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Abstract

We explore the gravitational wave spectrum generated by string-wall structures in an

SO(10) (Spin(10)) based scenario of pseudo-Goldstone boson dark matter (pGDM) particle.

This dark matter candidate is a linear combination of the Standard Model (SM) singlets

present in the 126 and 16 dimensional Higgs fields. The Higgs 126-plet vacuum expectation

value (VEV) ⟨126H⟩ leaves unbroken the Z2 subgroup of Z4, the center of SO(10). Among

other things, this yields topologically stable cosmic strings with a string tension µ ∼ ⟨126H⟩2.
The subsequent (spontaneous) breaking of Z2 at a significantly lower scale by the 16-plet

VEV ⟨16H⟩ leads to the appearance of domain walls bounded by the strings produced earlier.

We display the gravitational wave spectrum for Gµ values varying between 10−15 and 10−9

(⟨126H⟩ ∼ 1011 - 1014 GeV), and ⟨16H⟩ ∼ 0.1 - 102 TeV range (G denotes Newton’s constant.)

These predictions can be tested, as we show, by a variety of (proposed) experiments including

LISA, ET, CE and others.

All authors contributed equally.
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1 Introduction

It is widely agreed that the Standard Model (SM) does not contain a plausible dark matter

candidate which makes up close to 25% of the universe’s energy density [1]. A number of direct

detection experiments have imposed fairly stringent constraints on a variety of WIMP-like dark

matter candidates [2–4]. A pseudo-Goldstone Dark Matter (pGDM) model has attracted a fair

amount of attention in recent years with the characteristic feature that the dark matter candidate

is able to evade the direct detection constraints [5–20]. Realistic examples implementing this

scenario are based on well-known local gauge symmetries including U(1)B−L [10,11] and SO(10)

[14,15].

In the SO(10) model the dark matter candidate is a pseudo-Goldstone particle formed from

a suitable linear combination of the SM singlets contained in the Higgs 126-plet and 16-plet

fields. We briefly summarize here the salient features of this model.

1. The dark matter can decay via gauge interactions. The VEV along the SM singlet direction

in 126H should be above 1011 GeV [14,15] in order to satisfy the lifetime bound, τDM ≳ 1027

sec [21], for decaying dark matter. The right-handed neutrinos (νCL ) acquire Majorana

masses from this VEV and it is worth noting that the above requirement ⟨126H⟩ ≳ 1011

GeV from DM considerations coincides with the requirement of the right-handed neutrino

masses preferred by the fitting of neutrino data and successful leptogenesis in SO(10)

GUT [22–35].

2. The VEV of 16H should be of the order of the electroweak scale (∼ 102 − 103 GeV) for a

viable pNGB thermal dark matter. However, near the resonance region, it could increase

to ∼ 105 GeV or so, namely, ⟨16H⟩ /vH ≃ [1, 103], with vH being the VEV of the SM

Higgs [10,11,14,15].

The 126H and 16H VEVs generate composite topological structures known as domain walls

bounded by strings with a well-defined hierarchy between them. These topological defects

produce stochastic gravitational wave background [36, 37], which could be detected in many

proposed gravitational wave experiments, including LISA [38, 39], DECIGO [40], BBO [41, 42],

CE [43], ET [44], and HLVK [45].

In Sec. 2, we provide a brief outline of the model and the formation of walls bounded by

strings. Sec. 3 discusses the generation of the stochastic gravitational wave background from the

string-wall system and their observational prospects. Our conclusions are summarized in Sec. 4.
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2 Pseudo Goldstone dark matter model and walls bounded by

strings

The scalar sector of the minimal pGDM model contains an SM-singlet complex scalar S in

addition to the SM Higgs doublet H. The scalar potential is given by [5],

V = −µ2
h|H|2 − µ2

s|S|2 + λh|H|4 + λhs|H|2|S|2 + λs|S|4 − µ′
s
2
(S2 + h.c.) (1)

The Lagrangian possesses a Z2 symmetry, the subgroup of a global U(1) symmetry S → eiαS

which is softly broken by the last term in Eq. (1). As the radial component of S gets a VEV, its

angular component will be a pseudo Nambu-Goldstone boson (pNGB) due the spontaneous and

explicit breaking of the U(1) symmetry, and becomes a viable dark matter candidate stabilized

by the CP symmetry (S → S∗) [5]. The right amount of DM relic density can be obtained

for the DM mass mχ ≈ [mh/2, 10 TeV], where mh is the SM Higgs mass. There are two

resonances aroundmχ = mh/2 andmχ = mh2/2, wheremh2 is the mass of the second BSM Higgs

which comes from a linear combination of CP-even states. The direct detection cross-section is

vanishingly small in the limit of zero momentum transfer due to its pseudo-Goldstone nature,

which can alleviate the direct detection bounds [2–4] on WIMP-like dark matter. However, the

breaking of Z2 generates stable domain walls which contradict the standard cosmology [46].

