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The origin of interstellar and intergalactic magnetic fields remains largely unknown. One possi-
bility is that they are related to the primordial magnetic fields (PMFs) produced by, for instance,
the phase transitions of the early Universe. In this paper, the PMF-induced turbulence generated at
around the QCD phase transition epoch—the characteristic magnetic field strength B∗

ch ∼ O(1) µG
and coherent length scale ℓ∗ch ∼ O(1) pc—can naturally accommodate nanohertz gravitational waves
reported by pulsar timing array (PTA) collaborations. Moreover, the evolution of the PMFs to the
recombination era with the form of Bch ∼ ℓ−α

ch can induce baryon density inhomogeneities, alter
the recombination history, and alleviate the tension of the Hubble parameter H0 and the matter
clumpiness parameter S8 between early- and late-time measurements for 0.88 ≤ α ≤ 1.17 (approxi-
mate 95% credible region based on three PTA likelihoods). This allowed range of α is for the first
time obtained by data-driven approach. The further evolved PMFs may account for the ∼ O(10−16)
Gauss extragalactic magnetic field inferred with GRB 221009A.

I. INTRODUCTION

A signal of stochastic gravitational wave background
(SGWB) with frequencies around nanohertz (nHz) is
a powerful probe of several astrophysical and physical
problems [1–3]. In recent years, several pulsar timing
arrays (PTAs) reported the positive detection of can-
didate power-law signals in the data [4–7]. Very re-
cently, the analyses of the Hellings-Downs (HD) corre-
lation [8] of the timing residuals give evidence in sup-
port of the SGWB nature of the power-law excess [9–
12]. The significance of the HD correlation obtained from
NANOGrav, EPTA, PPTA, and CPTA is approximately
3σ, 3σ, 2σ, and 4.6σ, respectively. The fitted power law
parameters, i.e., the amplitude and spectral index, are
AGWB = 6.4+4.2

−2.7×10−15 and γ = 3.2+0.6
−0.6 for NANOGrav,

log10 AGWB = −14.54+0.28
−0.41 and γ = 4.19+0.73

−0.63 for EPTA,

AGWB = 3.1+1.3
−0.9 × 10−15 and α = −0.45+0.20

−0.20 (α = 3−γ
2 )

for PPTA, and log10 AGWB = −14.4+1.0
−2.8 with γ < 6.6 for

CPTA. These results represent the breakthrough opening
a new window for observing the Universe with gravita-
tional waves (GWs).

Besides the astrophysical origin of the SGWB from the
orbital motions of supermassive binary black holes [13–
16], it is of great interest in possible connection with
many new physics processes in the early Universe, such
as inflation [17–21], phase transitions [22–33], cosmic
strings [34–42], domain walls [43, 44], or primordial black
holes [45–50]. It has been proposed that magnetohydro-
dynamic (MHD) turbulence generated by the primordial
magnetic fields (PMFs) can also produce the SGWB [51–
54]. If the PMFs were initially produced via, e.g., the
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QCD phase transition, the induced SGWB would fall
within the detectable range of PTAs. The correspond-
ing comoving length is about 1 pc, inversely proportional
to the temperature around 100 MeV. As the Universe
evolves to the recombination epoch, the PMFs can induce
baryon density fluctuations. These baryon density in-
homogeneities alter the standard cosmological evolution
by affecting the recombination history. Consequently,
it may affect the Hubble constant H0 and the matter
clumpiness parameter S8 inferred from the cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB) data [55]. As a result, it
may solve or alleviate [56, 57] the tension from late-time
measurements (e.g., [58–60]).
In light of the first detection of SGWB from the PTAs,

we study the PMF scenario with the purpose to account
for the nHz SGWB and to alleviate theH0 and S8 tension
simultaneously. 1 We assume an evolutionary relation
of Bch ∼ ℓ−α

ch , where Bch is the comoving characteristic
magnetic field strength and ℓch is the comoving scale, to
bridge the early time when PMFs were produced and the
recombination epoch. The SGWB data are used to con-
strain the initial parameters of the PMFs. They are then
implemented as a likelihood to perform a Bayesian global
analysis, together with the cosmological likelihoods in-
cluding the Planck CMB anisotropies [55], the baryon
acoustic oscillation (BAO) [61–63], and the local mea-
surements of the Hubble constant (hereafter H3) [58–60].
As will be shown in detail later, we find that the PMFs
model can solve these two important problems simulta-
neously. If this is the case, we also, for the first time,
obtain the evolution properties of the PMFs at different
epochs of the early Universe.

