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We compute the metric fluctuations induced by a turbulent energy-matter tensor within the
first order Post-Minkowskian approximation. It is found that the turbulent energy cascade can in
principle interfere with the process of black hole formation, leading to a potentially strong coupling

between these two highly nonlinear phenomena.

It is further found that a power-law turbulent

energy spectrum E(k) ~ k™™ generates metric fluctuations scaling like "~ 2, where z is the four-
dimensional spacelike distance from an arbitrary origin in Minkowski spacetime, highlighting the
onset of metric singularities whenever n < 2. Finally, the effect of metric fluctuations on the
geodesic motion of test particles is also discussed as a potential technique to extract information on
the spectral characteristics of fluctuating spacetime.

I. INTRODUCTION

The key informing principle of general relativity
stipulates that matter/energy and spacetime co-evolve
through a self-consistent loop, whereby, to say it with
Wheeler, “spacetime tells matter how to move; matter
tells spacetime how to curve” [1].

Despite its logical simplicity, the mathematical for-
mulation of the above statement (Einstein equations,
EEs for short) faces with a daunting complexity bar-
rier, mostly on account of the strong non-linearity of
the matter-spacetime interactions. Even for the “simple”
case of matter at rest, the exact solutions of the EEs are
restricted to very few precious instances, usually charac-
terized by highly idealized geometries with very special
symmetry properties (often too special), which impair a
general understanding of the problem [2].

Evaluating the gravitational field generated by mat-
ter in motion clearly adds another layer of mathemati-
cal complexity, particularly in the case where such mo-
tion is not regular but turbulent instead. For instance,
it is not known what kind of spacetime metric results
from a given fluctuating energy-momentum tensor (en-
ergy density, pressure, velocity field). Likewise, we do
not know the fate of turbulent flows in the presence of
gravity: do the associated scales (gravitational and tur-
bulent) compete or cooperate among them? Does grav-
ity always dominate in the end, erasing, perhaps beyond
some threshold, all fluid scales, or do the latter leave an
appreciable long-standing signature on the gravitational
field despite its dominance? In other words: can tur-
bulence play an appreciable role on the gravitational col-
lapse process (or in a cosmological context) of a turbulent
fluid?

The relevance of these questions for modern astro-
physics and cosmology cannot be overstated [3-11], and

this work represents a preliminary attempt to gain semi-
quantitative insights into the above matters.

More specifically, we proceed within a Post-
Minkowskian (PM) framework, i.e. starting from a flat
space situation (zero gravity, and Minkowskian fluid dy-
namics) and adding corrections to the first order in the
gravitational constant GG, eventually to be continued with
high-order iterative corrections. This is a standard ap-
proach in the study of the two-body problem in general
relativity and seems to offer a promising avenue also for
the case of fluid-driven gravitational field. In the fol-
lowing, we shall present a “warm-up” investigation along
these lines, highlighting on the various difficulties which
stand on the way of a quantitative understanding of the
turbulence-gravity coupling.

II. THE TURBULENT ENERGY CASCADE
AND ITS INTERFERENCE WITH METRIC
LENGTH SCALES: DIMENSIONAL ESTIMATES

We begin by considering a gravity-free (flat space)
turbulent fluid, whose velocity fluctuations at statistical
steady-state, obey the following generic power-law statis-
tics:

u(L) = u(Lo)(L/Lo)" (2.1)
where L is a generic, running, length scale and Lg is the
typical size of the fluid, related to the typical velocity size
u(Lg), « is a scaling exponent in the range 0 < o < 1,
with @ = 0 corresponding to white uncorrelated noise
(total randomness), while & = 1 denotes a smooth, dif-
ferentiable field. In the following we shall refer to a as
to the velocity roughness exponent.

Starting from a mother eddy of size Ly, the nonlinear
cascade generates eddies of progressively smaller size, till
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the smallest active length is reached, below which nonlin-
earity is no longer capable of sustaining coherent motion
against dissipation. This happens at the Kolmogorov (or
dissipative) length, which is given by the following ex-
pression

Lo

Ld - Reyl/(1+a) 9

(2.2)
where Rey = UyLo/v denotes the Reynolds number of a
turbulent fluid with kinematical viscosity v [15]. The
situation is schematically represented in Fig. [l Let
L., = v/Uy (such that Rey = Lo/Ly,) be a microscale
length fixed by the ratio kinematic of the kinematic vis-
cosity v and the macroscopic velocity Uy of a fluid of
macroscale Lg. A simple rearrangement leads to the fol-
lowing compact expression:

Lqg=LiL17, (2.3)

where the scaling exponent p relates to the roughness
via p = a/(1 4+ «a); for example, 0 < p < 1/2; assuming
a€[0,1].

