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We derive a kinetic Boltzmann equation characterizing the long-term statistical behavior of the
turbulent dynamics of nonlinear interacting gravitational wave multipoles in Minkowski spacetime
and show that, injecting a large number of gravitons with large multipoles drives the system toward
an inverse multipole cascade at large times.

Introduction – Quasi-normal modes (QNMs) are a
hallmark of black hole (BH) physics, characterizing
how these objects react to external perturbations (see
Ref. [1] for a recent overview). Studying this response
provides access to key information about the post-
merger phase of compact binaries, the ringdown, during
which a newly formed BH settles into equilibrium.

While the standard description has been remarkably
effective when compared with current observations, a
series of recent studies [2–8] has highlighted that nonlin-
ear gravitational dynamics can modify the anticipated
QNM spectrum. Notably, such nonlinearities may gen-
erate extra peaks in the frequency domain, typically lo-
cated at combinations of linear-mode frequencies and,
in many cases, carrying substantial power. Both an-
alytical and numerical efforts have been dedicated to
probing these nonlinear oscillations [6–27]. Much of
this work concentrates on the so-called quadratic QNMs
with multipole 2ℓ, which arises when two modes of
multipole ℓ annihilate. For ℓ = 2, these nonlinear
signals may even be detectable using next-generation
gravitational-wave observatories [28–31].

A natural question is whether the reverse mechanism,
where a high ℓ-mode (not necessarily a QNM) produces
lower multipole states also occurs. Since this interac-
tion is at least of the same cubic order, one would ex-
pect it to be present as well. Such a process would
correspond to an inverse transfer of energy, ultimately
feeding power into the dominant and most easily ob-
served ℓ = 2 channel.

Indeed, numerical studies have recently indicated
that nonlinear mode couplings can drive inverse cas-
cades through resonant instabilities that channel energy
from higher to lower frequencies [32]. The underlying
phenomenon was first identified analytically in the con-
text of rapidly rotating BHs, where a parametric insta-
bility can trigger turbulent gravitational dynamics [33].
This realization has inspired a growing body of research
on turbulence-like behavior in gravitational-wave sys-
tems [34–47].

A full analytic treatment of nonlinear gravitational
modes remains technically demanding. Nonetheless,
qualitative insights and approximate results can be ob-
tained in the large–angular-momentum regime, com-
monly referred to as the eikonal limit. This limit has
played a central role in the study of linear perturba-

tions [48–54] and continues to offer a valuable window
into more complicated nonlinear phenomena.

In this letter we take a step further towards the un-
derstanding of how energies and angular momenta are
distributed among interacting GWs by exploiting the
eikonal limit. We derive a kinetic Boltzmann equa-
tion that describes the long-time statistical dynamics of
the turbulent behavior of the multipoles of the nonlin-
ear gravitational interacting waves, showing that lower
multipoles may be preferred at large times, thus also ex-
plaining analytically what has been recently obtained
by numerical general relativity experiments. Our calcu-
lations are done in Minkowski spacetime and therefore
they are relevant on asymptotically flat spacetimes, e.g.
far enough from the BH horizon. In the main text we
collect the most relevant passages, leaving the (many)
technical details to the Supplemental Material (SM).

The Boltzmann equation in multipole space – In
this section, we derive the Boltzmann equation for grav-
itational waves, expanded in a harmonic basis to en-
compass both wavenumber k and multipole ℓ degrees
of freedom. For clarity and simplicity, we restrict our
analysis to a four-point coupling and a 2 → 2 scatter-
ing interaction between gravitational wave modes. Our
main objective is to identify and describe the resonant
part of the nonlinear dynamics, namely the subset of
mode couplings that satisfy both energy and momen-
tum conservation. These resonant interactions are the
only ones that lead to a long-term energy transfer be-
tween modes, while non-resonant terms correspond to
rapidly oscillating contributions that average out over
long timescales. Focusing on the resonant sector thus
isolates the physically relevant processes governing the
statistical evolution of the gravitational-wave spectrum.
The generalization to include higher-order couplings
and non-resonant corrections will be presented later on.

We begin with the Hamiltonian formalism for the
four-point vertex

H = H2 +H4 =
∑
k

ωkaka
∗
k

+
1

2

∑
k1,k2,k3,k4

Wk1,k2

k3,k4
δk1,k2

k3,k4
ak1ak2a

∗
k3
a∗k4

, (1)

where ωk is the mode frequency, ak and a∗k are complex

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

08
87

2v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  9
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://orcid.org/0009-0008-9885-7737
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6080-6215 
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-8867-0062
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6948-0856
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.08872v1


2

canonical variables to the HamiltonianH, Wk1,k2

k3,k4
is the

scattering amplitude, and δk1,k2

k3,k4
= δ(k4+k3−k1−k2)

enforces momentum conservation.
We would like to notice that because the

gravitational-wave dispersion relation is linear in flat
Minkowski spacetime and the Einstein equations pos-
sess a special null structure, all three-wave interactions
are non-resonant. Equivalently, the three-point gravi-
ton amplitude in flat Minkowski spacetime vanishes on-
shell (for real k), reflecting the absence of any physical
three-wave process. Cubic terms generate only rapidly
oscillating phase shifts, which can be removed by a
canonical transformation1. As a result, the leading-
order resonant dynamics of weakly nonlinear gravita-
tional waves are governed entirely by four-wave inter-
actions, described by the quartic Hamiltonian H4 in
Eq. (1). Moreover, in the latter, we kept only terms
of the form ak1ak2a

∗
k3
a∗k4

and their complex conju-
gates, since these are the only combinations that satisfy
the resonance conditions ωk1 + ωk2 = ωk3 + ωk4 and
k1 + k2 = k3 + k4. All other quartic terms arising
from the product of plane waves as in Eq. (S1), such
as ak1ak2ak3ak4 or ak1ak2ak3a

∗
k4
, are non-resonant as

their phases ei∆ωt oscillate rapidly in time and therefore
average out in the weakly nonlinear limit. These non-
resonant contributions can be removed by a canonical
transformation, leaving only the resonant terms in the
interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) responsible for the
two-to-two energy exchange among gravitational-wave
modes.

To proceed, we recall that the equation of motion
follows from the Hamilton equation,

iȧk =
δH

δa∗k
. (2)

In order to remove linear oscillations, we define the
modes bk = (eiωkt+i

∫
ωS,kdt ak)/ϵ, where ϵ is the per-

turbative parameter we will use to solve the equation
of motion and ωS is defined in Eq. (S10). Expanding
bk in spherical harmonics,

bk,ℓm =

∫
dΩk bk Y

∗
ℓm(Ωk), (3)

yields the evolution equation

iḃk,ℓm = ϵ2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i A

[k][3]
[1][2]f(k1, k2, k3)

· b1,ℓ1m1b2,ℓ2m2b
∗
3,ℓ3m3

ei
∫
ω3,k

1,2dt. (4)

The coefficients ω3,k
1,2 , f(k1, k2, k3) and A[k][3]

[1][2] are de-

fined in Eqs. (S13), (S20) and (S41) respectively.

1 However, this is not the case in curved backgrounds where
curvature introduces effective mode coupling and allows three-
wave mixing between gravitational waves [32].

We can expand bk,ℓm around an intermediate time T
as

bk,ℓm(T ) = b
(0)
k,ℓm + ϵ2b

(1)
k,ℓm + ϵ4b

(2)
k,ℓm +O(ϵ6), (5)

with b
(0)
k,ℓm a constant background. The intermediate

time T , is chosen such that τL ≪ T ≪ τNL where
τL = 2π/ωk is the linear timescale associated with the
characteristic scale of the linear evolution, and τNL is
the nonlinear timescale, which is the characteristic time
for weak nonlinear interactions to cause an apprecia-
ble change in the wave amplitude or phase. Since the

time evolution of b
(1)
k is proportional to ϵ2, the nonlin-

ear timescale refers to the leading nonlinear correction
ENL of the energy density which is of order ϵ4 since

ENL ∼ ωk(b
∗(0)
k b

(1)
k + c.c) ∼ ϵ4ωk. Therefore, the non-

linear timescale turns out to be τNL = 2π/(ϵ4ωk). In
the SM, we will estimate such times for the case of the
QNMs generated by a BH of mass M , τL ∼ (M/ℓ) ≪
τNL ∼ M for ℓ ≫ 1, that is for the eikonal limit we will
consider later on. In such a case ϵ ∼ ℓ−1/4.

