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ABSTRACT: Over the past few decades, a host of theoretical evidence have surfaced that
suggest a connection between theories of gravity and Navier-Stokes (NS) equation of fluid
dynamics. It emerges out that gravity theory can be treated as some kind of fluid on a
particular surface. Motivated by the work carried out by Bredberg et al (JHEP 1207, 146
(2012)) [6], our paper focuses on including certain modes to the metric which are consis-
tent with the so called hydrodynamic scaling and discuss the consequences, one of which
appear in the form of Damour Navier Stokes (DNS) equation with the incompressibility
condition. We also present an alternative route to the results by considering the metric
as a perturbative expansion in the hydrodynamic scaling parameter ¢ and with a specific
gauge choice, thus modifying the metric. It is observed that the inclusion of certain modes
in the metric corresponds to the solution of Einstein’s equations in presence of a particular
type of matter in the spacetime. This analysis reveals that gravity has both the NS and
DNS description not only on a null surface, but also on a timelike surface. So far we are
aware of, this analysis is the first attempt to illuminate the possibility of presenting the
gravity dual of DNS equation on a timelike surface. In addition, an equivalence between
the hydrodynamic expansion and the near-horizon expansion has also been studied in the
present context.
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1 Introduction

The Einstein’s field equations of gravity and the Navier-Stokes (NS) equation governing
the dynamics of fluids are two of the most important differential equations in physics and
mathematics. While the Einstein equation universally governs the long-distance behaviour
of essentially any gravitating system, the NS equation governs the hydrodynamic limit of
essentially any fluid. Any connection between these two rich non-linear structures is bound
to be interesting and hints of such a connection have surfaced in various forms over the
last four decades. The connections established between gravity and fluid dynamics lends
credence to the notion that gravity is not a truly fundamental phenomenon, but an emergent
one. Apart from fluid-gravity duality, a host of theoretical evidence [1] suggest gravity could
be an emergent phenomenon with the gravitational field equations having the same status
as the equations of gas dynamics.

One of the earliest works in this regard appears in the doctoral thesis of Damour
[2], wherein there are suggestions of a relation between horizon and fluid dynamics. This
work shows that Einstein’s field equations when projected onto a null surface, exhibits a
mathematical structure very similar to NS equation but with an additional non-linear term,
now known as the Damour-Navier-Stokes (DNS) equation. The DNS equation governs the
geometric data on any null surface. Such a connection has also been obtained in the
membrane paradigm approach by Price and Thorne in [3]. Due to the presence of an
additional term, they refer to the fluid dynamical equation as Hajicek equation instead of



the usual NS equation. A corresponding action formulation has been discussed extensively
by Parikh and Wilczek in [4]. The same has also been done in [5] for DNS.

In a more recent work by Bredberg et al [6], which forms the basis of our work, a
general solution of the vacuum Einstein equations with certain prescribed boundary data
is presented in (p + 2) dimensions (p corresponds to all angular coordinates while 2 stands
for one time and one radial coordinate) using the well-known hydrodynamic expansion of
the incompressible NS equation in (p+ 1) dimensions (here p is, like earlier, collection of all
angular coordinates and 1 refers to only the timelike coordinate). In this paper, they seek
a relation between the (p + 2)-dimensional Einstein and (p + 1)-dimensional NS equation
by the construction of a metric in accordance with a scaling symmetry the incompressible
NS equation possess. The metric construction is an expansion in the hydrodynamic scaling
parameter ¢ and is parameterized by the velocity field v;(x?, 7) and pressure P(z’,7) that
solves the full nonlinear incompressible NS equation. It may be worth mentioning that the
metric in [6] is constructed so as to strictly obtain incompressible NS dynamics by conserv-
ing the corresponding Brown-York stress tensor on a timelike hypersurface r = r., where
r. lies outside the black hole horizon 7, (also, an earlier seminal work [7] is done in the
AdS/CFT context). The choice of the metric thus lies on the following facts. It has been
obtained perturbatively in the hydrodynamic expansion parameter around Rindler space-
time and up to certain gauge conditions and reparameterizations, satisfies certain boundary
conditions and vacuum Einstein’s equations. The explicit meaning of these statements will
be made clear in the next paragraph. This cut-off surface approach has been applied in
various cases [8]. For example, it was extended for higher curvature gravity theories [9-12]
as well as for the AdS [13]| and dS [14] gravity theories. Also a corresponding relativistic
situation has been discussed extensively in [15]. Symmetries of the vacuum Einstein equa-
tions have been exploited to develop a formalism for solution generating transformations
of the corresponding NS fluid duals in [16]. The fluid description on the Kerr horizon have
also been explored extensively in [17].

Our motivation is to analyse the metric construction more deeply and see how far we
can generalise the form of the metric which abide by the same scaling laws and thereby in-
vestigate the corresponding consequences. On analysing the metric we realized that certain
additional modes can still be incorporated in the metric in accordance with the relevant
hydrodynamic scaling. For example, terms like (0;v; + ajvi)dxidxj and v25l-jd:cidxj are
perfectly allowed modes of the order of €2 and hence can be added to the metric of [6]. In
our work we try to figure out the implications of retaining these scaling consistent modes
which serve as modifications to the original metric in [6]. One such consequence due to the
presence of the term 0 ;v; is that the modified metric generates fluid dynamics described
by the equation which contains an additional term proportional to d;v?, while retaining the
incompressibility condition. Interestingly, such a structure is similar to that obtained in [18|
where the DNS equation is expressed in terms of coordinates adapted to a null surface. As
discussed in length in the work by Padmanabhan [18], the key structural difference of the
DNS equation in comparison to the NS equation is the presence of a 9;v? kind of term. We
obtain a seemingly close structure which has only the kinematic viscosity (thereby calling
it a "restricted" DNS equation) when one keeps a term of the type (9v; + 9;v;)dx'da’



in the original metric and approaching in the same route as in [6]. We show later in the
subsequent sections that these additional mode(s) result from defining an appropriate bulk
matter and the corresponding generalized metric solves the Einstein field equations with
an appropriate energy-momentum tensor.