An ultra-violate (UV) completion of the minimal model with a gauge U(1)B−L was proposed

in Refs. [10, 11] with complex scalars S and Φ carrying one and two units of B − L charges

respectively. In this model, the spontaneous breaking of U(1)B−L gauge symmetry by the Φ

VEV leaves a remnant gauge Z2 symmetry and generates the soft breaking term in Eq. (1) from

the trilinear term

β(Φ†S2 + h.c.). (2)

A unified approach to implement these ideas is based on SO(10) with S ∈ 16H and Φ ∈ 126H ,

and the trilinear term arising from the coupling (126H(16H)2+ h.c.) in the scalar potential.

This realistic SO(10) model of pGDM [14,15] includes the electroweak Higgs doublet coming

from a linear combination of bi-doublets in 126H and a complex 10H . The Yukawa couplings of

the fermion 16F with 126H and 10H to produce realistic fermion masses have been extensively

studied in the literature [22–35, 47]. A VEV along the SM singlet direction of 126H or 16H

breaks a diagonal generator orthogonal to the hypercharge (Y ) and reduces the rank of the

gauge symmetry from five to four. An example is the symmetry breaking of SU(2)L×SU(2)R×
U(1)B−L to SU(2)L × U(1)Y , where T3R − B−L

2 is broken. The dark matter candidate is the

pseudo-Goldstone mode coming from a linear combination of the CP-odd components of the SM

singlets. The gauge boson associated with the broken generator orthogonal to the hypercharge

absorbs the massless would-be Goldstone mode.

The VEV of the SU(5) singlet component in the scalar multiplet 126H (⟨126H⟩ ≳ 1011

GeV) leaves an unbroken Z2 and therefore generates topologically stable cosmic strings [48].

Subsequently, however, the VEV ⟨16H⟩ in the range [102, 105] GeV for the right amount of
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DM relic, breaks this Z2 symmetry, which leads to the formation of domain walls bounded

by strings [49–51]. These walls bounded by strings are distinct, of course, from those [49]

arising from the breaking of C- or D-parity even intermediate Pati-Salam [52] or left-right

symmetric gauge symmetry achieved by the VEV of (1, 1, 1) ∈ 54H or (1, 1, 1, 0) ∈ 210H re-

spectively. In these latter cases, the GUT-scale strings are produced along with topologically

stable monopoles [48, 53, 54]. The strings become the boundary of the domain walls gener-

ated during the subsequent breaking of this C-parity at an intermediate scale [49]. In GUTs,

the C-parity breaking scale is equal to or higher than the right-handed neutrino mass scale

(mR ≳ 1011 GeV) [22]. Therefore, the proposed or ongoing experiments, sensitive upto kHz

frequency, cannot observe the gravitational waves. The breaking of SO(10) can accommodate

one or multiple intermediate gauge symmetries depending on the choice of scalars 45H , 54H , or

210H , and the directions of the VEVs. The solution regions for the various breaking patterns

have been extensively studied in the literature (see, for example, Refs. [55,56] and the references

therein).

3 Gravitational wave background

In this section we discuss the gravitational waves from the domain walls bounded by strings and

their observational prospects. The cosmic strings formed at ⟨126H⟩ have a tension (mass per

unit length) given by [57,58],

µ ≃ πB(
λstr

g2str
) ⟨126H⟩2 , (3)

where λstr and gstr are the relevant quartic and gauge coupling constants, and the function

B(x) ≃

1.04 x0.195 for 10−2 ≲ x ≲ 102

2.4/ ln(2/x) for x ≲ 0.01.
(4)

The tension on the domain walls (mass per unit area) associated with the breaking of Z2-

symmetry by ⟨16H⟩ is given by,

σ ≃ ξχ∆Vχ ≃ ξχm
2
χ ⟨16H⟩2 ∼

√
λdw ⟨16H⟩3 , (5)

where ξχ is the correlation length of the pNGB field χ, ∆Vχ is the potential height along the

direction, mχ is the mass of the field, and λdw denotes the quartic coupling of the associated

radial mode field. Note that in the last expression of Eq. (5), considering the parameter space

for the right amount of dark matter as a thermal relic, we restricted ourselves to the case in

which mχ is comparable to the mass of the radial mode.

