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Phonons in Bose-Einstein condensates propagate as massless scalar particles on top of an emergent acoustic metric.
This hydrodynamics/gravity analogy can be exploited to realize acoustic black holes, featuring an event horizon that
traps phonons. We show that by appropriately perturbing the background fluid, gravitational wave-like fluctuations of
the acoustic metric can be produced. Such fluctuations can be used to excite an acoustic black hole, which should then
relax by phonon emission.

I. INTRODUCTION

Besides their interest as prominent astrophysical objects,
black holes (BHs) serve as perfect playgrounds for theoreti-
cal physicists interested to explore the deepest and possibly
intertwined aspects of quantum mechanics and general rela-
tivity. Indeed, a full understanding of BHs is likely to require
insights from both fields. This line of research is of great phys-
ical interest, because solving open problems regarding the na-
ture of BHs could lead us to significantly improve our com-
prehension of gravity.

The detection of gravitational waves (GWs) originating
from coalescing binary BHs has opened up new avenues for
probing these objects1. This discovery holds also the potential
to reveal, through future generation detectors, aspects of their
quantum mechanical nature2. However, like other astronomi-
cal observations, it is inherently constrained by the challenge
of studying uncontrolled physical systems in the cosmos.

Recently, rapid advancements in quantum technologies
have begun to address this limitation by enabling the cre-
ation of analogue (sonic) BHs in laboratory settings, offering a
controlled environment to explore similar phenomena. These
systems, typically created through quantum fluids, share the
same kinematic properties as their astrophysical counterparts
by mimicking the same metric, while the dynamics of the
background will generally differ. The connection between hy-
drodynamics and gravity lies in the fact that the low-energy
phonons propagate as massless scalar fields on an effective
acoustic metric. Once the metric is determined, comparing
sonic and astrophysical systems can provide valuable insights
into which properties are universal and which are unique to
specific gravitational theories. One of the most remarkable
achievements of this approach has been the quantum simula-
tion of the Hawking radiation from a sonic horizon in a Bose-

Einstein condensate (BEC)3 implementing the idea proposed
by Unruh for a conventional fluid4. Although sonic BHs are
clearly very different from astrophysical BHs – most impor-
tantly the former do not obey Einstein equations – they can
however test universal properties common to both entities.
For example in Ref. 5 it has been shown that, similarly to what
computed for astrophysical BHs, the expression of the Hawk-
ing temperature of a sonic BH in a BEC springs from quantum
mechanics and the assumption of the area law for the horizon
entropy.

Following that line of reasoning, this paper focuses on using
analogue systems to explore open questions about sonic BHs
and gravity. We present two systems specifically designed for
this purpose: one that reproduces a GW-like perturbation in
vacuum, and another that represents an analogue BH excited
by a GW-like perturbation. In both cases, the GW-like pertur-
bation is implemented by appropriate fluctuations of the hy-
drodynamic background. In this way we obtain a classical
perturbation of the metric which has the same expression of
a GW in a specific gauge. The study of GW perturbations in
hydrodyanmic systems was first discussed in Ref. 6, which fo-
cused on the interaction, and possible detection, of real GWs
with BECs. Here we treat complex and interesting physical
situations as that of a simulated GW impinging onto an sonic
BH. The systems discussed in this paper pave the way for in-
vestigating significant theoretical questions that can also be
experimentally tested.

This paper is organised as follows. In Sec. II, we review
the acoustic metric in the context of non-relativistic BECs.
We focus on BECs due to their inherent quantum nature and
their rapid advancement as a platform for quantum technolo-
gies. Sec. III demonstrates how to simulate a GW perturba-
tion within a flat background acoustic metric in a BEC. We
then extend this analysis in Sec. IV, where we examine how
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to create a GW-like perturbations on the acoustic BH metric
within a BEC environment. At the beginning of this section,
we introduce a vortex geometry, which serves as the founda-
tion for our model of an acoustic BH perturbed by GW-like
disturbances. Finally, in Sec. V, we summarize our findings
and discuss potential future research directions enabled by our
models.

II. THEORETICAL SETUP

In this section we briefly discuss the emergence of
the acoustic metric in non-relativistic BECs at vanishing
temperature7. This is achieved by an appropriate scale sep-
aration between the background fluid and the low-energy
(phonon) excitations.

For a Bose gas in the dilute gas approximation, where the
average spacing between particles is greater than the scatter-
ing length a, the true interaction potential between particles
can be approximated using the Fermi pseudo-potential. Under
this approximation and employing the Hartree-Fock method,
the total wavefunction of the system, consisting of N bosons,
can be represented as a product of single-particle functions.
This allows us to describe the diluted Bose gas through a
single quantum field, Ψ̂, which satisfies the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation8:

iℏ
∂

∂ t
Ψ̂ =

(
− ℏ2

2m
∇

2 +Vext(x)+ γ(a)Ψ̂†
Ψ̂

)
Ψ̂, (1)

where m is the mass of the bosons, Vext is the external potential
and

γ(a) =
4πaℏ2

m
, (2)

parameterises the strength of the interaction between bosons.
The quantum field can be divided into a macroscopic (classi-
cal) condensate ψ(x) = ⟨Ψ̂(x)⟩, and a fluctuation ϕ̂(x):

Ψ̂(x) = ψ(x)+ ϕ̂(x), (3)

where the expectation value is defined as the trace of the
density matrix times the operator itself. This splitting indi-
cates a separation of scales, with the fluctuation ϕ̂(x) being
linked to rapid and short-distance quantum fluctuations of the
wavefunction, while the background field ψ(x) accounts for
the large-distance and long-time scale variations. Neglecting
back-reactions of the quantum fluctuations on the background,
the equation for the classical wave function is given by

iℏ
∂

∂ t
ψ =

(
− ℏ2

2m
∇

2 +Vext(x)+ γ(a)nc

)
ψ, (4)

with nc ≡ |ψ(t,x)|2 the condensate density. Equation (4) is the
most commonly adopted expression to approximate the dy-
namics of the condensate wavefunction. The linearized quan-
tum fluctuations, on the other hand, follow the Bogoliubov-de

Gennes equation:

iℏ
∂

∂ t
ϕ̂(t,x) =

(
− ℏ2

2m
∇

2 +Vext(x)+ γ(a)2nc

)
ϕ̂(t,x)

+ γ(a)ψ2(t,x)ϕ̂†(t,x), (5)

which depends on the solution of mean-field equation. This
set of equations arises from neglecting back-reactions within
the self-consistent mean-field approximation. Would we ac-
count for the back-reaction of quantum fluctuations on the dy-
namics of the condensate wavefunction, the equations govern-
ing the mean-field and quantum fluctuations become insepa-
rable.