Following Ref. [45], we treat bk,ℓm as a stochastic
variable and write it as bki,ℓimi

=
√

Jki,ℓimi e
iϕi , where

Jki,ℓimi ∈ R+ is the intensity and ϕi is the phase. We
assume no correlation for the intensity and phase of
each mode and for the phases of the different modes.

After performing statistical averages and contrac-
tions, and taking the limit ϵ → 0, we arrive at the
Boltzmann equation in multipole space

ṅk,ℓm = 4πϵ4
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )

· f(k1, k2, k3)nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1
n2,ℓ2m2

n3,ℓ3m3

·
[

1

nk,ℓm
+

1

n3,ℓ3m3

− 1

n1,ℓ1m1

− 1

n2,ℓ2m2

]
,

(6)

where the wave-energy spectrum, or the classical “oc-
cupation number” of the mode (k, ℓm) is defined as

nk,ℓm = ⟨|bk,ℓm|2⟩. (7)

Clearly, nk,ℓm is dimensionful. It is related to the

quantum-mechanical occupation number n
(q)
k,ℓm, which

is dimensionless and counts the number of quanta

(gravitons) in a given mode, by nk,ℓm = ℏn(q)
k,ℓm in the

classical limit n
(q)
k,ℓm ≫ 1 and ℏ → 0.

The Eikonal limit – In the eikonal limit, which cor-
responds to small-angle scattering dominated by the
exchange of large angular momentum ℓ ≫ 1, the Boltz-
mann equation can be symmetrized. The specific oper-
ations leading to this limit are detailed in the SM. The
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resulting symmetrized equation is

ṅk,ℓm =
1

4

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

·

[
I

[k][3]
[1][2] + I

[3][k]
[2][3] − I

[1][3]
[k][2] − I

[2][3]
[1][k]

]
, (8)

where I
[k][3]
[1][2] is given in Eq. (S68). Applying the Za-

kharov transformations [55], of which an example can
be found in Eq. (S70), to map all integrals onto the
domain of the first, we seek a steady-state power-law
solution in both momentum k and multipole ℓ

nk,ℓm = Akνℓµ. (9)

We consider a general dispersion relation ω ∼ kα, not-
ing that for gravitational waves in flat spacetime α = 1.
The kinetic equation in the eikonal limit then becomes

ṅk,ℓm =
1

4

3∏
i=1

∫
dℓi

∫
dkik

2
i I

[k][3]
[1][2]

· nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1
n2,ℓ2m2

n3,ℓ3m3

·

[
1 +

(
k3
k

)x(
ℓ3
ℓ

)y

−
(
k1
k

)x(
ℓ1
ℓ

)y

−
(
k2
k

)x(
ℓ2
ℓ

)y
]
, (10)

with

x = α− 3ν − 2β − 9,

y = −3µ− 4. (11)

This is our central result. We recover the exponent x
from Ref. [45], augmented by a power-law dependence
on the multipoles. Remarkably, the multipole turbu-
lence cascade power-law y is independent of both the
scattering details and the dispersion relation, as it de-
pends on neither β nor α.

Stationary solutions – We now examine stationary
solutions. First, setting y = 0 yields x = α or x = 0.
The solution x = α corresponds to energy conserva-
tion in flat spacetime, leading to the spectral index
νE = −2β/3 − 3. This defines a positive constant en-
ergy flux, indicative of a direct energy cascade in mo-
mentum space. The solution x = 0 gives the spectral
index νN = −2β/3− 3 + α/3, which defines a constant
negative particle number flux, implying an inverse en-
ergy cascade, also called inverse waveaction cascade.

Alternatively, fixing x = 0 allows us to find station-
ary solutions in multipole space. Choosing y = 1 en-
sures angular momentum conservation via the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients in the eikonal limit, yielding the
spectral index µL = −5/3. The corresponding flux for
the total angular momentum,

Φℓ = −
∫ Lmax

dℓ ℓ ṅk,ℓm, (12)

is a non-zero constant only for µL. The second station-
ary solution, y = 0, gives µN = −4/3. The waveaction
flux in multipole space,

Nℓ = −
∫ Lmax

dℓ ṅk,ℓm, (13)

is a non-zero constant only for µN .
The sign of these constants can be understood via the

so-called Fjørtoft argument [56], illustrated in Fig. 1,
and based on conservation theorems. The spectral in-
dices obey the hierarchy µTN > µTL > µN > µL, where
µTN = 0 and µTL = −1 are the Rayleigh-Jeans indices
that preserve the occupation number and the angular
momentum with respect to ℓ. For large negative spec-
tral indices, both fluxes are positive. Consequently, the
angular momentum flux is positive for µL, indicating
a direct cascade from small to large ℓ. Conversely, the
waveaction flux is negative for µN , defining an inverse
cascade from large to small ℓ.

FIG. 1. The Fjørtoft argument with µTN = 0, µTL = −1,
µN = −4/3 and µL = −5/3. For high negative values of
the spectral index both fluxes should be positives. Then
the total angular momentum flux will be positive constant
in µL = −5/3, while the flux for the number of graviton
will be zero in that point, and so a constant negative in
µN = −4/3. This argument specifies the directions of both
the fluxes: the flux for the number of graviton is negative,
therefore the system is moving the number of particles from
high ℓ to smaller ones. At the contrary, the flux over the
angular momentum is positive, so the system will bring the
total angular momentum from small values of ℓ to higher
values.

The Direction of turbulence: a matter of con-
servation – In weak wave turbulence, the Boltzmann
equation governs the slow evolution of the occupation
number nk,ℓm due to nonlinear mode coupling. For a
generalN -wave interaction, this equation schematically
reads

ṅk,ℓm ∼
∫

|T1,2,...,N |2
(
n1n2 . . . nN/2 ± nN/2+1 . . . nN

)
· δ(ω1 + · · · − ωN )δ(k1 + · · · − kN ) dk1 · · · dkN ,

(14)
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where T1,2,...,N is the vertex amplitude and the alter-
nating ± signs encode the creation and destruction of
particle states in the interaction. The parameterN may
be even or odd and represents the number of asymp-
totic particle states involved in the scattering vertex.
To illustrate the scaling behavior of the collision inte-
gral, we can write symbolically

ṅk,ℓm ∝

[
1±

(
kN−1

k

)x(
ℓN−1

ℓ

)y

±
(
kN−2

k

)x(
ℓN−2

ℓ

)y

± . . .

]
, (15)

where the exponents (x, y) depend on the N -vertex the-
ory. This schematic form captures how the scaling of
nk,ℓ enters the kinetic equation and determines whether
the collision integral admits a stationary solution. For
even N , as in four-wave (2↔2) scattering, the number
of particles is conserved, and a stationary solution exists
for (x, y) = (0, 0), allowing both direct and inverse cas-
cades. For odd N , as in three-wave (1↔ 2) processes,
the particle number is not conserved, and a station-
ary (x, y) = (0, 0) solution does not exist. Hence, the
presence or absence of conserved quantities determines
the possible directions of turbulent transfer since direct
cascades correspond to the flux of conserved energy to-
ward higher (k, ℓ), while inverse cascades represent the
flux of conserved waveaction toward lower (k, ℓ).