This is a new scenario quite in contrary to the approach by Damour [2] which was
set in context to null surface dynamics alone, whereas the present one is constructed on
a timelike surface. Such an investigation fulfils an important purpose. In literature, the
NS equation has both types of gravity duality: one on the timelike surface and another on
the null surface. On the contrary, so far we are aware of, the DNS equation has a gravity
dual constructed on a null surface. So the present analysis can be regarded as the first
attempt to have a gravity description of the DNS equation on a timelike surface, along with
a particular constraint.

We also describe an alternative framework in which the geometry described in [6], is
now viewed as a perturbative expansion of the leading order metric and leading to NS or
DNS dynamics depending on the manner in which the metric is modified at a particular
order. In this case, the extrinsic curvature and the surface stress-tensor is also taken to have
a linear order correction. The perturbative expansion follows a specific choice of fixed gauge
conditions. This gauge condition confirms the invariance of the structure of the seed metric
on the cut-off surface. In both the frameworks, the equivalence between the hydrodynamic
expansion and the near-horizon expansion approaches is explored. Implications of these
results are finally discussed at the end.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the well
known scaling symmetry of the incompressible NS equation which serves as the basis of our
main goal. In the next Section, we present a generalized metric where the additional scaling
consistent tensor modes are sourced by an appropriately defined bulk matter characterized
by an energy-momentum tensor and the metric is shown to solve the complete Einstein
field equations, i.e., in presence of matter, upto the order till which the bulk solution is
presented. The constraint equations on the cut-off boundary surface is shown to reduce
to the incompressible DNS-like fluid equations. In Section 4, we present an alternative
framework to represent the gravity dual of this constrained DNS fluid, with the metric now
modified by a specific choice of gauge conditions and the extrinsic curvature along with
the Brown-York stress tensor taken to have linear order corrections only. The equivalence
between the hydrodynamic expansion and the near-horizon expansion approaches, similar
in spirit to [6] is explored in Section 5. Next, some discussions on certain aspects are made.
Finally, we present our conclusions in Section 7. We present the detailed proof of the scale
invariance of the restricted DNS-like equation in Appendix A. In Appendix B, we show
the explicit computation of the Ricci tensor components for the metrics presented in the
paper, but whose coefficients have been taken to be pre-factored with suitable multiplicative
constants, indicating as to how various modes contribute to the Ricci tensor at various
orders.

The notations used throughout the paper are clarified as follows: All uppercase Latin
letters (i.e.,A, B, C, etc.) denote the bulk spacetime co-ordinate indices while the lowercase
Latin letters (i.e.,a,b,c etc.) are used only for denoting transverse coordinates. The Greek



letters (i.e.,a, pu, v etc.) denote the coordinates on the boundary cutoff hypersurface ..

2 Setup: Scaling laws

In this section we shall briefly review the scaling symmetry of the incompressible NS equa-
tion, which forms the basis of the work [6] and also lays the foundation of our analysis.
Now, if the amplitudes of the solution space (v;, P) of the incompressible NS equation is
scaled down by the parameter e:

vi(z!,7) = evi(ex’, €27 ;

Pe(2t,7) = EP(ext, €21) | (2.1)

then the NS equation remains invariant under the above scaling transformation, thus gen-
erating a family of solutions parameterized by e from the original solution space. Any
deviations from ideality lead to certain typical corrections which vanish under the scaling
law (2.1), as shown in [6]. A term proportional to d;v? arises in our analysis later in the
paper, as an addition to the incompressible NS equation. This resulting equation is also
shown to obey the same scaling laws (2.1) (the explicit proof is shown in Appendix A). The
hydrodynamic scaling parameter e serves as the expansion parameter for the metric in [6].
The hydrodynamic scaling of the spatial and time derivatives along with the pair (v;, P)
follows as:

vl Oe), P~O(E?), 9~0(), 8 ~0(). (2.2)

In our analysis in the subsequent sections, we focus on including certain additional modes
consistent with the above hydrodynamic scaling sourced by an appropriately defined bulk
matter tensor and working with a modified metric than in [6]. We then strive to discuss the
consequences of this generalized metric with these scaling consistent modes in a formalism
similar to [6] and also discuss it in a different framework. We shall see that it not only
includes the NS equation, but also gives birth to a restricted type of DNS equation which
also preserves its structure under the scaling (2.1) of the fluid parameters.

3 Metric and incompressible DNS

We present a metric keeping some more possible terms consistent with the scaling argument
as discussed above. The leading order base metric is taken to be flat and is in Rindler (ingo-
ing) form in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates. The metric retains its original structure as
in [6], albeit for the two additional scaling consistent terms that now appear at O(e?) which
are pre-factored with constants a; and da. Of course, these terms vanish on the timelike
hypersurface » = r. as well, such that the induced metric is flat. We therefore present a
metric of the following form:
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where v; = v;(2%,7) and P(2%,7) are independent of the radial coordinate . The first line
is the flat base metric of O(e?) while the second line contains all possible O(¢) terms. The
next terms that follow in the third and fourth lines are of O(e?). The metric presented in
[6], i.e., (3.1) with @1 and dy set identically to zero, is a solution of the dynamical vacuum
Einstein field equations up to O(e?) while the constraint equations generate incompressible
NS fluid dynamics on the cutoff surface r = r.. Thus, as it stands, the incorporation of
the terms with coefficients a; and @y ceases the metric (3.1) to be a solution of the vacuum
field equations, leading to corrections in the Ricci tensor at O(e?). This can be checked by
a direct computation of the components of the Ricci tensor. The non zero contributions
at O(€?) to the Ricci tensor Rap are as follows (an extensive, general computation of the
Ricci tensor components is presented in Appendix B):

1 a:
) — _“R® — M 2 2
R,% TRTT 4r2pv , (3.2)
2 dl dZ
jo) = —2702 026 + 2—%(6in + 0;v;) (3-3)

where p = §;; refers to the number of angular dimensions. The relations (3.2) and (3.3) are
also in accordance to the corrections predicted in [19] (refer to Eq. (4.2) of [19]).

