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ABSTRACT

Turbulence is a mysterious phenomenon of physical systems and plays a critical role in the interstellar medium (ISM). We present
a thermodynamic perspective on turbulence, aiming to explain the origin of the variance (σ2) of the lognormal probability density
function (PDF) of gas density caused by turbulence. By introducing a virtual dissipation process, in which the entropy-increasing
processes of turbulent dissipation and structural dissipation are assumed to be coupled, we directly derive the empirical relation
between the variance of the (near) log-normal PDF (σ2) and the Mach number (M): σ2 = ln(1 + b2M)2. We also explain why b = 1
for compressive forcing and b = 1/D for solenoidal forcing, where D is the dimension of the system. Furthermore, by introducing a
delay parameter q for the local gas temperature, we quantitatively derive the deviation of σ2 from the empirical relation at highM,
which is consistent with previous simulations and observations.
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1. Introduction

Turbulence is a ubiquitous phenomenon in fluid dynamics (Kol-
mogorov 1941; Burgers 1948). It is also crucial to understand-
ing a wide range of astrophysical and interstellar processes. Tur-
bulence, along with gravity and possibly magnetic fields, is be-
lieved to govern the behavior of gas in molecular clouds (e.g.,
Orkisz et al. 2017), star-forming regions (e.g., Liu et al. 2025b),
and many other astrophysical systems (e.g., Veltri 1999; Read
et al. 2020; Paneque-Carreño et al. 2024), where it plays a piv-
otal role in regulating energy, momentum, and mass transport
(e.g., Larson 1981; McKee & Tan 2003). The origin of interstel-
lar turbulence is still not fully understood and may be related to
the large-scale structure of the interstellar medium (ISM), which
is highly turbulent and driven by a combination of forces, e.g.,
shear force (e.g., Miyamoto et al. 2014), stellar feedback (e.g.,
Carroll et al. 2009; Gent 2012), cloud-cloud collisions (e.g., Wu
et al. 2018), and instability under gravity (e.g., Goldbaum et al.
2015).

A key feature of turbulent flows in these systems is the
probability density function (PDF) of gas density, which has
been found to follow a log-normal distribution in simulations
(Vazquez-Semadeni 1994; Padoan et al. 1997; Federrath et al.
2010). In observations, due to the projection effect, only col-
umn density can be obtained, which also follows a log-normal
distribution in gravity-non-dominated regions (Berkhuijsen &
Fletcher 2008; Schneider et al. 2015; Liu et al. 2025a). The
variance of the log-normal distribution, often denoted as σ2, is
known, based on simulations, to depend on the Mach numberM,
which measures the velocity fluctuations relative to the sound
speed (Padoan et al. 1997; Federrath et al. 2010; Konstandin
et al. 2012; Hopkins 2013). Observations of various types of ISM
systems, such as diffuse atomic clouds (Liu et al. 2025a) and

denser molecular clouds (e.g., Goodman et al. 2009; Burkhart
et al. 2015), also support the σ2-M. This relation is thus very
likely fundamental to understanding the behavior of turbulence
in compressible and isothermal gas systems.

However, despite the empirical success of finding the σ2−M

in simulations and its broad application in observations, a com-
prehensive physical theoretical explanation of this relationship
remains absent. While the k-ϵ turbulence model (Launder &
Spalding 1979; Pittard et al. 2009) has been successful in pre-
dicting empirical results in many turbulent systems, it does not
provide a theoretical framework for explaining the σ2 −M rela-
tion of isothermal and compressible systems, which are typically
the cases for astronomical objects such as the ISM (Goldsmith
2001; Heiles & Troland 2003; Hopkins 2013; Yue et al. 2021).
Providing a self-consistent theory to explain the σ2 −M relation
for both subsonic and supersonic systems, as well as compres-
sive and solenoidal driving forces (Federrath et al. 2010; Kon-
standin et al. 2012), and the deviation from the empirical rela-
tion in supersonic systems (Federrath et al. 2008; Hopkins 2013),
within the same framework, is particularly important in gas dy-
namics and astrophysical contexts.