The general considerations above determine whether
stationary spectra exist for different interaction ver-
tices. We now specialize to the case of gravitational-
wave turbulence in flat spacetime, where both energy
and angular momentum are conserved. In flat space-
time, where energy and angular momentum are con-
served, the conditions (x = α, y = 0) and (x = 0, y =
1) each yield a stationary solution for the occupation
number. These conditions imply the existence of the
spectral indices νE and µL, which guarantee a direct
cascade of energy and total angular momentum, respec-
tively. Thus, the conservation of a quantity necessitates
a direct cascade of its corresponding flux.

However, if the number of legs in the vertex is odd,
the condition (x = 0, y = 0) does not provide a station-
ary solution. For even N , a stationary solution under
this condition is only possible if the number of particles
created equals the number destroyed. This implies that
the stationary solution for (x = 0, y = 0), which de-
fines the existence of an inverse waveaction cascade via
the spectral indices νN and µN , is guaranteed solely
when the scattering process conserves the number of
particles.

These insights may help to elucidate the numerical
results of Ref. [32], where a signal has been injected
toward the horizon of a spinless BH and detected the
backreaction signal far from the horizon. It was ob-
served an inverse cascade in multipole space by inject-
ing an ℓ = 6 mode, and in energy by injecting an ℓ = 2
mode. In curved spacetime, angular momentum is not

conserved, leaving the inverse cascade as the only viable
evolutionary path. The injection of a mode with ℓ = 6
corresponds to forcing the system with a high num-
ber of gravitons at large ℓ, thereby driving it along the
inverse waveaction cascade and transferring gravitons
from larger to smaller ℓ values. Using the ℓ = 2 mode
as a driver with frequency ω precludes a direct cascade,
as energy is not conserved in the curved background.
Instead, these linear modes scatter via a quartic ver-
tex, generating nonlinear laminar modes at frequencies
3ω and ω. The high-frequency mode 3ω then acts as a
forcing term, initiating an inverse waveaction cascade
that transfers energy (manifest as the envelope ampli-
tude) from the initial frequency 3ω to lower frequencies
over time. Crucially, the presence of an inverse cascade
in both scenarios is contingent upon the nonlinear in-
teraction conserving the number of asymptotic particle
states.

Conclusions – Nonlinear gravitational interactions
give rise to a variety of surprising phenomena, making
the detection of BH QNMs a distinctive opportunity
to gain insights into the fundamental nature of gravity.
Our results, along with recent numerical findings in the
literature [32], suggest that resonant interactions tend
to favor the preservation of the lowest angular and fre-
quency modes. This has important observational conse-
quences, especially regarding the prospect of detecting
quadratic QNMs. Our findings should be extended in
several directions. First of all, and maybe most impor-
tantly, the calculation should be extended close to the
BH, around the photon ring. One way to facilitate the
approach might be to take the Penrose limit connecting
a simpler plane wave geometry to the BH photon ring,
where the QNMs are located in the eikonal limit. Sec-
ond of all, it would be interesting to analyze how the
inverse cascades alter the power spectra of the stochas-
tic GWs generated during the early universe along the
lines of Ref. [34].
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[24] K. Fransen, D. Pereñiguez, and J. Redondo-Yuste,
(2025), arXiv:2509.03598 [gr-qc].

[25] A. Kehagias, D. Perrone, and A. Riotto, (2025),
arXiv:2508.17993 [gr-qc].

[26] A. Ianniccari, L. Lo Bianco, and A. Riotto, JCAP 10,
062 (2025), arXiv:2507.17732 [gr-qc].

[27] J. Singh and V. Suneeta, (2025), arXiv:2512.00943 [gr-
qc].

[28] M. Lagos, T. Andrade, J. Rafecas-Ventosa, and L. Hui,
Phys. Rev. D 111, 024018 (2025), arXiv:2411.02264 [gr-
qc].

[29] S. Yi, A. Kuntz, E. Barausse, E. Berti, M. H.-Y. Che-
ung, K. Kritos, and A. Maselli, Physical Review D 109
(2024), 10.1103/physrevd.109.124029.

[30] Y. Qiu, X. J. Forteza, and P. Mourier, Phys. Rev. D
109, 064075 (2024).

[31] C. Shi, Q. Zhang, and J. Mei, “On the detectabil-
ity and resolvability of quasi-normal modes with
space-based gravitational wave detectors,” (2024),
arXiv:2407.13110 [gr-qc].

[32] S. Ma, L. Lehner, H. Yang, L. E. Kidder, H. P. Pfeiffer,

and M. A. Scheel, “Emergent turbulence in nonlinear
gravity,” (2025), arXiv:2508.13294 [gr-qc].

[33] H. Yang, A. Zimmerman, and L. Lehner, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 114, 081101 (2015), arXiv:1402.4859 [gr-qc].

[34] S. Galtier and S. V. Nazarenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
221101 (2017), arXiv:1703.09069 [gr-qc].

[35] S. Galtier, S. V. Nazarenko, É. Buchlin, and S. Thal-
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Supplemental Material

THE BOLTZMANN EQUATION FOR MULTIPOLES: THE FOUR-POINT VERTEX CALCULATION

Our starting point is the definition of the gravitational plane wave in Minkowski spacetime

hµν(t, r⃗) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3/2

∑
s

[
e−ik⃗·r⃗+iωt

√
2ω

ϵsµνb
s
k + h.c.

]
, (S1)

where s = (+,×) indicates the two graviton helicities with polarization vector ϵsµν . Using the spherical harmonic
expansion of the plane waves

e−ik⃗·r⃗ = 4π
∑
ℓm

(−i)ℓjℓ(kr)Yℓm(Ωr)Y
∗
ℓm(Ωk), (S2)

we can write

hµν(t, r⃗) = 4π

∫
dk k2

(2π)3/2
√
2ω

∑
s

∑
ℓm

[
(−i)ℓjℓ(kr)Yℓm(Ωr)b

s
k,ℓmϵsµνe

+iωt + h.c.
]
, (S3)

where we have defined the modes

bk,ℓm =

∫
dΩkY

∗
ℓm(Ωk)bk. (S4)

The next step is to solve the kinetic equation for the new modes written in the multipole space. The corresponding
solution will provide the whole dynamics of the graviton in coordinate space, as written in Eq.(S1).
In this section, we aim to compute the Boltzmann equation for a 2 → 2 scattering process, in which both direct
and inverse cascades can be observed in the momentum modes k as well as in the multipole modes ℓ. To achieve
this result, we first express the kinetic equation expanded in the harmonic basis. We begin by writing the equation
of motion in the Hamiltonian formalism for a four-point interaction vertex, for simplicity. The Hamiltonian
corresponding to the quartic interaction can be written as follows

H = H2 +H4 =
∑
k

ωkaka
∗
k +

1

2

∑
k1,k2,k3,k4

Wk1,k2

k3,k4
δk1,k2

k3,k4
ak1ak2a

∗
k3
a∗k4

, (S5)

where ωk is the frequency of the mode k, ak and a∗k are complex canonical variables to the Hamiltonian H, Wk1,k2

k3,k4

is the scattering amplitude and δk1,k2

k3,k4
= δ(k4 + k3 − k1 − k2) is the Dirac delta for momentum conservation.