For a wall bounded by a string of radius of curvature R, the force per unit length on the

string boundary ∼ µ/R dominates over the wall tension σ for R < Rc = µ/σ. The maximum

radius of curvature R is of the order of the cosmic time t. Therefore, the string dynamics

dominates before the formation of the domain walls (tdw) until time Rc > tdw. On the other
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Figure 1: Comparison of Rc = µ/σ and domain wall formation time tdw as a function of the

scale ⟨16H⟩ for a typical value Gµ = 10−12. We see that Rc ≫ tdw for this SO(10) model.

hand, if tdw > Rc, the domain wall dynamics starts dominating right after their formation. We

define the time t∗ = max[Rc, tdw] to be the maximum timescale for domination by the string

dynamics [36, 37, 59, 60]. The cosmic strings inter-commute, form loops before t∗ with R < t∗

and can produce gravitational waves [36, 61–63]. The domain wall dynamics become dominant

for t > t∗, and the string-wall networks collapse as the walls pull the strings (see Ref. [37] for a

detailed analysis).

The time for the domain wall formation tdw in the radiation-dominated universe is given by

tdw =

√
45

2π2g∗

mPl

T 2
dw

, (6)

where g∗ accounts for the effective number of massless degrees of freedom, and we take Tdw ≈
⟨16H⟩ /

√
λdw as the background temperature at the time of domain wall formation. We have

compared Rc and tdw in Fig. 1 with Gµ = 10−12 for the relevant range of the VEV ⟨16H⟩ ∈
[102, 105] GeV. Since Rc is larger than the domain wall formation time tdw, the string-wall

network starts collapsing at t∗ = Rc and loop formation ceases. After t∗ ≈ Rc, there will be

walls bounded by strings of curvature R ≲ Rc formed on or before t∗. The maximum radius

of curvature of the wall bounded by string dominated by the wall dynamics could be Rc. The

lifetime of such an object is τws ∼ π(ΓGσ)−1, with Γ ∼ O(102) being a numerical factor [37,64]

which is not larger than the lifetime of decay τs ∼ 2π(ΓGσ)−1 of a string loop with radius

Rc. Moreover, the string-wall system oscillates relativistically after Rc and can be chopped into

smaller pieces making its lifetime much smaller. Therefore, the contribution to the gravitational

wave background will arise dominantly from the cosmic strings in the case of tdw ≪ Rc [36,37].

The gravitational wave background is represented as a relic energy density as a function of
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Figure 2: Contribution to the gravitational wave background from decaying cosmic string loops

at different era for a typical value of Gµ = 10−12 and ⟨16H⟩ = 103 GeV.

frequency f in the present time,

ΩGW =
1

ρc

dρGW

d log f
(7)

where ρc is the critical energy density of the present universe. The stochastic gravitational wave

background from domain walls bounded by strings is estimated in Ref. [37] as a sum of the

contributions from normal modes given by,

ΩGW(f) =
∑
n

Ω
(n)
GW, (8)

where

Ω
(n)
GW =

1

ρc

∫ t0

tF

dt̃

(
a(t̃)

a(t0)

)5 FCeff(ti)

αt4i

(
a(ti)

a(t̃)

)3

(
1 + ξn

2πRcf
a(t̃)
a(t0)

)
ΓGµ+ α(1 + αti

2πRc
)

Γn−q

ζ(q)
Gµ2 ξn

f
θ(t∗ − ti), (9)

and a loop of initial length li = αti decays with its length (l) at any subsequent time t given by

Gµ(t− ti) =

∫ αti

l
dl′

1 + l′

2πRc

Γ(l′)
. (10)

In our case, t∗ = Rc ≫ tdw, and therefore we have ξ = 2 and Γ ≃ 50 corresponding to the

pure string limit [64, 65]. We have taken F ≃ 0.1, α ≃ 0.1, Ceff = 5.7 for the radiation-

dominated universe [66–71], and q = 4/3 because of cusp domination in the gravitational wave

spectrum [72–75]. We have included the sum of normal modes upto n = 107.
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Fig. 2 shows the gravitational wave background for a typical value of Gµ = 10−12 and