Since the kinematic viscosity shows surprisingly small
variations across disparate states of matter ME], we keep
it within the range 10~* (International System units,
ten times air in standard conditions) to 107 (quark-
gluon plasma, QGP) through the empirical law L,, —
Ly(pq/p)'/6. Here L, ~ 107 m and p, ~ 10'8 Kg/m?
are the QGP mean free path and density, respectively,
while p denotes the density of the fluid introducing an-
other scale, say the density-related gravitational length

(&
L, = ——.
g /Gp

This accounts for three orders in magnitude change
in viscosity over eighteen orders of magnitude change in
density.

The expression (23] shows that L, is an intermediate
mesoscale ranging from L, at &« — 0 to Ly as a — o0,
with Ly = v/LoLy, in the case a = 1 (p = %) Hence
the question is whether, depending on the values of the
physical-geometrical parameters at hand, there exist rea-
sonable values of the roughness exponent such that the
dissipative length can be made comparable or smaller
than the typical curvature length of the spacetime, say
the Schwarzschild scale Ly = GM;y/c? where My is the
mass equivalent of Lg. This is a condition for strong-
coupling between the geometrical background curvature
scale and hydrodynamic turbulence of the surrounding
matter field [12]. By demanding Lq < L, we obtain:

(2.4)

Ly > LoPLLP. (2.5)

1/3
Replacing Ly in terms of My, i.e., Ly = (%) , Eq.

23) becomes

c? 1-% -z

(2.6)
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FIG. 1: At sufficiently high Reynolds numbers, the energy
cascade reaches a critical point where dissipative Kolmogorov
eddies overlap with the length scale associated with the metric
background, in the case of the figure, the Schwarzschild radius
of a growing black-hole.

To express this condition in a dimensional form let us
divide both sides, for example, by the mass of the Sun,
Mgy = 21030 kg, GMgyn/c? = Lgun ~ 103m and intro-
duce the gravitational length to replace ¢*/G = L2p. We
find the relation

My
Mgun

m= > L;PL},:%Lfl =m",

sun

(2.7)

where

p
-
-3

2
ap = § (28)

Here m* represents the critical mass above which the
dissipative length falls below the Schwarzschild scale.

Eq. 7)) can also we written as

* * __ 1a l—a
m* = L* = LWL,

(2.9)

where the numerator defines an effective length, L*, in-
terpolating between the microscale L,, and the gravita-
tional macroscale Ly. Clearly, L* is an increasing func-
tion of p, going from L,, at p = 0 (random fluid) to

L§/5L%5 for p = 1/2 (smooth fluid).

The expression (2.7) is the main result of this section.
Summarizing, for any value of p, we have the following



length scales related to the density of the fluid

my =1073Lar L~ Lqg=LELL?,
;oo 1 3.7-10'3
g \/6p1/2 - p1/2 )
10712
Lm = T 176 >
pl/6
1/3 1/3
Lo= (%) B (m*MSUH> =10m/°L2/?,
p p g
G M,
Ly = =52 = Lyumm. = 10°m, . (2.10)
C

Despite their simplicity, the above expressions invite a
number of informative remarks. In the following we an-
alyze three distinguished scenarios of decreasing rough-
ness, namely:

1. Fully random fluid (¢ =0, p =0, a, =0,);

2. Three-dimensional incompressible fluid (o = 1/3,
p=1/4, ap = 2/11);

3. Two-dimensional incompressible fluid (o = 1, p =
1/2, a, = 2/5).

A. Fully random fluid

In this case we have a = 0, hence p =0, a, =0, and a
|k|~! spectrum. The expression ([2.1)) reduces to
m* = Ly, L3t ~1073L,, ,

sun

(2.11)

and Ly = L,,. The above relation shows L,, = Ly = L
varies from 107'2m to 10~ !%m, while Lo from 10°m
to 1072m. Moreover the critical mass m* ranges from
10716 = 1078 solar masses, indicating that pretty small
black-holes can potentially interfere with a turbulent cas-
cade at Reynolds in the order of 10'6. Since full random-
ness is less realistic than correlated turbulence, it is of
interest to directly inspect the turbulent cases.

B. Three-dimensional turbulence

As mentioned above, turbulence is a subtly correlated
form of chaos far from pure randomness. As a result,
it shows high sensitivity to spatial dimensionality. In
3d, energy is dissipated even in the (singular) limit of
zero viscosity, through the nonlinear energy cascade from
Ly down to Lg = Lo/Rey3/4, Rey being the Reynolds
number. This leads to a roughness exponent o = 1/3
and a |k|~%/3 power spectrum. Hence, we have oo = 1/3,
p=1/4, ap = 2/11. The expression [2.1) now gives

m* = LM LML (2.12)

As an explicit example in Fig. (2]) we show m*, Ly and

L,, as a function of p.
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FIG. 2: 3d Turbulence: m* (black online), Lo (red online),
and L, (blue online) are plotted as a function of p. Overlap
between gravity and turbulence occurs above 10710 + 10712,
solar masses, namely 102° + 108 kg, way more massive than
the full random case. The range of Reynolds number is com-
parable to the case of full randomness. The quantity m. is
dimensionless while Lo and L,, are given in meters.