The Hamilton equation is

iȧk =
δH

δa∗k
. (S6)

Therefore, the following expression is obtained

iȧk = ωkak +
∑

k1,k2,k3

Wk1,k2

k3,k
δk1,k2

k3,k
ak1ak2a

∗
k3
. (S7)

Now we can extract from the sum the diagonal part k1 = k3 (and k2 = k3 since the system is symmetric changing
the two incident gravitons), getting

iȧk = ω̃kak +
∑

k1,k2 ̸=k3

Wk1,k2

k3,k
δk1,k2

k3,k
ak1ak2a

∗
k3
, (S8)

where

ω̃k = ωk + ωS,k , (S9)

with

ωS,k = 2
∑
k1

Wk1,k
k1,k

|ak1 |2, (S10)
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represents a shift over the linear frequency of the system. To eliminate the linear oscillatory term in the equation
of motion, a suitable substitution may be introduced

bk =
ake

iωkt+i
∫
ωS,kdt

ϵ
, (S11)

where ϵ is the perturbative parameter of the theory. A simple notation in which 1, 2 and 3 coincide with k1, k2

and k3, respectively, has been used.
We obtain

iḃk =
∑

1,2̸=3

W 1,2
3,k δ

1,2
3,kb1b2b

∗
3 ei

∫
ω3,k

1,2dt, (S12)

where

ω3,k
1,2 = ω3 + ωS,3 + ωk + ωS,k − (ω1 + ωS,1 + ω2 + ωS,2). (S13)

Now bk can be expanded in spherical harmonics

bk =
∑
ℓm

bk,ℓmYℓm(Ωk), (S14)

bk,ℓm =

∫
dΩkbkY

∗
ℓm(Ωk). (S15)

From this, it follows that

i
∑
ℓm

ḃk,ℓmYℓm(Ωk) = ϵ2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
1,2̸=3

W 1,2
3,k δ

1,2
3,kb1,ℓ1m1

b2,ℓ2m2
b∗3,ℓ3m3

Yℓ1m1
(Ω1)Yℓ2m2

(Ω2)Y
∗
ℓ3m3

(Ω3) e
i
∫
ω3,k

1,2dt. (S16)

By projecting onto the multipoles (ℓm), the following expression is obtained:

iḃk,ℓm = ϵ2
∑

1,2̸=3

∫
dΩk

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

W 1,2
3,k δ

1,2
3,kb1,ℓ1m1

b2,ℓ2m2
b∗3,ℓ3m3

Yℓ1m1
(Ω1)Yℓ2m2

(Ω2)Y
∗
ℓ3m3

(Ω3)Y
∗
ℓm(Ωk) e

i
∫
ω3,k

1,2dt,

(S17)
where the orthogonality property has been used∫

dΩYℓm(Ω)Y ∗
ℓ′m′(Ω) = δℓℓ′δmm′ . (S18)

The discrete sum is replaced by integrals

∑
1,2̸=3

→
3∏

i=1

∫
dΩi

∫
dki k

2
i f(k1, k2, k3), (S19)

where

f(k1, k2, k3) =

{
0 , k1, k2 = k3,

1 , k1, k2 ̸= k3.
(S20)

Finally we get

iḃk,ℓm = ϵ2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∫
dΩk

3∏
i=1

∫
dΩi

∫
dki k

2
i W 1,2

3,k δ
1,2
3,kb1,ℓ1m1

b2,ℓ2m2
b∗3,ℓ3m3

· Yℓ1m1(Ω1)Yℓ2m2(Ω2)Y
∗
ℓ3m3

(Ω3)Y
∗
ℓm(Ωk) e

i
∫
ω3,k

1,2dtf(k1, k2, k3). (S21)

It is possible now to expand the Dirac delta and the scattering amplitude in the same harmonic basis.
By definition

δ
k,ℓ,m

k3,ℓ3,m3

k1,ℓ1,m1
k2,ℓ2,m2

= δ
[k][3]
[1][2] =

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3 δ(k3+k−k1−k2)Y

∗
ℓm(Ωk)Y

∗
ℓ3m3

(Ω3)Yℓ1m1(Ω1)Yℓ2m2(Ω2). (S22)
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Using the integral Dirac delta representation we can write

δ
[k][3]
[1][2] =

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3

∫
d3x ei(k3+k−k1−k2)xY ∗

ℓm(Ωk)Y
∗
ℓ3m3

(Ω3)Yℓ1m1
(Ω1)Yℓ2m2

(Ω2). (S23)

Recalling that

eikx = 4π
∑
ℓm

iℓjℓ(kx)Y
∗
ℓm(Ωx)Yℓm(Ωk), (S24)

we obtain

δ
[k][3]
[1][2] =

∑
ℓ′,m′,ℓ′i,m

′
i

i=1,2,3

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3

∫
dΩx

∫
dx x2 Y ∗

ℓ3m3
(Ω3)Y

∗
ℓm(Ωk)Yℓ1m1

(Ω1)Yℓ2m2
(Ω2)

· jℓ′(kx)Y
∗
ℓ′m′(Ωx)Yℓ′m′(Ωk)jℓ′3(k3x)Y

∗
ℓ′3m

′
3
(Ωx)Yℓ′3m

′
3
(Ω3)jℓ′1(k1x)Yℓ′1m

′
1
(Ωx)Y

∗
ℓ′1m

′
1
(Ω1)

· jℓ′2(k2x)Yℓ′2m
′
2
(Ωx)Y

∗
ℓ′2m

′
2
(Ω2). (S25)

Consequently, the Clebsch–Gordan coefficient is defined as∫
dΩxYℓm(Ωx)Yℓ1m1

(Ωx)Yℓ2m2
(Ωx) = Cℓ,ℓ1,ℓ2,m,m1,m2

, (S26)

which gives the selection rule |ℓ1 − ℓ2| ≤ ℓ ≤ ℓ1 + ℓ2. At the end the following expression is obtained

δ
[k][3]
[1][2] =

∫
dx x2jℓ(kx)jℓ1(k1x)jℓ2(k2x)jℓ3(k3x)

∫
dΩxY

∗
ℓm(Ωx)Y

∗
ℓ3m3

(Ωx)Yℓ1m1(Ωx)Yℓ2m2(Ωx). (S27)

Now we can expand each couple of harmonics in the spherical harmonic basis. For example

Yℓ1m1
Yℓ2m2

=
∑

L12,M12

A
ℓ1m1
ℓ2m2

L12M12
YL12M12

, (S28)

where

A
ℓ1m1
ℓ2m2

L12M12
=

∫
dΩxYℓ1m1

Yℓ2m2
Y ∗
L12M12

= CL12,ℓ1,ℓ2,M12,m1,m2
, (S29)

implying that L12 = ℓ1 + ℓ2 in the eikonal limit (ℓ ≫ 1). Using the orthogonality of the spherical harmonics, we
easily get

δ
[k][3]
[1][2] =

∑
L12,M12

∫
dΩx CL12,ℓ1,ℓ2,M12,m1,m2

Y ∗
ℓm(Ωx)Y

∗
ℓ3m3

(Ωx)YL12M12
(Ωx)I(ℓ, ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, k, k1, k2, k3), (S30)

where

I(ℓ, ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, k, k1, k2, k3) =
∫

dx x2jℓ(kx)jℓ1(k1x)jℓ2(k2x)jℓ3(k3x), (S31)

ensure momentum conservation [57]. We can finally write

δ
[k][3]
[1][2] =

∑
L12,M12

CL12,ℓ1,ℓ2,M12,m1,m2
CL12,ℓ,ℓ3,M12,m,m3

I(ℓ, ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, k, k1, k2, k3), (S32)

that in the eikonal limit ensures ℓ1 + ℓ2 = ℓ3 + ℓ. Therefore we can expand the Dirac delta in the following way

δ(k3 + k− k1 − k2) =
∑

ℓ,m,ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

δ
[k][3]
[1][2]Yℓm(Ωk)Yℓ3m3

(Ω3)Y
∗
ℓ1m1

(Ω1)Y
∗
ℓ2m2

(Ω2). (S33)

We can expand the scattering amplitude as well,

W
[k][3]
[1][2] =

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3 W

1,2
3,k Y ∗

ℓm(Ωk)Y
∗
ℓ3m3

(Ω3)Yℓ1m1(Ω1)Yℓ2m2(Ω2). (S34)
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Consequently the amplitude can be written as

W 1,2
3,k =

∑
ℓ,m,ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

W
[k][3]
[1][2] Yℓm(Ωk)Yℓ3m3(Ω3)Y

∗
ℓ1m1

(Ω1)Y
∗
ℓ2m2

(Ω2). (S35)

