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A transonic fluid flow generates an acoustic hole that is the hydrodynamic analogue of a gravitational black
hole. Acoustic holes emit a detectable thermal radiation of phonons at a characteristic Hawking temperature.
The crucial concept is that the spontaneous phonon emission at the horizon produces an irreversible heat increase
at the expenses of the bulk fluid kinetic energy. We show that such process can be described in terms of effective
shear and bulk viscosities that are defined close to the horizon. We analyze this quantum friction process by
resorting to a general kinetic theory approach as well as by the specific description of phonon emission as a
tunneling process. The celebrated Kovtun, Son and Starinets (KSS) universal lower bound η/s = 1/4π of
the shear viscosity coefficient to entropy density ratio, readily follows, and is extended to the longitudinal bulk
viscosity at the horizon. We come to the same saturation of the KSS bound after considering the shear viscosity
arising from a perturbation of the background metric at the acoustic horizon providing a – in principle testable
– realization of the so called black hole membrane paradigm.

I. INTRODUCTION

Black holes (BHs) are perfect playgrounds for quantum me-
chanics and general relativity given their understanding re-
quires both [1]. Present quantum technologies provide accu-
rately controllable platforms where analogue (sonic) BHs [2]
can be realized [3–6] and investigated in one-to-one corre-
spondence with precise theoretical predictions. The latter
have the advantage that can be based either on quantum fluid-
dynamics, just hinging on very general conservation laws and
symmetries [7–10], or on microscopic theories of interact-
ing matter based on accurately known microscopic Hamilto-
nians [11]. The gravity analogue approach can best provide
hints on those properties of systems that can be considered
as universal, i.e. independent of the underlying microscopic
structure, with the advantage of probing the essential ideas in
combined, on-purpose designed, theoretical and experimental
efforts, and the disadvantage of hardly providing clues on the
microscopic-dependent details.

A number of BHs concepts have been investigated within
an analogue-gravity approach, especially regarding the obser-
vation of Hawking radiation and temperature [2, 3, 6, 12],
all supporting the universal nature of the corresponding ideas.
One of the most striking predictions of universal behavior con-
cerns the shear viscosity-to-entropy density ratio η/s, that is
conjectured to satisfy the so-called KSS bound η/s ≥ 1/4π.
Called after Kovtun, Son and Starinets who first derived it
within the AdS/CFT correspondence [13], the KSS bound has
been independently worked out in Rindler causal horizon in
flat spacetime [14, 15]. The speed of light not appearing in
the bound, the KSS conjecture seems to be valid for all real
fluids, relativistic and not, and can be extended to classical
fluids. The highly debated question here arises, on which are
the necessary conditions for the fluid to provide the minimum
η/s value, just hinging on quantum mechanics [11, 16, 17].

The answer to this question is relevant when bringing gen-
eral relativity and quantum mechanics together at the black
hole horizon, and also as a guidance to account for discrepan-
cies between microscopic theoretical predictions [11] and ex-

perimental realizations [18]. One general answer to the ques-
tion comes from the KSS work itself, i.e. that the fluid must be
strongly interacting with no well-defined quasi-particles [11],
something that is found in relativistic heavy-ion collisions
close to the deconfinement transition temperature, see for
instance [19], in pure gauge numerical simulations [20], in
O(N) models [21] as well as in hadronic models [22]. So far,
hydrodynamic transport coefficients such as viscosities were
mainly calculated from a microscopic theory using Kubo-like
formulas, which involve finite temperature Green’s functions
of conserved currents [11, 15, 23].

Here, we propose an entirely different, simpler and more
transparent perspective, where the KSS bound is derived
within the viewpoint of kinetic theory [8, 24–26], enhancing
purely geometric considerations as keys to reading. Besides
widening the understanding of the essential idea and its uni-
versal nature, our derivation may be especially useful to de-
sign analogue gravity experiments in current platforms, where
the concept can be probed. In essence, we start from the idea
that the low-energy excitations (phonons) of a flowing fluid in
Minkowski spacetime can be described in terms of scalar par-
ticles embedded in an effective gravitational background [2]
with emerging acoustic metric tensor determined by the fluid’s
properties [27, 28]. Since in the fluid rest frame phonons
propagate at the speed of sound, a transonic flow gives rise
to the fluid analogue of a BH. Indeed, when the fluid velocity
exceeds the speed of sound a sonic black hole is produced:
phonons cannot classically propagate from the supersonic re-
gion to the subsonic region. One can then identify the acoustic
horizon as the place where the fluid velocity equals the speed
of sound [2, 7, 26–29]. Quantum fluctuations at the acoustic
horizon result in a thermal radiation of phonons [7, 29–34] the
sonic analogue of the Hawking radiation [1]. Noticeably, this
emission of long-wavelength sonic vibrations at the acoustic
horizon has been confirmed both numerically [9] and in the
laboratory [3, 5] with atomic Bose-Einstein condensates.