In the cut-off surface approach of fluid description, one first constructs a metric by
using the perturbation technique where the hydrodynamic expansion parameter € acts as
the perturbative parameter; such that it solves the Einstein field equations. Then one
concentrates on the constraint part of the Einstein field equations on the cut-off boundary
surface, on which the initial data is prescribed. This gives the fluid description in different
orders of e. More precisely, in the Arnowit-Deser-Misner (ADM) formalism, the Einstein
equations lead to two class of equations. The initial data is specified by the induced metric
Y on the cutoff boundary surface 3. In this construct, the extrinsic curvature K, (which
are analogous to the canonical momenta), also needs to be specified on ¥, to completely
prescribe the initial data on this cutoff surface. These are all determined by the constraint
Einstein equations. One of them is given by [20]

D, Tl = k"B NAT (3.4)



where

T8 = 20y K — Ku) (3.5)
is the Brown-York stress tensor and T4p is the matter stress-tensor. In the above, 7, =
9w — NNy is the induced metric on the r = r. cutoff hypersurface X, and x = 87G. NA
is the unit normal to the induced surface satisfying No4N4 = 1. The extrinsic curvature
K, is defined to be the Lie derivative of the induced metric along the normal N# on the
hypersurface:

1
K,uu = §£N7;w ) (3'6)

and K is the trace of the above quantity; i.e. K = ¥* K. The other constraint equation
is [20]
PR+ K2 — K, K" = 2kTagNANE . (3.7)

In the above relation, ®*) R is the Ricci scalar defined on the induced surface. We shall
see later that in our present analysis the right hand side is O(e*).

We already noticed that the metric (3.1) is not a solution to the vacuum Einstein
equations upto € order as there are non vanishing contributions to the Ricci tensor Rap
at O(€?) itself, given by (3.2) and (3.3). Therefore, we now aim to support our metric (3.1)
by establishing it as a solution to the Einstein field equations in presence of matter (unlike
the solution in [6] which solves the vacuum field equations):

1
Gap = Rap — §R9AB = kTaB , (3.8)

where k = 87G. We argue the fact that the correction term(s) in (3.1) are in fact sourced
by an appropriately defined bulk energy-momentum tensor 745 characterizing the matter.
The only constraint we impose on this energy-momentum tensor 14 is for it to be traceless,

ie.,
T =g*"PTyp =0, (3.9)

upto O(e?), where T is the trace of the symmetric energy-momentum tensor. We shall show
that the imposition of the traceless condition on the matter energy-momentum tensor is
not arbitrary but instead lead to important fluid dynamical consequences. The traceless
condition on T’y g implies an identically vanishing Ricci scalar, i.e., R = 0, and the dynamical
Einstein field equations (with matter) (3.8) are reduced to the form:

Rap = kTup. (3.10)

The components of the matter stress-tensor can be determined by the non-vanishing com-
ponents of Rap and the above form of Einstein equations. In view of the relations (3.2)
and (3.3), it is evident from (3.10) that the non zero components of the energy-momentum



tensor Tap up to O(e?) are:

9) _ p@) _ 91 o
kT2 = R?) = 4—7%pv , (3.11)
KT7§72_) = Rg) = —%pmﬂ, (3.12)
wI® = RP = %02% + ;—imwj + 9j01) . (3.13)

With the above identification of the matter stress-tensor, let us now concentrate on the
constraint Einstein equations (3.4). We start with the calculation of the unit normal on
the timelike hypersurface r = r. for the metric (3.1). It is given by Ny = Agdar where the
normalization Ag is determined by the condition gAB NasNg =1. On r = r. it turns out to
be:

NA(?A =

1 P vt
- 1—=—)o 9+ O(e%) , 3.14
\/E + \/E( Tc> -+ \/’I"_c i + (E ) ( )
which remains identical to the unit normal derived in [6] up to the required orders in e,
although the metrics are not completely identical. With the above definition (3.5) for the
Brown-York stress tensor and the expression for unit normal (3.14), the components of the
stress-tensor of the metric (3.1) on X, are derived to be
T BY) Jubt ¥ — dz; n v 90 U gridr + (vivj + Pojj + d1v*d;))

Ve

We note the appearance of the additional terms with coefficients a7 and da in comparison

to the one derived in [6].
We now consider the constraint equations (3.4) that are to be satisfied on X, which
constrain our initial data through the equations:
B aTA B arA p(2
DT | = w7 PNATyp =" NARG), (3.16)
where we have used the Einstein field equations (3.10) for the last equality. With the free
index v assuming the time co-ordinate 7, we arrive at the first nontrivial equation at O(e?):

o' =0, (3.17)

which is the incompressibility condition satisfied by the velocity field v* of the fluid. Inter-
estingly, the incompressibilty condition is not affected by the new terms appearing in the
metric (3.1). This is due to the fact that it is solely derived from the O(e) terms in the
metric. With the other choice v = i, we obtain at O(€?):

0-v; + Ujajvl' + (flal'UQ + 0; P — 7761{821% = ;—10¢U2 + %(vj(?ivj + vj(?jvl-) , (3.18)
Te



where neg = #n with 7 = r.. The result (3.18) can be interpreted as two different
scenarios depending on the contributions from the modes with coefficients a; and as.