Replacing this two expansions in the equation of motion Eq. (S21), we calculate

iḃk,ℓm = ϵ2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓ̃,m̃,ℓ̃i,m̃i
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓ′,m′,ℓ′i,m

′
i

i=1,2,3

∫
dΩk

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∫
dΩi Y

∗
ℓm(Ωk)Y

∗
ℓ3m3

(Ω3)Yℓ1m1
(Ω1)Yℓ2m2

(Ω2)

· Yℓ′m′(Ωk)Yℓ′3m
′
3
(Ω3)Y

∗
ℓ′1m

′
1
(Ω1)Y

∗
ℓ′2m

′
2
(Ω2)Yℓ̃m̃(Ωk)Yℓ̃3m̃3

(Ω3)Y
∗
ℓ̃1m̃1

(Ω1)Y
∗
ℓ̃2m̃2

(Ω2)

· W
[k′][3′]
[1′][2′] δ

[k̃][3̃]

[1̃][2̃]
b1,ℓ1m1b2,ℓ2m2b

∗
3,ℓ3m3

ei
∫
ω3,k

1,2dtf(k1, k2, k3), (S36)

where [k′] = (k, ℓ′,m′) and [k̃] = (k, ℓ̃, m̃). From here

iḃk,ℓm = ϵ2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓ̃,m̃,ℓ̃i,m̃i
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓ′,m′,ℓ′i,m

′
i

i=1,2,3

∫
dΩk

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i Cℓ,ℓ′,ℓ̃,m,m′,m̃Cℓi,ℓ′i,ℓ̃i,mi,m′

i,m̃i

· W
[k′][3′]
[1′][2′] δ

[k̃][3̃]

[1̃][2̃]
b1,ℓ1m1b2,ℓ2m2b

∗
3,ℓ3m3

ei
∫
ω3,k

1,2dtf(k1, k2, k3). (S37)

Using the properties of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, we write{
ℓ̃ = ℓ− ℓ′

ℓ̃i = ℓi − ℓ′i.
(S38)

It is trivial to see

iḃk,ℓm = ϵ2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓ′,m′,ℓ′i,m

′
i

i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i Cℓ,ℓ′,ℓ−ℓ′,m,m′,m−m′Cℓi,ℓ′i,ℓi−ℓ′i,mi,m′

i,mi−m′
i

· W
[k′][3′]
[1′][2′] δ

[k−k′][3−3′]
[1−1′][2−2′] b1,ℓ1m1

b2,ℓ2m2
b∗3,ℓ3m3

ei
∫
ω3,k

1,2dtf(k1, k2, k3), (S39)

where [k − k′] = (k, ℓ− ℓ′,m−m′) .We can generalize it in the following way

iḃk,ℓm = ϵ2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
iA

[k][3]
[1][2]b1,ℓ1m1b2,ℓ2m2b

∗
3,ℓ3m3

ei
∫
ω3,k

1,2dtf(k1, k2, k3), (S40)

where

A[k][3]
[1][2] = A

k,ℓ,m
k3,ℓ3,m3

k1,ℓ1,m1
k2,ℓ2,m2

=
∑

ℓ′,m′ℓ′i,m
′
i

i=1,2,3

W
[k′][3′]
[1′][2′] δ

[k−k′][3−3′]
[1−1′][2−2′] Cℓ,ℓ′,ℓ−ℓ′,m,m′,m−m′

· Cℓ1,ℓ′1,ℓ1−ℓ′1,m1,m′
1,m1−m′

1
Cℓ2,ℓ′2,ℓ2−ℓ′2,m2,m′

2,m2−m′
2
Cℓ3,ℓ′3,ℓ3−ℓ′3,m3,m′

3,m3−m′
3
, (S41)

is the convolution in the harmonic space of the scattering amplitude with the delta function and the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients. It is now necessary to expand bk,ℓm around a time T , lying between the characteristic
linear timescale τL = 2π/ωk and the timescale at which nonlinear effects become significant, τNL = 2π/(ϵ4ωk).
Considering τL ≪ T ≪ τNL

bk,ℓm(T ) = b
(0)
k,ℓm + ϵ2b

(1)
k,ℓm + ϵ4b

(2)
k,ℓm +O(ϵ6), (S42)

where b
(0)
k,ℓm is a constant background for which b

(0)
k,ℓm = b

(0)
k,ℓm(t = 0). At first order in ϵ,

iϵ2ḃ
(1)
k,ℓm = ϵ2

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
iA

[k][3]
[1][2]b

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

b
(0)
2,ℓ2,m2

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3,m3

ei
∫
ω3,k

1,2dtf(k1, k2, k3). (S43)
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Since ω3,k
1,2 acquires its time dependence solely from the presence of the off-diagonal shift ωS(t), of order O(ϵ2),

while the linear contribution ωk scales as O(ϵ0), we can write

b
(1)
k,ℓm = −i

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
iA

[k][3]
[1][2]b

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

b
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3m3

f(k1, k2, k3)

∫ T

0

dt eiω
3,k
1,2 t, (S44)

where we call

∆(ω3k
12 ) =

∫ T

0

dt eiω
3,k
1,2 t =

eiω
3,k
1,2T − 1

iω3,k
1,2

. (S45)

The first order will be

b
(1)
k,ℓm = −i

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
iA

[k][3]
[1][2]b

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

b
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3m3

f(k1, k2, k3)∆(ω3k
12 ). (S46)

Performing all the calculations for the second order, we obtain

b
(2)
k,ℓm = −

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓn,mn
n=4,5,6

3∏
i=1

6∏
j=4

∫
dkik

2
i

∫
dkjk

2
jA

[k][3]
[1][2]A

[1][6]
[4][3]b

(0)
2,ℓ2m2

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3m3

· b
(0)
4,ℓ4m4

b
(0)
5,ℓ5m5

b
∗(0)
6,ℓ6m6

∆(ω61
45)∆(ω3k

12 )f(k1, k2, k3)f(k4, k5, k6)

−
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓn,mn
n=4,5,6

3∏
i=1

6∏
j=4

∫
dkik

2
i

∫
dkjk

2
jA

[k][3]
[1][2]A

[2][6]
[4][5]b

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3m3

· b
(0)
4,ℓ4m4

b
(0)
5,ℓ5m5

b
∗(0)
6,ℓ6m6

∆(ω62
45)∆(ω3k

12 )f(k1, k2, k3)f(k4, k5, k6)

+
1

2

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓn,mn
n=4,5,6

3∏
i=1

6∏
j=4

∫
dkik

2
i

∫
dkjk

2
jA

[k][3]
[1][2]

(
A

[3][6]
[4][5]

)∗
b
(0)
1,ℓ1m1

b
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

· b
∗(0)
4,ℓ4m4

b
∗(0)
5,ℓ5m5

b
(0)
6,ℓ6m6

∆∗(ω63
45)∆(ω3k

12 )f(k1, k2, k3)f(k4, k5, k6). (S47)

As mentioned in the text, following Ref. [45], we treat bk,ℓm as a stochastic variable, writing it as bki,ℓimi
=√

Jki,ℓimi
eiϕi , where Jki,ℓimi

∈ R+ is the intensity and ϕi is the phase. We assume uncorrelated distributions for
the intensity and phase of each mode, and that phases of different modes are also uncorrelated. It is necessary to
define the one-mode generative function calculated at the intermediate time T

Lk,ℓm(λk,ℓm, T ) = ⟨eλk,ℓm|bk,ℓm(T )|2⟩, (S48)

where |bk,ℓm(T )|2 = Jk,ℓm. Substituting the expansion (S42) and, after some algebra, we obtain

Lk,ℓm(λk,ℓm, T ) =

〈
eλk,ℓm|b(0)k,ℓ,m|2

[
1 + λk,ℓmϵ2

(
b
∗(0)
k,ℓmb

(1)
k,ℓm + c.c.