1 See also Ref. [44] for a domain wall network which produces the
nanohertz SGWB and largely alleviates the Hubble tension.
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II. SGWB FROM PMFS

The PMF is treated as a Gaussian random field with a
spectrum described by the same method as [53, 54]. The
spectrum of the GWs produced from the initial time τ∗
to the end time τend

2 at the scale k can be written as [53]

ΩGW(k, τend) ≃ 3

(
k

k∗ch

)
Ω∗

M

C(α)
A2(α)

pΠ

(
k

k∗ch

)
×
{

ln2(1 +H∗δτend), if kδτend < 1,
ln2(1 +H∗/k), if kδτend ≥ 1,

(1)

where Ω∗
M = 1

2 (B
∗
ch)

2 is the total normalized magnetic
energy density and k∗ch = 2π/l∗ch. The comoving Hubble
frequency H∗ ≃ 1.12× 10−8(T∗/100 MeV), where we set
T∗ = 100MeV and g∗ = 10 referring to the temperature
and the relativistic degrees of freedom during the QCD
phase transition epoch. Two constants C(α) and A(α)
have been calculated in Ref. [53]. Also, δτend = τend − τ∗
is the duration of the GW source. From the MHD simu-
lation [53], we have δτend = 0.184H∗

−1+1.937δτe, where
δτe = (

√
1.5Ω∗

Mk∗ch)
−1 is the eddy turnover time. The

parameter pΠ (k/k∗ch) is defined as P ∗
Π(k)/P

∗
Π(0), where

P ∗
Π(k) is the anisotropic stress power spectral density.
After τend, the sources stop acting and the GWs propa-

gate through the Universe freely while the energy density
decreases due to cosmic expansion. Therefore, we have
the GW today [53]

h2Ω0
GW(k) =

(
aend
a0

)4 (
Hend

H0

)2

h2ΩGW (k, τend)

≃ 3.5× 10−5 ΩGW (k, τend)

(
10

gend

) 1
3

,

(2)

where aend and a0 correspond to the scale factors. The
Hubble constant Hend has been calculated in Ref. [64],
and H0 = 100h km s−1 Mpc−1 with h ≃ 0.68 [55]. The
entropic degrees of freedom gend equals g∗. The SGWB
spectrum, denoted as h2Ω0

GW(f) with frequency f , can
be linked to the timing residuals ρ(f) that are directly
measured by PTA experiments[65],

ρ(f) =
1

4π2fyr

(
f

fyr

)−3/2

hc(f), (3)

hc(f) =
H0

πf

√
3

2
h2Ω0

GW(f), (4)

where fyr ≃ 3.17× 10−8 Hz.
A maximum likelihood estimation method is utilized

to fit the parameters of the PMF model, B∗
ch and ℓ∗ch,

by means of comparing the theoretical SGWB to the

2 The physical quantity with a superscript or subscript ‘∗’, ‘end’,
and ‘0’ represents the value at the initial time τ∗, the end time
τend, and present time, respectively.

common-noise free spectrum derived from PPTA DR3,
EPTA DR2full, and NANOGrav 15-year data [9–11].
The violin plots in the left panel in Fig. 1 depict the
free spectra with Helling-Downs cross-correlations, and
the solid lines are the analytical SGWB spectra incorpo-
rating the best-fit values of B∗

ch and ℓ∗ch. The red, green,
and blue contours in the right panel in Fig. 1 correspond
to the obtained 68% and 95% confidence level parameter
regions of B∗

ch and l∗ch using the NANOGrav 15-year data,
PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2full, respectively. As shown
in this panel, the favored parameters are B∗

ch ∼ O(1) µG
and l∗ch ∼ O(1) pc. We would note that the three con-
tours are located at slightly different regions because the
amplitudes of the free spectra measured by those three
experiments are different.