In order to describe the quantum fluctuations as massless
scalar field propagating on top of an emergent acoustic metric
we use the Madelung representation for the condensate wave-
function

ψ(t,x) =
√

nc(t,x)e−iθ(t,x)/ℏ, (6)

and the quantum acoustic representation for the fluctuation

ϕ̂(t,x) = e−iθ/ℏ
(

1
2
√

nc
n̂1 − i

√
nc

ℏ
θ̂1

)
, (7)

where n̂1 and θ̂1 are two real scalar fields corresponding
to density fluctuations and phonon excitations, respectively.
Upon substituting this expression in Eq. (5) we obtain two
coupled differential equations for n̂1 and θ̂1. These equations
can be cast as a single nonlocal differential equation for θ̂1,
see7 for more details. In the hydrodynamic limit, that is for
length scales much larger than the healing length 8, such equa-
tion can be written as that of a quantum scalar field propagat-
ing over a curved background:

□θ̂1 =
1√
|g|

∂µ(
√
|g|gµν

∂ν θ̂1) = 0, (8)

with the so-called acoustic metric

gµν(t,x) =
nc

mcs

(
−[c2

s − v2] −v j
−vi δi j

)
, (9)

where

cs =

√
γ(a)nc

m
, (10)

is the adiabatic speed of sound and

v =
∇θ

m
, (11)

is the irrotational velocity field of the condensate. The 00
component of the metric vanishes when the fluid velocity
equals the speed of sound; this corresponds to the acoustic
horizon.
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III. GRAVITATIONAL WAVE ACOUSTIC METRIC

So far we have seen that the propagation of the phonon field
is formally equivalent to the propagation of a massless scalar
field in curved spacetime, with the acoustic metric given in
Eq. (9). We now consider to which extent the perturbations of
the acoustic metric can be described as GWs. Notice that to
describe the GW-like perturbation with the acoustic analogue,
we are actually considering two different types of fluctuations:
the background fluctuations, that will be related to the met-
ric perturbations, and phonons, that are the massless modes
propagating on the emergent metric. Given the scale separa-
tion between these two fluctuations, the phonons frequency
should be larger than the GWs one.
We begin with considering GWs propagating in flat spacetime
(GWs in a BH-like metric are instead discussed in the next
section). We first briefly recap how GWs are introduced in
general relativity, then we show that GWs expressed in a par-
ticular gauge can be emulated by appropriate fluid perturba-
tions.

A. Gravitational waves in flat spacetime

The metric we aim to reproduce is that of GWs in vacuum9:

γµν = ηµν + ε hµν , (12)

where ε ≪ 1 and we indicate with γµν the gravitational metric
tensor, ηµν the Minkowski metric, while hµν represents the
metric perturbation. GWs are metric perturbations solution of
the Einstein’s field equations in the linearized theory. An im-
portant symmetry in this linearized framework is represented
by coordinate (or gauge) transformations of the form:

xµ → x′µ = xµ + ε
′
ζ

µ(x), (13)

where ε ′ ≪ 1 and ζ µ(x) a generic four-vector. This gauge
transformation induces a metric transformation, which can be
cast as a metric perturbation. Taking ε = ε ′, at the first order
in ε , this transformation is:

ηµν + εhµν(x)→ηµν + εh′µν(x
′)

= ηµν + ε
(
hµν −∂µ ζν −∂ν ζµ

)
. (14)

Thus, slowly varying infinitesimal diffeomorphisms are sym-
metries of linearized theory of gravity. In contrast, full general
relativity has complete invariance under all coordinate trans-
formations, not limited to infinitesimal changes.

By an appropriate gauge transformation it is possible to set
hµ

µ = 0, then in the Lorentz gauge

∂
ν hµν = 0 , (15)

the in vacuum propagation of the GW is described by the wave
equation

(−∂
2
t + c2

∇
2)hµν = 0 , (16)

indicating that GWs propagate at the speed of light c.
One may further simplify the treatment of GWs using the
transverse-traceless (TT) gauge, in this case the metric per-
turbation satisfies the conditions:

h0µ = 0, hi
i = 0, ∂

jhi j = 0 , (17)

hence in the TT gauge a GW propagating along the z axis is
described by

hT T
µν (t,z) =


0 0 0 0
0 hT T

+ (t,z) hT T
× (t,z) 0

0 hT T
× (t,z) −hT T

+ (t,z) 0
0 0 0 0



=

0 0 0 0
0 h+ h× 0
0 h× −h+ 0
0 0 0 0

cos(ω(t − z/c)) , (18)

where h+ and h× denote the amplitudes of the “plus” and
“cross” polarizations of the wave. As we will see, it is not pos-
sible to express the acoustic metric perturbation in this form.
However, given the simplicity of the GWs in TT-gauge, we
will start from this gauge to obtain an expression of hµν that
can be matched to the acoustic metric perturbation.

B. Method

In order to emulate a GW propagating in flat spacetime with
a BEC, we have to cast the acoustic metric in Eq. (9) as in
Eq. (12), that is a Minkowski background with a propagating
GW perturbation. To this end, we have to determine how the
BEC background fluctuations change the acoustic metric and
then look for a gauge transformation of the space coordinates
such that the GW perturbation hµν takes a form that can be
matched to the acoustic metric perturbation.
More in details, the emulation of the GW perturbation with an
acoustic analogue is obtained with the following steps:

1. Acoustic metric perturbation: Perturb the fluid back-
ground quantities to induce an acoustic metric pertur-
bation. For small perturbations the metric in Eq. (9)
can then be written as a background g0

µν plus a pertur-
bation g̃µν :

gµν = g0
µν + ε g̃µν . (19)

2. GWs in different gauges: Exploit the gauge symmetry
of general relativity, to find the metric of a GW that
propagates in vacuum hµν in a form that can be matched
to g̃µν .

3. Comparison of GW with the perturbed acoustic metric:
Identify the fluid characteristics needed to match g0

µν

with ηµν and g̃µν with hµν .