As it was put forward by Volovik [35], the spontaneous
phonon emission process at the horizon produces quantum
friction: an irreversible phonon energy flux is produced at
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the expense of the bulk fluid kinetic energy. We show that
such small reduction of the fluid kinetic energy can be de-
scribed in terms of effective shear and bulk viscosities defined
close to the horizon. We determine the viscosity coefficients
finding that their ratio to the phonon-entropy density equals
1/4π [13]. This result is obtained irrespective of the detailed
phonon emission mechanism. To provide a microscopic de-
scription of viscosity and to corroborate our findings, we de-
rive the KSS bound employing the analogy between hydrody-
namics and gravity to describe the spontaneous emission pro-
cess in terms of phonon tunneling. Furthermore, we study the
shear viscosity arising from a perturbation of the background
metric at the acoustic horizon. In particular, we show that the
stretching of the acoustic horizon surface results in an entropy
variation that can be described in terms of a shear viscosity
coefficient. The ratio of such shear viscosity coefficient to the
horizon surface entropy density saturates the KSS bound.

The present paper is organized as follows. In Section II
we present the theoretical setup, with emphasis on the vis-
cosity and analogue gravity descriptions. In Section III we
show that in the presence of an acoustic horizon one can de-
fine an effective shear and bulk viscosity that saturate the KSS
bound. In Section IV we derive the same result using a tunnel-
ing description of the phonon emission and in Section V we
obtain the shear-to-entropy ratio of the acoustic horizon by a
quantum entanglement approach. We draw our conclusions in
Section VI. We use natural units ℏ = c = kB = 1 and metric
signature (+−−−).

II. THEORETICAL SETUP

The main object of our interest is the viscous process as-
sociated to the presence of an acoustic horizon, so we briefly
introduce the concepts of viscosiy coefficients and of acoustic
metric.

A. Shear and bulk viscosities

The viscosity coefficients describe the non-equilibrium hy-
drodynamics of a fluid which has been perturbed away from
equilibrium to low-order in the velocity gradients. Consider a
fluid that flows in the x–direction with a small velocity gradi-
ent in the y–direction, ∂yvx. In the absence of viscosity, the
fluid motion can be described as a laminar flow that persists
indefinitely. The shear viscosity tends to restore the uniform
flow, thus to reduce the fluid velocity gradient ∂yvx. Accord-
ingly, the shear viscosity coefficient, η, can be defined as the
rate of momentum transfer to the velocity gradient in the di-
rection orthogonal to the fluid flow [36]. Heuristically, the
shear viscosity expresses the fact that the propagation of par-
ticles across layers with different laminar velocity results in
a reduction of any fluid-flow inhomogeneity. This diffusion
mechanism is the main source of viscosity in gases and it is
simply due to the fact that particles in different laminar lay-
ers possess average different velocity components along the
x–direction. As a result, their propagation between differ-

ent layers tends to reduce the average velocity difference and
thus to make the fluid flow more homogeneous. According to
this mechanism, the shear viscosity is proportional to the tem-
perature T : at high T , particle diffusion takes place rapidly,
see [37] for a field theory derivation. In general, the diffusion
mechanism is very efficient when the particles’ mean free path
is large, meaning that the smaller are the interparticle inter-
actions, the larger the viscosity comes out to be. This hap-
pens because particles with large mean free paths propagate
to large distances, thus for example back and forth between
layers with very small and very large vx, eventually resulting
in a quick reduction of the velocity gradient. Since the shear
viscosity is inversely proportional to the interaction rate, it is
in general believed that the lower limit of the shear viscosity
is attained in strongly interacting systems. This leads to the
question of whether there is a fundamental lower limit to the
shear viscosity coefficient as the strength of the interaction is
increased, see for instance the discussions in [13, 16, 37, 38].

The longitudinal bulk viscosity coefficient, ζ, describes
how a fluid with a small velocity gradient ∇ · v restores the
homogeneous flow. Similarly to the shear viscosity, it is ex-
pected that increasing gas temperatures yields to larger bulk
viscosity coefficients [37]. Both the shear and bulk viscosi-
ties describe irreversible transformations [39] given that they
are associated with the entropy production terms in the hy-
drodynamic equations: one can interpret the bulk viscosity
coefficient as the dissipative term related to a fluid expansion
or compression, while the shear viscosity as the dissipative
term related to shear stresses acting on a fluid. Given the irre-
versible character of these processes it is widespread practice
(especially in particle physics) to use their ratios to the en-
tropy density, η/s and ζ/s, as measures of the extent to which
the fluid moves away from ideal conditions.

One important aspect is that the bulk viscosity coefficient
identically vanishes for a conformal fluid, a fluid expansion or
compression is indeed equivalent to a fluid dilatation, which in
turn is a symmetry transformation for a conformal fluid. Actu-
ally, to have vanishing bulk viscosity it is enough to have scale
invariance. However, the shear viscosity of a conformal fluid
is expected to be nonzero. Indeed, it has been conjectured
in [13] that the shear viscosity coefficient-to-entropy density
ratio of a fluid has the universal lower bound 1/4π.

B. Acoustic horizon

To study whether viscous processes can arise in tran-
sonic fluids, we consider an idealized system: an inviscid,
barotropic fluid at vanishing temperature in Minkowski space-
time. In this setting it can be shown that the phonon propaga-
tion can be viewed as the propagation of a scalar particle in an
emergent gravitational background described by the acoustic
metric [7]

gµν = ηµν +
(
c2s − 1

)
vµvν , (1)

where ηµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1) is the standard Minkowski
metric, cs is the adiabatic sound speed and vµ = γ(1,−v)
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is the fluid four-velocity, with γ the Lorentz factor. For def-
initeness, we assume that the velocity is oriented along the
negative x-axis and its modulus is given by

v = cs − Cx+ ky , (2)

where C and k are two parameters, with k ≪ C to ensure
a negligible flow along the y direction. The last term on the
r.h.s. of (2) represents a small shear perturbation to the fluid
flow. The horizon position is the place where the fluid veloc-
ity equals the speed of sound and it is depicted in Fig. 1 with
a blue line. The acoustic horizon corresponds to an imagi-
nary plane separating the supersonic and subsonic regions: no
sound wave can classically propagate from the supersonic re-
gion to the subsonic one. In the left panel of Fig. 1 it is shown
the case with k = 0, while the right panel corresponds to a
fluid with a small shear component; in this case the horizon is
tilted by the angle θ ≃ −k/C with respect to the y-axis.

In analogy with standard BHs, acoustic holes emit phonons
at the Hawking temperature

T =
1

2π

(
cs − |v|
1− cs|v|

)′
∣∣∣∣∣
H

≃ C

2π
, (3)

where the prime indicates the derivative with respect to the
direction orthogonal to the horizon, and the last expression
is obtained in the non-relativistic limit and at leading order
in k/C. Expression (3) has been derived by a kinetic theory
approach in [10] and reproduces the standard form of T in the
non-relativistic limit [7].

We assume that the temperature of the fluid, Tfluid, is neg-
ligible as compared to T , that is Tfluid ≪ T . For simplic-
ity, we actually set Tfluid = 0. Thus, for subsonic flow the
fluid viscosity and entropy density vanish. Such state of af-
fairs changes for transonic flow. In the presence of an acous-
tic horizon, the non-vanishing Hawking temperature leads to
expect nonzero viscous coefficients and entropy density. In
this scenario, the viscosity should be related to the fact that
the acoustic horizon spontaneously emits phonons, while the
entropy is the one of the phonon gas emitted by the horizon,
see [10].

In the following we limit our analysis to a small neighbour-
hood ℓ of the horizon position, satisfying the condition

Lc ≪ ℓ ≪ λT , (4)

with Lc the theory cutoff accounting for the underlying micro-
scopic structure invisible to our treatment; in acoustic holes
realized with Bose-Einstein condensates this is e.g. of the
same order of the healing length of the condensate. The length
scale

λT ≃ cs
2πT

, (5)

is a thermal wavelength associated to the Hawking tempera-
ture. In turn, taking into account the above expression of the
Hawking temperature, the condition ℓ ≪ λT ensures that we
consider a small neighborhood of the horizon, where the fluid
velocity is close to cs.

III. BULK AND SHEAR VISCOSITIES IN THE PRESENCE
OF AN ACOUSTIC HORIZON

In the absence of transonic flow, that is in the absence of the
acoustic horizon, the energy momentum tensor of the system
does not contain dissipative terms and can be written as the
one of a perfect fluid, that is

Tµν
0 = (ρ+ P )vµvν − Pηµν , (6)

where ρ is the energy density and P is the pressure. These two
quantities are related by an equation of state that we have no
need to specify. Let us now turn to the case of transonic fluid
flow. Even at zero temperature, because of the presence of the
acoustic horizon, we have to include the contribution due to
the phonons spontaneously emitted by the horizon. Thus, the
total energy momentum tensor is now

Tµν
T = Tµν

0 + T µν , (7)

with the general expression of the phonon energy-momentum
tensor given by

T µν =

∫
pµpνfph(x, p)dP , (8)

where fph is the phonon distribution function and dP is the ap-
propriate covariant momentum measure [24, 25], taking into
account that phonons propagate in the acoustic metric given
in Eq. (1).

On the other hand, we can decompose the total energy mo-
mentum tensor as the sum of two terms

Tµν
T = Tµν

0 + σµν , (9)

where σµν is the viscous stress tensor [39] including all the
dissipative contributions. However, since any phonon-phonon
scattering process is assumed to be suppressed, the only pro-
cess contributing to σµν is the spontaneous phonon emission
at the horizon. This is indeed an irreversible process, which
transforms the kinetic energy of the fluid in phonon excita-
tions. This is a distinctive result with respect to other existing
models: essential to the setting in of a viscous horizon is just
geometry, a property that we could identify by adopting the
kinetic theory approach. Assuming small perturbations of the
fluid velocity, the leading terms of the viscous stress tensor
linearly depend on the velocity gradients. Moreover, at the
leading order in k/C, we expect that only its xx, yx and xy
components are nonzero. This is due to the fact that the rota-
tional symmetry is broken by the tilted acoustic horizon and
that the horizon can only produce a pressure in the w1 direc-
tion, see the right panel of Fig. 1. This means, for instance,
that the pressure along the y direction is of order (k/C)2. We
shall explicitly see it using the kinetic theory approach. For
these reasons we assume that the leading contribution to the
viscous stress tensor is

σik = η(δiyδkx∂ivk + δixδky∂kvi) + ζδixδkx∇ · v , (10)

where the velocity is given in Eq. (2), and η and ζ are the
transverse and longitudinal transport coefficients of the fluid.
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FIG. 1. Two-dimensional representation of the acoustic horizon determined by the fluid velocity profile given in Eq. (2). Left panel: the fluid
velocity increases from right to left but has no shear, corresponding to C ̸= 0 and k = 0 in Eq. (2). The blue line orthogonal to the x–axis
corresponds to the acoustic horizon. Right panel: the fluid velocity increases from right to left and from bottom to top, corresponding to C ̸= 0
and k ̸= 0 in Eq. (2). The blue line corresponding to the horizon is now titled by the angle θ ≃ −k/C with respect to the y-axis; the coordinate
axes w1 and w2 are orthogonal and parallel to the tilted horizon, respectively.

We are now going to determine ζ and η by equating the vis-
cous stress tensor of the fluid to the energy-momentum tensor
of the phonons, under the working hypothesis that both η and
ζ are only due to the spontaneous emission of phonons at the
horizon, thus occurring only in a thin layer around its posi-
tion, see Eq. (4). At the end of our derivation, we will check
to what extent the used approximation is valid.

An important point to remark is that in general one cannot
identify the phonon energy momentum tensor with the viscous
stress tensor. For instance, in a three-dimensional homoge-
neous fluid the phonon thermodynamic pressure is isotropic,
proportional to T 4 and it is not related to a fluid transport co-
efficient. The T 4 dependence can be viewed as arising from
the fact that the pressure is proportional to the energy den-
sity, which can be obtained as the ratio between the average
phonon energy, proportional to T , and the thermal wavelength
cube, proportional to T−3. In an infinite volume, the thermal
wavelength is indeed the only length scale of a non-interacting
phonon gas. The difference, in the present case, is that we
have to restrict to a small volume close to the acoustic hori-
zon with height w1, see Fig. 1, constrained by (4). We take as
basis of the volume element a patch of area L2

c determined by
the microscopic cutoff of the system. This is the area of the
smaller patch in which we can divide the horizon surface, in a
way that the system can be effectively described as 1 + 1 di-
mensional. Thus, the phonon energy density is proportional to
T over the elemental volume L2

cw1. Moreover, T is now the
Hawking temperature, meaning that it is proportional to the
velocity gradient, see Eq. (3). Thus, the phonon contribution
to the energy momentum tensor is expected to be directly pro-
portional to the gradients of the velocity. We will now quanti-
tatively develop these ideas using the kinetic theory approach
proposed in [10].

Close to the horizon, the phonon distribution function can

be cast in the form

f(x, p) =
1

eE+/T − 1
δ(pw2)δ(pz)

(
2π

Lc

)2

, (11)

where

E+ = −pxv + cs

√
p2x + p2y + p2z , (12)

is the phonon dispersion law in the non-relativistic limit and
pw2

= py cos θ + px sin θ is the momentum parallel to the
horizon. The distribution function takes into account that
phonons can only be emitted orthogonally to the horizon,
see the discussion in [40]. Thus, we have that pz = 0,

py ≃ − k

C
px, and therefore the phonon dispersion law reads

E+ = pxCw1(1+O(k2/C2)). Upon substituting this expres-
sion in (11), we can readily evaluate the leading order compo-
nents of the phonon energy-momentum tensor. The phonon
energy density

ϵph =
√
−gT 0

0 ≃ T

24L2
cw1

, (13)

takes an expression similar to the one derived in [10], with
L2
cw1 the small volume orthogonal to the horizon. Note that

the phonon energy density has been defined in such a way that

Eph =

∫
dV ϵph , (14)

gives the total phonon energy. Accordingly, the phonon pres-
sure along the x-direction is

Pph x =
√
−gT x

x ≃ T

24L2
cw1

, (15)

and it is therefore equal to the phonon energy density. The T y
x

component leads instead to a form of transverse pressure:

P y
ph x =

√
−gT y

x ≃ − k

C
Px . (16)
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Finally, the phonon pressure along the y-axis turns out to be:

Pph y =
√
−gT y

y ∝ (k/C)2 , (17)

and thus, as anticipated, negligible to leading order in k/C.
We now implement our key idea that the spontaneous phonon
emission process at the horizon produces the irreversible heat
increase at the expense of the bulk fluid kinetic energy de-
scribed by η and ζ. This quantum friction is thus determined
by the fact that momentum is transported across the fluid in
the direction orthogonal to the horizon by the spontaneously
emitted phonons. We thus equate the viscous stress fluid
contributions, accounting for the variation of the background
energy-momentum tensor, with the corresponding phonon
terms: σxx = Pph x and σxy = P y

ph x. As it can be shown
using kinetic theory, see [10], the thermodynamic relation
ϵph = −Pph x + Tsph, in the considered inhomogeneous sys-
tem is valid at the leading order in k/C. Thus we readily have
that

ζ

sph
=

η

sph
=

1

4π
. (18)

Therefore, the KSS bound is saturated for both the shear and
the bulk viscosities of the fluid [13]. A few comments are in
order. These viscosity coefficients are only well defined close
to the horizon, in the region given in (4), where phonon self-
interactions can be neglected. We have obtained this result
without any reference to the microscopic emission mechanism
of phonons. The above derivation is based on the assumption
that the phonon emission results in a small variation of the
background energy-momentum tensor. This happens to be the
case, for instance, in the experimental setup of [3]. The shear
and bulk viscosities are equal because they share a common
origin. The viscosities, indeed, only arise as a consequence of
the spontaneous phonon emission orthogonal to the horizon.

The latter property can be formally derived considering that
the energy momentum tensor in the (x, y) coordinates can be
obtained by a rotation of the one in (w1, w2) coordinates, see
the right panel of Fig. 1. The phonon emission occurs along
the w1–direction, hence in the (w1, w2) coordinates it reads
as

√
−gT̃ i

j = δiw1δjw1
Pph , (19)

with Pph the pressure of the phonon gas. The energy momen-
tum tensor in the (x, y) coordinates is obtained performing a
counterclockwise rotation R(−θ) of angle −θ ≃ k/C of T̃ i

j ,
leading to

T i
j = R(−θ)il R(−θ)mj T̃ l

m . (20)

Upon using the above expression (19), the non vanishing spa-
tial components are

√
−gT =

(
cos2 θ − sin θ cos θ

− sin θ cos θ sin2 θ

)
Pph

≃
(

1 −θ
−θ 0

)
Pph +O(θ2) , (21)

where in the last step we have retained only leading order
terms in θ. Equating the previous expression with the viscous
stress tensor σij in Eq. (10), and using the thermodynamic
relation Pph = Tsph/2, we obtain

ζ(∇ · v) =
Tsph

2
+O(θ2) , (22)

η∂yv =−
Tsph

2
θ +O(θ2) . (23)

Replacing the expression of v given in Eq. (2) and the defi-
nition of Hawking temperature in Eq. (3), we readily get that
the shear and bulk viscosities are equal and satisfy Eq.(18).

It is instructive to check whether the obtained result is con-
sistent with the requirement that the hydrodynamic expansion
is under control. As we have mentioned, the hydrodynamic
description is consistent if the viscous stress tensor linearly
depends on the velocity gradient; given Eqs. (10) and (3) it
means that σij should be linearly dependent on the Hawking
temperature. It follows that the present approach is consistent
if the viscosity coefficient are independent of the temperature.
In other words, since a velocity gradient is proportional to the
Hawking temperature, we can view the viscous stress tensor
as an expansion in the Hawking temperature. Roughly speak-
ing, this implies that

σ ∼ ζ T +O(T 2) , (24)

where we have suppressed the space indices and taken into
account that we found that ζ = η. The present hydrody-
namic approach is valid if the quadratic temperature term is
suppressed with respect to the linear term. As a matter of fact
we have that

ζ = η =
sph

4π
=

1

48πL2
cw1

, (25)

thus the viscosity coefficients are independent of the Hawking
temperature. Moreover, close to the horizon, they take a large
value ensuring that they provide the leading contribution to the
viscous stress tensor. The viscosities decrease as the distance
from the horizon w1 increases signaling that the dissipative
process only happens in a region close to the horizon. Note
that w1 is bounded in the hydrodynamic interval (4), meaning
that

ζ = η ≫ T

12L2
ccs

, (26)

where the value on the right hand side is obtained taking
w1 = λT , see Eq. (5). In other words, as expected, at the
distance λT from the horizon the proposed hydrodynamic de-
scription breaks down. At the thermal distance λT the viscos-
ity coefficients takes the temperature dependence expected in
case the viscosity is due to a diffusion mechanism, that is pro-
portional to T . One may be tempted to expect that the value on
the right hand side of Eq. (26) could be a reasonable extrapo-
lation of the quantum viscosity to the standard hydrodynamic
diffusion viscosity. However, one should consider that T in
Eq. (26) is the Hawking temperature and not the bulk ther-
modynamic temperature and that at the λT distance from the
horizon the scattering processes between phonons can give a
sizable contribution to viscosity.
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IV. PHONON TUNNELING

We have seen how the viscous coefficients rule the macro-
scopic behaviour of the background fluid, i.e. its response to
a perturbation of the velocity field (or of the sound velocity).
We now enter the nature of this process and show that it can
be interpreted as the consequence of phonons tunneling the
acoustic horizon. In doing this we have to take into account
that world-lines of phonons are null geodesics of the acoustic
metric, see (1) , and their dispersion law depends on the po-
sition with respect to the horizon, see the definition of E+ in
Eq. (12) and the discussion in [10].

In order to grasp the underlying physics, we use a semiclas-
sical description of the Hawking emission process [35, 41].
The WKB tunneling amplitude is determined by the exponen-
tial of the imaginary part of the action

Im S = Im
∫ xout

xin

p(x)dx , (27)

where xin/out are points inside/outside the horizon and p(x) is
the momentum conjugate to the x-coordinate; it corresponds
to the phonon momentum during the emission process. As
in [41], we can use the Hamilton-Jacobi equation ẋ = dω/dp,
with ω the energy of the outgoing phonon with momentum
p(x) to change the integration variable. The integral can then
be evaluated by using the expression of the null geodesic con-
dition for phonons moving upstream (x > 0) (see [10])

ẋ =
cs − v

1− csv
. (28)

After a change of variables, we obtain

Im S = Im
∫ xout

xin

dx

∫ ω

0

dω
1− csv

cs − v
, (29)

where we took into account that the emitted phonon has ini-
tially vanishing energy. Upon changing the order of the in-
tegrals and using the velocity profile (2), we obtain that the
probability of quanta emission with energy ω is given by

P (ω) ∝ e−2 Im S = e−ω/T , (30)

which is the Boltzmann distribution with the Hawking tem-
perature given in Eq. (3). This result reflects the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem linking viscous dissipation to fluctuations
of a thermal equilibrium state. The thermal phonon emission
at the horizon results in an irreversible decrease of the kinetic
energy of the fluid [26, 42], which may be included in our
derivation of the emission probability. We have calculated
this backreaction effect finding that it produces a correction to
the Boltzmann distribution of the same form obtained in [41],
with the black hole mass replaced by the fluid mass times the
speed of sound squared. Notice that introducing the backreac-
tion of the acoustic horizon would not alter the main idea we
are focusing on. For this reason we leave that discussion to a
future publication.

We instead proceed now to describe the dissipative pro-
cesses associated to the spontaneous phonon emission. In par-
ticular, we determine the viscosity coefficients by equating the

kinetic energy loss of the fluid with the phonon energy gain,
corresponding to the heat emitted by the horizon. The total
energy of the phonons, see Eq. (14), considering a small vol-
ume close to the horizon having as basis a patch of area L2

c

is

Eph =

∫
ϵphd

3x ≃ L2
c

∫ w1

Lc

ϵphdw1 =
T

24
log

(
w1

Lc

)
,

(31)
where the phonon energy density is given in (13). Thus, the
emission power of the horizon is

Ėph =
T

24

ẇ1

w1
= ϵphL

2
cẇ1 , (32)

where

ẇ1 = w1
C2 + k2

C
, (33)

which is obtained after taking the non-relativistic limit of (28)
and considering the leading order in k/C.

The rate of kinetic energy loss of the fluid due to dissipative
processes is instead

Ėfluid = −
∫

d3x
σik

2
(∂ivk + ∂kvi)

≃ −L2
cw1

σik

2
(∂ivk + ∂kvi) , (34)

where the viscous stress tensor is given in Eq. (10) and in
the last expression we only considered the relevant thin layer
close to the horizon. Upon equating the kinetic energy loss
of the fluid with the energy gain of the phonon gas we obtain
once again Eq. (18).

V. η/s OF THE HORIZON AND ITS RELATION TO
QUANTUM ENTANGLEMENT

In the previous sections we have derived the hydrodynamic
viscous coefficients close to the acoustic horizon and their
ratio with the entropy density of the phonon gas. First, we
have derived Eqs. (18) and (25) by a general kinetic theory
approach. Then, in Section IV, we have interpreted the spon-
taneous emission of phonons at the acoustic horizon as a tun-
neling process finding the same results. In both approaches
we have thus derived the viscosity coefficients of the fluid de-
termined by the spontaneous phonon emission at the horizon.

In the following, we focus on the ratio between the shear
viscosity coefficient and the entropy surface density of the
horizon itself and its interpretation as entanglement entropy
of the acoustic horizon. Note that the phonon entropy and
the horizon entropy are two distinct quantities. The former
is the thermodynamic entropy of the (phonon) gas, the lat-
ter is instead associated to the horizon area. However, as
we have previously seen, a variation of the acoustic horizon
area determines a change of the phonon entropy density since
we assume the background fluid to carry, or produce, zero
or negligible entropy. This means that the variations of the
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two entropies are connected. The shear perturbation of the
background fluid (hence of effective spacetime) turns into a
deformation of the horizon producing a variation of the cross-
sectional area element of the horizon projected onto the holo-
graphic screen (yz plane), which is orthogonal to the plane
shown in Fig. 1. We notice that similarly to BHs, the pres-
ence of the acoustic horizon produces a spatial partition of
the vacuum state giving rise to an entanglement entropy [43].
In our effective framework, this entropy must be normalized
by the cutoff scale Lc hence it scales with the horizon area:
SH = κAH/L2

c . For κ = 1/4 and identifying Lc with the
Planck length, this expression coincides with the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy of BHs [44], which indeed has been inter-
preted as an entanglement entropy [45, 46] (see also [47] and
ref.s therein). Whether the entanglement entropy and the (ana-
logue) BH entropy are actually the same is matter of debate.
For our purposes, it suffices to refer to the entanglement en-
tropy, which is in general proportional to the area separating
two sub-systems [45].

To produce an horizon tilt perturbation we consider the ve-
locity profile of Eq. (2) with a time-dependent shear velocity,
that is k̇ ̸= 0. This can be thought as originated by an ex-
ternal perturbation of the fluid velocity or of the sound speed.
Given the expression of the acoustic metric in Eq. (1) this cor-
responds to a metric perturbation and effectively gives rise to
a time dependent entropy surface density as seen on a screen
perpendicular to the fluid flow. Using y = x0−kx/C, see the
right panel of Fig. 1, it readily follows that the area change is
given by

dAH

dt
=

kk̇

C2
dydz , (35)

and the corresponding entropy change is thus ṠH = κȦH/L2
c .

The deformation of the horizon has its counterpart on the
variation of the phonon world-lines, which should always re-
main orthogonal to the horizon. Thus, in analogy with the
membrane paradigm for BHs [48], and under the condition
expressed by (4), we identify these phonons as a fluid en-
dowed with a shear in a “effectively” 2+1 dimensional thin
layer about the horizon. In this picture, the entropy change of
the horizon is transferred to the emitted phonons, giving rise
to a shear viscosity of the fluid. Following [15], we may call it
the entanglement viscosity of the horizon. Now, the phonons
are emitted along w1, see the right panel of Fig. 1. Their ve-
locity was given in (33), thus the components of the phonon
fluid velocity are

Vx = ẇ1
C√

C2 + k2
Vy = ẇ1

k√
C2 + k2

Vz = 0 . (36)

Finally, the shear of the phonon flow can be readily computed

to be (∂iVk + ∂kVi)
2 ≃ 2

kk̇

C
. Hence, using the constitutive

equations

dsH
dt

=
2ηH
T

(∂iVk + ∂kVi)
2
, (37)

we obtain ηH =
κ

L2
c

1

4π
, which has dimension of 1/length2.

Eq. (37) gives the dissipation rate of the background (gravita-
tional) shear which is transferred to the internal degrees of
freedom – associated to the fundamental scale Lc – of the
horizon.

Since the horizon entropy density is sH = κ/L2
c , we readily

obtain

ηH
sH

=
1

4π
, (38)

which is the KSS ratio. This result – which is obtained here
for the first time in the context of analogue gravity – strength-
ens the hypothesis that the KSS ratio could be a fundamental
holographic property of space-time (rather than only of the
AdS/BH solutions).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that the conjectured universal Kovtun-Son-
Starinets [13] bound of the shear viscosity coefficient to en-
tropy density ratio is saturated in the region close to the acous-
tic horizon of a transonic flow. The same happens for the lon-
gitudinal bulk viscosity coefficient. We have first obtained
these results by a kinetic theory approach where phonons
spontaneously emitted at the horizon irreversibly produce
heat. This derivation is quite general, since it is not based on
a microscopic emission process. Then, we have obtained the
same results considering a microscopic description of viscos-
ity where the emission process is due to phonons tunneling
the acoustic horizon. Finally, we have as well obtained the
limiting value of η/s considering the variation of the surface
area of the horizon induced by a time dependent perturbation.
The latter derivation bears some resemblance with the one
proposed for a Rindler causal horizon in flat spacetime [15].
Since in all considered cases there is no known holographic
(gauge/gravity) duality, a natural explanation for this viscosity
is in the peculiar properties of quantum entanglement rather
than in the existence of a gravity dual [13].

Our approach makes clear that the viscosity arises from the
thermal (Hawking) phonon emission associated to the horizon
entanglement entropy, shedding light on its geometrical origin
and on how viscosity acts as an effective coupling between
background (metric) perturbations and the acoustic horizon.
This perspective helps conceptualizing proper analogue
experiments, where the saturation of the KSS bound can be
explored in controllable manners. For example, the simplest
situation can be envisioned to be that of a Bose-Einstein con-
densate in effectively 2D circular geometry [6], by impressing
a fluid (or, equivalently, a sound) velocity profile according
to (2) and Fig. 1. In any case, a precise experimental test of
our findings requires local measurements of entropy density
and viscosity. The former may be achieved by employing re-
cent local-thermometry techniques based on radio-frequency
spectroscopy via the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, as first
proposed in [49]. The latter may be obtained by the method
earlier proposed in [50], where the local shear viscosity is
obtained by an appropriate inversion of the cloud-averaged
viscosity. A combination of local-thermometry techniques
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and space-dependent two-fluid equations from microscopic
time-dependent density functional theory [51] could also be
envisioned. In such experiments, our derivation can help
disentangling interaction-driven and geometric originated
effects. Since there exist peculiar BH realizations that violate
the KSS bound [52–56], it would be interesting to check
whether one of the proposed geometries could be emulated
by a gravitational analogue system.
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Thomas J E 2011 Science 331 58 (Preprint 1007.2625)

[19] Shuryak E 2017 Rev. Mod. Phys. 89 035001 (Preprint
1412.8393)

[20] Meyer H B 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 162001 (Preprint
0710.3717)