The leading factor L, is now active, but still largely
suppressed by the small 2/11 exponent, yet providing a
boost of about five orders of magnitude with respect to
the case of a fully random fluid. The range of Reynolds
numbers (Rey = Lo/L,,) is more less the same as for the
fully random case.

C. Two-dimensional turbulence

In two spatial dimensions, energy is conserved while
enstrophy (vorticity squared) is dissipated, which implies
a direct (large to small) enstrophy cascade and an inverse
energy cascade (from small to large) [15].

The result is a smooth flow field with o = 1, corre-
sponding to p = 1/2, a, = 2/5 and a much steeper energy
spectrum |k|=3. The expression ([Z.7) now gives

m* = LYPL3PLY (2.13)
From the above relations it is apparent that putative
black holes (BHs) are another five orders of magnitude
more massive than in the 3d case. In fact, they range
from 107° = 107 solar masses, namely 10%° = 10%! kg,
significantly more massive than in the previous cases.

It is worth noting that all turbulent cascades above
involve pretty large values of the Reynolds number
Rey = L/ Ly, around 10?° (as a matter of reference, the
Reynolds number for a standard airline is about 108).

So far we have established that turbulent flows are
capable of potentially strong interactions with growing
BHs, since they can reach down to the background cur-
vature scale (i.e., the mass in the case of a Schwarzschild



black hole). The key question, however, is how to de-
scribe such strong coupling in quantitative terms. As dis-
cussed in the Introduction, a fully-fledged answer to this
question must necessarily rely upon the non-perturbative
solution of Einstein’s equations, driven by a turbulent
matter tensor.

A few heuristic arguments can be brought up, with-
out undertaking such a demanding task head-on. To this
regard, let us recall that the standard fate of a dissi-
pative eddy of size L4 is to de-cohere into a “spray” of
droplets too small to sustain collective motion: that’s
where hydrodynamic bows away to a microscopic de-
scription. Under strong coupling conditions it is plau-
sible to assume that instead of being turned into heat,
dissipative eddies would rather feed the black hole (Pri-
mordial Black hole, PBH, could be more appropriate in
a cosmological context) growth in a sort of preferential
way as compared to eddies of larger size. This specula-
tion is grounded into the principle of locality of turbu-
lence in reciprocal (Fourier) space, according to which
eddies interact strongly only with eddies of comparable
size. This is known to hold for fluid turbulence, but does
by no means imply that the same principle applies to
turbulence-gravity interactions as well.

Indeed, recent results, based on the numerical and ana-
lytic solution of the EEs, show that black hole (BH) hori-
zons can themselves turn turbulent and in a way which
is highly reminiscent of Kolmogorov 3d turbulence [12].
Such results suggest that the aforementioned principle of
locality may indeed hold true for BH-turbulence interac-
tions as well. It appears therefore reasonable to speculate
that dissipative eddies might function as “catalyzers” of
the gravitational collapse, by supplying their kinetic en-
ergy or enstrophy (hence mass) into the newborn BH,
long before the entire mass is collapsed. The energy con-
tained in the dissipative eddies is only a tiny fraction of
the total fluid energy, but in the presence of near-singular
metrics even small amounts of extra energy supplies may
unleash substantial effects on the incipient primordial BH
dynamics. This putative “turbulence-assisted” hierarchi-
cal gravitational collapse should be liable to numerical
verification.

III. TURBULENCE-DRIVEN GRAVITY: FIRST
ORDER POST-MINKOWSKIAN APPROACH

So far, we have presented statistical steady-state con-
siderations based on dimensional analysis, an approach
which proves exceedingly insightful in the theory of
(gravity-free) turbulence. In this section, we endeavor
to sketch a quantitative analysis of the EEs under the
stochastic drive of a turbulence matter-energy tensor. To
this purpose, we work in a Post-Minkowskian (PM) con-
text which implies a weak gravitational field (first order
in the gravitational constant G, treated as a place-holder
in the perturbative expansion) but is not restricted to
small velocities, limiting our considerations to the first-

order (1PM, or O(G')) approximation level.

Before plunging into the 1PM formalism, we wish to
mention that the effects of stochastic fluctuations of the
energy-matter tensors on the gravitational metric have
been considered before in the context of stochastic grav-
ity [17]. In the approach of Ref. [17] metric fluctuations
are treated by means of a generalized Langevin formal-
ism [18], whereas in the present work we adopt a strategy
inspired by a merger between 1PM and turbulence mod-
eling techniques [19].