4. Physical systems: Check whether the choice of the con-
densate quantities needed to match the acoustic metric
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with the gravitational metric are physical, meaning that
the continuity and the Euler equations, as well as the
irrotational condition are all satisfied.

This approach is inspired by the work in Ref.6, where a prop-
agating homogeneous GW is simulated in a BEC. The main
difference is that they do not consider the spatial dependence
of the GW, while we do. This introduces technical compli-
cations, since the space dependence does not make it possi-
ble to work in Fermi normal coordinates9 for the step 2, i.e.
the inertial limit of the proper detector frame, as done in Ref.
6. Because of that, we need to introduce a different suitable
gauge, which is not the usual coordinate reference frame.

1. Acoustic metric perturbation

We perturb the acoustic metric given in Eq. (9) introducing
small fluctuations of the background quantities as follows:

nc → nc + ε δnc

vi → vi + ε δvi

cs → cs + ε δcs ,

(20)

where all the quantities depend on space and time, and δnc,
δvi, and δcs are the fluctuations of the condensate density, i-
component of the condensate velocity, and sound speed on
top of their corresponding averages nc, vi and cs, respec-
tively. These perturbations are assumed to determine long-
wavelength fluctuations of the background, on length scale
much larger than those typical of phonon excitations. Notice
that δcs can be due both to a perturbation of the condensate
density (determined by some additional external interaction),
as well as to a perturbation of the scattering length, that can
be achieved through a Feshbach resonance10. Substituting the
expressions in Eqs. (20) in Eq. (9) and using the coordinates
xµ = (cst,x,y,z), we obtain that at first order in ε

g0
µν =

nc

mcs

(
−
(

1− v2

c2
s

)
− v j

cs

− vi
cs

δi j

)
, (21)

and

g̃µν(t,x) =
nc

mcs

g̃00 g̃01 g̃02 g̃03
g̃01 g̃11 0 0
g̃02 0 g̃22 0
g̃03 0 0 g̃33

 , (22)

where the metric components are:

g̃00 = 2
v2

c2
s

δv
v

− 1
2
(c2

s + v2)

c2
s

δa
a

− 1
2

3c2
s − v2

c2
s

δnc

nc
, (23)

g̃0i =−1
2

vi

cs

δnc

nc
+

1
2

vi

cs

δa
a

− vi

cs

δvi

vi
, (24)

g̃i j =
1
2

(
δnc

nc
− δa

a

)
δi j. (25)

with δcs/cs = δa/(2a)+ δnc/(2nc). Apart from a prefactor,
g0

µν written in Eq. (21) is the flat spacetime metric only if vi =

0 for all i. With this choice, the perturbation of the acoustic
metric becomes:

g̃µν =
nc

mcs

− 3
2

δnc
nc

− 1
2

δa
a − δv j

cs

− δvi
cs

(
1
2

δnc
nc

− 1
2

δa
a

)
δi j

 . (26)

At this point, we have to find a gauge in which the GW metric
can be written in the same form of the metric in Eq. (26).

2. GWs in different gauges

In this section, our goal is to derive an expression for hµν ,
representing a GW metric, that can be matched to g̃µν . We
use the symmetry of linearized general relativity, as described
in Eq. (13), which induces the transformation of hµν outlined
in Eq.(14). The traditional TT gauge used for GWs (refer to
Eq. (18)) does not align with g̃µν see Eq. (26), nor do Fermi
normal coordinates9. Consequently, we have to adopt a dif-
ferent reference frame, distinct from both the TT gauge and
the local detector frame. We start from the TT gauge and then
perform a linearized gauge transformation of the type given in
Eq. (13) with

ζ0 = (lx+by+dz)( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − z/c)) ,

ζx =
1
2
(xh++ yh×)cos(ω(t − z/c)) ,

ζy =
1
2
(xh×− yh+)cos(ω(t − z/c)) ,

ζz = 0 (27)

where h+ and h× are the amplitudes of the GW in the TT
gauge and l,b,d, f ,g are real numbers. In this gauge the lin-
earized Einstein’s equations do not in general take the simple
form given in Eq. (16). However, we do not need to determine
such equations, because we know that under a gauge transfor-
mation hµν transforms according to Eq. (14). Hence, plugging
Eqs. (27) in Eq. (14) we derive the metric perturbation at first
order in ε , h′µν(x

′ρ). Its nonvanishing components are

h′13(x
′ρ) =− ω

2c
(x′h++ y′h×)sin(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (28)

h′23(x
′ρ) =− ω

2c
(x′h×− y′h+)sin(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (29)

h′00(x
′ρ) =

2ω

c
(lx′+by′+dz′)( f h++gh×)

× sin(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (30)

h′01(x
′ρ) =

ω

2c
(x′h++ y′h×)sin(ω(t ′− z′/c))

− l( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (31)

h′02(x
′ρ) =

ω

2c
(x′h×− y′h+)sin(ω(t ′− z′/c))

−b( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (32)

h′03(x
′ρ) =−d( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t ′− z′/c))− ω

c
× (lx′+by′+dz′)( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t ′− z′/c))),

(33)
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with x′ρ = (ct ′,x′,y′,z′). Therefore, in this gauge the GW is
given by

h′µν =

h′00 h′01 h′02 h′03
h′01 0 0 h′13
h′02 0 0 h′23
h′03 h′13 h′23 0

 , (34)

which should be compared with g̃µν in Eq. (22). The differ-
ence is that in this gauge h′13,h

′
23 ̸= 0, which should instead

vanish, while h′11 = h′22 = h′33 = 0, while they should not van-
ish. We note that if we assume

x′ω
c

≪ 1 and
y′ω

c
≪ 1 , (35)

which we henceforth refer to as the long wavelength limit, h′13
and h′23 are suppressed and the the dominant terms are:

h′00(x
′ρ) =2dz′

ω

c
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (36)

h′01(x
′ρ) =− l( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (37)

h′02(x
′ρ) =−b( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t ′− z′/c)) , (38)

h′03(x
′ρ) =−d( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t ′− z′/c))

−dz′
ω

c
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t ′− z′/c)) . (39)

This approach seems promising for meeting our objectives.
Still, the diagonal space components of the GW vanish, there-
fore we have to find the appropriate fluid perturbation such
that g̃11, g̃22 and g̃33 vanish or are suppressed. For more suit-
able gauge transformations see Ref. 11.

