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DEFECT NETWORKS
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Calculated signal
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SUMMARY
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Back up / Extra



Isotropic + anisotropic birefringence
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*With the current data, the anisotropic and isotropic birefringence measurements
are difficult to reconcile in the context of axion-defect-induced birefringence
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Results from other data sets

stable string network collapsing string-wall network

|
I

‘ /
..IL- l—!—ﬂJluuu S

—20 —10 0 10 20 —200 —100 0 100 200
A2y A&y
Planck 2015 Planck 2018 ACTproL M SPTPOL BICEP2 / Keck POLARBEAR

stable strings | collapsing string-wall
Planck (2015): || A%& < 13 A%¢y < 55,000
Planck (2018): | A2%& < 13 A€y < 18,000
ACTPoOL: A%¢y < 7.1 A%¢, < 1,100
SPTPOL: A%€y < 3.7 A%y < 390
BICEP2/Keck: | A%, < 11 A?%£y < 3,200
POLARBEAR: A%& < 81 A%¢&y < 3,300




COSMIC STRINGS
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