⟨16H⟩ = 103 GeV. There is a scale-invariant component (f0), an f3 power-law IR spectrum,

and f−1/3 UV tail which agrees with [37,74]. The loop formation ceases at t∗ and contribution

to the gravitational wave background at time t > t∗ comes from the decaying loops formed

before t∗. These decaying loops during t > t∗ contribute to the lower frequency region of the

spectrum with an f3 IR tail. The UV tail arises since we assume that the network appears at

time tF = 10−22 sec as an example, enters the scaling regime soon after tF and the earliest loops

of size αtF decay at time αtF (ΓGµ)−1.
G
μ=

10
-

9

10
-

10

10
-

11

10
-

12

10
-

13

10
-

14

10
-

15

Topolo
gi

ca
lly

Sta
ble

Str
in

gs

B
B
O

C
E

D
E
C
IG
O

E
T

H
L
V
K

L
IS
A

P
P
T
A

S
K
A

〈16H〉 (GeV)

102

103

104

105

10-9 10-6 10-3 100 103 106 109

10-17

10-15

10-13

10-11

10-9

10-7

f (Hz)

Ω
G

W
h

2

Figure 3: Gravitational wave background from domain walls bounded by cosmic strings for Gµ

varying from 10−15 to 10−9, and the SM singlet VEV in 16H varying from 102 GeV to 105 GeV.

We have shown the sensitivity curves [76, 77] for various ongoing and proposed experiments,

namely, PPTA [78], SKA [79, 80], CE [43], ET [44], LISA [38, 39], DECIGO [40], BBO [41,

42] and HLVK [45]. For comparison, we also display the gravitational wave background from

topologically stable cosmic strings for Gµ = 10−12 in big dashed line.

Fig. 3 shows the gravitational wave background for the domain wall formation scale ⟨16H⟩
varying from 102 to 105 GeV, with Gµ = [10−15, 10−9], which corresponds to the breaking scales

⟨126H⟩ ∼ [1011, 1014] GeV. The gravitational wave background will be detected [76,77] in several

proposed experiments namely, CE [43], ET [44], LISA [38,39], DECIGO [40], BBO [41,42] and

HLVK [45], for Gµ values from 10−15 to 10−9. For comparison we show the gravitational wave

spectrum from topologically stable cosmic strings for Gµ = 10−12 in big dashed line. We can

see that the lower frequency regions in the gravitational wave spectra from walls bounded by

strings are absent since large loops with l > 2πRc cannot be formed. The NANOGrav [81, 82]
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and other pulsar timing array experiments [83–85] have recently reported evidence of stochastic

gravitational wave background in the nano-Hertz frequency range. A recent study [86] has shown

that the gravitational waves from superheavy strings (Gµ ≈ 10−6) bounding the domain walls

associated with a symmetry breaking scale in the ballpark of 102 GeV can explain the data. It

is worth mentioning that specific breaking chains of pGDM GUT models can give rise to similar

topological structures and be compatible with the PTA data.

4 Conclusions

Pseudo-Goldstone dark matter (PGDM) models based on realistic grand unified gauge symme-

tries such as SO(10) predict the existence of composite topological structures known as ‘walls

bounded by strings’. In the SO(10) model that we explore here, there exist a 126-plet as well

as 16-plet of Higgs fields with suitable VEVs in order to obtain this dark matter particle. The

126-plet VEV at an intermediate scale yields a topologically stable Z2 string, which then forms

the boundary of the domain wall created when the 16-plet acquires a VEV in the 102-105 GeV

range. We display the gravitational wave spectrum produced by this string-wall system and

show that it will be accessible in the foreseeable future at a number of proposed experiments.

We also point out that the gravitational wave emission from the topological structures discussed

here with a string tension Gµ close to 10−6 is compatible with the recently released NANOGrav

15 year data.

5 Acknowledgments

R.M. acknowledges illuminating discussion with Joydeep Chakrabortty. Q.S. thanks George

Lazarides and Amit Tiwari for discussions on walls bounded by strings and related topolog-

ical structures. This work was supported by research funds of Jeonbuk National University

in 2022 (W.I.P.), by the National Research Foundation of Korea grants by the Korea govern-

ment: 2022R1A4A5030362 (R.M. and W.I.P.) and 2017R1D1A1B06035959 (W.I.P.), and by the

Spanish grants PID2020-113775GB-I00 (AEI/10.13039/501100011033) and CIPROM/2021/054

(Generalitat Valenciana) (W.I.P.).