Let gy = My + hyw (with 7, = diag[—1,1,1,1]) de-
note a 1PM perturbation of the flat space, with inverse
g = n* — h* and such that!

O.h" = —167GS™ + O(90hh + hS), (3.1)
where U, = n*¥0,,0, and
1
§t(x) = T (x) = 5T(x)g"" (),
T(x) = gap(x)T*(z). (3.2)

In this case all indices are raised/lowered by using the
flat metric n®?, as standard. Following Ref. [20] let us
introduce the Green function G(z — y) of the flat-space
D’Alembert operator, such that

0.G(z —y) = —4xé@ (z — y) . (3.3)

This implies
W (@) =16 [ d'yGe — 9)S™ ) + OG) . (3.4)

and it is fully determined as soon as the source S*”(y) is
specified. Let us assume TH" to represent a perfect fluid

™ = (p+pluru’ +pg", T=-p+3p, (3.5)
so that
uv o v 1 nv
S = (p+p)utu’ = S(p—p)g

1 1
p (u”u” + 59"”) +p (u“u” — 59’“’) (3.6)

Furthermore, when studying turbulent motions, charac-
terized by the coexistence of slowly-varying and rapidly-
varying excitations, it is convenient to split the fluid com-
ponents into an averaged and a fluctuating component
X(z) = Xo(z) + X (x), e.g.,

p(x) = po(z) +dp(x),
p(x) = po(z) + op(z),
u(z) = ugp(z) + ou(z),

(3.7)

1 At the 1PM order, retarded and time-symmetric propagators are
equivalent [20].



where X(x)), is a slowly varying quantity whereas 6 X (z)
is a rapidly varying component. In the above ”slow
(rapid)” implies scales longer (shorter) than the typical
averaging length, namely the heterogeneity scale of the
fluid (infinity in the case of homogeneous turbulence).

Within the 1PM approximation, the source S*¥, be-
ing prefactored by G, can be treated as a zeroth-order
quantity i.e., with g"* = p* in Eqgs. (3.0).

As a result, we are left with the following source terms
in the equation (B.4):

SHY = S 4+ S + S 4+ SEY (3.8)
where
pv 1 pv
S” = (po+po)upug — 2%*WM7
St = (po + po)(upou” + ugou’)
+ (0p + dp)ugug — 5(52? —dp)n*
S8 = (po + po) R, + 2ufl' RY), + 2ull'RY),
Sy = RLY .+ REY L (3.9)
In the above, we have introduced the “correlators”
Ry, = odutou”, =opout, Ry, = opout,
RyY, . = dpoutéu”, Rg”u o = opdutdu”,  (3.10)

where X () = (Xab + Xpa) denotes symmetrization.
Notice that R”f; (or more precisely its averaged ver-
sion) is a direct analogue of the Reynolds stress tensor
in Kolmogorov turbulence, while RY ~and RY  reflect
compressibility effects (in case the pressure is a linear
function of energy they are basically the same).
Next, we move to Fourier space, where the inverse box

operator becomes:

1

Q(k):—ﬁ, k2 =k-k=npkk",  (3.11)
with -5 L denoting a Principal Value (PV) kernel. Conse-
quently,

d*k S (k) it
hu(z) = 167rG/(27T)4 Hk2 e
3 A
d*k Sy (k)
= -1 RSt (312
GWG;/(%)4 e, (312)
where

S (k) = / dize*TS,, (). (3.13)

We can then consider the parts of h*” sourced by the
various components of S,

d*k S (k) i
167TG/(27T)42726 , r=20,...3.
(3.14)

h”“,(z) =

To make further analytical progress, we need to make
physically reasonable assumptions on the source terms
Sruv(k), 7 =0,1,2,3. For the sake of concreteness, let us
start by discussing the case So,., (k) (other source terms
can be added later), under the simplifying hypothesis
that uf) is a constant field,

S (k) = po(k)HY" + po(k)H"" (3.15)
where
1 17
HY = ugug + 77“ (3.16)
and
H ug, = Aruf (3.17)

with Ay = f% and \_ = f%. Furthermore, for both en-
ergy density and pressure we assume a power-law scaling,
characteristic of turbulent flows

po(k)

with £ and P constants, and scaling exponents n, m both
negative.
Finally, let us introduce the notation

d*k :
Jq(x) :/ kiletke

po(k) = EK™ = Pk™, (3.18)

(2m)*
Pl e A9 i 2 2\q/2
= /We %6 (—w* 4+ k)=,
(3.19)

For negative values of ¢ this integral is divergent along
the lightcones w = +]k| and should be then regularized
(see Appendix A).