3. Comparison of GW with the perturbed acoustic metric

In this section, we compare the GW metric in the new gauge
introduced previously to the acoustic perturbation metric g̃µν

given in Eq. (26). Recall that to express the background acous-
tic metric as a Minkowski metric, we assume vi = 0 for all i
(refer to Eq. (21)). Now, we aim to identify additional sys-
tem characteristics that make the acoustic metric perturbation
resemble that of a GW. We refer to this perturbed acoustic
metric, when expressed similarly to a GW in the new gauge,
as the analogue GW. We disregard the prefactor of g̃µν , which
we consider uniform and time-constant. To align h′µν(x

′ρ) (the
GW metric in the transformed frame) with the acoustic metric
g̃µν , we make the following identifications:

• The coordinates t ′,x′,y′,z′ in the new GW reference
frame correspond to the time and space coordinates of
our BEC system. For simplicity, in the following we
drop the primes and refer to these coordinates as t,x,y,z
and we also use hµν instead of h′µν .

• The frequency ω of the GW is identified as the fre-
quency of the analogue GW.

• The speed of light c in the GW metric is replaced by the
speed of sound cs in the analogue system, implying that
our analogue GW propagates at cs.

Next, let us discuss the conditions in Eq. (35) in our physical
system. Let Lx, Ly and Lz represent the system’s dimensions in
the x, y and z directions, respectively. Defining dimensionless
coordinates x̃ = x/Lx, ỹ = y/Ly and z̃ = z/Lz we get:

x
ω

cs
= x̃

Lx

cs
ω = 2π x̃

ω

ωx
,

y
ω

cs
= ỹ

Ly

cs
ω = 2π ỹ

ω

ωy
,

z
ω

cs
= z̃

Lz

cs
ω = 2π z̃

ω

ωz
,

(40)

where

ωx =
2πcs

Lx
, ωy =

2πcs

Ly
, ωz =

2πcs

Lz
, (41)

are the three characteristic frequencies. For a setting, say an
optical trap, that elongates along the z–direction, the trans-
verse frequencies, ωx and ωy are much larger then the longi-
tudinal frequency, ωz. It follows that we can consider pertur-
bation frequencies such that

xω

cs
≪ 1 ⇔ ω

ωx
≪ 1,

yω

cs
≪ 1 ⇔ ω

ωy
≪ 1, (42)

while
ω

ωz
∼ 1 . (43)

This implies that the considered perturbation in the transverse
direction is negligible, while along the longitudinal direction it
is comparable with the system dimension, Lz. This is different
from Ref. 6 where only GW waveleghts much larger than the
BEC size where considered.

At this point, we compare the GW metric hµν given in
Eq.(34), with its components detailed in Eqs. (36)-(39), with
g̃µν given in Eq. (22). In order to match the two expressions,
the space diagonal components g̃ii, of the acoustic metric per-
turbation, should vanish. From Eq. (25), we have to impose
that the relative density variation is equal to the relative scat-
tering length change, that is δa/a = δnc/nc. With this choice,
from Eq. (26), we have that g̃00 =−2δa/a =−2δnc/nc. The
space-time dependence of δa/a = δnc/nc is given through
the comparison with h′00 in Eq. (36). Then, by equating h′0i
in Eqs. (37)-(39) with the g̃0i components in Eq. (22), we find
the required space-time dependence of δvi/cs. Combining all
these constraints, we conclude that to simulate a GW the sys-
tem’s parameters should satisfy the following conditions:

δa
a

=
δnc

nc
=−dz

ω

cs
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t − z/cs)) ,

δvx

cs
=l( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − z/cs)) ,

δvy

cs
=b( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − z/cs)) ,

δvz

cs
=d( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − z/cs))

+dz
ω

cs
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t − z/cs)) . (44)
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The first of these equations requires equal spacetime modula-
tions of the scattering length and density perturbations, which
is experimentally challenging. If we set d = 0, we greatly sim-
ply the system, removing all together the need of a Feshbach
resonance to vary δa, of a density fluctuation δnc and of a
velocity fluctuation along the z–direction:

δa = δnc = δvz = 0 . (45)

Under these conditions no modulation of the sound velocity
and consequent phonon production is induced by the passage
of the GW. This is different from the case studied in Ref. 6
(see also Ref. 12).
Equating the GW to the acoustic metric perturbation, we fi-
nally have

h′µν ∝ g̃µν =
nc

mcs


0 − δvx

cs
− δvy

cs
0

− δvx
cs

0 0 0

− δvy
cs

0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 , (46)

with

δvx

cs
= l( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − z/cs)) ,

δvy

cs
= b( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − z/cs)) . (47)

By imposing d = 0, the GW has only two independent degrees
of freedom, therefore we have completely fixed the gauge.
This is determined by ζµ in Eqs. (27), with d = 0. This gauge
is somehow analogous to the TT gauge, but the only nonva-
nishing components of the GW are now h′01 and h′02. Since
□ζµ = 0 and h′µν is traceless, the linearized Einstein’s equa-
tions take the simple form given in Eq. (16).
The metric perturbation in Eq.(46), has been obtained assum-
ing that the scattering length is constant. Thus, the velocity
fluctuations along the x and y directions should be induced by
an additional interaction potential. Such potential will be ex-
plored in the next section to determine if a BEC with these
characteristics is physically feasible, meaning it satisfies the
continuity and Euler equations as well as the irrotational con-
dition.

4. Physical systems

We have determined a simple expression of the perturbed
acoustic metric that matches the form of a GW in a given
gauge. We need to verify that such perturbed metric can be
obtained by appropriate perturbations of the hydrodynamic
quantities, such that the continuity, the Euler equations, as
well as the irrotational velocity conditions, are satisfied.

In the hydrodynamic limit, the Gross-Pitaevskii equation,
see Eq. (1), can be written as7:

∂tnc =−∇ · (ncv) , (48)

m∂tv =−∇

(
mv2

2
+Vext +

4πaℏ2

m
nc −

ℏ2

2m
∇2√nc√

nc

)
, (49)

which are the continuity and Euler equation, respectively.
Since we focus on the case where d = 0, according to Eq. (45)
we can restrict to consider the deviations from the equilibrium
state determined by

vi →vi + ε δvi ,

Vext →Vext + ε δVext . (50)

Regarding the background, as discussed before, we require
v = 0, so that the unperturbed acoustic metric resembles the
Minkowski spacetime. In this case the continuity equation
is satisfied if nc is stationary. The Euler equation is instead
satisfied by an appropriate choice of the external potential and
scattering length.