)
+ λk,ℓmϵ4

(
|b(1)k,ℓm|2 +

(
b
∗(0)
k,ℓmb

(2)
k,ℓm + c.c.

)
+

λk,ℓm

2

[((
b
∗(0)
k,ℓmb

(1)
k,ℓm

)2
+ c.c.

)
+ 2|b∗(0)k,ℓm|2|b(1)k,ℓm|2

])]〉
. (S49)

We can notice that O(ϵ0) just gives Lk,ℓm(λk,ℓm, 0). Since the modes bk,ℓm consists of an intensity component and
a phase factor, an average must be taken over the respective distributions.
At order ϵ4 follows

Lk,ℓm(λk,ℓm, T )− Lk,ℓm(λk,ℓm, 0) ≃ ϵ4
〈
eλk,ℓm|b(0)k,ℓm|2λk,ℓm

(
⟨|b(1)k,ℓm|2⟩ϕ + λk,ℓmJk,ℓm⟨|b(1)k,ℓm|2⟩ϕ

)
+ λk,ℓm

〈
b
∗(0)
k,ℓmb

(2)
k,ℓm + c.c.

〉
ϕ

〉
Jk,ℓm

. (S50)
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Here we have already assumed that ⟨b∗(0)k,ℓmb
(1)
k,ℓm⟩ϕ = 0 and

〈(
b
∗(0)
k,ℓmb

(1)
k,ℓm

)2 〉
ϕ

= 0 as we will demonstrate in

the following lines. The next step is to compute the average over the random phases, which are assumed to be
uniformly distributed. For the first correlator,

⟨b∗(0)k,ℓmb
(1)
k,ℓm⟩ϕ = −i

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
iA

[k][3]
[1][2]⟨b

∗(0)
k,ℓmb

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

b
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3m3

⟩ϕf(k1, k2, k3)∆(ω3k
12 ), (S51)

using the Wick’s rule contraction, it is possible to contract just b∗k,ℓm with b1,ℓ1m1
and b2,ℓ2m2

with b∗3,ℓ3m3
(i.e.

k1, 23) or b∗k,ℓm with b2,ℓ2m2
, and b1,ℓ1m1

with b∗3,ℓ3m3
(i.e. k2, 13). Nevertheless, since k1 and k2 should be different

from k3, the two contributions will be zero. A similar reasoning could be applied to show that
〈(

b
∗(0)
k,ℓmb

(1)
k,ℓm

)2 〉
ϕ
=

0. Now we have to calculate

⟨b∗(1)k,ℓmb
(1)
k,ℓm⟩ϕ =

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

∑
ℓn,mn
n=4,5,6

3∏
i=1

6∏
j=4

∫
dkik

2
i

∫
dkjk

2
jA

[k][3]
[1][2]

(
A

[k][6]
[4][5]

)∗
f(k1, k2, k3)f(k4, k5, k6)

· ⟨b(0)1,ℓ1m1
b
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3m3

b
∗(0)
4,ℓ4m4

b
∗(0)
5,ℓ5m5

b
(0)
6,ℓ6m6

⟩ϕ∆(ω3k
12 )∆

∗(ω6k
45 ). (S52)

It is easy to notice that the only non-zero contributions are (41, 52, 63) or (51, 42, 63) (which is symmetric switching
the two incoming gravitons 4 ↔ 5). By definition,

⟨b(0)1,ℓ1m1
b
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

b
∗(0)
3,ℓ3m3

b
∗(0)
4,ℓ4m4

b
∗(0)
5,ℓ5m5

b
(0)
6,ℓ6m6

⟩ϕ = 2
δ41
k21

δℓ4ℓ1δm4m1

δ52
k22

δℓ5ℓ2δm5m2

δ63
k23

δℓ6ℓ3δm6m3

· J1,ℓ1m1J2,ℓ2m2J3,ℓ3m3 , (S53)

it follows

⟨b∗(1)k,ℓmb
(1)
k,ℓm⟩ϕ = 2

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 ∣∣∆(ω3k
12 )
∣∣2 f(k1, k2, k3)J (0)

1,ℓ1m1
J
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

J
(0)
3,ℓ3m3

. (S54)

Now we should calculate the last angular correlator ⟨b∗(0)k,ℓmb
(2)
k,ℓm⟩ϕ. Performing all the calculations we obtain

⟨b∗(0)k,ℓmb
(2)
k,ℓm + c.c⟩ϕ = −4

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 R [E(ω3k
12 , ω

12
3k)
]
f(k1, k2, k3)

· J
(0)
k,ℓmJ

(0)
2,ℓ2m2

J
(0)
3,ℓ3m3

−4
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 R [E(ω3k
12 , ω

12
3k)
]
f(k1, k2, k3)

· J
(0)
k,ℓmJ

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

J
(0)
3,ℓ3m3

+2
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 ∣∣∆(ω3k
12 )
∣∣2 f(k1, k2, k3)

· J
(0)
k,ℓmJ

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

J
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

, (S55)

where we have defined

E(x,−x) = ∆(x)∆(−x) (S56)
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and we have used the symmetric properties of the scattering amplitude W 12
3k = (W 3k

12 )
∗ and W 12

3k = W 21
k3 .

We can substitute all this contraction in Eq. (S50). The whole equation reads

Lk,ℓm(λk,ℓm, T )− Lk,ℓm(λk,ℓm, 0) = 2ϵ4
(
Lk,ℓmλk,ℓm +

∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm
λ2
k,ℓm

)
·
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 ∣∣∆(ω3k
12 )
∣∣2 f(k1, k2, k3)n1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

−4ϵ4λk,ℓm
∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 R [E(ω3k
12 , ω

12
3k)
]
f(k1, k2, k3)n2,ℓ2m2

n3,ℓ3m3

−4ϵ4λk,ℓm
∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 R [E(ω3k
12 , ω

12
3k)
]
f(k1, k2, k3)n1,ℓ1m1

n3,ℓ3m3

+2ϵ4λk,ℓm
∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 ∣∣∆(ω3k
12 )
∣∣2 f(k1, k2, k3)n1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
, (S57)

where we have used the following statistical properties:〈
eλk,ℓmJ

(0)
k,ℓmJ

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

J
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

J
(0)
3,ℓ3m3

〉
=

〈
J
(0)
1,ℓ1m1

〉〈
J
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

〉〈
J
(0)
3,ℓ3m3

〉〈
eλk,ℓmJ

(0)
k,ℓm

〉
= n1,ℓ1m1n2,ℓ2m2n3,ℓ3m3Lk,ℓm

(S58)

and 〈
eλk,ℓmJ

(0)
k,ℓmJ

(0)
k,ℓmJ

(0)
1,ℓ1m1

J
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

J
(0)
3,ℓ3m3

〉
=

〈
J
(0)
1,ℓ1m1

〉〈
J
(0)
2,ℓ2m2

〉〈
J
(0)
3,ℓ3m3

〉〈
J
(0)
k,ℓmeλk,ℓmJ

(0)
k,ℓm

〉
= n1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm
. (S59)

The occupation number for gravitons has been defined, with a specific set of (k, ℓ,m), as nk,ℓm =
〈
J
(0)
k,ℓm

〉
.