References

[1] Planck collaboration, Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters, Astron.

Astrophys. 641 (2020) A6 [1807.06209].

[2] PandaX-4T collaboration, Dark Matter Search Results from the PandaX-4T

Commissioning Run, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 (2021) 261802 [2107.13438].

7

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.261802
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.13438


[3] LZ collaboration, First Dark Matter Search Results from the LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ)

Experiment, 2207.03764.

[4] XENON collaboration, First Dark Matter Search with Nuclear Recoils from the

XENONnT Experiment, 2303.14729.

[5] C. Gross, O. Lebedev and T. Toma, Cancellation Mechanism for Dark-Matter–Nucleon

Interaction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) 191801 [1708.02253].

[6] T. Alanne, M. Heikinheimo, V. Keus, N. Koivunen and K. Tuominen, Direct and indirect

probes of Goldstone dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 075028 [1812.05996].

[7] K. Huitu, N. Koivunen, O. Lebedev, S. Mondal and T. Toma, Probing pseudo-Goldstone

dark matter at the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 015009 [1812.05952].

[8] D. Karamitros, Pseudo Nambu-Goldstone Dark Matter: Examples of Vanishing Direct

Detection Cross Section, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 095036 [1901.09751].

[9] X.-M. Jiang, C. Cai, Z.-H. Yu, Y.-P. Zeng and H.-H. Zhang, Pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone

dark matter and two-Higgs-doublet models, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 075011 [1907.09684].

[10] Y. Abe, T. Toma and K. Tsumura, Pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone dark matter from gauged

U(1)B−L symmetry, JHEP 05 (2020) 057 [2001.03954].

[11] N. Okada, D. Raut and Q. Shafi, Pseudo-Goldstone dark matter in a gauged B − L

extended standard model, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 055024 [2001.05910].

[12] Y. Abe, T. Toma and K. Yoshioka, Non-thermal Production of PNGB Dark Matter and

Inflation, JHEP 03 (2021) 130 [2012.10286].

[13] Z. Zhang, C. Cai, X.-M. Jiang, Y.-L. Tang, Z.-H. Yu and H.-H. Zhang, Phase transition

gravitational waves from pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone dark matter and two Higgs doublets,

JHEP 05 (2021) 160 [2102.01588].

[14] Y. Abe, T. Toma, K. Tsumura and N. Yamatsu, Pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone dark matter

model inspired by grand unification, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 035011 [2104.13523].

[15] N. Okada, D. Raut, Q. Shafi and A. Thapa, Pseudo-Goldstone dark matter in SO(10),

Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 095002 [2105.03419].

[16] R.N. Mohapatra and N. Okada, Unified model for inflation, pseudo-Goldstone dark

matter, neutrino mass, and baryogenesis, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 035024 [2112.02069].

[17] D.-Y. Liu, C. Cai, X.-M. Jiang, Z.-H. Yu and H.-H. Zhang, Ultraviolet completion of

pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone dark matter with a hidden U(1) gauge symmetry, JHEP 02

(2023) 104 [2208.06653].

8

https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03764
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14729
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.191801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.02253
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.075028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05996
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.015009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.05952
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.095036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.09751
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.075011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.09684
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)057
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.03954
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.055024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.05910
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)130
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.10286
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)160
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.01588
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.035011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13523
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.095002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.03419
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.035024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.02069
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)104
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)104
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.06653


[18] X.-M. Jiang, C. Cai, Y.-H. Su and H.-H. Zhang, Freeze-in Production of

Pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone Dark Matter Model with a Real Scalar, 2302.02418.

[19] R.N. Mohapatra and N. Okada, Conformal B-L and Pseudo-Goldstone Dark Matter,

2302.11072.

[20] Z.-Y. Qiu and Z.-H. Yu, Gravitational waves from cosmic strings associated with

pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone dark matter, 2304.02506.

[21] M.G. Baring, T. Ghosh, F.S. Queiroz and K. Sinha, New Limits on the Dark Matter

Lifetime from Dwarf Spheroidal Galaxies using Fermi-LAT, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016)

103009 [1510.00389].