III. BARYON INHOMOGENEITIES INDUCED
FROM PMFS AT RECOMBINATION

To study the impacts of PMFs on recombination
history, we calculate the characteristic magnetic field
strength right before recombination Brec

ch , by combining
the linear relation between Brec

ch and lrecch and the evolu-
tion track Bch ∼ ℓ−α

ch [69–72]:

Brec
ch

nG
=

[
B∗

ch

nG
×
(

ℓ∗ch
0.1 Mpc

)α] 1
α+1

, (5)

where α characterizes the cascade process. Theoretically,
it is determined by the ideal invariant in the MHD sys-
tem, i.e., α = 3/2 from Saffman flux invariant for com-
pressible fluids, α = 1/2 from helicity conservation for
helical magnetic fields, α = 5/4 from Saffman helicity
invariant[73–75], etc. The ideal invariant in the MHD
system with PMFs is unclear. Therefore, we set α as a
free parameter in this paper.
This magnetic field Brec

ch can induce the baryon den-
sity inhomogeneities at recombination [57]. We define a
baryon clumping factor to represent the density inhomo-
geneities as

b =
⟨(nb − ⟨nb⟩)2⟩

⟨nb⟩2
. (6)

Following Ref. [57], Brec
ch and b can be linked through

the Alfvén wave speed cA, namely, b ≃ min[1, (cA/cs)
4],

where cA = (4.34 km/s) × [Brec
ch /0.03 nG] and cs =

6.33 km/s at z = 1090. This correlation, however, devi-
ates significantly from the simulation results when cA/cs
approaches one [57]. As a result, we adopt the relation
between cA/cs and b from the simulation results given in
Ref. [57].

The recombination epoch is dominated by two pro-
cesses: hydrogen recombination and ionization. The re-
combination rate is proportional to the squared electron
density n2

e , and the ionization rate is proportional to the
neutral hydrogen density nHI. Incorporating a baryon



3

9.0 8.5 8.0 7.5
log10(f/Hz)

14

12

10

8

6
lo

g
10

[h
2
Ω

0 G
W

(f
)]

NANOGrav 15 year

PPTA DR3

EPTA DR2full

solid lines : PMFs best fit
violins : free spectrum of experimental data

1.5 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
log10(`

∗
ch/pc)

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

lo
g

10
(B

∗ ch
/µ

G
)

NANOGrav 15−year

PPTA DR3

EPTA DR2full Ω ∗
M ≥ 1

Ω ∗
M ≥ 0.1

FIG. 1. Left: the free-spectrum analysis for the NANOGrav 15-year dataset (red), PPTA DR3 (green), and EPTA DR2full
(blue) and the theoretical SGWB spectra with the best-fit values of PMFs parameters. Right: the favored 68% (inner) and
95% (outer) parameter regions projected on the (log10 ℓ

∗
ch, log10 B

∗
ch) plane. Those contours are obtained by fitting the timing

residual signals of corresponding PTA data. The two dashed lines are the upper limits on the total normalized magnetic energy
density from the big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) constraints (Ω∗

M = 0.1 a;[67, 68]) and the total energy density of the Universe
at the initial time (Ω∗

M = 1).

a T. Kahniashvili et al. have revisited the BBN constraints on PMFs. They concluded that when considering the MHD turbulent decay
process from the time of the generation of PMFs to BBN, Ω∗

M ≥ 0.1 is also allowed. [66]

density fluctuation, induced by Brec
ch , leads to an inho-

mogeneous Universe with ⟨n2
e⟩ > ⟨ne⟩2. This enhances

the average recombination rate, leading to earlier recom-
bination and a reduction in the CMB sound horizon rsh.
Given a fixed angular sound horizon θls, the conformal
distance to the CMB rls decreases simultaneously be-
cause of θls ∝ rsh/rls. Such a smaller rls implies a larger
H0 value.

To qualitatively estimate the impacts of b on the re-
combination process, we use a three-zone model [56]. We
adopt a benchmark model M1 from Ref. [56] by setting
the volume fraction of the second zone f2 = 1/3, den-
sity parameters for the first zone δ1 = 0.1, and density
parameters for the second zone δ2 = 1, based on the rea-
son that it alleviates H0 tension better than the model
M2. Instead of treating b as a free parameter as given
in Ref. [56], we incorporate b as a function of PMF pa-
rameters (B∗

ch, ℓ
∗
ch, and α) when performing our statistic

analysis.

Embedding a modified version of CLASS code [76, 77]
into MontePython [78, 79], a Monte Carlo code for cos-
mological Bayesian analysis, we compute the posterior
distributions for B∗

ch, ℓ
∗
ch, α and other cosmological pa-

rameters. The experiments used for comparison include
Planck 2018 (high TT, TE, EE + low EE, TT + lens-
ing) [55], BAO [61–63], NANOGrav 15-year, PPTA DR3,
and EPTA DR2full. For addressing the Hubble tension,
H3 (SH0ES, MCP, and H0LiCOW) is also included. The

priors of input parameters are shown in Table I.