We find
Sk (k) = HY €K™ + H' PE™ (3.20)
and
hgu(x) _ ik-x
d*k -
o g m—2 ik-x
16rGH” 73/ (277)4k e
= —167G[H"EJp_o(x) + HYPJpm_o(x)] .
(3.21)

A direct computation shows that, after a Wick rotation
and suitable regularization techniques (see Appendix A),
we obtain:

C, 24

R = s G

2 I+
PI0+9)
(322)

Jg(z) —



We note that Cy is well defined In the range ¢ € (—2,0),

Cy, with values C € [-122,0] (limg—2 Cy = — 1 and
limg_0 Cq = 0). ThlS implies
v v C v CVm72
ht" (z) = —167G <H“ E——= +H“ me+2> ;
(3.23)
where 22 = —t?4x? is assumed to be positive, i.e. space-

like (details in Appendix [A]). Note that the result (3.23))
carries a coordinate-dependent information (however, it
depends on the choice of the origin of the coordinate sys-
tem, which we implicitly placed at = = 0).

This simple example shows the onset of a metric singu-
larity (along the lightcone) for n > —2 (and same for m).
In particular, 2d turbulence, n = —3, yields a smooth
metric, while 3d turbulence, n = —5/3 leads to a mildly
singular one, with the same exponent as turbulent veloc-
ity fluctuations, but opposite sign, i.e. —1/3. Next, let
us examine the S{"* term,

(k) = ul / dhwe = (g + po)ou”

+ ug/d‘lze*ik'x(po + po)du*
+ Hiy/d4ze_ik'lép(:c)
+ Hﬁ”/d4xe_ik'l(5p($). (3.24)

The Fourier transform of pg, pg, dp and dp leads to the
following expression

st = o [ AR ) 1 p
1 0 (2m)4
g [ AR5 + O B — &)
0 (27‘(‘ P
+ H"6p(k) + H" op(k).
Using Eq. 318), we find

/
SE(k) = ub / (jk)4 [EE'™ + PE'™u” (k — k')

v dk/ n
+ uo/( ) 7€k

+ H"3p(k) + H™ 5p(k),

+ PE™)6ut (k — k')
(3.26)

Again, to proceed further analytically we need (phys-
ically reasonable) assumptions on Jdu*(k), dp(k) and
0p(k). For instance, the simplest case is:

du (k) = (2m)AC%,6(k), (3.27)
with Cj, a constant vector.
This implies
Si¥(k) = (uhCy, +ufCh,)ER™ + PE™)]
+ Hop(k) + H" dp(k). (3.28)

Assuming a power-law for dp(k) and op(k) (e.g., dp(k) ~
Cs,kP), we are redirected exactly to the same mathemat-
ical treatment as for the previous case of S§”.
Let us now examine the case of S4” and limit our con-
siderations to the first term,
Shq (x) =

(o + po) Ry, (3.29)

since all the others can be treated similarly. Passing to
the Fourier space we find

. Ak ks
Sga (k) = /(27T)4 (27T)4(p0

(k1) + po(k1))out (k2) x

ou” (k —ky — ko) . (3.30)
Using Eq. (8I8) the above expression becomes
A d*ky d*ko
(k) = kY + PR Su (k
S506) = [ e G (€KY + PR (h)
ou” (k — ky — ka), (3.31)

and again to proceed further we need a physically rea-

sonable expression for dut(k). In the simple case (327)
we obtain

ShY' (k) = Cgucgu/d4k1d4/€2(5k:?+7)k?) X
0(k2)o(k — k1 — ko)
= C},C5,(EF" +PE™). (3.32)
Correspondingly
h2a'mj(z) — a4 / d4k n—2 m—2\ itk-x
167G - C(Suc(s’u. (27'(')4 (Ek + Pk )6
= 70(?“05“[5[]”,2(:0) +7)Jm72(£6)]
Ch Crn—
= —C5.C5, {5 ;TP (3.33)

Extending these considerations to the other terms en-
tering S5 or to the remaining component of the fluid
source S5 is performed along the same lines as above.
Namely, it is conceptually straightforward, albeit a bit
more involved from a mathematical standpoint.

A. Timelike geodesics and particle scattering in
fluctuating spacetime

Armed with the above formalism, we next proceed to
study the timelike geodesics (the orbits of massive par-
ticles with mass m) of the turbulence- perturbed metric

g"v (xz) = n"¥ — W (z), with unit tangent vector
dz®  dx®
b "ar do ( )
such that
dpo, 1
- = 3 ah v 1 Va .
Do a0 (3.35)



where ¢ = = and 7 the proper time parameter. The
m

situation is schematically depicted in Fig.