For a; = 0 and az = 0, Eq. (3.18) reduces to
o, v; + Ujaj?}i + 0; P — 77({921)2‘ =0. (3.19)

which is the conventional Navier-Stokes dynamics with kinematic viscosity neg = n = 7o,
this situation being what was exactly tackled in [6]. As seen from relations (3.11)-(3.13) and
(3.2)-(3.3), corrections to the Ricci tensor and components of the matter energy-momentum
tensor vanish and consequently the appropriate metric solves the vacuum Einstein field
equations up to O(e?).

However, with @; = 0 and considering contributions from the tensor mode (d;v; +
@vi)dxidxj solely, i.e. with as # 0, the non zero corrections to the Ricci tensor reduces to

() _ 92

R” 27,

(82‘?}]' + ({9]'1)2‘) , (3.20)

which we clearly see from (3.2) and (3.3). Consequently, our matter energy-momentum
tensor T4 has non zero contributions of the form:

i
kT =R = Q—:C(awj +0;) . (3.21)

which again follows from (3.11)-(3.13). With these conditions, our fluid dynamical equation
(3.18) gives at O(e3):

Orv; + <1 - %)w’ajvi - <%>aﬂﬂ + ;P — negd®v; = 0 . (3.22)
Explicitly setting as = —2, we get from (3.22):
, 1
0-v; + 2’[)]8]"[)@' + 561-1;2 + ;P — 7761{82’01' =0. (323)

Redefining our time co-ordinate, we make the transformation 8, + v/9; — 0, and (3.23)
reduces to:

; 1
O0rv; + vjajvi + 581"02 + 0;P — ’I’]effa2vi =0. (3.24)

We note the presence of the third term which clearly isolates it from the conventional NS
equation. Below we shall argue that such a form of equation was obtained earlier by Damour
[2], now known as Damour-Navier-Stokes (DNS) equation, in a different context.

Before delving into the analysis of equation (3.24), we try to understand what the
traceless condition imposed on the bulk matter T'4p means from a purely fluid perspective.
To this end, we have using (3.9) and (3.21):

T =grBOT® _zijﬁ5ij(aivj +00) =0 = 9" =0 (. dr#0). (3.25)



Thus, we see that a traceless bulk matter described by (3.21) ultimately reduces to the
incompressibility condition, independently of how we initially arrived through the constraint
equation at O(e?) given by (3.17). This result gives considerable backing to the traceless
condition we imposed as an ansatz on the bulk matter Typ and is not arbitrary in any
sense. Also it may be wothwhile to mention that the other constraint equation (3.7), which
is Hamiltonian constraint, is automatically satisfied. This is understood in the following
way. The only non-vanishing component of matter stress-tensor in this case is 7;; which is
O(e?) and N' is € order. Therefore the right hand side of (3.7) is €* order.

It has been shown that the Einstein field equations when projected onto a null surface
leads to an equation that bears striking resemblance to the form obtained in (3.24). This
equation has a purely geometrical concept. Later Padmanabhan showed in 18] that, the
Einstein’s equation when projected onto a null surface, represented by a metric adapted
to null coordinates, leads to a more convenient form of the DNS equation. Our equation
(3.24) closely resembles his form. If one compares (3.24) with Eq. (30) of [18], it is seen
that in our analysis we obtain a restricted version of the full DNS equation. The full DNS
equation (30) in [18] has additional terms to what is obtained in (3.24). This is because we
have an additional constraint in the form of the incompressibility condition (3.17) which
when imposed on the full DNS equation leads to an incompressible DNS equation (3.24).
As a result, we are left with only the kinematic viscosity 1 (which is characteristic of an
incompressible fluid), in contrast to the presence of both shear and bulk viscosity coefficients
in the full DNS equation. A crucial difference between earlier analyses and our present
discussion is that Damour’s [2] or Padmanabhan’s [18| calculations are performed on the
null surface r = rp,, while our analysis is performed on a timelike hypersurface r = r.(> ).
Another key difference is the nature of the kinematic viscosity. As discussed in length by
Padmanabhan [18], the viscous tensor in context to null surface dynamics is defined by a
combination of Christoffel symbols which vanish in a local inertial frame. In our analysis
since the base metric is Rindler in form, the viscosity is an observer dependent quantity
and has the form n = r.. The relevant observer one can think in this case is an accelerated
one. This idea will be illuminated in the next section.

Let us now discuss the crucial aspects of the difference between the NS and DNS
equations. We note that they are all invariant under the same scaling laws, represented
by (2.1) (see Appendix A for a detailed derivation of the scale invariance). It might be
worthy to point out that, in principle, there may be higher order corrections to both the
equations (typical correction terms are introduced in Section 3 of [6]). But in all cases, one
can check that these corrections are scaled away in the hydrodynamic limit. Therefore both
the NS and DNS are equally allowed equations under these mentioned scalings. Although
they are preserved under the same scaling laws, there is a crucial difference between them.
NS equation is originally derived in flat space and so the reasonable derivative operator is
the convective one, which is reflecting in the first two terms in (3.19). Whereas, the DNS
equation was originally obtained by the projection of Einstein field equations onto a null
surface and hence is related to curved space-time. In this situation, the proper derivative
operation (which deals with the variations of the different fluid variables) is taken care by
the Lie derivative. Therefore the convective derivative is replaced in the fluid equation by



the Lie derivative, thereby leading to the DNS equation. This is reflected in the first three
terms of (3.24). One can check that the Lie derivative of v; along v* = (1,v7) is given by
these three terms; i.e. £y,v; = v*0,v; + v, 00" = Orv; + vj(?jvi + (1/2)0;v2. The last term
is the main difference as it is not a part of the usual convective derivative.