In this work, we aim to concisely provide a thermodynamic
perspective on turbulence that offers a theoretical framework for
understanding the σ2-M relation in turbulent systems of isother-
mal and compressible gas with different Mach numbers and
driving forces. To approach this goal, we focus on the underly-
ing processes of turbulent dissipation and structural dissipation,
which is believed to play crucial roles in the energy cascade of
turbulence and thus in determining the statistical properties of
the gas density. The empirical σ2-M relation and the deviation
from it can be directly derived, under some proper assumptions.
This work is organized as follows: In Sect. 2, we present the
physical explanation of the σ2-M relation. In Sect. 3, we briefly
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discuss the caveats and further considerations of this work. We
present a summary in Sect. 4.

2. PDF width in view of thermal dynamics

2.1. Background knowledge

Simulations from the 1990s (Vazquez-Semadeni 1994; Padoan
et al. 1997) found that the PDFs of the gas density (ρ) in isother-
mal and compressible systems due to turbulence follow log-
normal distributions, in the form of

P(s) =
1
√

2πσ
exp

(
−

(s + σ2/2)2

2σ2

)
, (1)

with

s = ln
(
ρ

⟨ρ⟩

)
= ln(ρ). (2)

Here, ⟨ρ⟩ is the mean density, which can be treated as unity for
simplicity, without loss of generality. Eq. 1 satisfies the con-
straints of the following two normalizations:∫

P(s)ds = 1, (3)∫
P(s)esds = 1. (4)

In this work, we use PDF to represent the PDF of ρ or s, with no
ambiguity. The standard deviation of Eq. 1 is σ, with its value
depending on the Mach number (M), and can be estimated from
(e.g., Padoan et al. 1997).

σ2 ∼ ln
(
1 + b2M2

)
. (5)

For compressive forcing, b = 1 (Federrath et al. 2010). For
solenoidal forcing, Federrath et al. (2010) suggested a value of
b = 1

3 , and Konstandin et al. (2012) interpreted it as the ratio of
the Mach number of the compressive motion (Mcomp) to the to-
tal Mach number. In the subsonic regime, the solenoidal driving
force may lead to b being much lower than 1

3 (Konstandin et al.
2012).

Note that forM much lower than 1, the compressive motion
can be treated as a sound wave, which would lead to

⟨|δρ|⟩

⟨ρ⟩
=
⟨|δV |⟩

Vs
=Mcomp, (6)

where V is the velocity field and Vs is the speed of sound. The
solenoidal motion, if it exists in the form of quasi-steady rotating
eddies, will contribute to density enhancement through centrifu-
gal force:

|δρ| ∼
1

V2
s

ρV2

R
∼ M2ρ ≪Mρ. (7)

The compressive motion can be quickly radiated away (depend-
ing on the boundary conditions), leading to a very low ratio of
Mcomp/M, and thus to a very small value of b. Below, by default,
we treatM asMcomp and b = 1 in Eq. 5.
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Fig. 1. Sketch maps for three different scenarios illustrating how we cal-
culate the increase in entropy due to turbulent energy dissipation (from
top to bottom). Ecomp and Esol represent the energy carried by the com-
pressive and solenoidal velocity components, respectively. See Sect. 2
for details (Eqs. 11, 17, and 21). For S t,sol, we consider the 3D case
here. The red number represents the ratio of energy passing through
each route.

2.2. σ2 −M relation by entropy coupling

Here, we attempt to understand the turbulent system from the
perspective of thermodynamics. Note that N particles have 3N
degrees of freedom, the same as in Fourier k-space. The com-
pressive mode has N degrees of freedom, one for each particle
on average. We assume, as suggestions by simulations (Feder-
rath et al. 2010), that only the compressive modes will be ex-
cited during the dissipation of the velocity field established by
compressive forcing (see the case of solenoidal forcing in Sect.
2.3).

We consider a virtual process: the injection of turbulent en-
ergy suddenly ceases, and the turbulent energy dissipates in an
adiabatic and quasi-static manner, down to compressive modes
below the dissipation scale. The temperature of the high-k com-
pressive modes will increase from thermal temperature Tthermal
to Tfinal with

Tfinal = Tthermal + Tturb. (8)

Here,

Tturb =M
2Tthermal. (9)

Due to turbulent dispassion, the entropy of the system will in-
creased by

S t ∝

∫ Tfinal

Tthermal

1
T

dT (10)

= ln
(

Tfinal

Tthermal

)
= ln

(
1 +M2

)
. (11)

Here, we have omitted the constant factors for the particle num-
ber and the Boltzmann constant, kB.