It is also straightforward to derive the variation of the
particle’s 4-momentum when scattered by the (spacetime
metric generated) fluid, namely

pHp” . (3.36)

z=z(0)

Ap, = %/ doOahyu ()

— 00

Working at the first order in G, since h,,, is already O(G),
all the other ingredients entering the right-hand-side of
Eq. (336) can be replaced by their zeroth-order (free
motion in a flat spacetime) approximations, i.e., constant
momenta (p® = p®=constant) and straight (incoming)
world lines:

(o) =2%(0) +p®o =b*+p%0o, (3.37)

where we have denoted x(0) = b. As a result:

1 [e ]
Ap, = §pﬁpi/ doOahy ()

ze=b*+p* o

d*k S, (k)
— _AG(27) 20 Y pv
G(2m) prfl/ 2r)t k2

koo(k - p_)et*?
(3.38)

with §(k - p_) arising from the integration over o.
Here, we can take S, (k) = S§¥ (k) as given, for exam-

ple, by Eq. (320),

FIG. 3: Geodesic motion of a free particle on a smooth (thick
line) and fluctuating (dashed) metric manifold. Subscripts
“i”and “f”denote the initial and final momenta. The effects
of metric fluctuations can be paralleled to a scattering pro-
cess (similar to temperature fluctuations in classical fluids)
represented here as the departure of p} from py.

To perform this integral we choose a coordinate system
such that the unperturbed particle moves along a straight
line parallel to the y axis, namely:

p— =m(y0 — /7% - 19,),

The parametric equations of the associated orbit then
become

(3.41)

S’Hy(k/’) = H+ Hl,gkn + H_ M,,’Pkm . (339) t(g) = mvyo, (E(g) = b,
Let us introduce the notation ylo) = —my/r?—1lo, z(0) =0. (3.42)
Hy,p"p” = Ly = const. (3.40)  As a result, we obtain:
|
2m)? dkod3k . 21
Apa = —4c™; / 0% 1L, 8k 2 + L_PE™ ke’ §(ko — Y1,
my (2m)4 Y
(2m)? / d*k -2 -2 iksb
- 4 N L ek £ L PR ke . 4
“ my (27T)4[ L L M = =Lk, (3:43)
with kg = ~ ijlky the on-shell condition and d®k = dk,dkydk..
2
Therefore k2 = k2 + (’%) + k2 =k2 + k2 on-shell. Finally
Ape = —4G——— |L.€ / dBEk" 2 koet + L_P / dBkk™ 2 kge=b| (3.44)
my(2m)?

On symmetry grounds, we have:

Ap. =0, (3.45)

and, because of the on-shell condition, we obtain

Vi —1
LEEL



Again for symmetry reasons (the integrand is an odd
function of k), Ap, = 0 implying Apy = 0,

iﬁ |:L+S/d3 kkn— Zk

Ap, —
Py my (27

+ L_P/d3kkm2kyeikrb] =0. (3.47)

Finally, Ap,. can be expressed as a derivative with respect
to b,

4G 0
Ap, = ———— 2 4
P my(27)2 Ob (3:48)
where
U= L& / APk et
+ L_P / A3k 2ethab (3.49)

In this case, the integration over k, becomes trivial by
using the relation

/dkzk” = /dkz(ki + k22

(=5 -%)
I'(=3)

MI»—l

kn+1\/_

= k"B,

NJ|3

(3.50)

Consequently
U = L EB,_» / dkydk, k7~ etFe?
+ L_PBm_g/dkzdk:ykT_leikwb, (3.51)

The basic integral to be computed is then:

Y, (b) / dkydly k'~ etrb

1 2 (n—1)/2
- /dkzdky <k§+ (—y) ) et
v

v/dkmdky (k2 +k2) D2 gkt (3.52)

This yields:

U = [LyEB,_2Y,(b) + L_PB;,_2Y.,(b)] . (3.53)
For n < 0 (n is assumed to be real)
r(—-% o ,
Y,(b) = vy (1 i) / dky ke’ =
I'(5%) /s
=y P-5) 1 /OO duu™e™ | (3.54)
1—\( 1 Qn) bn—i—l oo ?