[22] G. Lazarides, Q. Shafi and C. Wetterich, Proton Lifetime and Fermion Masses in an

SO(10) Model, Nucl. Phys. B 181 (1981) 287.

[23] K.S. Babu and R.N. Mohapatra, Predictive neutrino spectrum in minimal SO(10) grand

unification, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 (1993) 2845 [hep-ph/9209215].

[24] B. Bajc, A. Melfo, G. Senjanovic and F. Vissani, Yukawa sector in non-supersymmetric

renormalizable SO(10), Phys. Rev. D 73 (2006) 055001 [hep-ph/0510139].

[25] A.S. Joshipura and K.M. Patel, Fermion Masses in SO(10) Models, Phys. Rev. D 83

(2011) 095002 [1102.5148].

[26] G. Altarelli and D. Meloni, A non supersymmetric SO(10) grand unified model for all the

physics below MGUT , JHEP 08 (2013) 021 [1305.1001].

[27] A. Dueck and W. Rodejohann, Fits to SO(10) Grand Unified Models, JHEP 09 (2013)

024 [1306.4468].

[28] D. Meloni, T. Ohlsson and S. Riad, Effects of intermediate scales on renormalization group

running of fermion observables in an SO(10) model, JHEP 12 (2014) 052 [1409.3730].

[29] D. Meloni, T. Ohlsson and S. Riad, Renormalization Group Running of Fermion

Observables in an Extended Non-Supersymmetric SO(10) Model, JHEP 03 (2017) 045

[1612.07973].

[30] K.S. Babu, B. Bajc and S. Saad, Yukawa Sector of Minimal SO(10) Unification, JHEP 02

(2017) 136 [1612.04329].

[31] T. Ohlsson and M. Pernow, Running of Fermion Observables in Non-Supersymmetric

SO(10) Models, JHEP 11 (2018) 028 [1804.04560].

[32] S.M. Boucenna, T. Ohlsson and M. Pernow, A minimal non-supersymmetric SO(10)

model with Peccei–Quinn symmetry, Phys. Lett. B 792 (2019) 251 [1812.10548].

9

https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.02418
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11072
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.02506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.103009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.103009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.00389
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(81)90354-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.2845
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9209215
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.055001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0510139
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.095002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.095002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1102.5148
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2013)021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.1001
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)024
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2013)024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4468
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2014)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.3730
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2017)045
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07973
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2017)136
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2017)136
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.04329
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.04560
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.03.045
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.10548


[33] T. Ohlsson and M. Pernow, Fits to Non-Supersymmetric SO(10) Models with Type I and

II Seesaw Mechanisms Using Renormalization Group Evolution, JHEP 06 (2019) 085

[1903.08241].

[34] V.S. Mummidi and K.M. Patel, Leptogenesis and fermion mass fit in a renormalizable

SO(10) model, JHEP 12 (2021) 042 [2109.04050].

[35] G. Lazarides, R. Maji, R. Roshan and Q. Shafi, A predictive SO(10) model, JCAP 12

(2022) 009 [2210.03710].

[36] X. Martin and A. Vilenkin, Gravitational wave background from hybrid topological defects,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 2879 [astro-ph/9606022].

[37] D.I. Dunsky, A. Ghoshal, H. Murayama, Y. Sakakihara and G. White, Gravitational Wave

Gastronomy, 2111.08750.

[38] N. Bartolo et al., Science with the space-based interferometer LISA. IV: Probing inflation

with gravitational waves, JCAP 12 (2016) 026 [1610.06481].

[39] P. Amaro-Seoane et al., Laser interferometer space antenna, 1702.00786.

[40] S. Sato et al., The status of DECIGO, Journal of Physics: Conference Series 840 (2017)

012010.

[41] J. Crowder and N.J. Cornish, Beyond LISA: Exploring future gravitational wave missions,

Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 083005 [gr-qc/0506015].

[42] V. Corbin and N.J. Cornish, Detecting the cosmic gravitational wave background with the

big bang observer, Class. Quant. Grav. 23 (2006) 2435 [gr-qc/0512039].

[43] T. Regimbau, M. Evans, N. Christensen, E. Katsavounidis, B. Sathyaprakash and

S. Vitale, Digging deeper: Observing primordial gravitational waves below the

binary-black-hole-produced stochastic background, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 151105.

