are likely to
be undetectable even by next-generation observatories. How-
ever, future detectors could potentially place mild constraints
on the model parameters. The analysis further reveals that, due
to the rapid melting process, the wall’s radius and width must
expand with impossible superluminal velocity to eventually be-
come gravitationally self-enclosed. Consequently, PBH forma-
tion is ruled out in this scenario.

To summarize, our model predicts signals below foreseeable
detection thresholds. This result serves as a no-go argument for
GB theories of this class, and is robust for any regular coupling
function ξ(ϕ).

In the present work, we have not accounted for the potential
dynamics of domain-wall melting and decay within the early-
universe plasma. Recent numerical studies of gravitational-
wave generation from first-order cosmological phase transi-
tions FOCPT indicate that the dominant signal often origi-
nates not from the direct collision of bubble walls, but from
the subsequent acoustic (sound-wave) oscillations and mag-
netohydrodynamic (MHD) turbulence induced in the plasma
by the walls’ expansion Hindmarsh et al. (2014) – this case
seems also favored as an explanation of NANOGrav excess
from FOCPTs Addazi et al. (2024b) (see also Addazi et al.
(2018, 2021). By analogy, a rapid melting or “despairing”
of a domain-wall network could likewise transfer substantial
energy into the surrounding plasma, thereby exciting sound
waves and MHD turbulence capable of sourcing a stochastic
gravitational-wave background. The characteristics of such a
signal would depend crucially on the network’s scaling prop-
erties at decay, the timescale of melting relative to the Hubble
time, and the efficiency with which wall energy is converted
into bulk fluid motion. A reliable prediction requires dedicated
numerical simulations of a coupled scalar-field and relativistic-
fluid system, capturing the decay of the network and the re-
sulting plasma dynamics. Future work should therefore inves-
tigate this possibility through large-scale simulations, analo-
gous to those performed for phase transitions, in order to de-
termine whether plasma-mediated effects could dominate the
gravitational-wave signature—or even constitute the primary
observable signal—of a transient domain-wall network in the
Early Universe.
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