For n = —1 the above rescaled expression cannot be
used. Working directly with the un-rescaled expression,
we have

ikab
Y_1(b) = w*y/dkzk— , (3.55)

implying the following Dirac-delta result

d . 9

%Y_l(b) = 2imyd(b). (3.56)
Other values of n are also of interest; for n = —3, we
compute:

_ (g) 2 > —3 iu

Y_3(b) = Vmy (2)b duu e
= —7T’)/b2 /OO dusmu
= ——7b2 (3.57)
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where the last integral diverges at «w = 0 and it has been
evaluated by using the Partie Finie. For n = —5/3 we
find instead:

r( o0 .
Vaalh) = VArm B / du” /et
F(g) —o00
F(g) 2/3.: > sinu
= ﬁVF(%)b 22/0 duu5/3
I'(3)
= 332y —82_p%/3; (3.58)
L(3)r(3)
where
4 2 2 5
= )l(=)==7v3 I'(=)=~1.1288. (3.59
(3)r(s) =g r(5)=rs oo
Therefore
L)
Y_5/3(b) = 27mt/2y—82p2/3
5/3( ) 0 \/g
~ 15.5941~b%/3; . (3.60)
Summarizing, in the case n = —1 we end up with a

Ap, x §(b), namely a particle scattered by a fluid with
an energy spectrum of the type ~ k~! experiences an
instantaneous variation of its (initially constant) linear
momentum. In the case of a energy spectrum of the type
~ k™, we find a corresponding power law for the varia-
tion of the linear momentum, Ap, oc b~""1. This may
permit to discriminate between various equations of state
of the fluid (including a fluid undergoing a turbulent be-
havior) by examining the variation of linear momentum
for a particle scattered by the fluid itself.



B. Dissipative effects: viscosity and heat
conduction

As discussed in Sec. II, the Kolmogorov cascade is ter-
minated by dissipative effects; as a result it is of interest
to extend our analysis to the case of a viscous fluid with
heat conduction, as discussed in Ex. 22.7 of Ref. [21].

To this purpose, we increment Eq. B.61) with addi-
tional dissipative components:

Thise = —CO(u)P(u)*” — 2no (u)*”

Tvisc = —3C@(U),

k. = 2ultg”) qg-u=0,

Theat = 0; (361)
where P(u)ag = gap + Uaug projects orthogonally to

u, o(u)*? = STFalg[P( JAP(u)%V yu,] is the symmetric
and tracefree (STF) shear tensor of the fluid and O(u) =
Vau® is the expansion scalar. Moreover, ( > 0 denotes
the coefficient of bulk viscosity, n > 0 the coefficient of
dynamical viscosity and

¢~ = —KkP(u)*[Ts + Ta(u)s], (3.62)
is the Eckart|22] law of conduction heat (later developed
by C. Cattaneo [23]) with x the (constant) coefficient of
thermal conductivity and a(u), = V,u, the acceleration
of the fluid world lines.

It proves expedient to introduce the dissipative ten-
SOTS S\ljlsc = T\ii:c - %TVisch and Sheat = T heat and
consider their representation in the Fourier space. As-
suming again u* = ufj =constant in a Minkowski (flat)
spacetime referred to Cartesian coordinates Voug = 0,
hence T%” = 0 (i.e., a viscosity contribution appears at

Vi1sc

higher orders of the PM procedure), we obtain:
Sheat = ugqu +uvq,u
= —r(ugP(uo)"” + ug P(ug)"”)Ts

= —k(uyT” + ugTH + 2ufuguiT,) , (3.63)

where T+ = T"* denotes the temperature gradient.
Moving to Fourier space:

St (k) = —sl2ug"™) (k) + 2ufufugr, (k) (3.64)
where
(k) = / dize™FTTY = ik T(k), (3.65)
and
T(k) = / dize= T (z) (3.66)
is the Fourier transform of the temperature.
Finally, we find
St (k) = —irT(k)[2uf'k” + 2ufufugk,].  (3.67)

To proceed further, consistently with the present analy-
sis, we consider a power-law spectrum

T(k) = Tok*, (3.68)
for some power exponent /.

This takes us back to the same basic integrals encoun-
tered in the non-dissipative treatment, without adding
any further layer of mathematical complexity, at least at
the 1PM level of approximation.

Future work is however needed to investigate the con-
sequences of releasing the main simplifying assumptions,
such as u* = ulj = constant. Work along these lines is
currently in progress.

C. Nonlocal effects and link to fractional calculus

Finally, we observe that the integral ([B.19) is conducive
to fractional calculus, and particularly to a fractional
version of the D’Alembert operator. As is well known,
fractional derivatives describe nonlocal effects in space
an time, which is consistent with the nature of turbu-
lence [24-26]. Indeed, coherent structures display a fi-
nite lifetime, meaning that by the time their effects are
felt in a given spacetime location, they have already or
moved elsewhere in the fluid, or possibly dissipated away,
whence the memory effect in both space and time.

It is very plausible to speculate that such form of dy-
namic memory should be enhanced by coupling to the
gravitational degrees of freedom, since the latter are
driven by curvature, itself a source of nonlocality even
in non-relativistic physics (think of the Poisson equation
in electrostatics).