At leading order in ε , the continuity equation holds if nc is
spatially homogeneous. To satisfy the Euler equation with the
perturbed velocities in Eq. (47), the external potential pertur-
bation must be

δVext = mωcs(lx+by)( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t − z/cs)) . (51)

Upon inserting such potential modulation in the Euler equa-
tion, one can see that it induces the velocity perturbation along
the z-axis

δvz

cs
=

ω

cs
(lx+by)( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t − z/cs) , (52)

which is however O(εω/ωx,y) and thus it is negligible within
our approximation. As discussed before, such δvz is consis-
tent with the velocity irrotational condition: introducing δvx
and δvy to simulate a GW naturally induces a negligible ve-
locity fluctuation along the z–axis.

In summary, we have demonstrated that by applying a coor-
dinate frame transformation from the TT gauge with ζ µ given
by Eq. (27), the GW metric aligns to the perturbation in the
acoustic metric g̃µν . By setting v = 0 the external potential
perturbation necessary to have the appropriate velocity per-
turbations given in Eq. (47) is the one in Eq. (51).

IV. ACOUSTIC BH WITH A GW–LIKE PERTURBATION

So far we have discussed the propagation of a GW-like per-
turbation in flat spacetime. Now, we consider scenarios char-
acterized by a different metric. Specifically, we focus on an
acoustic metric featuring an event horizon and we examine
how to appropriately extend a GW-like perturbation in this
context. For our analysis, we adopt a cylindrical geometry.

Clearly, in this section we are not interested to make con-
tact with astrophysical objects: both the background metric
and the perturbation cannot be mapped to any realistic BH
and GW, respectively. Nevertheless, with a minor abuse of
language, we will refer to them as the acoustic BH and the
GW analogue.

A. Vortex geometry

We consider the ‘draining bathtub’ fluid model, represent-
ing a (2 + 1)-dimensional flow with a sink at the origin 13.
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For simplicity we neglect any background density variation:
the fluid is homogeneous, with constant density, pressure and
speed of sound. In this configuration the continuity equation
requires that the radial velocity is given by

vr ∝
1
r
, (53)

where r is the distance from the sink. The condition of irrota-
tional (vorticity-free) flow implies the existence of a tangential
flow with velocity

vφ ∝
1
r
, (54)

thus the fluid velocity can be written as

v =
(Ar̂+Bφ̂)

r
, (55)

with A and B two constants having dimensions of
length2/time. The corresponding velocity potential, see
Eq. (11), must be expressed as a linear combination of the
logarithm of the radial coordinate, lnr, and the angular co-
ordinate φ . Such potential is discontinuous as φ wraps around
by 2π , and hence, it is not monodromic: the velocity po-
tential should be defined patch-wise on overlapping regions
surrounding the vortex core at r = 0. Neglecting any over-
all space-independent prefactor, the acoustic metric for this
‘draining bathtub’ scenario is

ds2 =−c2
s dt2 +

(
dr− A

r
dt
)2

+

(
rdφ − B

r
dt
)2

, (56)

and an acoustic event horizon forms at the radial distance

rH =
|A|
cs

, (57)

where the radial fluid velocity is equal to the speed of sound.
The sign of A determines the nature of the horizon: we take
A < 0, thus the horizon is a future acoustic horizon (acoustic
BH), whereas for A > 0, corresponds to a past acoustic hori-
zon (acoustic white hole). Although this construction is de-
scribed in (2+1)–dimensions, it can be extended to (3+1)–
dimensions by adding an extra spatial dimension, z, indicat-
ing the height of the cylinder. The condition of irrotational
flow implies that the z–component of the velocity is constant;
for simplicity we assume that it vanishes. Hence in (3+ 1)–
dimensions we have a vortex filament located at r = 0 gener-
ating the metric

ds2 =−c2
s dt2 +

(
dr− A

r
dt
)2

+

(
rdφ − B

r
dt
)2

+dz2 , (58)

for the phonon excitations. This extended metric will serve
as the foundation for our exploration of a system where an
acoustic BH is perturbed by an analogue GW-like fluctuation
that propagates radially. A schematic representation of the
system is shown in Fig. 1. This choice of geometry is en-
tirely distinct from astrophysical BHs. The background metric

given by Eq.(58), with A < 0, has indeed a cylindrical event
horizon located at rH for all z. We have chosen this specific
geometry for several reasons. While simpler configurations,
such as a two-dimensional horizon, could be considered, the
cylindrical case offers a more general approach and holds sig-
nificant experimental potential. Laboratory experiments have
successfully created box-like BECs14–16, suggesting the fea-
sibility of confining a BEC within a cylindrically symmetric
trapping potential. This geometry can thus serve as a prac-
tical model for experimental analogues of gravitational phe-
nomena. Moreover, cigar-shaped or disk-shaped BECs, which
have been used in analogue gravity experiments17,18, can be
obtained as limiting cases of the cylindrical BEC.

B. Method

We proceed to consider the various steps needed to realize
a GW-like perturbation in the cylindrical geometry:

1. Cylindrical perturbations: Extend the GW-like pertur-
bation obtained in Sec. III to the cylindrical geometry.

2. Physical requirements: Check the irrotational condition
constraint, as well as the continuity and Euler equations.

3. Acoustic metric: Calculate the acoustic metric and its
inverse to characterize the emergent spacetime.

4. Perturbed acoustic horizon: Investigate the position of
the acoustic horizon upon interaction with the analogue
GW.

As in Sec. III, it is important to distinguish between two types
of fluctuations: background fluctuations, associated with met-
ric perturbations, and the phonon fluctuations, which repre-
sent propagating modes on the emergent acoustic metric. In
Appendix A, the generators of the acoustic horizon are exam-
ined to elucidate their properties under perturbations.