Finally, we now mention that we have successfully achieved our goal to obtain the
gravity dual of (restricted) DNS equation on a timelike hypersurface. The whole analysis
is based on the idea of Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) formalism. In this formalism, one
has to first choose the foliation and on this foliation, the Einstein field equations reduces to
two groups of equations: one set contains the constraint equations and the other consists
of dynamical equations of motion. The constraint equations constrain the initial data (i.e.
values of induced metric 7, and corresponding momentum in terms of K, ) on the foliated
surface, while the dynamical equations indicate how these variables change along the normal
direction of the foliated surface. In the present case, the induced surface is the cutoff surface
Y., defined by r = r.. We showed X, is described by the constraint Einstein equations (3.16)
which at the €? order leads to the incompressibility condition (3.17) and at the € order
yields the fluid dynamical equation (3.18) for the metric (3.1). Therefore, the constraint
Einstein equations are satisfied through O(e?) as long as the incompressibility condition
along with the fluid equation are satisfied. Of course, how the cutoff surface evolves will be
determined by the dynamical Einstein equations of motion. Note that here the evolution
will be along the radial direction. Hence the metric (3.1) can be considered as a solution
of Einstein’s equations in presence of a particular type of bulk matter through €3 order
provided Egs. (3.17) and (3.18) are satisfied. This indicates that the fluid equations, which
are defined on the cutoff surface, are consistent with the constraint Einstein equations. The
same argument is also considered in the original work [6]. Of course, in that case the metric
was a vacuum solution of the Einstein equations of motion.

4 Perturbative approach

In this section, we shall study the same topic in a slightly different approach which will
again vivid the observer dependence more prominently. Here the required geometry will be
constructed in a perturbative manner by including the terms as an order by order correction
to the leading order Rindler metric. Here the perturbative expansion will be taken in the
hydrodynamic scaling parameter € serving as corrections to the leading order flat metric.
The whole process will be done under a particular choice of gauge in the metric coefficients.
In this situation the relevant stress tensor and the extrinsic curvature will have corrections
which we shall consider up to the linear order.

We consider a small perturbation of the metric coefficients as dgap = hap under the
following gauge:

hpr = hpr = hyi = 0. (4.1)

The above is valid on any r = constant surface, not necessarily on r = r.. Along these we
impose a boundary condition

hap(re) =0 (4.2)

,10,



So this is an asymptotic condition which says that the perturbations vanish on the cut-off
surface. It must be mentioned that a similar gauge choice and boundary condition were
also adopted in |21] for an identical context. Let us now concentrate on the corrections to
the stress tensor. The leading correction to the extrinsic curvature on the cutoff timelike
hypersurface Y. is given by,

20K, = 2K}, = Vho by, . (4.3)
Thus, the leading correction to the Brown-York stress tensor is derived to be [21]
STEY) (2 re) = TEO Y@t 1) = VR(=0phyw + 4wy 0rhag) - (4.4)

Therefore, now our relevant Brown-York stress tensor is the leading order Eq. (3.5) plus the
above first order correction to it. Eq. (3.5) is to be evaluated from the base metric (Rindler
form) while the above correction corresponds to perturbations onto the base metric.

With the gauge choice made in (4.1) and including the tensor modes sourced by an
appropriately defined bulk energy-momentum tensor T'4p in the same spirit as in Section
(3), the metric modifies to:

d512,+2 = gg%dxAde + hAdeAde

= —rdr? + 2drdr + dx;dz’

+ <1 - L)Uid.%'idT
Te

r 9 9 VU o 0265 _—
+ <1 — 7“_> [(v + P)dr” + T—]dxldmj +ay . Ldz'da? + ax(dvj + Ov;)dx’ da?
2 _ .2 ,
- u821)Z'duvld7' +... (4.5)
Te

(0)

with the first line in the metric (4.5) serving as the base or zeroth order metric g,z and
the consequent lines serving as perturbations hyp. For this modified metric (4.5), the non
zero contributions to the Ricci tensor Rp appear at O(€?) and is derived using the explicit

relations in Appendix (B) to be:

1 a
R() = —RE) = 5p?, (4.6)
RY _ ax 25, (a2 —1) Oivs - O 4.7
ij 92V ij + o (Opv; + O;vi) (4.7)

where §;; = p are the angular dimensions. Correspondingly, the traceless bulk matter tensor

Tap has non zero components up to O(e?) of the following form:

ay
KT = R = 4—7%PU2, (4.8)
R = RE) = ——pro?, (4.9)
@ _ p@ _ 41 o (a2 — 1)
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Now, on the timelike hypersurface » = r., the induced metric is flat:
Y daxtdz” = —redr? + dx;dz’ . (4.11)
For the zeroth order metric gﬁ%, the Brown-York stress tensor is given by (3.5), while for

the perturbed metric hap, the corrections to the stress tensor is calculated using (4.4), thus

giving:

T3 datda” = TPV Odatda” + TSV dat da”

dx? v? Vg i
g L E 1 d 2 - 2—2d Zd
\/T_c—i—(alp—i— )\/7“_@ T N x'dr
n (vivj + Poj; + ai(1 — p)v25ij)
7“3/2

((%Uj + ({9]‘1)2‘)

C

dr'da? + dy dzidz’ + O(e%) .

(4.12)

The constraint equations (3.16) when satisfied on the cutoff hypersurface 3., leads to the
first nontrivial equation at order €? and with the free index as 7, the incompressibility
condition (3.17). The same constraint equations with the free index now assuming the
angular variables x?, we obtain at order €

0, v; + vjajvi + 071(1 — p)8ﬂ}2 + O0; P + a~27732vi

o —1) A
= ﬂvivz + M(v]@vj + v 0jv;) , (4.13)
2r. 2
where the kinematic viscosity is given by the formula n = ..
On assumption of the values a1 = 0 and da = —1, i.e. considering contributions solely
from the tensor mode (8;v; + d;v;)dxidz’, (4.13) reduces to:

. 1
Orv; + 2v38jvl- + 582‘2}2 + O0; P — nazvi =0. (414)

With the redefinition of the time co-ordinate introduced in Section (3), i.e., 9, + v’ 0 — 07,
(4.14) takes up the form:

. 1
Orv; + vjﬁjvi + 561-1;2 + O0; P — 77821% =0, (415)

which is again the (restricted) DNS equation.