[44] G. Mentasti and M. Peloso, ET sensitivity to the anisotropic Stochastic Gravitational

Wave Background, JCAP 03 (2021) 080 [2010.00486].

[45] KAGRA, LIGO Scientific, Virgo, VIRGO collaboration, Prospects for observing and

localizing gravitational-wave transients with Advanced LIGO, Advanced Virgo and

KAGRA, Living Rev. Rel. 21 (2018) 3 [1304.0670].

[46] Y.B. Zeldovich, I.Y. Kobzarev and L.B. Okun, Cosmological Consequences of the

Spontaneous Breakdown of Discrete Symmetry, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 67 (1974) 3.

[47] S. Saad, Probing minimal grand unification through gravitational waves, proton decay, and

fermion masses, JHEP 04 (2023) 058 [2212.05291].

10

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2019)085
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08241
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)042
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.04050
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/12/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/12/009
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03710
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.2879
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9606022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.08750
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/12/026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06481
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.00786
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/840/1/012010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/840/1/012010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.083005
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0506015
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/23/7/014
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0512039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.151105
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/080
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.00486
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-020-00026-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.0670
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)058
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.05291


[48] T.W.B. Kibble, G. Lazarides and Q. Shafi, Strings in SO(10), Phys. Lett. B 113 (1982)

237.

[49] T.W.B. Kibble, G. Lazarides and Q. Shafi, Walls Bounded by Strings, Phys. Rev. D 26

(1982) 435.

[50] G. Lazarides and Q. Shafi, Axion Models with No Domain Wall Problem, Phys. Lett. B

115 (1982) 21.

[51] G. Lazarides, Q. Shafi and A. Tiwari, Composite Topological Structures in SO(10),

2303.15159.

[52] J.C. Pati and A. Salam, Lepton Number as the Fourth Color, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) 275.

[53] G. ’t Hooft, Magnetic Monopoles in Unified Gauge Theories, Nucl. Phys. B 79 (1974) 276.

[54] G. Lazarides, M. Magg and Q. Shafi, Phase Transitions and Magnetic Monopoles in

SO(10), Phys. Lett. B 97 (1980) 87.

[55] J. Chakrabortty, R. Maji, S.K. Patra, T. Srivastava and S. Mohanty, Roadmap of

left-right models based on GUTs, Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) 095010 [1711.11391].

[56] J. Chakrabortty, R. Maji and S.F. King, Unification, Proton Decay and Topological

Defects in non-SUSY GUTs with Thresholds, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 095008

[1901.05867].

[57] C.T. Hill, H.M. Hodges and M.S. Turner, Bosonic Superconducting Cosmic Strings, Phys.

Rev. D 37 (1988) 263.

[58] M. Hindmarsh, Signals of Inflationary Models with Cosmic Strings, Prog. Theor. Phys.

Suppl. 190 (2011) 197 [1106.0391].

[59] A. Vilenkin and A.E. Everett, Cosmic Strings and Domain Walls in Models with

Goldstone and PseudoGoldstone Bosons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48 (1982) 1867.

[60] A. Vilenkin, Cosmic Strings and Domain Walls, Phys. Rept. 121 (1985) 263.

[61] C.J.A.P. Martins and E.P.S. Shellard, String evolution with friction, Phys. Rev. D 53

(1996) 575 [hep-ph/9507335].

[62] C.J.A.P. Martins and E.P.S. Shellard, Quantitative string evolution, Phys. Rev. D 54

(1996) 2535 [hep-ph/9602271].

[63] C.J.A.P. Martins and E.P.S. Shellard, Extending the velocity dependent one scale string

evolution model, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 043514 [hep-ph/0003298].

[64] T. Vachaspati and A. Vilenkin, Gravitational Radiation from Cosmic Strings, Phys. Rev.

D 31 (1985) 3052.

11

https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)90829-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)90829-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.435
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.435
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)90506-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)90506-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.15159
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.275
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90486-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90553-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.095010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.11391
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.095008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.05867
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.37.263
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.37.263
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.190.197
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.190.197
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.0391
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.48.1867
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(85)90033-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.53.R575
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.53.R575
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507335
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.54.2535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.54.2535
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9602271
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.043514
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0003298
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.31.3052
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.31.3052


[65] A. Vilenkin and E.P.S. Shellard, Cosmic Strings and Other Topological Defects,

Cambridge University Press (7, 2000).