Parameter Prior distribution Prior range

ΛCDM Cosmology

Ωbh
2 Flat [0.02, 0.02]

Ωcdmh2 Flat [0.11, 0.13]

100 · θs Flat [1.04, 1.04]

ln
(
As × 1010

)
Flat [2.96, 3.14]

ns Flat [0.94, 0.99]

τreio Flat [0.01, 0.70]

PMFs

B∗
ch Log [10−2, 100.59]

ℓ∗ch Log [10−2, 101.50]

α Flat [0.60, 3.00]

TABLE I. All the input parameters used in our scan. Two
types of parameters are grouped as cosmological and PMF
parameters.

Figure 2 shows the projected two-dimensional poste-
rior distributions onto the (H0, S8) plane (left panel) and
(α, b) plane (right panel). We find that the M1 model
can increase the H0 value to 70.4±0.6 and reduce the S8

value to 0.813 ± 0.01 for alleviating H0 and S8 tension.
Even without adding H3 likelihood, the M1 model (green
contour in Fig. 2) can also elevate the value of H0 in com-
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FIG. 2. The marginalized 68% (inner contour) and 95% (outer contour) credible regions of H0−S8 (left panel) and α− b (right
panel). The dark cyan region in the left panel shows the 68% and 95% credible regions of H0 from SH0ES.

parison of the ΛCDMmodel (blue contour in Fig. 2). The
right panel in Fig. 2 shows a strong correlation between
b and α. The index α dominates the evolution of the
magnetic field, and its impact on the clumping is larger
than that of B∗

ch and ℓ∗ch. Therefore, different PTA like-
lihood leads to little discrepancy between the α− b con-
tours. The M1 model gives b = 0.51+0.17

−0.18 for three PTA

likelihoods, but α = 0.99+0.03
−0.05 for including NANOGrav

likelihood, α = 1.0+0.03
−0.05 for PPTA, and α = 1.0+0.04

−0.07 for
EPTA.

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we use the NANOGrav 15-year,
EPTA DR2full, and PPTA DR3 data to constrain the
characteristic strength and scale of the PMFs generated
in the early Universe, B∗

ch ∼ O(1) µG and ℓ∗ch ∼ O(1) pc,
assuming that the SGWB can be produced by PMF-
induced MHD turbulence. In addition, we employ the
model parameter B∗

ch, ℓ
∗
ch, and the evolution parameter

α instead of clumping factor b for Monte Carlo scan. For
likelihoods, we have: Planck 2018 (high TT, TE, EE +
low EE, TT + lensing), BAO, H3, NANOGrav 15-year,
PPTA DR3, and EPTA DR2full. We find that the M1
model prefers a clumping factor b ∼ 0.5, α ∼ 1, and
Brec

ch ∼ 0.1 nG, which helps to alleviate the H0 and S8

tension. Our study reports the first data-driven interval
for α, which holds significance for researchers investigat-
ing theoretical index values.

We comment that the recent observations of the high-
energy afterglow of GRB 221009A [80] by Fermi-LAT
may indicate that there was a delayed cascade emis-
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Brec

ch /nG

Bch ∼ `−αch

B rec
ch ' 10−8G(` rec

ch /1Mpc)

Xia et al. 2022

FIG. 3. The comoving frame strength and the characteris-
tic length of the magnetic fields inferred in our modeling.
The red, green, and blue regions correspond to NANOGrav,
PPTA, and EPTA results, respectively, during the QCD phase
transition period. The purple region denotes the recombina-
tion epoch. The brown dashed line connects the two cos-
mic times via Bch ∼ ℓ−α

ch . The inset plot shows the prob-
ability density distribution of Brec

ch . The present value of
B ∼ 4 × 10−17 G, assuming a coherence length of ∼ 1
Mpc, is inferred from the gamma-ray observations of GRB
221009A [80].

sion from very-high-energy photons in the background
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radiation field, which gives a measurement of the inter-
galactic magnetic fields at a characteristic scale around
O(1) Mpc with field strength B0 ∼ O(10−16) G. In Fig 3,
we present a summary plot of the magnetic fields at three
periods: the QCD phase transition, recombination, and
the present epoch. This present value is about 5 orders of
magnitude lower than that needed to alleviate the Hubble
tension at the recombination time, suggesting the pres-
ence of a very efficient magnetic energy dissipation pro-
cess. We will leave this topic for future studies.
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