As in Section (3), we shall show that the bulk matter tensor T4p defined through
relations (4.8)-(4.10) with the above choices, i.e. a1 = 0 and az = —1, leads to the incom-
pressibility condition independently of the constraint equation at O(e?). Keeping in mind
the traceless condition (3.9) imposed on T4, we obtain using (4.10):

1 .. ,
T = gAB (O)Tf) _ K(gw (Oivj 4+ 9jv;) =0 = 9v*' =0. (4.16)

C

Here also, like earlier, the Hamiltonian constraint equation (3.7) is again automatically
satisfied as the right hand side is of O(e?).
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It may be noted that the present analysis and results are based on the choice of the fixed
gauge conditions (4.1). Therefore it seems that the analysis is in contradiction to the general
belief that physical results and quantities must be gauge invariant. But we shall argue that
this is not at all unphysical in the present case; moreover such a feature, in the context of
gravity, is not new at all. We remember that in gravity, most of the physical quantities,
like temperature of the horizon, entropy of a black hole, etc. are observer dependent. Even
the notion of event horizon is indeed observer dependent — a freely falling frame will not
see the horizon and consequently with respect to this frame the concept of temperature
and entropy do not arise; whereas the outside static observer will see all of them. It has a
close relation with the Unruh effect [22] which is perceived by a particular frame, known
as Rindler frame. The same is reflected in the calculation of entropy by the Cardy formula
where the diffeomorphism vectors are chosen by imposing certain relevant asymptotic gauge
choice on the metric coefficients. These choices are usually done by imposing the asymptotic
symmetries on the spacetime metric. It implies that certain degrees of freedom which were
originally gauge degrees of freedom, now raise to true degrees of freedom and lead to black
hole entropy. This is due to the particular choice of the gauge conditions which preserves
certain symmetries of the metric viewed by a particular observer (these points are greatly
discussed in [23, 24]). Now in the present case the gauge conditions (4.1) are chosen in
such a way that the metric remains invariant (i.e. retains the Rindler form) on the cut-off
surface r = r.. Therefore it is evident that there exists an observer (Rindler, in this case),
which confirms the invariance of its metric structure by choosing these gauge conditions,
with respect to which these degrees of freedom due to perturbation do not contribute to
the induced surface; whereas rest do contribute and one finds the gravity dual of DNS fluid
on this particular timelike induced surface. Since here we are finding the gravity dual of a
fluid, such an observer dependent feature may be unavoidable.

5 Connection to near horizon limit approach

The solutions (3.1) and (4.5) in the hydrodynamic e expansion can be shown to be math-
ematically equivalent to a corresponding nonlinear version of a near-horizon expansion,
similar in spirit to Section 8 of [6]. For that we take the boundary on the accelerating
surface to be r = 7. such that r < 7.. The near-horizon limit is 7. — 0. We make the
transformations:

(5.1)

S

Let us first concentrate on the metric (3.1). Under the transformations (5.1), it takes
a very interesting form:

ds?, = ——d? + [Qd%df +dagdat — 2(1 — Pvdatds + (1 — 7)(v? + 2P)d#?
7,.‘C
+7e [(1 - f)vivjdxidxj — 2u;dztdi + (v? + 2P)d7dr + (1 — #2)0%v;da’d7

—(1 — f) (a]vzéijdxidxj + dg(ai?}j + 3jvi)d1'id1'j)} + O(fg) . (5.2)
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Note that the above form can be interpreted as an expansion in the power series of 7.
which solves the Einstein equations (3.8) to O(7.). In addition it satisfies the relations
(3.17) and (3.24), for appropriately defined values of a; and ds as discussed. Therefore one
can conclude that the hydrodynamic expansion is mathematically equivalent to the near
horizon expansion approach.

Similar conclusion can also be drawn for the metric (4.5) discussed in Section (4). Under
the transformations (5.1) it also takes an equivalent form like the near horizon expansion.
The explicit expression is

dsiiy = —La#? [2d%df + drid’ — 2(1 — F)vdatdr + (1 — #)(v? + 2P)d7?
Te
+7e [(1 — Pvvidatde? + (1 — 72)0%v;da’ d7
(1 = ) (@v*5da’da? + @a(O; + Ojvi)da'da?) | + OG2) . (5.3)

Thus again the near-horizon expansion that solves the Einstein equations to O(7,) is equiv-
alent to the hydrodynamic expansion approach. It has been checked that we are led to
the same equations (3.17) and (4.15), thus establishing the mathematical equivalence of
the perturbative expansion in the hydrodynamic scaling parameter ¢ and the near-horizon
expansion in r..

6 Discussions

1. Comments on the mode a(wj) dz'dz?: In both the frameworks, the tensor mode (Ohv; +
ajvi)d:vidxj is crucially seen to generate a 0;v? term and this hints at a mathematical
structure very similar to the DNS equation. As discussed in the penultimate paragraph of
Section 3, the (restricted) DNS equation (3.24) contains the Lie derivative of v; along €4 =
(1,0,07) (i.e. the first three terms in (3.24)) while the NS equation contains the standard
convective derivative. This feature prompts a natural question as to whether the metric
coefficient (0;v; + d;v;)dx'dx?, an O(e?) term, could be generated from a corresponding Lie
variation of the base Rindler metric with respect to ¢4 = (1,0,27). To this end, using the
relation:

Legij = E20a9:5 + 9ja0:E1 + 940,67 (6.1)
we obtain at O(e2),
Legiy| = g§z)5i§k + g0 0;6" = B + Djui, (6.2)
O(e?)

which is clearly seen to be the case. In the above, £¢ is the Lie derivative along £%. It
clearly justifies the inclusion of this tensor mode in the metric to obtain the DNS, and vice
versa, in the present analysis. The same comment is also valid for pertubative approach.