[66] V. Vanchurin, K.D. Olum and A. Vilenkin, Scaling of cosmic string loops, Phys. Rev. D

74 (2006) 063527 [gr-qc/0511159].

[67] C. Ringeval, M. Sakellariadou and F. Bouchet, Cosmological evolution of cosmic string

loops, JCAP 02 (2007) 023 [astro-ph/0511646].

[68] K.D. Olum and V. Vanchurin, Cosmic string loops in the expanding Universe, Phys. Rev.

D 75 (2007) 063521 [astro-ph/0610419].

[69] J.J. Blanco-Pillado, K.D. Olum and B. Shlaer, The number of cosmic string loops, Phys.

Rev. D 89 (2014) 023512 [1309.6637].

[70] J.J. Blanco-Pillado and K.D. Olum, Stochastic gravitational wave background from

smoothed cosmic string loops, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 104046 [1709.02693].

[71] Y. Cui, M. Lewicki, D.E. Morrissey and J.D. Wells, Probing the pre-BBN universe with

gravitational waves from cosmic strings, JHEP 01 (2019) 081 [1808.08968].

[72] S. Olmez, V. Mandic and X. Siemens, Gravitational-Wave Stochastic Background from

Kinks and Cusps on Cosmic Strings, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 104028 [1004.0890].

[73] P. Auclair et al., Probing the gravitational wave background from cosmic strings with

LISA, JCAP 04 (2020) 034 [1909.00819].

[74] Y. Cui, M. Lewicki and D.E. Morrissey, Gravitational Wave Bursts as Harbingers of

Cosmic Strings Diluted by Inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) 211302 [1912.08832].

[75] LIGO Scientific, Virgo, KAGRA collaboration, Constraints on Cosmic Strings Using

Data from the Third Advanced LIGO–Virgo Observing Run, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021)

241102 [2101.12248].

[76] E. Thrane and J.D. Romano, Sensitivity curves for searches for gravitational-wave

backgrounds, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 124032 [1310.5300].

[77] K. Schmitz, New Sensitivity Curves for Gravitational-Wave Signals from Cosmological

Phase Transitions, JHEP 01 (2021) 097 [2002.04615].

[78] R. Shannon et al., Gravitational waves from binary supermassive black holes missing in

pulsar observations, Science 349 (2015) 1522 [1509.07320].

[79] P.E. Dewdney, P.J. Hall, R.T. Schilizzi and T.J.L.W. Lazio, The square kilometre array,

Proceedings of the IEEE 97 (2009) 1482.

[80] G. Janssen et al., Gravitational wave astronomy with the SKA, PoS AASKA14 (2015)

037 [1501.00127].

12

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.063527
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.063527
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0511159
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2007/02/023
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0511646
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.063521
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.063521
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0610419
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.023512
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.023512
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.6637
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.104046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.02693
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)081
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.08968
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.104028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0890
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/04/034
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.00819
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.211302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08832
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.241102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.241102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.12248
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.124032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.5300
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)097
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.04615
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aab1910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.07320
https://doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2009.2021005
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.215.0037
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.215.0037
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.00127


[81] NANOGrav collaboration, The NANOGrav 15-year Data Set: Evidence for a

Gravitational-Wave Background, Astrophys. J. Lett. 951 (2023) [2306.16213].

[82] NANOGrav collaboration, The NANOGrav 15-year Data Set: Search for Signals from

New Physics, Astrophys. J. Lett. 951 (2023) [2306.16219].

[83] J. Antoniadis et al., The second data release from the European Pulsar Timing Array III.

Search for gravitational wave signals, 2306.16214.

[84] D.J. Reardon et al., Search for an isotropic gravitational-wave background with the Parkes

Pulsar Timing Array, Astrophys. J. Lett. 951 (2023) [2306.16215].

[85] H. Xu et al., Searching for the Nano-Hertz Stochastic Gravitational Wave Background

with the Chinese Pulsar Timing Array Data Release I, Res. Astron. Astrophys. 23 (2023)

075024 [2306.16216].

[86] G. Lazarides, R. Maji and Q. Shafi, Superheavy quasi-stable strings and walls bounded by

strings in the light of NANOGrav 15 year data, 2306.17788.

13

https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16213
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdc91
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16219
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16214
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdd02
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16215
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/acdfa5
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-4527/acdfa5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16216
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17788

	Introduction
	Pseudo Goldstone dark matter model and walls bounded by strings
	Gravitational wave background
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments

