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The sensitivity and the frequency bandwidth of third-generation gravitational-wave (GW) de-
tectors are such that the Newtonian noise (NN) signals produced by atmospheric turbulence could
become relevant. We build models for atmospheric NN that take into account finite correlation times
and inhomogeneity along the vertical direction, and are therefore accurate enough to represent a
reliable reference tool for evaluating this kind of noise. We compute the NN spectral density from
our models and compare it with the expected sensitivity curve of the Einstein Telescope (ET) with
the xylophone design. The noise signal decays exponentially for small values of the frequency and
the detector’s depth, followed by a power-law for large values of the parameters. We find that, when
the detector is built at the earth’s surface, the NN contribution in the low-frequency band is above
the ET sensitivity curve for strong wind. Building the detector underground is sufficient to push
the noise signal under the ET sensitivity curve, but the decrement is close to marginal for strong
wind. In light of the slow decay with depth of the NN, building the detector underground could be
only partially effective as passive noise mitigation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The first direct observation of gravitational waves
(GW) performed in the last years by the LIGO–Virgo col-
laboration [1–10] represents a milestone for fundamental
physics and astrophysics. The direct detection of the
GW signals generated by coalescing objects like neutron-
stars or black-hole binaries has not only provided a strik-
ing confirmation of Einstein’s General Relativity in the
strong-field regime, but has also started the new era of
multi-messenger astrophysics. The international network
of second-generation GW detectors has been further en-
hanced with the joining of the KAGRA detector in 2020
[11–13]. The currently operating GW detectors use ex-
tremely sensitive Michelson interferometers and have a
sensitivity band ranging from 10 Hz to 10 kHz.

Third-generation GW detectors like the Einstein Tele-
scope (ET) [14] and Cosmic Explorer (CE) [15] have been
proposed to fully open the emerging field of GW astro-
physics and cosmology [16, 17]. Their goal is to improve
the sensitivity by a factor of 10 and push the observa-
tion band down to 1 Hz. These improvements are mo-
tivated by numerous scientific reasons [17]. Black-hole
mergers could be observed at higher redshift and mass;
the inspiral phase could be detected earlier allowing for a
better multi-messenger investigation of the source; pos-
sible quantum gravity effects, e.g. quantum hair(s) for
black holes, could be detected in the ringdown phase.
These are just a few examples of the scientific relevance
of third-generation GW detectors.
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Improvements in sensitivity and frequency bandwidth
pose formidable challenges due to the impact of various
noise sources. This is not only because the enhance-
ment of the sensitivity of a factor of 10 may push the
latter down close to the noise floor, but also because we
need better modeling of noise in the lowest part of the
frequency band. In fact, at few Hz, the major limita-
tions are expected to come from the gravitational fluctu-
ations, also called gravitational gradient noise or Newto-
nian Noise (NN) [18, 19]. NN has two main contributions
coming from seismic fields and atmospheric perturba-
tions. While detailed estimations of seismic NN have
been performed–also by modeling seismic sources (for a
comprehensive review, see, e.g. Ref. [18] and references
therein)–atmospheric NN is instead poorly understood.
Our understanding of the atmospheric contribution to
the NN in GW detectors has, until now, been essentially
based on the works of Saulson [20] and Creighton [21]
(see also Ref. [22] for an analysis of the contributions
coming from pressure fluctuations produced in turbu-
lent flow and Ref. [22] for an analysis of acoustic NN).
Saulson considered the effect of acoustic pressure waves.
Conversely, Creighton investigated the contributions to
NN of temperature perturbations, transient atmospheric
shocks and sound waves generated by colliding objects.
This lack of interest in the atmospheric contributions to
the NN is motivated by the fact that estimations pre-
dicting NN in the 10 Hz region are several orders of mag-
nitudes below the sensitivity curve of second-generation
GW interferometers [18].

The situation changes drastically when one considers
third-generation GW detectors. In this case, the NN pre-
diction derived from modeling wind-advected temperat-
ure fluctuations, which are the dominant sources of atmo-
spheric density fluctuations, cannot be extended below
10 Hz without modifying the models [21]. This is be-
cause the two basic assumptions adopted in [18, 20, 21]
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for the estimation of NN generated by temperature fluc-
tuations, namely, the quasi-static approximation and the
homogeneity and isotropy hypothesis, are expected to fail
in that frequency band.

A second crucial issue is that some third-generation
GW detectors are planned to be built underground. Al-
though it is generally qualitatively true that underground
construction of the interferometers will represent passive
mitigation of both seismic and atmospheric NN, quantit-
ative results for the dependence of the noise level on the
detector depth are not presently available. Again, this is
because atmospheric NN modeling in the past was ori-
ented towards second-generation GW-detectors, i.e. de-
tectors built on the earth’s surface.

The main purpose of this paper is to improve the
modeling of NN generated by wind-advected temperat-
ure fluctuations, to make it a reliable reference tool for
the evaluation of NN for third-generation GW detectors.
This is going to be a necessary ingredient not only for a
general preliminary estimation of the noise, but also for
the successive, detailed evaluation of NN by numerical
simulation of atmospheric flows in realistic conditions.
This is mainly because current atmospheric codes have a
grid scale that is typically well above that of the fluctu-
ations expected to contribute to NN.

We will improve the quasi-static and homogeneous
models of [21] by working in two different directions.
Firstly, we will go beyond the former approximation by
building models in which the NN generated by the de-
cay of the vortices is taken into account. Secondly, we
will fully take into account the fact that atmospheric
turbulence is strongly inhomogeneous along the vertical
direction, and therefore it cannot be modeled a priori
within a homogeneous-isotropic (HI) turbulence frame-
work. We will find that, whenever vortex time-decay
dominates over the wind-advection component, the NN
power spectra are characterized by a power-law behavior.
This result is only weakly dependent on the specific form
of the time correlations of the turbulence, except for its
scaling properties. This is fully expected given the multi-
scale behavior of turbulent phenomena. On the other
hand, the power-law regime of NN spectra has not been
previously found in HI models of frozen turbulence [21],
and its possible impact on GW detectors was therefore
completely overlooked.

We will then apply the results of our models to assess
the impact of temperature-fluctuations-induced NN on
the planned ET detector. For this purpose, we will com-
pare the numerical NN power spectrum obtained from
our models with the expected sensitivity curve of the ET
with the xylophone design (ET-D configuration). We will
also discuss the dependence of the power spectrum on the
physical parameters of our model, putting a particular
emphasis on the dependence on the detector depth r0.
In the frequency range of interest, we will find that the
noise, as a function of r0, decays exponentially for small
values of this parameter. A 1/r2

0 scaling sets in at relat-
ively large values of r0. This scaling behavior turns out to

be generally true whenever the effect of wind advection is
negligible and r0 is large. This implies that building the
detector underground could not provide sufficient passive
mitigation of atmospheric NN.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section II
we discuss in general terms the modeling of NN from
atmospheric temperature fluctuations beyond the quasi-
static approximation. In Section III we briefly discuss
the main features of turbulence in the planetary bound-
ary layer (PBL). We model the NN generated by wind-
advected HI turbulence in Section IV. In Section V we
build a realistic model for NN generated by turbulence
in the PBL. In Section VI we present the power spectra
derived from our models, for selected values of the para-
meters, compare them with the ET-D sensitivity curve
and discuss our results. In Section VII we draw our con-
clusions. We leave technical details to the appendices.

II. ATMOSPHERIC NOISE FROM
TEMPERATURE FLUCTUATION

Density perturbations δρ(r, t) in the air caused by

temperature fluctuations δT (r, t) ≡ T̃ (r, t) are a major
source of atmospheric NN for GW detectors. The heat in
the atmosphere generates convective turbulence, mixing
pockets of cold and warm air at all length-scales down
to the millimeter. Indicating with T̄ and ρ̄ the mean
temperature and density of air, respectively, from the
ideal gas law at constant temperature we get δρ(r, t) =

−(ρ̄/T̄ )T̃ (r, t). Density perturbations generated by tem-
perature fluctuations are typically several orders of mag-
nitude larger than those generated by pressure perturba-
tions, which disperse in the atmosphere in the form of in-
frasound waves. The gravitational acceleration perturb-
ation δa(r0, t) produced on the test-mass of the detector
located at r0 at time t is given by

δa(r0, t) = −α
∫
dV

T̃ (r, t)

|r− r0|3
(r− r0), (1)

where α = Gρ̄/T̄ is the conversion factor from temper-
ature to acceleration fluctuations in the detector. The
acceleration fluctuation given by Eq. (1) must then be
projected onto the detector-arm direction in order to ob-
tain the strain.

Physically, the time variation of the acceleration
δa(r0, t) is the result of two different effects: the decay
of vortices and their transport by the wind with average
velocity U past the detector. The approach adopted in
[18, 21], which approximates turbulence as a frozen field,
is based on the hypothesis that the vortex decay time-
scale (identified with the eddy turnover time) is much
larger than the typical time spent by the vortex in the
vicinity of the detector [21]. In this approximation, the
main contribution to Eq. (1) is due to the effect of frozen
temperature fluctuations transported by the wind near
the detector. As explained in the introduction, it is com-
monly believed that this approximation breaks down at
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the geometry of the
system adopted to compute the Green functions. The system
of cylindrical coordinates (x⊥, ϕ, x3) is highlighted, while Ux3

refers to the direction of the wind, parallel to the earth’s sur-
face. The dotted blue arrow is the projection of the wind onto
the plane of the test mass, while ψ is the angle between the
detector arm, which is taken along x1, and the wind direction.

time-scales larger than 10 seconds [18, 21]. However, this
is a rather intricate point, which deserves to be carefully
analyzed. Indeed, the frozen turbulence limit has to be
defined in terms of both the decay time of temperat-
ure correlations in the reference frame of the wind and
the effective time the turbulent structure is perturbing
the detector. We will discuss this issue in detail in Sec-
tion IV A.

Direct calculation of the acceleration fluctuation from
the temperature field using Eq. (1) is hopeless. The best
we can do is to characterize the gravity gradient noise
with its spectral density (power spectrum) Sg(ω, r0)

Sg(ω, r0) =

∫
d3xd3x′Gk(x, r0)Gk(x′, r0)CT

ω (x,x′)

(2)

where

CT
ω (x,x′) =

∫
dt CT(x,x′; t)eiωt,

≡
∫

dt 〈T̃ (x, t)T̃ (x′, 0)〉eiωt, (3)

and Gk(x, r0) is the spatial Green function. In the pre-

vious equations 〈T̃ (x, t)T̃ (x′, 0)〉 is the autocorrelation of
the temperature fluctuation field at two different points
and at two different times. The stationarity of the ran-
dom process implies this autocorrelation to be a function
of the time difference. The specific form of the Green
function Gk(x, r0), which we report in Appendix A, de-
pends on both the geometry of the problem and the co-
ordinate choice. The geometry of the system and the
set of coordinates used to perform the calculations are
sketched in Fig. 1.

Figure 2. Portrait (not on scale) of the PBL structure. Ver-
tical dashed lines indicate the zeros of the curves for turbulent
velocity fluctuations u and temperature fluctuations T̃ .

III. TURBULENCE IN THE PLANETARY
BOUNDARY LAYER

Atmospheric turbulence is concentrated in the lowest
portion of the troposphere, a region called the planetary
boundary layer (PBL) [23]. The structure of the PBL
is strongly dependent on the orography, the wind and
weather conditions, and the hour in the day.

Let us consider the structure of the PBL on a typ-
ical sunny day—which means that the layer is unstably
stratified—in the presence of strong wind. Under these
conditions, the atmospheric turbulence contribution to
NN is expected to be the maximum. For simplicity we
consider the case of a horizontally uniform PBL develop-
ing over a plain region, and assume stationarity over the
time-scales of interest.

The PBL can be subdivided into a surface layer in
which mechanical stresses, originating from the wind in-
teraction with the earth’s surface, dominate the dynam-
ics, and a convection layer in which stratification is dom-
inant. A sketch of the PBL structure is shown in Fig. 2.
In the surface layer, the mean wind speed U = Ux3

is
characterized by a logarithmic vertical profile [24]

Ux3
' u∗

κ
ln(x3/z0), (4)

where κ = 0.4 is a universal constant called the von Kar-
man constant, u∗ is the so-called friction velocity, which
gives the velocity scale of the profile, and z0 is an experi-
mental parameter giving the dependence of the profile on
the roughness of the terrain. In the case of a smooth sur-
face z0 ' 0.1ν/u∗, where ν is the viscosity of the fluid.
For Eq. (4) to be valid, it is necessary that x3 � z0.
Values of the roughness length z0 for different types of
terrain are listed in Table I.

The friction velocity u∗ gives the amplitude of the tur-
bulent velocity fluctuations u in the surface layer. A
similar parameter T∗ can be introduced, giving the amp-
litude of the temperature fluctuations. Both u∗ and T∗
are constant in the surface layer. To characterize the
strength of the wind, we shall use the mean wind speed
at a reference height xref

3 = 10 m: Uref ≡ U10m.
At height x3, turbulent eddies are expected to be at
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z0 (m) Terrain surface characteristics

1.0 city
0.8 forest
0.2 bushes
0.05 farmland (open appearance)
0.008 mown grass
0.005 bare soil (smooth)
0.0003 sand surfaces (smooth)

Table I. Schematics of terrain types and z0 values [25].

most ∼ x3 in size, although they tend to be more elong-
ated in the direction of the mean flow than in the vertical
and spanwise directions. Similar considerations are valid
for temperature fluctuations. This identifies a character-
istic time-scale of fluctuations in the surface layer

τ(x3) ∼ x3/u∗. (5)

We can compare the time-scale τ(x3) with the time-scale
of convection τconv(x3) ∼ [T̄ x3/(gT∗)]

1/2, where g =
9.81 m/s2 is the gravitational acceleration. The trans-
ition from the surface layer to the convection-dominated
part of the PBL takes place for τ(x3) ∼ τconv(x3), which
defines (minus) the Obukhov length [26]

LO =
T̄ u2
∗

κgT∗
. (6)

For T̄ = 300 K, T∗ = 1 K, Uref = 20 m/s and z0 = 0.05 m,
corresponding to u∗ ' 1.5 m/s, we get LO ' 170 m.

For x3 > LO the mean velocity and temperature pro-
files become almost constant, and, in the presence of
unstable stratification, turbulence consists of thermal
plumes whose dynamics is determined by the convection
time τconv(LO).

We can determine the amplitude of the velocity and
temperature fluctuations in the convective layer by re-
quiring that, in stationary conditions, the turbulent heat
flux is independent of the height, ux3

T̃x3
∼ constant,

where ux3
and T̃x3

are the typical velocity and temperat-
ure fluctuations at height x3. From ux3

∼ x3/τconv(LO),
we then get, for x3 > LO,

ux3
∼ u∗x3

LO
, T̃x3 ∼

T∗LO

x3
. (7)

Thermal plumes accelerate as they rise in the convective
layer, and temperature gradients concurrently diminish.
The rise of the thermal plumes stops at the top of the
convective layer, at a typical height x3 = 1÷2 km, in the
entrainment layer, where stratification becomes strongly
stable.

A. Turbulence microstructure

Turbulent structures at scale LO or higher are expec-
ted to generate a contribution to the noise spectrum at

frequencies much below those of interest for GW de-
tectors. The most significant contribution is likely to
come from fluctuations close to the earth’s surface, and
from small turbulent structures originating—through the
Kolmogorov cascade—from larger eddies higher in the
boundary layer. The statistical properties of turbu-
lence can be quantified in terms of correlation functions
for velocity fluctuations C(x,x′; t) and those for tem-
perature fluctuations CT (x,x′; t) appearing in Eq. (2).
In HI turbulence, the spatial dependence of C(x,x′; t)
CT (x,x′; t) is on x−x′ only, so that we have C(x,x′; t) =
CHI(x − x′, t), CT (x,x′; t) = CHI,T(x − x′, t). Hence,
turbulent fluctuations can be described in terms of one-
time wavevector spectra CHI

k =
∫

d3xCHI(x, 0)e−ik·x and

CHI,T
k =

∫
d3xCHI,T(x, 0)e−ik·x. At sufficiently small

scales, in the so-called inertial range, turbulent fluctu-
ations obey the Kolmogorov scaling [27]

CHI
k ∼ E2/3k−11/3, (8)

CHI,T
k ∼ ET

E1/3
k−11/3. (9)

The dimensional constants E and ET in Eqs. (8) and (9)
give the speed with which turbulent fluctuations at a
given scale are converted to smaller-scale turbulent fluc-
tuations. Viscous forces become dominant at sufficiently
small scales, and this determines the size ηK of the smal-
lest eddies (Kolmogorov scale):

ηK ∼ E−1/4ν3/4, (10)

where ν ' 0.15 cm2/s is the kinematic viscosity of air. If
L is the characteristic size of the largest eddies in the flow
(the so-called integral scale of vortices), and uL and T̃L

are their characteristic velocity and temperature scales
respectively,

E ∼ u3
L/L, ET ∼ uLT̃

2
L/L, (11)

and Eqs. (8) and (9) will apply provided that kL � 1.
For uL ∼ u∗ = 1.5 m/s and 0.1 m < L < LO = 170 m, we
would have 0.02 m2/s3 < E < 3.4 m2/s3, corresponding
to values of the Kolmogorov length ηK below the milli-
meter.

To any given scale l we can associate a characteristic

velocity scale ∆lu ∼ |u(x + l) − u(x)| ∼ (k3CHI
k )
−1/2
k∼l−1 .

From Eq. (8), then, we can define an eddy turnover time

τk ∼
(

l

∆lu

)
l=k−1

∼ E−1/3k−2/3, (12)

which gives the typical lifetime of turbulent structures of
size k−1.

One may expect that at height x3 in the PBL, tur-
bulent microstructure at scale k−1 � x3 could be con-
sidered, using HI turbulence concepts, as originating
from eddies of size L ∼ x3 and velocity scale ux3

.
Indeed, things are more complicated, at least in the

surface layer, because structures with kx3 � 1 could
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be part of cascades originating from structures of size
L ∼ x′3 at height x′3 > x3. The problem is less serious in
the convective layer, where thermal plumes continuously
carry smaller eddies upwards and prevent the simultan-
eous presence of multiple cascades at any given height.
We shall deal with this issue by representing turbulence
as a superposition of contributions from horizontal layers
of different thickness, in which turbulence is approxim-
ated as homogeneous and isotropic.

IV. NEWTONIAN NOISE FROM
HOMOGENEOUS ISOTROPIC TURBULENCE

The simplest model of NN production by atmospheric
temperature fluctuations we can devise is realized by
treating the PBL as an infinite layer of HI turbulence.
The correlation function CT(x,x′; t) has a rather in-
tricate structure in which space and time dependence
are intertwined. Performing a successful analysis of
CT(x,x′; t) heavily relies on the possibility of introdu-
cing some kind of factorization between its space and
time dependence. The space dependence of the correl-
ation function CT(x,x′; t) in Eq. (2) is determined by

the spectrum CHI,T
k in Eq. (9). The time structure of

CT(x,x′; t) is more complex. Equation (12) tells us that
there is a multiplicity of decay times associated with the
different spatial scales in the problem. The situation is
complicated by the so-called Taylor sweep, which con-
sists of turbulent structures being transported by both
the mean wind and larger turbulent structures, while be-
ing stretched and deformed into smaller-scale turbulent
structures.

The analysis of the problem is facilitated by the order-
ing U > u which allows us, in the first approximation,
to neglect the contribution of larger eddies to the trans-
port of eddies at any given scale. A similar approach has
been used in the design of some turbulent closures [28].
In this approximation, it is possible to eliminate the ef-
fect of the Taylor sweep by shifting to the reference frame
of the mean wind,

〈T̃ (x, t)T̃ (0, 0)〉 = 〈T̃ (x−Ut, t)T̃ (0, 0)〉U , (13)

where 〈T̃ (x, t)T̃ (0, 0)〉U can be expressed, using Eq. (9),
as a superposition of Fourier modes, each decaying at the
time-scale fixed by Eq. (12):

〈T̃ (x, t)T̃ (0, 0)〉U =
ET
E2/3

×
∫

d3k

(2π)3

dω

2π
k−11/3h(τkω)ei(k·x−ωt). (14)

We assume the function h to be symmetric, normalized
to 1, and going to zero for large values of the argument.
Equation (14) tells us that, in Fourier space, the correl-
ations for temperature fluctuations can be expressed as
the product of h(τkω) times a function of k. We sub-
stitute now Eqs. (13) and (14) into Eq. (2), and obtain

after simple algebra,

Sg =
ET
E2/3

∫
d3k

(2π)3
k−13/3|Gk(r0)|2

× h [τk(ω − k ·U)] . (15)

The Green function Gk(r0) has been computed in Ap-
pendix A. For the case of HI turbulence, it reads (see
Eq. (A3))

|Gk(r0)|2 =

(
2πα cosφ

k

)2

e−2k⊥r0 , (16)

where, we recall, k⊥ ≡ (k1, k2, 0), cosφ = k1/k⊥, r0 is the
depth of the detector, and α = Gρ̄/T̄ is the conversion
factor from temperature to acceleration fluctuations [see
Eq. (1)]. In Section VI we will use Eq. (15), together
with the Green function (16), as the starting point for
the numerical computation of the spectral density for NN
generated by HI turbulence.

We note the small-k divergence of the integrand in
Eq. (15), which requires the function h to decay suffi-
ciently fast for large values of the argument.

The fast decay of the frequency spectrum h reflects the
character of the time decorrelation process as the result
of the continuous stretching and scrambling of turbulent
structures by the turbulent flow. This is to be opposed
to the case of thermal fluctuations, where a microscopic
mechanism (molecular motion) is at play, causing the
correlation function C(t) to be not differentiable at t = 0,
and the associated spectrum to decay like ω−2 at large ω.
We can verify that, with such a slow decay of frequency
spectrum, the integral in Eq. (15) would be logarithmic
divergent at small k.

Similar difficulties in following a Langevin-equation-
based approach in turbulence have been discussed in [29],
concerning subgrid modeling for large-eddy simulations
of wall flows.

A. Frozen turbulence limit

An important limit of Eq. (15), which has been ex-
plored in [21], is that of frozen turbulence, in which the
time-decay of correlations in the reference frame of the
wind is slow and the time-decorrelation of CHI,T(x; t) is
only a consequence of the Doppler shift induced by the
mean wind. The frozen turbulence limit is realized by
approximating the function h in Eq. (15) with a Dirac
delta, which requires the width of h, seen as a function
of k, to be much smaller than both U/ω and the width of
|Gk(r0)|2. Inspection of Eqs. (15) and (16) gives us the
condition

τω/U � max(r0/U, ω
−1), (17)

which means that the structures contributing to the noise
must have an eddy turnover time significantly longer than
both the inverse of the frequency and the transit time
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over a distance r0. The second condition is especially
interesting: r0/U represents the effective time the tur-
bulent structure is effectively seen by the detector, and
Eq. (17) tells us that, for a frozen turbulence hypothesis
to be satisfied, the depth at which the detector is situated
must not be too large. In frozen turbulence conditions,
Eq. (15) takes the form

Sftg =
ET
E1/3

∫
d3k

(2π)2
k−11/3|Gk(r0)|2 δ(ω − k ·U). (18)

Combining Eqs. (16) and (18) produces the general ex-
pression

Sftg = Ŝftg (ψ, ωr0/U)
α2ETU8/3

E1/3ω11/3
, (19)

where Ŝftg is dimensionless, and ψ is the angle between

U and the detector arm (see Fig. 1). The ratio ET /E1/3

in the formula coincides with the parameter c2T in [21],

giving ET /E1/3 = 0.2 K2 m−2/3.
The integral in Eq. (18) can be computed analytic-

ally. The details of the calculations are described in Ap-
pendix B, and the final result is a combination of hyper-
geometric functions (see Eq. (B6)).

The small frequency regime of the spectrum can be dir-
ectly inferred from Eq. (19). As discussed in Appendix C,

Ŝftg has as a finite limit Sftg (ψ, 0) = Sftg (ψ), which im-
plies a power-law scaling in ω for the dimensional spec-
trum Sftg (this can also be verified by taking the limit of
the exact expression (B6)).

The regime ωr0/U � 1 is analyzed in Appendix C and
gives us the exponential behavior

Sftg ∼
ETα2U8/3 cos2 ψ

E1/3ω11/3

(
U

ωr0

) 1
2

exp

(
−2ωr0

U

)
. (20)

It is quite interesting to compare our Eq. (20) with the
results of Ref. [21], where also the NN generated by HI
turbulence in the frozen limit has been analyzed. We see
that the exponential behavior of the noise spectrum as
a function of ω and r0 found in Ref. [21] holds only for
frequencies ω much higher than U/r0.

B. Weak wind regime

The weak wind regime is realized for ωτω/U � 1, which
corresponds to approximating h[τk(ω − k ·U)] ' h(ωτk)
in Eq. (15). The analysis in Appendix C produces, in
this case, the power-law behaviors

Swwg ∼ ETα
2

E2/3
×

{
k
−16/3
ω r−2

0 , kωr0 � 1,

k
−10/3
ω , kωr0 � 1,

(21)

where

kω = E−1/2ω3/2 (22)

is the inverse size of vortices with eddy turnover time
ω−1.

V. NEWTONIAN NOISE FROM TURBULENCE
IN THE PBL

In this section, we go beyond the isotropic and homo-
geneous approximation for turbulence by building a more
realistic model, in which the vertical structure of the PBL
is fully taken into account. Conversely, we continue to
assume homogeneous correlations horizontally. Follow-
ing an approach described in [30], we model turbulence
in the PBL as a superposition of HI turbulence contribu-
tions in horizontal layers [0, x̄3], where x̄3 ranges from a
minimum height x3,min ∼ z0—marking the transition to
the region where turbulence is strongly affected by the
roughness geometry—to a maximum height LPBL identi-
fying the top of the PBL. As a rule of thumb, one usually
sets x3,min = 10z0 [24]. The latter choice, however, could
cut potentially important contributions from vortices at
the lower end of the logarithmic region. In our model,
therefore, we choose a value in-between, x3,min = ez0,1

to identify the smallest integral-scale temperature fluc-
tuations contributing to the noise. These temperature
fluctuations have amplitude T∗ and eddy turnover time
τx−1

3,min
∼ x3,min/u∗. Thus, a smaller x3,min will corres-

pond to a stronger high-frequency contribution to the
noise. Indeed, we will show in Section VI that the spe-
cific choice of x3,min in terms of z0 only alters the high-
frequency portion of the spectral density, which is how-
ever always below the sensitivity curve of ET for reason-
able values of the parameters (see bottom panel of Fig. 8).

The contributions to the temperature fluctuation
T̃ (x, t) from layers with x̄3 ≥ x3, T̃ (x, t|x̄3), are assumed
uncorrelated. The spectrum in each layer can be assumed
to obey Kolmogorov scaling only for kx̄3 � 1. We must
thus extend Eqs. (9) and (12) to integral scales kx̄3 ≤ 1.
The simplest possibility is to assume a sharp transition
into the Kolmogorov scaling regime exactly at kx̄3 = 1,
i.e. to set

CHI,T
k (x̄3) ∼ T̃x̄3

x̄3
3

max
(
1, (kx̄3)11/3

) ; (23)

τk(x̄3) ∼ x̄3

ux̄3
max

(
1, (kx̄3)2/3

) , (24)

where Eq. (11) has been used.
For simplicity, the effect of the Taylor sweep in each

layer is approximated with that of a constant wind Ux̄3 .
The temperature correlation resulting from the superpos-
ition of the contributions in Eqs. (23) is in the form

CT
k⊥,ω

(x3, x
′
3) =

∫ LPBL

max(x3,x′3)

dx̄3

x̄3

∫
d3k

2π
CHI,T
k (x̄3)

× h[τk(x̄3)(ω − k ·Ux̄3)]eik3·(x3−x′3). (25)

1 The choice is arbitrary, but it allows a smooth transition, in the
vertical wind speed profile, from a linear behavior in the rough-
ness layer, Ux3 ∝ x3/x3,min, to the logarithmic profile above
Ux3 ∝ ln

(
ex3/x3,min

)
.
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As in the case of Eq. (15), the spectrum h is evaluated
at the Doppler-shifted frequency ω − k ·Ux̄3

, generated
by expressing correlations in the reference frame of the
wind in the layer x̄3. Note the factor x̄−1

3 in the integral,
which guarantees that all layers have equal weight.

We substitute Eq. (25) together with Eqs. (23)
and (24) and the propagator (A5) calculated in Ap-
pendix A into Eq. (2) and obtain, after straightforward
algebra,

Sg =
α2

π

∫ LPBL

x3,min

dx̄3

∫ +∞

0

dk

∫ 1

0

dp
p√

1− p2

×
x̄3

3T̃
2
x̄3
A(k, x̄3)B(k, x̄3)e−2kpr0

Ux̄3
max[1, (kx̄3)13/3]

, (26)

where p = k⊥/k, and

A =

∫ 2π

0

dφ cos2 φ h[τk(x̄3)(ω − k ·Ux̄3
)], (27)

B = k2

∫ x̄3

0

dx3dx′3 eik3(x3−x′3)−k⊥(x3+x′3)

= 1 + e−2k⊥x3 − 2e−k⊥x3 cos(k3x̄3). (28)

In Section VI we will use Eq. (26) as a starting point
for the numerical computation of the spectral density for
NN generated by turbulence in the PBL. We note the
scaling T̃ 2

x̄3
/Ux̄3

∝ x̄−3
3 for x̄3 > LO in Eq. (26), which

descends from Eq. (7). This suggests that the dominant
contribution to Sg comes from the surface layer, where

T̃ 2
x̄3
/Ux̄3

= T 2
∗ /u∗. Numerical analysis confirms this in-

dication. This prompts us to replace LPBL → LO in
Eq. (26), thus approximating the noise production in the
PBL with the contribution in the surface layer.

To analyze the contribution to the noise in the surface
layer, it is convenient to shift to the so-called wall units
[24], which we identify with a hat:

ω̂ =
ωz0

u∗
, r̂0 =

r0

z0
, L̂O =

LO

z0
. (29)

Note from Table I, that for reasonable values of r0 and z0,
we have always r̂0 � 1. In terms of wall units, Eq. (26)
can be written in the form

Sg =
α2T 2

∗ z
3
0

u∗
Ŝg(ω̂, r̂0, L̂O), (30)

with Ŝg dimensionless.

A. Limit behaviors

The asymptotic analysis in Appendix E tells us that,
in the two limits of small and large ω̂, the dominant
contribution to Ŝg comes from turbulent structures in
the integral range (kx̄3 < 1) and in the inertial range
(kx̄3 > 1), respectively. This is associated with the obser-
vation that the large ω contribution to Sg is increasingly
concentrated at smaller x̄3.

The mechanism for the separation between small and
large frequency behavior can be understood by consider-
ing that the frequency ω selects, as dominant contrib-
utors to Sg, turbulent structures with size k−1

ω , such
that either the eddy turnover time τk or the transit time
(kUx̄3

)−1 is ∼ ω−1. A maximum frequency for the pro-
duction of integral range vortices of size k−1

ω is then
identified by kωz0 ∼ 1, as smaller integral-scale vortices
would have to reside inside the roughness of the terrain.

The different scaling of the contributions to Sg from
integral and inertial range turbulent structures is associ-
ated with a transition from a small to a large frequency
behavior that is characterized by an increase in the de-
cay rate with frequency. Indeed, the asymptotic analysis
in Appendix E gives us, for ω−1 shorter than the eddy
turnover time of integral scale vortices at height z0,

Ŝg ∼ ω̂−8r̂−2
0 , min(ω̂, r̂0)� 1, (31)

which is Eq. (E5). This equation tells us that we will
always have a 1/r2

0 behavior of Sg at large frequencies
and for large values of r0.

For small ω̂, instead, we have two possible behaviors
depending on the magnitude of r̂0 (see Eq. (E7)):

Ŝg ∼

{
x̂3

3,max, 1� ω̂r̂0

r̂−2
0 x̂5

3,max, ω̂r̂0 � 1� ω̂,
(32)

where

x̂3,max = min(ω̂−1, L̂O), (33)

and where the ratio r0/u∗ in ω̂r̂0 = ωr0/u∗ is the eddy
turnover time of integral scale vortices at height r0. Thus,
at small frequencies, power-law decay in r0 of the noise
spectrum will ensue for r0 ∼ u∗/ω, which is the size (and
the height) of integral scale vortices with eddy turnover
time ω−1. As already remarked, for reasonable values of
r0 and z0, we always have r̂0 � 1, which is why we have
chosen to disregard the range ω̂ � 1� r̂0 in Eq. (31) in
the first place. Notice, moreover, that the 1/r2

0 behavior
arises also in the weak-wind regime of the HI approxim-
ation (see Eq. (21)). As we show in Appendix F, this
is a general behavior arising whenever the effect of eddy
decay dominates over wind advection and r0 is large.

VI. RESULTS

In this section we numerically compute and analyze the
behavior of the power spectra obtained from Eq. (2) for
the three different cases discussed in this paper: (a) HI
turbulence in the frozen limit, (b) HI turbulence with fi-
nite correlation time, and (c) turbulence in a horizontally
homogeneous PBL. Specifically, for case (a), we use the
expression (18), while for cases (b) and (c), as starting
point for the numerical computation of the power spec-
tra, we use the more general Eqs. (15) and (26), respect-
ively. The extended set of data presented and related to
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Figure 3. HI turbulence - frozen limit. Top panel: noise
spectra as functions of the frequency f = ω/(2π) at fixed
detector depth r0 and with varying wind speed U . Bottom
panel: strain spectrum for f = 2 Hz as a function of the
detector depth r0 for selected values of the wind speed U . In
all cases we have taken ψ = 0.

this work are available online [31]. Moreover, we compare
the resulting spectra with the ET-D sensitivity curve, to
investigate the possible impact of atmospheric NN on
next-generation GW detector measurements. Note that
the ET-D sensitivity curve is expressed in terms of the
strain power spectrum Sh, which is related to the accel-
eration power spectrum Sg in Eq. (2) by the relation

Sh = 4
Sg

ω4L2
arm

, (34)

where Larm is the length of the detector arm, while the
factor of 4 takes into account the number of test-masses
in the detector. Indeed, one can assume that the NN
contributions on each test mass are uncorrelated, since
those arising from correlated signals between two or
more test masses are expected to be negligible [18, 21].
We rescale the modeled spectra according to Eq. (34).

(a) HI turbulence: frozen limit—In the frozen limit,
the frequency spectrum of the temperature fluctuations
(function h in Eq. (15)), is simply a Dirac delta (see
Eq. (18)). This allows us to use the analytic expression
for the integral (18) in terms of a sum of hypergeomet-
ric functions provided in Eq. (B6). The noise curves ob-
tained in this limit, for fixed r0 and varying U , are shown
in the upper panel of Fig. 3 and compared with the sens-
itivity curve of ET-D. We also show the variation of the

strain spectrum at the fixed pivotal value of the frequency
of 2 Hz, as a function of the depth r0 (bottom panel of
Fig. 3). For all the curves in Fig. 3, we have set the coef-
ficient c2T = ET /E1/3 in Eq. (18) equal to its value in [21],

c2T = 0.2 K2 m−2/3. Here, and in the following cases (HI
turbulence with finite correlation time, and inhomogen-
eous turbulence), we have set ψ = 0, which corresponds
to wind blowing parallel to the detector arm (see subsec-
tion (c) for a discussion of the dependence of the spectra
on ψ).

As already discussed below Eq. (20), the NN is
exponentially suppressed for both large frequencies and
large detector depths. In particular, it is worth noting
that the noise curve is below the ET sensitivity curve
for r0 & 30 m and for frequencies f & 5 Hz, where
f = ω/(2π). Moreover, the larger the wind speed,
the larger the noise amplitude, as explicitly shown in
Fig. 3. The bottom panel of Fig. 3 also shows that,
for f = 2 Hz, if r0 . 5 m and U ≥ 10 m/s, the NN
spectrum is comparable or above the sensitivity of
ET-D. The same happens if r0 . 20 m and U ' 30 m/s.
The frequency range considered in the plot is not wide
enough to visualize the power-law behavior predicted
by Eq. (B6) in the ω � U/r0 limit. We have veri-
fied that the latter arises at very small frequencies
f � 1 Hz, for the values of U and r0 considered here.
Alternatively, very large values U or very small values
of r0 would be required. If the interferometer is built
underground, however, r0 is at least ∼ 1 m; on the
other hand, winds stronger than 30 m/s are very unlikely.

(b) HI turbulence: finite correlation time—To go
beyond the frozen turbulence approximation, an expli-
cit form of the function h in Eq. (15) must be selected.
However, such a choice is not straightforward. In fact,
the functional dependence of h on the physical paramet-
ers relies on the underlying dynamics of the turbulent
structures, whose detailed knowledge is still missing. A
reasonable and likewise simple form for the temporal cor-
relation spectrum in Eq. (15), which satisfies the condi-
tions given in Section IV, is a Gaussian function

h[τk(ω − k ·U)] = e−τ
2
k(ω−k⊥U cos(φ−ψ))2 . (35)

We have verified that other choices of h, such as that of
a top-hat function, do not produce significantly different
results. Using Eq. (35), the integral (15) has no closed-
form solution, thus the noise spectra must be computed
via numerical integration.

The integrand in Eq. (15) as well as in Eq. (26) is
concentrated in a tiny section of the integration domain,
whose shape is highly dependent on the parameters in-
volved. This makes numerical integration by quadrat-
ures cumbersome. The integrals have thus been com-
puted using the VEGAS algorithm [32], which exploits
a Monte Carlo technique with importance sampling and
is ideally suited for multidimensional integrals. It should
be pointed out that, with this approach, the numerical
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Figure 4. HI turbulence - finite correlation time. Top panel:
noise spectra as a function of the frequency f for r0 = 5 m
and ψ = 0 and for selected values of the parameters in the
HI approximation with Gaussian time correlations. Bottom
panel: noise spectra as a function of the detector depth r0 for
f = 2 Hz and ψ = 0 and for selected values of the parameters
in the HI approximation with Gaussian time correlations.

estimation is highly computational consuming (∼ 3 core-
hour for a single value of Sh). Therefore, the integrals
have been computed by using the HYDRA framework
[33], which is designed to perform data analysis and nu-
merical integration tasks on massively parallel platforms,
commonly used in the high-energy, particle physics com-
munity. Using this tool, we carried out the integrals
in Eqs. (15) and (26) obtaining our results with a sub-
percent precision in a reasonable amount of time.

We have repeated the analysis in Fig. 3, for different
values of U and r0, and of the new parameter E , which
sets the scale of the eddy turnover time τk (see Eq. (12)).
We have considered values of E in the range 0.01 m2/s3 .
E . 1 m2/s3 (see discussion following Eq. (11)). For con-
sistency with the frozen turbulence case, we have taken
ET = c2TE1/3, with c2T = 0.2 K2m−2/3. As in the previous
subsection, we limited our analysis to the case ψ = 0.

The results are shown in Fig. 4. The curves are quite
similar to those in Fig. 3. In general, the noise still decays
for large detector depths and large frequencies, while it
increases with the wind speed and with E . The latter
reflects the increase in the amplitude of the temperature
fluctuations with ET = c2TE1/3, which implies, through
Eq. (12), an increase of the characteristic frequency of the
fluctuations as well. However, a new feature, not present
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Figure 5. Inhomogeneous turbulence. Top panel: noise
spectra as a function of the frequency f for r0 = 5 m and
ψ = 0 and for selected values of the parameters in the
surface-layer model with Gaussian time correlations. Bot-
tom panel: noise spectra as a function of the detector depth
r0 for f = 2 Hz and ψ = 0 and for selected values of the para-
meters in the surface-layer model with Gaussian time correl-
ations.

in the frozen regime, is observed in both panels, namely
a transition to a power-law regime in f and r0 if f is very
large, U is very small or r0 very large (see Eq. (21)). At
intermediate values of the parameters (take, for instance,
the curve with U = 5 m/s, E = 0.1 m2/s3 in the top panel
of Fig. 4), the noise curves show a transition from expo-
nential (at low frequencies) to power-law (at large fre-
quencies) behavior. As expected, the noise curves show
a weak dependence on E as long as the dominant con-
tribution to the noise comes from wind transport rather
than from vortex decay. This occurs for U & 10 m/s.
This feature makes the noise curves for HI turbulence
with Gaussian time correlation and those obtained in
the frozen approximation comparable in the parameter
region of interest, i.e that in which the noise curves are
close to the ET-D sensitivity curve. Indeed, it can be
seen that, in this exponentially-damped regime, the NN
from turbulence with finite correlation time and frozen
turbulence have roughly the same impact on the GW
detector. On the contrary, the frequency at which the
transition between the two regimes (exponential damp-
ing and power-law scaling) occurs, strongly depends on
the value of E . In particular, we see that the power-law
behavior shifts to larger frequencies for smaller E .

Inspection of Fig. 4 also shows that going beyond
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the frozen approximation changes only slightly the
impact of both the wind speed U and the depth r0 on
power spectrum noise curves at small frequencies. The
differences between the noise curves for HI turbulence
with Gaussian time correlation and those for frozen
turbulence are quite small. At a fixed wind speed
of 10 m/s, for instance, both curves cuts the ET-D
sensitivity curve at r0 ≈ 4− 5 m.

(c) Inhomogeneous turbulence—The noise spectrum
is now described by Eq. (26). We have proceeded as in
the (b) case, and assumed Gaussian time correlations,
as described in Eq. (35). The noise spectrum has been
evaluated from Eq. (26), as a function of the experiment-
ally accessible quantities Uref , z0 and T∗. The quantity
T∗, which gives the scale of the temperature fluctuations,
enters the expression for Sg (26) as a scale factor and
has been fixed at the reference value T∗ = 1 K. For z0

we have taken values corresponding to situations ranging
from that of bare soil to that of a forest or a city district,
as described in Table I. As in the previous HI turbulence
cases, we have set ψ = 0.

The noise amplitude increases with the wind speed Uref

and, for small frequencies, with the roughness length
z0. This is not surprising, considering that the turbu-
lence intensity, parameterized by u∗, is proportional to
Uref and it increases with z0 through Eq. (4). In the
high-frequency region, instead, in correspondence with
the onset of the power-law behavior, the noise curves

are characterized by
√
Sh scaling as z

−3/2
0 , as predicted

by Eqs. (30) and (31). We also recall that a signific-
ant contribution to high frequencies fluctuations is pro-
duced in the region near the ground, where the parameter
x3,min ∼ z0 plays the role of a cutoff (see Eq. (26)); we
will return to this point at the end of the section. We
note that, since T∗ is the same in all curves, the increase
in the noise amplitude with Uref and z0 is a consequence
of the increase of the characteristic frequency of the fluc-
tuations only.

The curves in the top panel of Fig. 5, like those in the
top panel of Fig. 4, are characterized by a transition from
an exponential to a power-law behavior at sufficiently
small values of Uref and z0. A transition to a power-law,
this time for r0, is observed also in the bottom panel
of Fig. 5, analogous to the one observed in Fig. 4. The
crossover point in r0 shifts to the right for large values
of Uref and z0, which is consistent with the predictions
in the asymptotic large ω and small ω limits provided by
Eqs. (31) and (32). This is not surprising, since Uref plays
in the inhomogeneous model the same role played by U in
the HI model. For very small frequencies, moreover, the
spectra are characterized by another power-law scaling,
which however can be observed only for f . 2 Hz and
for large values of Uref.

Another interesting feature is the scaling with the
parameter z0, describing the roughness of the terrain. In-
deed, the spectra scale as ∼ z−3

0 for ω � u∗/z0 while, for
ω � u∗/z0, they first increase with z0 and then they be-

come almost independent of this quantity (see Eqs. (31)
and (32)). Similarly to what happens with the para-
meter E in the HI case, the weak dependence of the noise
curves on the parameter z0 is a characteristic of the re-
gime where wind transport dominates over vortex-decay.
Again, this is a nice feature, allowing for easy comparison
of the curves for inhomogeneous and homogeneous tur-
bulence in the regions where they are close to the ET-D
sensitivity curve.

The last interesting point is the dependence of the
spectra on ψ. Indeed, in some regimes (see, e.g.,
Eq. (20)), the spectra could depend strongly on this para-
meter. Anyway, we expect Sh to be the maximum for
ψ = 0. Indeed, in Fig. 7, we show that, for reasonable
values of the parameters, Sh varies at most by a factor
∼ 2.

On a semi-quantitative level, the results of the
inhomogeneous model confirm those obtained in the
HI one (both in the general case and in the frozen
approximation limit). Indeed, for fixed values of the
parameters (either U or r0), the noise spectra in the
three cases have comparable orders of magnitude, at
least in the regions close to the sensitivity curve of ET-D.
When the detector is located near the earth’s surface,
the power spectrum curves cut the ET-D sensitivity
and are well above it in the frequency region 2− 10 Hz.
On the other hand, in the frequency band considered
here, the noise curves go below the sensitivity curve only
when the detector is located at least 50 m underground
(see top panel of Fig. 6). We see, however, that for
large values of Uref , i.e. Uref ∼ 30 m/s, the noise curve
is only a factor ∼ 5 below the ET-D sensitivity curve,
which is a worryingly close range, considering the fact
that our models are providing only order of magnitude
estimates. The situation is confirmed if we go to greater
depths. Consistently with the general scaling r−1

0 of√
Sh derived in Appendix F, the noise spectra are only

a factor of ∼ 10 − 20 below the sensitivity curve, for
r0 ∼ 100 − 200 m, respectively, (see bottom panel of
Fig. 6).

Wavevector cutoffs and finite-size effects—For all
the calculations in the present section, we have adopted
a maximum wavevector kmax equal to the inverse of the
Kolmogorov scale η−1

K defined in Eq. (10), and we have
set the parameter x3,min = ez0 as the lower bound of in-
tegration in Eq. (26). In the inhomogeneous turbulence
case of Eq. (26), we have carried out the integral over x̄3

up to a reference height LPBL = 2 km, but the contribu-
tion at x̄3 > LO turned out to be negligible.

The dependence of Sh on the parameters kmax and
x3,min is rather different. In the top panel of Fig. 8, we
show the effect of lowering the cutoff kmax on the noise
spectrum. We limit our analysis to the inhomogeneous
turbulence case, setting, as usual, r0 = 5 m as a refer-
ence depth at which the noise is expected to be above
the sensitivity threshold for the ET detector. We see
that, when k−1

max approaches the meter range, the high-
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Figure 6. Top panel: Noise spectra for the inhomogeneous
model as a function of the frequency f for r0 = 50 m and
for selected values of Uref. Bottom panel: Noise spectra for
the inhomogeneous model as functions of the frequency for
selected values of r0 and Uref = 30 m/s.
We fixed the values of the other parameters to: z0 = 0.1 m
and ψ = 0.

frequency portion of the noise spectrum is increasingly
damped. Inspection of the top panel of Fig. 8 indic-
ates that noise-damping occurs above the kink, signaling
the transition from an exponential behavior dominated
by wind transport to a power-law behavior dominated
by eddy decay. However, for sufficiently small kmax, i.e.
2πk−1

max ∼ 1 − 2 m, this transition does not occur in the
frequency-band considered here, and only exponentially-
damped “frozen-like” contributions are present. This is
because vortices of this size have a very long decay time
(see Eq. (12)) compared to the advection time of the
wind.

A similar situation occurs, as illustrated in the bottom
panel of Fig. 8, varying x3,min. In this case, the high-
frequency portion of the noise spectrum is increasingly
damped as x3,min gets larger. The result is consistent
with the observation in Section V A that the contribu-
tion to the high-frequency portion of the NN spectrum is
produced primarily by temperature fluctuations near the
ground.

The present analysis tells us that numerical simulation
of the atmospheric flow, say, by large-eddy simulation
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Figure 7. Noise spectra as a function of ψ in the three cases
of HI turbulence - frozen case (a); HI turbulence - finite correl-
ation time (b) and inhomogeneous turbulence (c), at varying
U (upper two panels) and Uref (lowest panel).
We fixed the values of the other parameters to: f = 2 Hz,
r0 = 5 m, E = 0.1 m2/s3, z0 = 0.1 m.

[34], would allow direct evaluation of the NN only for
frequencies below a maximum that is an increasing func-
tion of kmax and x−1

3,min. Frequencies above this maximum
would require some kind of parameterization.
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Figure 8. Inhomogeneous turbulence. Top panel: depend-
ence of the noise spectrum on the wavevector cutoff kmax.
Bottom panel: dependence on the minimum height x3,min

of the vortices contributing to the noise. Values of the para-
meters in the two cases: r0 = 5 m, z0 = 0.1 m, Uref = 10 m/s
and ψ = 0.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have built models for the NN gener-
ated by atmospheric turbulence, which represent a reli-
able tool for the assessment of the impact of atmospheric
noise on third-generation GW detectors. This has been
done by improving previous models for temperature-
fluctuation induced atmospheric NN. Owing to their ba-
sic assumptions (frozen in time, HI turbulence) the latter
are not reliable enough in the frequency bandwidth and
for the sensitivity levels of third generation GW detect-
ors. This improvement has been made possible by build-
ing both models for HI turbulence with finite correlation
time for temperature fluctuations and models which also
take into account the strong inhomogeneity of turbulence
along the vertical direction.

We have also computed the spectral density of the NN
for the three classes of models as a function of the char-
acteristic physical parameters, and compared it with the
sensitivity curve of the ET detector in the xylophone con-
figuration. The NN signal shows two kinds of regimes,
one in which it behaves exponentially and the other in
which it shows a power-law behavior. The first appears to

be the signature of the dominance of wind transport and
the exponential dependence on the depth of the detector,
of the Green function connecting temperature fluctu-
ations and NN. Since in a wind-dominated regime, this
dependence is weighed by a characteristic scale which is
the ratio of the wind velocity and the frequency, the result
is an exponential scaling of the NN with both the depth
of the detector and the frequency. Whenever we depart
from this regime (either because eddy decay becomes an
important factor, or because the depth of the detector
is large), the NN dependence on the wind velocity, fre-
quency and detector depth is a power law. While the
power spectra scale with the velocity and the frequency
with a power-law which is model dependent, the expo-
nent characterizing the r0 scaling is fixed at −2 by the
properties of the gravitational propagator. Departures
from exponential behavior occur for high frequencies, or
very small frequencies, the latter being out of the regime
of interest for ET anyway. Moreover, in the regions of
interest for ET, the NN power spectra show a very weak
dependence on the parameters of the models, apart from
the wind speed U and the depth r0. Taken together, these
two facts explain why the models of HI frozen turbulence
used to date worked well in the assessment of the impact
of atmospheric NN for second-generation GW detectors
[18, 21].