2. Covariant conservation of the bulk matter tensor Tap: The traceless energy momentum
tensor T4 that eventually sources the mode (9;v;+8;v;)dz'da? as seen from relation (3.21)
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is covariantly conserved in the bulk to O(€?), i.e. to the order the bulk solution is presented:
VTP = 0. (6.3)

More explicitly, since the only non-zero component is T;;, the explicit calculation reveals
that VT4 = O(e®) while others vanish identically for ¢? order metric coefficients. Thus,
we also show that our energy-momentum tensor T4p (3.21) has a zero covariant divergence
and the corresponding mode it sources, leads to a generalized metric that solves the matter

equations of motion (3.10). This is also true for the perturbative approach adopted here.

7 Conclusions

It was well known that the DNS equation governs the geometric data on any null surface in
the spacetime. In our paper we have shown that a restricted version of the DNS equation
arises even when the geometry under consideration is a timelike hypersurface. The restric-
tion is in the form of the incompressibility condition and hence we call it an incompressible
DNS equation. The geometry can be adapted to generate NS or DNS dynamics, with an
appropriate bulk matter tensor needed to be defined for the latter case, as discussed.

In an alternative framework, we have shown that the geometry can also be considered
as perturbations on a flat Rindler leading order metric. In both the frameworks, the tensor
mode (O;u; + @vi)dxidxj is crucially seen to generate a J;v? term and thus hints at a
mathematical structure very similar to the DNS equation. We have also shown that this
tensor mode is generated due to an appropriately defined bulk matter in the spacetime and
is characterized by an energy-momentum tensor with a certain constraint, as discussed. We
also establish the mathematical equivalence of the hydrodynamic expansion method to that
of the near horizon expansion.

There are certain points that are needed to be looked into which may be of considerable
interest in the present context. It has been observed that the metric of [6] (i.e. the metric
(3.1) with a; and as set to zero) can also be obtained by giving a boost along 7 and
x' for constant v’ and then imposing a linear shift in r accompanied by a scaling of T
and applying these transformations on the Rindler spacetime. Finally on considering v
and P as functions of 2’ and 7 and expanding them around their background values in
the hydrodynamic limit, leads to the required metric (for details, see [19]). It would be
interesting if the new terms of this paper (i.e. terms with coefficients a; and as of the metric
(3.1)) can also be produced in a similar formalism. Moreover, how one can incorporate all
higher order terms in the metric and its immediate consequences with respect to the DNS
equation, must be addressed. For NS equation, the same has been discussed both in the
non-relativistic [19] and relativistic [25] regimes. At the present moment, we leave this
problem for future considerations and we hope to report these directions soon.
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Appendices
A Scale invariance of restricted DNS Equation (3.24)

The proof for the scale invariance of the incompressible NS equation is well established
mathematically. Here we show that the restricted DNS equation (3.24) is also scale invariant
under the same scaling laws (2.1) and (2.2) as that of the incompressible NS equation.

To establish the proof of scale invariance of (3.24), we first consider the space domain
to scale as A = AA, with A € RT. A, in the present case, stands for z?. Correspondingly,
we assume that the time and pressure scale as 7 = A ~"r and P(&,7) = \™P(r,z'),
respectively, with the values of h and m to be determined. Under these scalings, one finds

o(2,7) = M (a?,7) . (A1)

We remember that v’ is defined with respect to its arguments; i.e. ¥; = di;/d7, and so on.
We shall follow the same notation in our further analysis.

Thus we obtain the scaling relations of the terms in the restricted DNS equation (3.24)
to be as follows:

(@', 7)
f)j(:Ei,%) ~] ~Z‘(:Ei,?') = AQh*lvj(:vi,T)@jvi(:ci,T) ;
;0% (&, 7) = N op? (1)
5ZP(CEZ,7~') = )\milaiP(Cﬂi,T) N
nd*0;(&,7) = N 2% (2t 7) | (A.2)

where 7 is the kinematic viscosity and ¢ = 1,...p. Now in order for Eq. (3.24) to be scale
invariant, each term of the equation should transform identically. Consequently, for n # 0,
(A.2) tells that we must have h —2 = 2h — 1 and 2h — 1 = m — 1. These relations imply
h = —1 and m = —2. Therefore we have the following transformations:

o(21,7) = Al (2, 1) ;
P(F',7) = A\?P(a',7) ;
0:0;(2%,7) = A 30w (2, 7)
o (Z,T) ~j 0 (7%, 7) = A3 (2, 7) 0 (2, )
002 (2, 7) = A 2002 (2, 7)
O;P(&',7) = A2, P(a’, 7) ;
nd*o; (7, 7) = A3 nd%v (24, 1) . (A.3)

Next we demand the DNS equation to remain invariant under some transformations of
the fluid variables v; and P. For that we need to scale these fluid variables in such a way
that each term in (3.24) remains invariant. To find these relations, we first concentrate on
the fourth equation of (A.3). Using the scaling of 7, this can be re-expressed as

0r5i(#,7) = 0 AN’ 1) | = 0 AT (AT A2 (A4)
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where in the last step, the first equation of (A.3) has been used. This implies that the
above term is invariant under the following scaling of the velocity field:

7(74,7) = Aoy (A TLE TR (A.5)

With this scaling, one can check that the other terms composed of v; only, also remain
invariant. In a similar argument, it is easy to show that the pressure scales as

P& 7) = A 2P(Z L AR (A.6)

which keeps the seventh equation of (A.3) invariant.
Thus we see that the pair of rescaled fluid variables v (z?,7) and P*(z?,7), which are
related to the old ones by the following relations

vMat ) = Nl (A2t A2

PMat 1) = AT2P(A et A2 (A.7)

also solve the restricted DNS equation (3.24) (in the above we have re-labelled % and 7 of
(A.5) and (A.6) as #° and 7, respectively). As stated earlier, the above fluid variables are
defined with respect to its arguments, i.e., v;( A~ 12!, A\727) = d(A~12?) /d(A~27). Now with
A~ = ¢, the amplitudes are scaled down by the parameter ¢ and leads to (2.1), thus recov-
ering the same scaling laws (2.1) as that of the incompressible NS equation. As discussed
in [6] for NS, typical corrections that can arise get scaled away in the hydrodynamic limit
e — 0 for (3.24) as well.