[21] Romatschke P 2021 Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 111603 (Preprint
2104.06435)

[22] Rais J, Gallmeister K and Greiner C 2020 Phys. Rev. D 102
036009 (Preprint 1909.04522)

[23] Enss T, Haussmann R and Zwerger W 2011 An-

nals of Physics 326 770–796 ISSN 0003-4916 URL
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S000349161000179X

[24] Lindquist R W 1966 Annals of Physics 37 487 – 518
ISSN 0003-4916 URL http://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/article/pii/0003491666902077

[25] Stewart J 1969 Lecture Notes in Physics (Lecture Notes in
Physics no v. 10) (Springer-Verlag) ISBN 9780387056524
URL https://books.google.it/books?id=
4d7nxwEACAAJ

[26] Volovik G E 2003 Found. Phys. 33 349–368 (Preprint gr-
qc/0301043)

[27] Bilic N 1999 Class. Quant. Grav. 16 3953–3964 (Preprint gr-
qc/9908002)

[28] Visser M and Molina-Paris C 2010 New J. Phys. 12 095014
(Preprint 1001.1310)

[29] Brout R, Massar S, Parentani R and Spindel P 1995 Phys. Rept.
260 329–454 (Preprint 0710.4345)

[30] Corley S 1998 Phys. Rev. D 57 6280–6291 (Preprint hep-
th/9710075)

[31] Saida H and Sakagami M a 2000 Phys. Rev. D 61 084023
(Preprint gr-qc/9905034)

[32] Himemoto Y and Tanaka T 2000 Generalization of the model of
Hawking radiation with modified high frequency dispersion re-
lation 9th Marcel Grossmann Meeting on Recent Developments
in Theoretical and Experimental General Relativity, Gravita-
tion and Relativistic Field Theories (MG 9) pp 1384–1394

[33] Unruh W G and Schutzhold R 2005 Phys. Rev. D 71 024028
(Preprint gr-qc/0408009)

[34] Balbinot R, Fabbri A, Fagnocchi S and Parentani R 2005 Riv.
Nuovo Cim. 28 1–55 (Preprint gr-qc/0601079)

[35] Volovik G E 1999 JETP Lett. 69 705–713 (Preprint gr-
qc/9901077)

[36] Huang K 2000 Statistical Mechanics (John Wiley and Sons)
ISBN 9789971512958 URL https://books.google.
it/books?id=jbNTewAACAAJ

[37] Hosoya A, Sakagami M a and Takao M 1984 Annals Phys. 154
229

[38] Danielewicz P and Gyulassy M 1985 Phys. Rev. D 31 53–62
[39] Landau L D and Lifshitz E M 1980 Statistical physics. Pt.1,

Pt.2 (Pergamon Press)
[40] Mannarelli M, Grasso D, Trabucco S and Chiofalo M L 2021

(Preprint 2109.11831)
[41] Parikh M K and Wilczek F 2000 Phys. Rev. Lett. 85 5042–5045

(Preprint hep-th/9907001)

https://books.google.it/books?id=VjdUd5JbRooC
https://books.google.it/books?id=VjdUd5JbRooC
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S000349161000179X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S000349161000179X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0003491666902077
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0003491666902077
https://books.google.it/books?id=4d7nxwEACAAJ
https://books.google.it/books?id=4d7nxwEACAAJ
https://books.google.it/books?id=jbNTewAACAAJ
https://books.google.it/books?id=jbNTewAACAAJ


9

[42] Balbinot R, Fagnocchi S, Fabbri A and Procopio G P 2005
Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 161302 (Preprint gr-qc/0405096)

[43] Finazzi S and Carusotto I 2014 Phys. Rev. A 90 033607
(Preprint 1309.3414)

[44] Bekenstein J D 1973 Phys. Rev. D 7 2333–2346
[45] Sorkin R D 1984 ”On the Entropy of the Vacuum outside a

Horizon” 10th International Conference on General Relativity
and Gravitation vol 2 pp 734–736 (Preprint 1402.3589)

[46] Srednicki M 1993 Phys. Rev. Lett. 71 666–669 (Preprint hep-
th/9303048)

[47] Jacobson T 2016 Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 201101 (Preprint
1505.04753)

[48] Thorne K S, Price R H and MacDonald D A 1986 Black holes:
The membrane paradigm 1st ed (Yale University Press)

[49] Hartke T, Oreg B, Jia N and Zwierlein M 2020 Phys.
Rev. Lett. 125(11) 113601 URL https://link.aps.org/

doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.113601
[50] Joseph J A, Elliott E and Thomas J E 2015 Phys. Rev. Lett.

115(2) 020401 URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.115.020401

[51] Chiofalo M, Minguzzi A and Tosi M 1998 Physica B:
Condensed Matter 254 188–201 ISSN 0921-4526 URL
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S0921452698004724

[52] Kats Y and Petrov P 2009 JHEP 01 044 (Preprint 0712.0743)
[53] Brigante M, Liu H, Myers R C, Shenker S and Yaida S 2008

Phys. Rev. D 77 126006 (Preprint 0712.0805)
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