The entropy contributed by the density structure, described
by a given probability density function (PDF) denoted as f , is
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given by

S s ∝ −2
∫
ρ ln(ρ) dV

= −2
∫

f (ρ)ρ ln(ρ) dρ

= −2
∫

f (s)ses ds (12)

For a log-normal distribution (Eq. 1), it can be verified that

S s(P) = −2
∫

1
√

2πσ
exp

(
−

(s + σ2/2)2

2σ2

)
sesds

= −2
∫

1
√

2πσ
exp

(
−

(s − σ2/2)2

2σ2

)
sds

= −2E(P(−s)) = 2E(P(s))

= −σ2. (13)

Here, E(P) denotes the mean of P. Note that the factor of 2 in
Eq. 12 is introduced to normalize Eq. 13. During the dissipation
process described above, the entropy increase due to structural
dissipation is |S 2|. Note that, by equating Eqs. 11 and 13, that is,
by setting

|S t| = |S s|, (14)

we immediately obtain aσ2−M relation identical to that in Eq. 5
with b = 1.

We thus propose that, during the dispassion process, the in-
crease in entropy associated with turbulent dissipation (Eq. 11)
should be coupled with that of the structural dissipation (Eq. 13),
providing a constraint on the relation between σ and M. Note
that, in astronomical objects such as molecular clouds, the sys-
tem typically maintains a constant temperature, balanced by
cooling and heating mechanisms (Bergin & Tafalla 2007). The
above constraint remains valid in such cases, since turbulence,
once fully established, transports its energy from large scales to
smaller scales in a cascading manner, with most of the energy
dissipated at the smallest scale (dissipation scale; Kolmogorov
1941). The turbulence “feels” little difference between the heat-
ing processes (adiabatic or isothermal) occurring at the smallest
dissipation scale.

2.3. The case of solenoidal forcing

For solenoidal forcing in a D-dimensional system, solenoidal
turbulent motion is injected at large scales, and compressive mo-
tion is subsequently induced during energy cascading. In k space,
the ratio between the degree of freedom of the compressive mode
and that of the entire k space is given by 1/D. Assuming that un-
der solenoidal forcing, the solenoidal motion acts as an energy
pool, 1/D of the turbulent energy resides in the intermediate k
space, where both solenoidal and compressive modes are fully
excited (see Fig. 1). Thus, we can write:

Tfinal = Tthermal +

(
M

D

)2

Tthermal = Tthermal +M
2
compTthermal, (15)

where

Mcomp =
1
D
M. (16)

Therefore, we have:

S t;sol = ln
(
1 +M2

comp

)
. (17)

100 101

comp

10 1
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S
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Fig. 2. Comparison of the different forms of S t in Eqs. 11, 21, and
24 (Sect. 2). The markers represent simulations results (only including
those not magnetically dominated) tabulated by Hopkins (2013) (see
also references therein). The yellow circles and blue squares denote sim-
ulations with solenoidal and compressive forcing schemes, respectively.
The x-axis represents the Mach number of the compressive component
of the turbulent velocity field (Mcomp).

It provides an explanation of why b = 1
D for a pure solenoidal

driving force (e.g., Federrath et al. 2010). In the σ2 −M relation
(Eq. 5), M should be interpreted as Mcomp, regardless of how
it is generated, whether directly by compressive forcing or sec-
ondarily induced by solenoidal forcing. IfMcomp is adopted, we
should take b = 1.

2.4. Deviation from the σ2 −M relation

In Sect. 2.2, to derive Eq. 11, we virtually introduce an adiabatic
and quasi-static process of dispassion. This assumption may not
be entirely accurate, particularly for turbulence driving by com-
pressive forcing with a high M, where some of the large-scale
turbulent energy may bypass the cascading process and be di-
rectly dissipated. To sustain the turbulent velocity field, a higher
energy input rate at the large scale is required compared to the
fully cascading process. Thus, a σ2 greater than the value given
by Eq. 5 (or equivalently Eq. 13) is expected for supersonic tur-
bulence, as indicated by simulations from around 2010 (Feder-
rath et al. 2008; Schmidt et al. 2009; Federrath et al. 2010; Kon-
standin et al. 2012; Molina et al. 2012).