We have then compared the NN power spectrum calcu-
lated with our models with the sensitivity curve of ET.
We have found that the atmospheric NN contribution
is above the sensitivity curve in the low-frequency band
when the detector is placed on the surface and/or when
the wind speed is relatively large. Thus, our main result
is that NN generated by atmospheric turbulence repres-
ents an important source of noise for third-generation
GW detectors, which therefore must be taken into con-
sideration and accurately analyzed, e.g. using numerical
simulations. This is of paramount importance, especially
if the detector has to be built on the earth’s surface.

On the other hand, we have also found that passive
mitigation of atmospheric NN is only partially effective.
Although placing the detector underground suppresses
the atmospheric NN contribution, the rather weak, 1/r0,
decay of the noise signal implies that even an under-
ground construction at great depth may not be enough to
suppress the noise completely. Even at r0 ∼ 200 m, the
noise amplitude curve, despite being always below the
sensitivity curve of ET, remains close to it in the low-
frequency region. On the other hand, our modeling of
turbulence provides only order of magnitude predictions.
An inaccuracy of an order of magnitude in our estimates
of the power spectrum should therefore be taken into
account. Considering this fact and the proximity of the
noise amplitude to the sensitivity of the detector, at least
in strong wind situations (∼ 30 m/s) (see Fig. 6), nu-
merical simulations of the atmospheric flow (taking into
account the orography in the detector region) and on-site
measurements are advisable.

In this regard, we expect our results to be relevant
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for any evaluation of NN by numerical simulation of the
atmospheric flow, as atmospheric codes (such as, e.g.,
large-eddy simulations [34]) have a grid scale that is typ-
ically above that of fluctuations contributing to the NN.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank the Newtonian noise research group of the
SARGRAV project and in particular Jan Harms, for
helpful discussions and comments.

Appendix A: Green function evaluation

To compute the Fourier transform of the gravitational
propagator, we consider the detector at depth r0 below
the earth’s surface, which will be considered as a flat
infinite plane. We first choose a Cartesian system of co-
ordinates x1, x2 and x3, with origin at the test mass of
the detector, and with x1 laying along the detector arm,
while x3 will be along the vertical.

Computations can be more easily performed by adopt-
ing the cylindrical system of coordinates x = (x⊥, ϕ, x3),
where ϕ is the azimuthal angle, while x⊥ = (x2

1 + x2
2)1/2

refers to the direction perpendicular to x3 (see Fig. 1).
Moreover, we will make use of the following expressions

G(x; r0) = −α ∂x1
H(x; r0); (A1a)

H(x; r0) =
θ(x3 − r0)

(x2
⊥ + x2

3)
1/2

. (A1b)

The Fourier transform of Eq. (A1b) then reads

Hk(r0) =

∫ ∞
r0

dx3

∫ +∞

0

dx⊥x⊥

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

× exp [−i (k3x3 + k⊥x⊥ cosϕ)]

(x2
⊥ + x2

3)
1/2

(A2)

where k = (k⊥, k3) and k⊥ ≡ (k1, k2).
When dealing with HI turbulence, correlations have

to be computed in the whole three-dimensional Fourier
space. Equations (A1a) and (A2) together yield

Gk(r0) = −2πα cosφ

k⊥ + ik3
e−(k⊥+ik3)r0 . (A3)

where we have defined cosφ = k1/k⊥.
In more realistic cases, things have to be treated more

carefully, as we might have inhomogeneities along one or
more axes. In inhomogeneous turbulence, for instance,
we have inhomogeneities along the x3-axis due to the
inhomogeneous wind profile. Since correlations on the
plane orthogonal to x3 are assumed to be homogeneous
in our model (see Section V), the Green function will
be simply given by the x⊥ and ϕ integrals in Eq. (A2),
which yield

Gk⊥(x3, r0) = −2πiαθ(x3 − r0) cosφ e−k⊥x3 (A4)

Finally, since the effects of turbulence along the ver-
tical will be integrated from the earth’s surface up to
infinity, we simply have to translate the origin of the
system of coordinates along the x3-axis by r0. In other
words, we simply shift x3 → x3 + r0, which yields

Gk⊥(x3, r0) = −2πiα cosφ e−k⊥x3e−k⊥r0 . (A5)

Appendix B: Analytic form of the spectrum for
homogeneous isotropic NN in the frozen

approximation

In this appendix, we derive the analytic results for the
spectrum (18) for HI turbulence in the frozen approxim-
ation. We start from Eq. (18)

Sftg =
ET
E1/3

∫
d3k

(2π)2
k−11/3|Gk(r0)|2δ(ω − k ·U). (B1)

To compute the integral, first, we choose the geometry
illustrated in Fig. 1, and we adopt a cartesian set of
coordinates in the integrated variable k. Moreover, we
choose the wind speed to be parallel to the earth’s sur-
face. This simplifies the calculations since

k ·U = k⊥U cos(φ− ψ), (B2)

where U is the wind speed and k⊥ =
√
k2

1 + k2
2. To

get rid of the angle ψ in the Dirac delta, we rotate the
reference frame around the k3-axis by an angle ψ and we
write cosφ = k1/k⊥. Then, using Eq. (A3) we get

Sftg =
ET

(2π)2E1/3

∫ ∞
0

d3k k−11/3|Gk|2δ(ω − k1U)

= α2 ET
E1/3

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

∫ ∞
−∞

dk3

× k−17/3k−2
⊥ (k2

1 cos2 ψ + k2
2 sin2 ψ)

× δ(ω − k1U)e−2k⊥r0 . (B3)

The integral over k3 can be easily done and yields∫ ∞
−∞

dk3

k17/3
=
√
π

Γ (7/3)

Γ (17/6)
k
−14/3
⊥ . (B4)

The integral over k1 is instead trivial using the delta func-
tion, which simply sets k1 = ω/U .

The last integration in k2 can be solved changing the
integration variable, mapping k2 → ξ =

√
1 + (Uk2/ω)2.

With this substitution, the integral becomes

Sftg = 2C
∫ ∞

1

dξ
ξ√
ξ2 − 1

× cos2 ψ + (ξ2 − 1) sin2 ψ

ξ20/3
e−2ωr0ξ/U , (B5)

where C = α2ET
√
π Γ(7/3)/(E1/3Γ(17/6)) U8/3ω−11/3.

The integral can be done analytically and gives a com-
bination of hypergeometric functions
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Sftg = 2C cos2 ψ

{√
πΓ
(

17
6

)
1F2

(
− 7

3 ;− 11
6 ,

1
2 ;x2

)
2Γ
(

10
3

) + 32xΓ

(
−17

3

)
×
[
22/3x14/3

1F2

(
1

2
;

10

3
,

23

6
;x2

)
−

26180
√
π 1F2

(
− 11

6 ;− 4
3 ,

3
2 ;x2

)
6561 Γ

(
17
6

) ]}
+ 2C sin2 ψ

{√
πΓ
(

11
6

)
1F2

(
− 7

3 ;− 5
6 ,

1
2 ;x2

)
4Γ
(

10
3

) + 8xΓ

(
−11

3

)
×
[
22/3x8/3

1F2

(
−1

2
;

7

3
,

17

6
;x2

)
−

55
√
π 1F2

(
− 11

6 ;− 1
3 ,

3
2 ;x2

)
243 Γ

(
17
6

) ]}
, (B6)

where, for convenience, we defined x ≡ r0ω/U .

Appendix C: Asymptotic results in homogeneous
isotropic turbulence

1. Frozen turbulence

An explicit expression for the dimensionless spectrum
Ŝftg in Eq. (19) is obtained by substituting Eq. (A3) into
Eq. (18). Let us set U = (U, 0, 0) and introduce dimen-

sionless quantities ω̂ = ωr0/U and k̂ = kU/ω. We find

Ŝftg =

∫
dk̂2dk̂3

k̂17/3
cos2(ψ + φ)e−2k̂⊥ω̂ (C1)

where k̂1 = 1 from the Dirac delta in Eq. (18). We easily
verify that the integral converges to a finite function of
ψ for ω̂ → 0. This implies that for ω � U/r0, Sg scales
like a power in ω and U (see Eq. (19)).

In the opposite limit r0 � U/ω, we can approximate

Ŝftg '
∫

dk̂2dk̂3

k̂17/3

[
cos2 ψ + k̂2

2 sin2 ψ

1 + k̂2
2

]
× exp

[
−ω̂(2 + k̂2

2)
]
, (C2)

where we have exploited k̂2 ∼ ω̂−1/2 � 1. Evaluating
the integral in Eq. (C2) to lowest order in ω̂−1 yields
Eq. (20).