Clearly, the 1PM framework falls short of capturing
the interaction of turbulence with black-holes, but, as
mentioned above, it is plausible to speculate that the
emergence of nonlocal effects would only be strengthened
in the presence of strongly curved spacetimes.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have inspected the perturbative effects of fluid tur-
bulence on the gravitational metric and viceversa. Based
on purely statistical steady-state scaling arguments, we
have first studied the qualitative viability of gravitational
interference on the turbulent energy cascade. Next,
we have performed a detailed dynamic analysis within
the simplified framework of first-order Post-Minkowskian
(1IPM) gravity. Despite not being analytically solvable
and far from the strong-curvature conditions characteriz-
ing black-hole physics, the 1PM analysis strongly hints at
the onset of turbulence-driven non-local effects on space-
time evolution. In fact, it permits to pin down the real-
spacetime scaling exponents of the perturbed metric as
a function of the spectral exponents of turbulence.

Although firm conclusions are necessarily hinging on a
more quantitative non-perturbative analysis, most likely



by numerical means, it is plausible to speculate that such
turbulence-driven nonlocal effects would only be accrued
in the presence of strongly curved spacetimes.

Appendix A: Evaluating the integral J,(z)

We start from the integral

Jo(z) = / (;ljrl)l ket (A1)

where x = (t,2%) is a spacetime vector, 2% = —t% + x2,
k= —wdt + K;da* K =/6;KiKJ, (A2)
(having denoted ko = —w, k; = K; for convenience) and
k1= (—w? + K%)1/2, (A3)

For negative values of ¢ this integral is divergent along
the lines w = £K and should be regularized, see below.
Let us first reduce this integral as follows. Using spherical
coordinates in the 3-space of K, we find

d*k = dwd®K = dw K*dK sin 0dfd¢ (A4)
and
EK k0
Jo(z) = / (2#)36 A(t; K, q) . (A5)
having defined
Alt; K, q) = / ;l—”e*iwt(fﬁ + K?)/2, (A6)
m

To compute the integral (AJ]) let us assume that K is
aligned with the z axis of the spherical coordinates so

that
Kiz' = K|x|cosf, (A7)

and (after trivial integration over ¢)

> K?2dK T -
Jq(x) :/0 Al K, q)/0 sin @dfe <l eost

(2m)?
(A8)
The integral in 6 can be easily performed
™ . : K
/ Sin9d961K|x|cose — 28111( |X|) , (A9)
0 Klx|

and therefore
1 > .
Je(x) = m/o KdKA(t; K, q)sin(K|x|). (A10)

Under assumptions —2 < ¢ < 0 (¢ real), t # 0, |x| —
|x| —ie (with € > 0, later sent to 0) we find
24 ra+4 iC,
=i A+3) _ G (A11)
T T+ )

JQ(Z'> $4+q )
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with C, given in Eq. ([322) above and repeated below
for convenience,

a T(1+4
C, = %ﬁ : (A12)
2
The Minkowskian (singular) integral leads to a complex
quantity, meaning that a Wick-rotation is required to
turn it into a real, hence to a physically acceptable met-
ric.

To show this in detail, we repeat the previous compu-
tation in the Euclidean case, by using Eqs. 3 and 5 of

Ref. |27], conveniently rewritten here as

Imod = /ddk(kQ)’" = (=17 (m + 1)m1a/2,0

Lnmd = /ddk(k2)m(2k:-:c)"

mln! m n
- (n/2)!ﬂd/2(_1) (@) 26y (agn)j20, (A13)

when d = 4. The result is:

i d4k ik-x
J:VCk(x) = /(2ﬁ)4kqek

— S L 4 2\q/2 Y
;n!(%)42n/d k(k%)"?(2k - )

oo "t (g/2)n! 5, n/2
- 7;)”!(27T)42" (n/2)! g (m ) 6(q+n)/2+2,o
- (A14)

rat+d’

where Cj is given in Eq. (A12) and = = Tguclidean-

We see indeed that J)Vik(z), Eq. (AI4), differs from
its Minkowskian analogue, Eq. (AT]), by the imaginary
unit, consistently with the Wick rotation performed to
regularize it (see also Ref. |27] for the convergence con-
ditions controlling the validity of this result).

However, the spacetime distance in Eq. (AT4) is Eu-
clidean, and extending the result to the Minkowskian case
raises a question whenever 22 < 0 (timelike distance).

A possible solution is to reinstate positive-definetess is
to introduce the absolute value,

Thuclidean = £ Ha? = [t24x7] = | (it)* +x%| = |17 +x7|;

(A15)
the latter leaves the Euclidean distance unaffected but
plays the desired goal of removing ambiguities in the
Minkowskian case.

However, at this stage the above fix and the subse-
quent discussion is purely empirical, indicating that fur-
ther detailed investigation is required to fully unveil the
nature of the turbulence-driven metric singularities in the
Minkowskian case.
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