At this stage, the perturbative parameter ϵ is set to zero and, as a consequence, T → ∞. It is easy to demonstrate
that, in this case

|∆(x)|2 → 2πTδ(x),

R [E(x,−x)] → πTδ(x). (S60)

Therefore, the expression can be written as

L̇k,ℓm(λk,ℓm, T ) = 4πϵ4
(
Lk,ℓmλk,ℓm +

∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm
λ2
k,ℓm

)
·
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )f(k1, k2, k3)n1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

−4πϵ4λk,ℓm
∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )f(k1, k2, k3)n2,ℓ2m2

n3,ℓ3m3

−4πϵ4λk,ℓm
∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )f(k1, k2, k3)n1,ℓ1m1

n3,ℓ3m3

+4πϵ4λk,ℓm
∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )f(k1, k2, k3)n1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
. (S61)
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The equation can now be generalized and expressed in a more compact form

L̇k,ℓm(λk,ℓm, T ) = λk,ℓmηk,ℓmLk,ℓm +
(
λ2
k,ℓmηk,ℓm − λk,ℓmγk,ℓm

) ∂Lk,ℓm

∂λk,ℓm
, (S62)

where

ηk,ℓm = 4πϵ4
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )f(k1, k2, k3)n1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

, (S63)

and

γk,ℓm = 4πϵ4
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )f(k1, k2, k3)

· (n2,ℓ2m2n3,ℓ3m3 + n1,ℓ1m1n3,ℓ3m3 − n1,ℓ1m1n2,ℓ2m2) . (S64)

The general Boltzmann equation can now be written as [45]

ṅk,ℓm = ηk,ℓm − γk,ℓmnk,ℓm, (S65)

from which it follows that

ṅk,ℓm = 4πϵ4
∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )f(k1, k2, k3)nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

·
[

1

nk,ℓm
+

1

n3,ℓ3m3

− 1

n1,ℓ1m1

− 1

n2,ℓ2m2

]
. (S66)

This is the final Boltzmann equation in multipoles space. This is very similar to one one found in Ref. [45], where
it has been written only in momentum space.

AN INDEX FOR THE TURBULENT CASCADE: THE EIKONAL LIMIT CALCULATION

It is possible to symmetrize the Boltzmann equation (S66) as follows

ṅk,ℓm =
1

4

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1n2,ℓ2m2n3,ℓ3m3

[
I

[k][3]
[1][2] + I

[3][k]
[1][2] − I

[1][3]
[k][2] − I

[2][3]
[1][k]

]
,

(S67)

where

I
[k][3]
[1][2] ≡ 4πϵ4

∣∣∣A[k][3]
[1][2]

∣∣∣2 δ(ω3k
12 )

[
1

nk,ℓm
+

1

n3,ℓ3m3

− 1

n1,ℓ1m1

− 1

n2,ℓ2m2

]
f(k1, k2, k3). (S68)

A change of variables is now introduced to shift each of the last three integrals into the first one. As an example,
we consider the second integral term:

1

4

∑
ℓi,mi
i=1,2,3

3∏
i=1

∫
dkik

2
i I

[3][k]
[1][2] nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

. (S69)

For this last term, it is possible to perform the ZT transformations [55]

k1 =
kk̃1

k̃3
k2 =

kk̃2

k̃3
k3 =

k2

k̃3
,

ℓ1 =
ℓℓ̃1

ℓ̃3
ℓ2 =

ℓℓ̃2

ℓ̃3
ℓ3 =

ℓ2

ℓ̃3
, (S70)

m1 =
mm̃1

m̃3
m2 =

mm̃2

m̃3
m3 =

m2

m̃3
.
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Defining Rk3
and Rℓ3 as

Rk3 ≡ k

k̃3
(S71)

Rℓ3 ≡ ℓ

ℓ̃3
, (S72)

we simply have that

(k1k2k3)
2dk1dk2dk3 → (k̃1k̃2k̃3)

2(Rk3)
12dk̃1dk̃2dk̃3. (S73)

A steady-state power-law solution is sought in both the momentum and the multipole index. Accordingly, the
solution is written as

nk,ℓm = Akνℓµ. (S74)

It follows (
1

nk,ℓm
+

1

n3,ℓ3m3

− 1

n1,ℓ1m1

− 1

n2,ℓ2m2

)
n1,ℓ1m1

n2,ℓ2m2
n3,ℓ3m3

nk,ℓm →

(Rk3
)3ν(Rℓ3)

3µ

(
1

nk,ℓm
+

1

n3̃,ℓ̃3m̃3

− 1

n1̃,ℓ̃1m̃1

− 1

n2̃,ℓ̃2m̃2

)
n1̃,ℓ̃1m̃1

n2̃,ℓ̃2m̃2
n3̃,ℓ̃3m̃3

nk,ℓm. (S75)

We consider a generalized dispersion relation ω ∼ kα, noting that gravitational interaction in flat background
selects α = 1. The delta function will transform as follows

δ(ω3k
12 ) → (Rk3

)−αδ(ω̃k3
12 ). (S76)

In the working assumption ℓ ≫ 1 we can write

∑
ℓ1,ℓ2,ℓ3

→
3∏

i=1

∫
dℓi. (S77)

In this case we can write again Eq. (S69) as

1

4

3∏
i=1

∫
dℓi

∫
dkik

2
i I

[3][k]
[1][2] nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1n2,ℓ2m2n3,ℓ3m3 . (S78)

This implies a new Jacobian from the multipoles integral

dℓ1dℓ2dℓ3 → (Rℓ3)
4dℓ̃1dℓ̃2dℓ̃3. (S79)

Now we should transform the amplitude coefficient. Here we need to transform each term of Eq. (S41). So we
have

W

k3,ℓ
′,m′

k,ℓ
′
3,m

′
3

k1,ℓ
′
1,m

′
1

k2,ℓ
′
2,m

′
2

=

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3 W

k1,k2

k,k3
Y ∗
ℓ′m′(Ωk)Y

∗
ℓ′3m

′
3
(Ω3)Yℓ′1m

′
1
(Ω1)Yℓ′2m

′
2
(Ω2). (S80)

Now applying the coordinate transformation (S70) we get

W

Rk3
k,ℓ′,m′

Rk3
k̃3,ℓ

′
3,m

′
3

Rk3
k̃1,ℓ

′
1,m

′
1

Rk3
k̃2,ℓ

′
2,m

′
2

=

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3 W

Rk3
k̃1,Rk3

k̃2

Rk3
k̃3,Rk3

k
Y ∗
ℓ′m′(Ωk)Y

∗
ℓ′3m

′
3
(Ω3)Yℓ′1m

′
1
(Ω1)Yℓ′2m

′
2
(Ω2)

= Rβ
k3

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3 W

k̃1,k̃2

k̃3,k
Y ∗
ℓ′m′(Ωk)Y

∗
ℓ′3m

′
3
(Ω3)Yℓ′1m

′
1
(Ω1)Yℓ′2m

′
2
(Ω2)

= Rβ
k3
W

k,ℓ′,m′

k̃3,ℓ
′
3,m

′
3

k̃1,ℓ
′
1,m

′
1

k̃2,ℓ
′
2,m

′
2

, (S81)
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where we have assumed homogeneity of the scattering amplitude. Next, we transform the delta function

δ

k3,ℓ3−ℓ′3,m3−m′
3

k,ℓ−ℓ′,m−m′

k1,ℓ1−ℓ′1,m1−m′
1

k2,ℓ2−ℓ′2,m2−m′
2

=

∫
dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3 δ(k+ k3 − k1 − k2)

· Y ∗
ℓ−ℓ′,m−m′(Ωk)Y

∗
ℓ3−ℓ′3,m3−m′

3
(Ω3)Yℓ1−ℓ′1,m1−m′

1
(Ω1)Yℓ2−ℓ′2,m2−m′

2
(Ω2). (S82)

Considering the case in which ℓi ≫ ℓ′i and mi ≫ m′
i we get

δ

Rk3
k,Rℓ3

ℓ,Rm3
m

Rk3
k̃3,Rℓ3

ℓ̃3,Rm3
m̃3

Rk3
k̃1,Rℓ3

ℓ̃1,Rm3m̃1

Rk3
k̃2,Rℓ3

ℓ̃2,Rm3
m̃2

≃
∫

dΩk

∫
dΩ1

∫
dΩ2

∫
dΩ3 δ(k+ k3 − k1 − k2)

· Y ∗
Rℓ3

ℓ,Rm3
m(Ωk)Y

∗
Rℓ3

ℓ̃3,Rm3m̃3
(Ω3)YRℓ3

ℓ̃1,Rm3m̃1
(Ω1)YRℓ3

ℓ̃2,Rm3m̃2
(Ω2).