2. Weak wind regime

Let us indicate p = k⊥/k. We can evaluate the integral
in Eq. (15) in spherical coordinates. If h[τk(ω−k ·U)] '
h(τkω), the integral over φ in Eq. (15) is trivial, so that

we are left with

Swwg ∼ ETα
2

E1/3

∫ +∞

0

dk k−13/3h(τkω)

∫ 1

0

dp p e−2pkr0

=
ETα2

E1/3

∫ +∞

0

dk
1− (1 + 2kr0)e−2kr0

4k19/3r2
0

h(τkω)

∼ ETα
2

E1/3

∫ +∞

kω

dk
1− (1 + 2kr0)e−2kr0

k19/3r2
0

, (C3)

where kω is defined in Eq. (22). We can now carry out
the integral in Eq. (C3) in the two limits of large and
small depth and we recover Eq. (21).

Appendix D: Time correlations for turbulence in the
surface layer

Let us indicate

η = ωτk(x̄3), ζ = k⊥τk(x̄3)Ux̄3 . (D1)

We find the following limit behaviors for the function A
in Eq. (27):

• If either ζ � η ∼ 1 or η � 1 and ζ � |h(η −
ζ)/h′(η − ζ)|,

A(η, ζ) ' πh(η). (D2)

• If either ζ � max(η, 1) or ζ > η � 1,

A(η, ζ) ∼ cos2(ψ + φm)

ζ sinφm
, (D3)

where φm = arccos(η/ζ).

• If η � max(1, ζ) and ζ � |h(η − ζ)/h′(η − ζ)|,

A(η, ζ) ∼ cos2 ψ
h3/2(η − ζ)

|ζh′(η − ζ)|1/2
. (D4)

The result in Eq. (D2) is straightforward. The result in
Eq. (D3) is obtained by saddle-point approximation, ex-
panding h(η − ζ cosφ) ' h(ζφ′ sinφm), φ′ = φ − φm,
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where φm = arccos(η/ζ), and then integrating from
−(ζ sinφm)−1 to (ζ sinφm)−1. The result in Eq. (D4)
is obtained by expanding

h(η − ζ cosφ) ' h(η − ζ(1− φ2/2))

' h(η − ζ) + (ζφ2/2)h′(η − ζ)

and then integrating by steepest descent. In order to
have Â = O(1), it is sufficient that η ∼ ζ ∼ 1.

Appendix E: Asymptotic results for turbulence in
the surface layer

In the integral in Eq. (26) we separate contributions
from integral scale vortices (“domain 1”, kx̄3 < 1) and
those from inertial scale vortices (“domain 2”, kx̄3 > 1).
Different cutoffs act in the integral:

• The term e−2kpr0 , accounting for the decay of the
signal with the depth of the detector;

• The factor k−13/3, associated with the decay of tur-
bulent fluctuations at small scales;

• The function A that filters eddies at time-scales
below ω−1.

The analysis in Appendix D tells us that the function A
is surely negligible for η � max(1, ζ). Let us analyze the
remaining regions η < 1 and ζ > η > 1.

The region ζ > η > 1 corresponds in domain 1 to

ω̂x̂3 <
k̂⊥x̂3

κ
ln(ex̂3) <

1

κ
ln(ex̂3)

⇒ 1 > k̂x̂3 >
κω̂x3

ln(ex̂3)

⇒ ω̂ <
ln(ex̂3)

κx̂3
<

1

κ
, (E1)

where x̂3 = x̄3/z0. The region η < 1 with x̂3 > 1, in turn,
corresponds to ω̂ < 1. We thus reach the conclusion that
for ω̂ sufficiently large (ω̂ & 2.5), integral range vortices

do not contribute to Ŝg.

1. Large frequency limit

The large ω̂ limit confines us to domain 2. The region
1 < η < ζ corresponds to

ω̂ <
pk̂

κ
ln(ex̂3) <

k̂

κ
ln(ex̂3)

⇒ k̂ >
κω̂

ln(ex̂3)
, (E2)

and the integral in p in Eq. (26) is bounded in this range
by

p > pmin =
κ

k̂2/3 ln(ex̂3)
. (E3)

Now, unless the detector is at the surface, the term r̂0

is large, and thus, unless p ' 0, the factor e−2pk̂r̂0 in
Eq. (26) is going to be very small. The contribution to

Ŝg from the region ζ > η > 1 is in this case exponentially
damped.

To get pmin = 0 we need to go to the region η < 1,
corresponding to the condition on k:

k̂ > k̂min ' ω̂3/2x̂
1/2
3 . (E4)

The function B (28) is O(1) in the whole integration
domain of Eq. (26), and we thus get

Ŝg ∼
∫ +∞

1

x̂
−4/3
3 dx̂3

∫ +∞

k̂min

k̂−13/3dk̂

∫ 1

0

pdp e−2pk̂r̂0 ∼ ω̂−8r̂−2
0 . (E5)

2. Small frequency limit

Let us consider first domain 1. The two conditions
η < 1 and x̄3 < LO imply

x̂3 < x̂3,max = min(ω̂−1, L̂O). (E6)

The contribution to Ŝg from domain 1 is therefore

Ŝg1 ∼
∫ x̂3,max

x̂3,min

dx̂3

∫ 1/x̂3

0

dk̂

∫ 1

0

dp g1(p, k̂, x̂3),

where g1(p, k̂, x̂3) = pBx̂3e−2pk̂r̂0 . The integral is con-

centrated at (x̂3, k̂) ∼ (x̂3,max, 0). We find the limit be-
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haviors

Ŝg1 ∼

{
x̂3

3,max, r̂0 . x̂3,max

x̂5
3,maxr̂

−2
0 , r̂0 � x3,max

(E7)

Let us switch to domain 2 and continue to focus on the
region η < 1, for which A ∼ 1. We have now

Ŝg2 ∼
∫ x̂3,max

x̂3,min

dx̂3

∫ +∞

1/x̂3

dk̂

∫ 1

0

dp g2(p, k̂, x̂3),

where g2(p, k̂, x̂3) = pBk̂−13/3x̂
−4/3
3 e−2pk̂r̂0 . In

this case the integral is concentrated at (x̂3, k̂) ∼
(x̂3,max, 1/x̂3,max). We can verify that Ŝg2 ∼ Ŝg1, and
thus recover Eqs. (32) and (33).

Appendix F: General scaling of the noise spectra
with r0

In Section IV and Section V we have shown that, in
some limiting cases Sg scales as 1/r2

0 (see Eqs. (21), (31)
and (32)). Here we prove that such a behavior gener-
ally arises whenever vortex decay dominates over wind
advection and the detector depth is sufficiently large,
independently of the chosen turbulence model. From
Eqs. (15) and (26), we can see that Sg can be expressed
in the general form

Sg ∼
∫ 1

0

dp
p√

1− p2

∫ L

xmin

dx

∫ 2π

0

dφ cos2 φ (F1)

×
∫ ∞

0

dkf(p, x, φ, k)h[τk(ω − p cosφkU)]F (pkr0).

Here f is the spatial part of the correlation functions, h
contains information about time correlations and F is a
function whose form depend on the chosen geometry. In
particular, F (pkr0) = e−2pkr0 in our case. We assume
that:

• The integral (F1) is convergent, which is always the
case for reasonable models;

• The function h satisfies the properties given in Sec-
tion IV below Eq. (14), i.e. h(z) has a maximum
for z = 0 and h(z) → 0 at least exponentially for
z →∞;

• f is regular over the whole integration domain;

• F (pkr0)→ 0 for pkr0 � 1 sufficiently fast (at least
exponentially).

Due to the properties of h, we see that the contribution
to the integral over k in Eq. (F1) will be peaked around
some value k = k̄, whose specific value depends on the
other parameters and on the specific model. Thus

Sg ∼
∫ 1

0

dp
p√

1− p2

∫ L

xmin

dx

∫ 2π

0

dφ cos2 φ (F2)

× k̄f(p, x, φ, k̄)h[τk̄(ω − p cosφk̄U)]F (pk̄r0).

If we now assume ω � k̄U , i.e. vortex decay domin-
ates over wind advection, we see that the function h will
become independent of the wind speed. One can now
performe the integrals over x and φ, so that

Sg ∼ k̄h(τk̄ω)

∫ 1

0

dp
p√

1− p2
(F3)

× g(p, xmin, L, k̄)F (pk̄r0).

When r0 � 1/k̄, we see that the only non-negligible
contribution to the integral comes from the values of
p . 1/(k̄r0)� 1, according to the last assumption above.
The integral becomes then

Sg ∼ k̄h(τk̄ω)g(0, xmin, L, k̄)F (0)

∫ 1/(k̄r0)

0

dp p (F4)

∼ h(τk̄ω)g(0, xmin, L, k̄)F (0)

k̄r2
0

.
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