FIG. 1. Pictorial representation of a GW-like perturbation in the
draining bathtub geometry. The dark cylinder represents the event
horizon, while pink arrows indicate the propagation direction of the
GW-like perturbation.
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1. Cylindrical perturbations

We extend the GW-like plane wave perturbation obtained
in Sec. III to a cylindrical geometry. In the linear case dis-
cussed earlier, we identified the analogue of a gravitational
wave by perturbing the condensate velocity along the direc-
tions perpendicular to the wave’s propagation. For the cylin-
drical geometry, we consider that the perturbation propagates
radially, as depicted by pink arrows in Fig. 1. Consequently,
the GW-like perturbation is characterized by velocity fluctu-
ations along the angular and z–coordinates, denoted as δvφ

and δvz, respectively. These perturbations can be obtained
from those in Eq. (47) with the replacements δvx → δvz and
δvy → r/r0δvφ , where r0 is a normalizing length. Due to
the radial propagation direction, the term cos(ω(t − z/cs) in
Eq. (47) is replaced by cos(ω(t − r/cs)). In conclusion, the
GW-like perturbation in the cylindrical case is identified by
the following velocity fluctuations:

δvz

cs
= l( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − r/cs)), (59)

δvφ

cs
=

r0

r
b( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t − r/cs)). (60)

The characteristic frequencies of this system are

ωz =
2πcs

Lz
, ωr =

2πcs

Lr
, (61)

where Lz and Lr represent the physical dimensions of the sys-
tem along the z and r directions, respectively. Given that the
system elongates along the z–direction, we assume that

ωr > ωz , (62)

and we consider perturbation frequencies

ω ∼ ωz , (63)

thus with a wavelength of order the height of the cylinder.

2. Physical requirements

We now check whether the irrotational condition, as well as
the continuity, and Euler equations hold for the velocity per-
turbations in Eqs. (59) and (60). As in the Minkowskian case,
we assume that the unperturbed system is homogeneous: the
density, pressure and the speed of sound are taken constant.
The unperturbed velocity is given by Eq. (55) with A and B
two constants.
We begin by examining the irrotationality of the flow, check-
ing that ∇×δv = 0. We have seen that in flat spacetime the ir-
rotational condition requires the presence of an additional ve-
locity component; likewise here the fluctuations δvz and δvφ

satisfy the irrotational condition only if

δvr =lzω( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t − r/cs))

+bφr0ω( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t − r/cs)) , (64)

which is thus the sum of two terms: one proportional to l z and
the other one to bφ . In order to have a single-valued function
we impose this second term to be zero taking b = 0. This
constraint, in turn, implies that δvφ = 0, see Eq. (60). Hence,
we start with a GW-like perturbation that is represented only
by the velocity perturbation δvz in Eq. (59) and this induces a
radial velocity perturbation

δvr

cs
= lz

ω

cs
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t − r/cs)). (65)

In the Minkowskian case, the velocity perturbation induced by
the analogue GW was negligible (see Eq (52)), because it was
of order O(εω/ωx,y). In cylindrical geometry the induced
velocity is instead O(εω/ωz) and we cannot neglect it, see
Eq .(63). Note that the radial velocity perturbation depends on
the z coordinate, hence it produces a time dependent bending
of the acoustic horizon that changes with height. Turning to
dimensionless coordinates, we express z as z̃Lz with z̄ ∈ [0,1]
and r as r̄Lr with r̄ ∈ [0,1]. For convenience we choose l =
1/2π and so:

δvz

cs
=

1
2π

( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t −2π r̄/ωr)),

δvr

cs
= z̄

ω

ωz
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t −2π r̄/ωr)). (66)

In the Minkowskian case, the velocity perturbations in
Eq. (47), representing the analogue GW, were solutions of the
continuity and Euler equations with δa = δnc = 0. However,
in the cylindrical case with an acoustic horizon, the velocity
perturbations in Eq. (66) remain solutions of these equations,
provided we introduce appropriate additional terms: the conti-
nuity equation forces us to take δnc ̸= 0, and as a consequence
δa ̸= 0. Specifically, the continuity equation holds if we in-
clude the source term

δS =
2π

3
nc

z̄r̄3

r̄2
H

ω3

ωrωz
( f h++gh×)

×
(
−1− r̄H

r̄

)
sin(ω(t −2π r̄/ωr)) , (67)

where

r̄H =
|A|

csLr
, (68)

is the unperturbed horizon position, see Eq. (57), in dimen-
sionless units. Such source term induces the density fluctua-
tion

δnc

nc
=

z̄r̄
r̄H

ω

ωz
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t −2π r̄/ωr))

+
2π

3
z̄r̄3

r̄2
H

ω2

ωrωz
( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t −2π r̄/ωr)).

(69)

Furthermore, to maintain cs as the local speed of sound, we
require δcs = 0, which leads to the introduction of a Feshbach
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resonance (see Eq. (10)) such that δa/a=−δnc/nc. With this
choice of δa, the Euler equation holds if we include the exter-
nal potential

δVext =

(
3

8π

z̄(r̄− r̄H)

r̄2
H

ω2ωr

ωzc2
s
− π

6
z̄r̄3

r̄2
H

ω4

ωzωrc2
s

)
ℏ2

m

× ( f h++gh×)cos(ω(t −2π r̄/ωr))−
(

z̄
c2

s ω

ωz
m

+
1

16π2
z̄

r̄r̄H

ωω2
r

ωzc2
s

ℏ2

m
+

z̄r̄
r̄2

H

(
7
12

r̄− 1
4

r̄H

)
ω3

ωzc2
s

ℏ2

m

)
× ( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t −2π r̄/ωr)). (70)

In this way we obtain a physical system (irrotationality, con-
tinuity and Euler equations are satisfied), in the geometry de-
picted in Fig. 1, that represents an acoustic BH perturbed by
an analogue GW.