B Explicit computation of the Ricci tensor R, for (3.1)

We explicitly present the computation of the Ricci tensor components R, for a metric
identical to (3.1) but whose coefficients have now been pre-factored with suitable constants
a;. This clearly indicates as to how the various metric coefficients contribute to the Ricci
tensor components at various orders in € and the manner in which the pre-factors a; need
to be chosen for solving the Einstein field equations, in vacuum or in presence of matter.
To this end, we have the following metric:

d312,+2 = — rdr? + 2drdr + dxidx’

—2m <1 — £>vidxid7' — 2a2%daﬂidr
r

7hC Cc

2
+ (1 - 1) [ag(UQ + 2P)dr? + a4wdx’dx] + a5v  dx'da’
T'C 7,.‘C T'C
P v? 2P
+ ag(Ojv; + 3jv,~)dxldx]} +ar (— + —)der +0(é). (B.1)

Te Te
For the flat Rindler metric at O(e"), the non-zero Christoffel symbols are:

1 r 1
i =—g, nP=g, Y=g (B.2)
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From the expression of the Ricci tensor

Ry = 0,15, — 0,15, + T4, I0 — T I (B.3)

it is easy to see that all the components of the Ricci tensor vanish identically at the zeroth
order in €, i.e.,

RO =RY =RY =RY =RY =R) =0. (B.4)

T T

The non-zero Christoffel symbols in O(e) are listed as follows:

1 aq 1 aq 1 al . ai .
F:i( )= 2—%7’2‘7 P:z( = - F:i( )= —Q—TCUz‘, P;Q) =5-v". (B.5)

At the first order in €, the contributions to the Ricci tensor come from both the zeroth and
first order Christoffel symbols. Keeping in mind the scaling of the partial derivatives as
given in (2.2) and using (B.3) along with (B.2) and (B.5), the various components of the
Ricci tensor at O(e) are worked out explicitly to be:

RW =a.17 M 4+ 91O — g1r M — 5,171 — oY
+ 05 Or20 4 e T2 —rpOre® - riore® o,

T B 8 a “rB
R = 90 4 Ani + TEOTAD 4 s - 0T - retrel? o,
1) _ 5 pr@) 1790 _ 9 pal(0) a(0)pB (1) aMpBO) _ psO)pa@) _ ps1)pa0) _
Rri _arrri +6]Fri azrroz +Fm Faﬁ +Fm Faﬁ Froz Fzﬁ Froz Fzﬁ =0,
R = 9,710 4 00 + Ta DA 1 paiptO) _ pp e _psmpa® o,

B =07 00 a0 4 180T L 10T - 1T - r2 OO —o
Rz(jl) — arrzj(l) + alrﬁj(o) _ ajr? (0) + FZ(O)F%D + FZ(I)F%O) _ Ffa(o)ra (1) _ Fiﬁa(l)ra (0) =0.

o B B
(B.6)
The non-zero Christoffel symbols at O(e?) are listed as follows:
@ _ "5 9 r ViU; 026 9
i = (a1 —a2) =0y — a0y + g - |aa= =+ as— =+ agdiyy) |
alan al1ag r
FZ’7§2) = —W’Uz, :7(_2) = —?T’Uz, P:,T(_Q) = 760/3(’1)2 + 2P)
c c
(2 1 .. 1 VU5 0268, as
= 507 K = r—g) <a4 ;Cj + as TC” + a68(ivj)> + (O - az‘vj)]
1
72 = —a3(0? +2P). (B.7)
27,
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Using (B.2), (B.5) and (B.7), we obtain for the Ricci tensor components at O(e?) to be:

R® =517 + 9,1 + 9170 — 517 _ 9,172 _ 51"
a(0)8(2) a ()8 (1) a@pBO) _ psO)pa?) _ psMpad) _ psR)pa0) _
+1eOr? P pe O 4 pa@ps O _pEOpet _psmpe® _pi2re g,

R = 0,72 4 i) + 00710~ 0,150 4 RO 4 TS 4 T rs )

~IOT Y e — T = p?,
Cc

Rf,?) = 8TP:i(2) + 83’11%1) + arr:z‘(o) - Bil“jf‘ogl) + Ff‘i(Q)Fgéo) + Pffz‘(l)rgén + sz‘(o)rgg)
— TR — AT — 0T < o,
RY =o,11® + TV + 0,17 — 9,ra(® 4 ra@Orp?®  pa®pftl 4 pa@ps o)

L e A T L L

R = 017 oY 0 — s T Or T s
~rsOre® —rsmre® _iere© o,

i3 i3
@ _ 517 ®) (1) T0) _gpe®) | peOpB@) | paMps1) | pa@ps0) _ pb(0)pa(2)
Ry =017 + 00,7 + 0T =0T, + T T s + 15T + 15T =T, Ty
B pa(l) _ rB@pa() _ (61— a) (ag — a?) 1
“lia Ty ~hia s = 0w + g Fviv; + T@(asvz% +agredvy)

(B.8)

where p = §;; refers to the number of angular dimensions.
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