For each high-k mode, the inner energy will eventually in-
crease from Tthermal to Tfinal. Denote ∆T as the energy a high-k
mode receives from turbulence before a given time. At that time,
its temperature (T ) is not necessarily Tthermal + ∆T , due to the
coupling of structural dissipation. Instead, we introduce a de-
lay parameter (q) to describe the increase of local temperature,
which modifies Eq. 10 as

S t; q =

∫ Tturb

0

1
(Tthermal + qT )

dT (18)

=
1
q

ln
(
1 + qM2

)
. (19)

We further assume that q is a variable uniformly distributed be-
tween 0 and 1, reflecting the stochastic nature of turbulence, that
is

q ∼ U(0, 1). (20)
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It leads to

S t; Uq =

∫ 1

0
S t;qdq

=

∫ 1

0

1
q

ln
(
1 + qM2

)
dq (21)

= −Li2
(
−M2

)
. (22)

Here, Li2 denotes the dilogarithm function. Eq. 21 is exactly the
empirical form of σ2 suggested by Hopkins (2013), obtained by
fitting the simulation data1. Note that

S t; Uq ∼

{
S t ∼ M

2 ∼ [ln(1 +M)]2 forM≪ 1
2 [ln(1 +M)]2 forM≫ 1.

(23)

Thus, we suggest using the following formula to approximate
S t; Uq, or equivalently, −Li2

(
−M2

)
:

S t; Uq ∼ S t; approx =
(
2 − e−M

)
[ln(1 +M)]2 . (24)

S t; approx deviates from S t; Uq by less than six percent, providing a
good approximation. See Fig. 2 for the comparison between S t,
S t; Uq, and S t; approx. Overall, from the thermodynamic perspec-
tive, we derive that the PDFs of a turbulent system driven by
compressive forcing should have

σ2 = S t; Uq = −Li2
(
−M2

)
. (25)

This is consistent with simulations (Fig. 2).

3. Discussion

This work is our first paper in a series of our studies aimed at
theoretically explaining the density function associated with tur-
bulence. This work, and follow-up ones, use methods that intro-
duce various virtual processes, which also inspire the title of the
series.

Several considerations should be noted in this work. One of
the most important shotcoming of this work is that, at present, we
have not taken magnetic fields (B-field) into account. Magnetic
fields can significantly influence turbulence, especially in ISM.
Extending this perspective to include magnetohydrodynamics
(MHD) could provide a more comprehensive understanding of
turbulent flows; however, it introduces some challenges. When
the magnetic field is extremely strong, the gas system may re-
duce to a two-dimensional (2D) system, where certain dynam-
ics are constrained. When there is a mild magnetic field, it is
difficult to consider the roles of Alfvén waves, fast waves, and
slow waves, which exhibit different wave speeds (e.g., Beres-
nyak & Lazarian 2019). The fast wave plays a role analogous to
the sound speed; however, slow waves exhibit a more complex
coupling between the density structure and the velocity field. It
is important to note that a steady gas system with over-dense re-
gions confined by the magnetic field gradient can be treated as
a special case of slow waves. Thus, we are uncertain whether
the entropy increase due to turbulent dissipation and structural
dissipation is still coupled to each other in a simple relation, as
we assumed for hydrodynamic systems. Simulations may help
to explore this issue.

1 The integral
∫ 1

0
1
q ln (1 + qx) dq =

∫ x

0
1
q ln(1 + q)dq (Eq. 21) is not

equal to Li2(x), as suggested by Hopkins (2013), but to −Li2 (−x). Note
that, Li2(x) ≡

∑∞
n=1

xn

n2 .

Simulations indicate that the PDFs of turbulent systems
driven by compressive forcing tend to be low-s-end skewed
(Federrath et al. 2010; Hopkins 2013), while those driven by
solenoidal forcing are generally more symmetric (Schmidt et al.
2009). Such skewness can be examined by high-sensitivity ob-
servations of isolated atomic clouds (Liu et al. 2025a). In this
work, we ignore the possible influence of the skewness of the
PDFs. The origin of the possible skewness (deviation from the
standard log-normal distribution) of PDFs and its effect—shown
to be small—on the σ2 − M relation will be discussed in the
follow-up Paper II of this series of studies.

4. Summary

In this work, we present a thermodynamic cascading theory of
turbulence of compressive gas. The main results include We ob-
tain the empirical relation σ2 = ln(1 +M2) by introducing a
virtual dissipation process, during which entropy increases due
to structural dissipation, with turbulence dissipation assumed to
be coupled. Further, we introduce a delay parameter for the local
gas temperature and quantitatively derive the deviation from the
empirical σ2 − M relation, which describes both subsonic and
supersonic turbulence in the same framework.
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