3. Acoustic metric

At this point, we compute the emergent acoustic metric ten-
sor for phonons, given by gµν = g0

µν + ε g̃µν . For simplicity
we assume vanishing tangential flow, that is we take B = 0
in Eq. (55). Using coordinates (cst, r̄,θ , z̄), the unperturbed
metric is

g0
µν =

nc

mcs


−
(

1− v2
r

c2
s

)
− vr

cs
Lr 0 0

− vr
cs

Lr L2
r 0 0

0 0 r̄2L2
r 0

0 0 0 L2
z

 , (71)

and the perturbation

g̃µν =
nc

mcs

g̃00 g̃01 0 g̃03
g̃01 g̃11 0 0
0 0 g̃22 0

g̃03 0 0 g̃33

 , (72)

has components

g̃00 =−
(

1− v2
r

c2
s

)
δnc

nc
+2

vrδvr

c2
s

, (73)

g̃01 = Lr

(
−δvr

cs
− vr

cs

δnc

nc

)
, (74)

g̃03 =−δvz

cs
Lz , g̃11 =

δnc

nc
L2

r , (75)

g̃22 = r̃2L2
r

δnc

nc
, g̃33 =

δnc

nc
L2

z , (76)

that are the fluctuations of the metric induced by the GW ana-
logue. Far from the horizon, these perturbations can be seen
as fluctuations around the Minkowski metric. Near the hori-
zon, they represent a perturbation of the cylindrical acoustic

metric. Next, we compute the inverse of the metric defined by
the relation gµν gνα = δµ

α , and we write it as

gµν = gµν

0 − ε g̃µν . (77)

In the coordinates (cst, r̃,θ , z̃), the unperturbed inverse metric
is

gµν

0 =
csm
nc


−1 − vr

csLr
0 0

− vr
csLr

1
L2

r

(
1− v2

r
c2

s

)
0 0

0 0 1
r̃2L2

r
0

0 0 0 1
L2

z

 , (78)

and the inverse perturbation is

g̃µν =
mcs

nc


g̃00 g̃01 0 g̃03

g̃01 g̃11 0 g̃13

0 0 g̃22 0
g̃03 g̃13 0 g̃33

 , (79)

with components

g̃00 =−δnc

nc
, (80)

g̃01 =

(
−δnc

nc

vr

cs
+

δvr

cs

)
1
Lr

, (81)

g̃03 =
δvz

cs

1
Lz

, (82)

g̃11 =

(
2

vrδvr

c2
s

+
δnc

nc
− v2

r

c2
s

δnc

nc

)
1
L2

r
, (83)

g̃13 =
vrδvz

c2
s

1
LrLz

, (84)

g̃22 =
1

r̃2L2
r

δnc

nc
, (85)

g̃33 =
δnc

nc

1
L2

z
. (86)

From the inverse metric we can determine the event horizon’s
characteristics and generators.

4. Perturbed acoustic horizon

We now determine the displacement of the horizon posi-
tion determined by the impinging GW analogue. In general,
the horizon position is given by the condition |vr|rH = cs. In
the unperturbed system, the horizon is located in r̄H given in
Eq. (68). The GW analogue propagation is determined by the
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velocity fluctuation δvr in Eq. (65). Consequently, the acous-
tic horizon is displaced at r̃new

H = r̃H + εδ r̃H , which satisfies:

|vr + εδvr|r̃new
H

= cs. (87)

Solving Eq. (87), we find the horizon’s displacement is

δ r̃H

r̃H
=−z̃

ω

ωz
( f h++gh×)sin(ω(t −2π r̃H/ωr)) , (88)

indicating that it is opposite to the sign of the radial veloc-
ity fluctuation, see Eq. (66), while the fluctuation δvz has
no effect on the horizon’s position. The horizon’s displace-
ment vanishes at z̃ = 0 and for z̃ ̸= 0 it depends on the
sign of sin(ω(t − 2π r̃H/ωr)). At a given time t, such that
sin(ω(t −2π r̃H/ωr)) > 0, we have that δ r̃H < 0 and the dis-
placement decreases as z̃ increases, see Fig. 2. At time t such

FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the perturbation of the acoustic
horizon. Left: unperturbed horizon. Right: perturbed acoustic hori-
zon at a fixed time such that sin(ω(t − 2π r̃H/ωr)) > 0. The size of
the perturbation is enhanced for clarity.

that sin(ω(t −2π r̃H/ωr))< 0, we have he opposite behavior:
δ r̃H increases linearly with z̃, see Fig. 3. If we now examine

FIG. 3. Schematic representation of the perturbation of the acoustic
horizon. Left: unperturbed horizon. Right: perturbed acoustic hori-
zon at a fixed time such that sin(ω(t − 2π r̃H/ωr)) < 0. The size of
the perturbation is enhanced for clarity.

the scenario at fixed z̃ ̸= 0, and we observe the changes over
time, we find that the horizon displacement fluctuates around
zero as shown in Fig. 4: the event horizon expands or con-
tracts due to the GW analogue propagation. The magnitude
of the dilatation depends on the considered height: it vanishes
for z̄ = 0 and it is maximal for z̄ = 1. Differently from the flat
spacetime case where GWs do not cause phonon production,
when GWs impinge onto an acoustic horizon they induce on
it periodic deformations which turns into a stimulated ampli-
fication of the Hawking phonon radiation in a phenomenon
resembling the dynamical Casimir effect19. This process was
described in details in 20 in the case of a planar acoustic hori-
zon under the action of a small velocity shear in background

FIG. 4. Schematic representation of the perturbation of the perturbed
acoustic horizon in the x̃ỹ plane. At fixed z̃ > 0 the horizon is a circle
that oscillates as time lapses.

flow. Something similar takes place for the system consid-
ered here with a cylindrical geometry and the shear pertur-
bation being originated by the impinging GWs. The expan-
sion or contraction observed at a fixed z̃ corresponds to an
oscillation of the tilting of the horizon. Due to this tilt, the
radiated phonons, which are predominantly emitted in the di-
rection perpendicular to the horizon, experience a change in
their propagation direction as compared to the unperturbed
case21,22. Focusing for instance on the x̃z̃ plane at ỹ = 0 and
considering only the half-plane x̃ > 0, the situation closely re-
sembles the analysis conducted in Sec. V of Ref. 20, where
the shear viscosity to entropy density ratio η/s at the acoustic
horizon was calculated to be equal to 1/4π , namely, the KSS
lower bound 23. Although a planar horizon was considered in
Ref. 20, that result holds here as well: in both cases the rele-
vant effect is that given by the bending of the horizon surface
with respect to the z̃ axis.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE PERSPECTIVES

Developing a system that enables an in-depth investiga-
tion of acoustic horizons through perturbations is crucial for
addressing fundamental theoretical questions regarding the
physics of BHs. In this paper, we have designed a pertur-
bation that closely mimics a classical GW and applied it to
excite an acoustic horizon. We first demonstrate that it is pos-
sible to configure a BEC such that the metric perturbation ex-
perienced by phonons resembles that of a GW in Minkowski
space in a specific gauge. Subsequently, we considered the ef-
fect of this perturbation, adapted to the new symmetry of the
system, on an acoustic cylindrical BH. With the proposed ap-
proach we have established a laboratory-reproducible system
where to study how an acoustic horizon responds to perturba-
tions closely modeled after GWs. In particular, experiments
with ultra-cold atoms can be designed to replicate these sys-
tems in order to test the theoretical predictions arising from
this research. These models open avenues for diverse future
studies.

Firstly, the shear viscosity to entropy density ratio (η/s) of
the acoustic horizon can be assessed. One approach is to de-
termine and compare its value with that of a real BH in general
relativity24. Additionally, it is important to check whether this
ratio adheres the universal lower bound of η/s, proposed in
the AdS/CFT context23. This bound is conjectured to be 1/4π

for any fluid in nature25,26. However, the conditions under
which this bound can be saturated by a matter system, given
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the known symmetries, remain an open question27. Thus, in-
vestigating η/s for acoustic black holes could be crucial to
determine if it saturates this bound and to establish whether
the ratio for acoustic black holes is universal or dependent on
specific hydrodynamic conditions.

Additionally, the surface reflectivity of the acoustic horizon
can be explored and related to the membrane fluid viscosity28.
Moreover, the analogue GW perturbation discussed in this pa-
per can be analyzed in greater details. A particularly intrigu-
ing aspect is how, despite the absence of spin–2 modes in the
system, we can still replicate a spin–2 perturbation of the met-
ric. It might be worthwhile to study the quantization of this
classical analogue GW to investigate whether its quanta can
be identified and to predict the equation of motion for this
mode. Although quasi-normal modes of acoustic black holes
have been studied previously29, examining this spin–2 pertur-
bation could potentially provide a new avenue for approximat-
ing a spin–2 test field analysis30. Furthermore, we can explore
gravitational memory in these systems to understand how the
emergent spacetime responds when an analogue GW passes
through it, and whether there are any symmetries of the sys-
tem related to it31.
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Appendix A: Horizon’s generators

To characterize the kinematics of the horizon, we com-
pute the null vector field that is simultaneously tangent and
orthogonal to the null congruence of the geodesics generat-
ing the horizon. The vector field normal to the hypersurface
S = constant has the general expression

kµ = ℓ(x)gµν
∂ν S , (A1)

with ℓ(x) an arbitrary non-vanishing function of the coordi-
nates. Hereafter we take for simplicity ℓ(x) = 1.
We first compute kµ in the unperturbed system. We consider
the family of hypersurfaces

S = r̃− r̃H = constant , (A2)

where r̄H is given in Eq. (68); the acoustic horizon corre-
sponds to S = 0. For the considered hypersurface

∂ν S = (0,1,0,0) , (A3)

hence, using the inverse of the metric in Eq. (78), we obtain
that the vector normal to the hypersurface S is given by

kµ =

(
m

2πnc
ωr

r̃H

r̃
,

m
4π2nccs

ω
2
r

(
1− r̃2

H
r̃2

)
,0,0

)
, (A4)

and then

g0
µν kµ kν =

m
4π2nccs

ω
2
r

(
1− r̃2

H
r̃2

)
. (A5)

Since at the horizon v2
r = c2

s , we find that

g0
µν kµ kν

∣∣
S=0

= 0 , (A6)

meaning that the acoustic horizon is a null hypersurface.
For the computation of the null vector field in the system per-
turbed by the GW analogue, we have to consider that the in-
verse of the metric is given by Eq. (77) and that the position
of the acoustic horizon is shifted to r̃H + εδ r̃H , where δ r̃H
is in Eq. (88). For these reasons we define a new family of
hypersurfaces:

Snew = r̃− (r̃H + εδ r̃H) = constant , (A7)

and the acoustic horizon hypersurface is Snew = 0. In this case

∂ν Snew = (0,1,0,0)− ε∂ν δ r̃H , (A8)

thus the components of the normal vector field, that we now
call kµ

new, at the leading order in the perturbations are given by

kµ
new = gµν

0 ∂ν S− ε g̃µν
∂ν S− εgµν

0 ∂ν δ r̃H . (A9)

Therefore, kµ
new is identical to that of the unperturbed system

at zeroth order in ε , see Eq. (A4), with corrections at order
ε arising from both metric perturbations and changes in the
horizon’s position. Its components are given by

k0
new = k0 + ε( f h++gh×)

[
m
nc

z̃
π

ωωr

ωz
sin(ωTeff)

−
(

1
3

m
nc

ω2

ωz

r̃2z̃
r̃H

+
m
nc

z̃r̃H
ω2

ωz

)
cos(ωTeff)

]
,(A10)

k1
new = k1 + ε( f h++gh×)

[(
m

2πnccs

ω2ωr

ωz

z̃r̃2
H

r̃

+
m

6πnccs

ω2ωr

ωz

z̃r̃
r̃2

H
(−r̃2 + r̃2

H)

)
cos(ωTeff)

− m
4π2nccs

ωω2
r

ωz

z̃
r̃r̃H

(r̃2 −3r̃2
H)sin(ωTeff)

]
,(A11)

k2
new = 0, (A12)
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k3
new = ε( f h++gh×)

(
m

4π2nccs
ωωzr̃H sin(ωTeff)

+
m

8π3nccs
ωzωr

r̃H

r̃
cos(ωTeff)

)
, (A13)

where for simplicity we have defined Teff = t −2π r̃/ωr. Now,
we compute gµν kν

newkµ
new at the acoustic horizon, so at Snew =

0, and we call it K. We find:

K = ε4π
nccs

m
ω2

ωrωz
r̃H z̃( f h++gh×)cos(ωTeff). (A14)

Unlike the unperturbed case, where gµν kµ kν at the acoustic
horizon is equal to 0 (see Eq. (A6)), here we have a dynami-
cal horizon and because of that, it is not required to be a null
hypersurface32. Depending on the sign of the cosine we can
have a null, timelike or spacelike hypersurface. However, for
a Killing horizon this quantity should be zero and indeed for
sufficiently low fluctuations this term vanishes: it is of or-
der O(εω2/ωrωz). The null vector field computed in this ap-
pendix allows to evaluate the expansion rate, shear, and rota-
tion of the null geodesic congruence 33. We will discuss this
topic in a future publication.
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