(S83)

We can now expand the spherical harmonics for ℓ ≫ 1 and fixed m. We recall the definition

Yℓm(θ, ϕ) =

√
(2ℓ+ 1)

4π

(ℓ−m)!

(ℓ+m)!
Pm
ℓ (cos θ)eimφ. (S84)

In this limit, at first order in O(ℓ−1), the Legendre polynomial Pm
ℓ (cos θ), behaves as

Pm
ℓ (cos θ) =

(ℓ+m)!

(ℓ−m)!
ℓ−m

(
θ

sin θ

)1/2 [
Jm

((
ℓ+

1

2

)
θ

)]
. (S85)

It is mandatory to also expand the Bessel function Jm
[(
ℓ+ 1

2

)
θ
]

Jm
[(
ℓ+ 1

2

)
θ
]
∼
√

2

π
(
ℓ+ 1

2

)
θ
cos
[(
ℓ+ 1

2

)
θ − mπ

2
− π

4

]
. (S86)

Since

(ℓ+m)!

(ℓ−m)!
≃ ℓ2m, (S87)

at the lowest order in ℓ, it is straightforward to obtain

Yℓm(θ, ϕ) ≃ cos

[(
ℓ+

1

2

)
θ − mπ

2
− π

4

]
eimϕ. (S88)

Therefore we can transform the spherical harmonics

YRℓ3
ℓRm3

m(θ, ϕ) ≃ cos

[(
Rℓ3ℓ+

1

2

)
θ − mπ

2
− π

4

]
eimϕ ≃ Yℓm(θ, ϕ). (S89)

Spherical harmonics are invariant under ZT transformations. Using these asymptotic limits, we get

δ

k3,ℓ3−ℓ′3,m3−m′
3

k,ℓ−ℓ′,m−m′

k1,ℓ1−ℓ′1,m1−m′
1

k2,ℓ2−ℓ′2,m2−m′
2

≃ (Rk3
)−3δ

k̃,ℓ̃−ℓ′,m̃−m′

k̃3,ℓ̃3−ℓ′3,m̃3−m′
3

k̃1,ℓ̃1−ℓ′1,m̃1−m′
1

k̃2,ℓ̃2−ℓ′2,m̃2−m′
2

. (S90)

Now, as a last step, we need to transform the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in the harmonic convolution.
We remember that

Cℓ,ℓ1,ℓ2,m,m1,m2
=

∫
dΩYℓmYℓ1m1

Yℓ2m2
=

√
(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ1 + 1)(2ℓ2 + 1)

4π

(
ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2
m m1 m2

)(
ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2
0 0 0

)
, (S91)

where

(
a b c
d e f

)
is the 3j Wigner symbol. In the limit for ℓ ≫ 1 we can use the Ponzano-Regge relation [58],

getting (
ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2
m m1 m2

)
≃
√

1

12πV
cos

[∑
i

(
ℓi +

1

2

)
θ +

π

4

]
, (S92)
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where V is the volume of the tetrahedra in the harmonic space, while(
ℓ ℓ1 ℓ2
0 0 0

)
≃ const. , (S93)

in the same limit. Therefore, we can easily see that the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient remains invariant for the
coordinate transformation performed . Another way to spot the invariance of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient is by
noticing that spherical harmonics are invariant under ZT transformations in the eikonal limit. At the end we can
write the total transformation for the whole amplitude factor as∣∣∣A[k][3]

[1][2]

∣∣∣2 → (Rk3
)2β−3

∣∣∣A[k̃][3̃]

[1̃][2̃]

∣∣∣2 . (S94)

Combining all together, we have

1

4

3∏
i=1

∫
dℓi

∫
dkik

2
i I

[3][k]
[1][2] nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1n2,ℓ2m2n3,ℓ3m3 =

1

4

3∏
i=1

∫
dℓ̃i

∫
dk̃ik̃

2
i I

[k][3̃]

[1̃][2̃]
nk,ℓmn1̃,ℓ̃1m̃1

n2̃,ℓ̃2m̃2
n3̃,ℓ̃3m̃3

(
k̃3
k

)x(
ℓ̃3
ℓ

)y

(S95)

with

x = α− 3ν − 2β − 9,

y = −3µ− 4. (S96)

Now we have to perform a specific ZT transformation for the third and fourth integral of Eq. (S67). In this way
we get

ṅk,ℓm =
1

4

3∏
i=1

∫
dℓi

∫
dkik

2
i nk,ℓmn1,ℓ1m1n2,ℓ2m2n3,ℓ3m3 I

[k][3]
[1][2]

·
[
1 +

(
k3
k

)x(
ℓ3
ℓ

)y

−
(
k1
k

)x(
ℓ1
ℓ

)y

−
(
k2
k

)x(
ℓ2
ℓ

)y]
. (S97)

THE NONLINEAR TIME SCALE

One point worth checking is the time scale it takes for the interactions to occur as the system should have time to
develop a turbulent behavior. Notice first that we are dealing with gravitational strains and not with dimensionful
graviton fields. For the simplicity’s sake, let us estimate the interaction time in the case of a trilinear graviton
strain coupling ∼ h(∂h)2 (to be consistent with the main text, one should estimate the nonlinear time for the
quartic coupling, but we expect a similar estimate as the quartic interactions goes like h2(∂h)2). Furthermore, let
us focus on a system where large multipole perturbations have been injected and calculate what time it takes to
have a cascade generating a strain hlow with much smaller multipole. The calculation is similar to what is done
to compute the nonlinear gravitational wave memory effect.

The low multipole mode solves the back-reaction equations [59]

Gµν [hlow] = 8πT gw
µν , (S98)

where the sourced term on the right-hand side is the pseudo energy-momentum tensor of the primary high multipole
GWs

T gw
µν =

nµnν

r2
dE(u,Ω)

dudΩ
=

nµnν

16π
⟨ḣ2

+ + ḣ2
×⟩. (S99)

By defining, as usual, h̄µν = hµν − ηµνh
α
α/2, in the harmonic gauge where ∂µh̄µν = 0 for the low frequency part

as well, Eq. (S98) becomes

2h̄low
µν = −16πT gw

µν . (S100)
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This can be solved by the usual Green function method such that at position x⃗ it is given by the integral over the
whole space where the source is non-zero

h̄low
µν (t, x⃗) =

∫
dr′dΩ′du′n′

µn
′
ν

dE(u′,Ω′)

du′dΩ′

· δ(t− t′ − r|1− n̂ · r⃗′/r|)
r|1− n̂ · r⃗′/r|

. (S101)

We expand both the contribution into spin-weighted spherical harmonics of spin-weight s = −2, with u = (t− r),

h(u, r,Ω) ≡ h+ − ih× =

∞∑
ℓ=2

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

hℓm(u, r) −2Yℓm(Ω), (S102)

where the spatial direction is parametrized by the two angles in the reference frame centered at the source. Taking
this decomposition the energy flux can be written as

|ḣ|2 =

∞∑
ℓ1=2

ℓ1∑
m1=−ℓ1

∞∑
ℓ2=2

ℓ2∑
m2=−ℓ2

ḣℓ1m1 ḣ
∗
ℓ2m2 −2Yℓ1m1 −2Y

∗
ℓ2m2

, (S103)

one can compute the low frequency GW from the modes of the primary wave. The TT projection factor can be
also written into spherical harmonics [60]

hlow
ℓm = r

∑
ℓ′,ℓ′′≥2

∑
m′,m′′

Γℓ′m′m′′ℓ′′

ℓm

∫ u

−∞
du′⟨ḣℓ′m′

ḣ∗ℓ′′m′′
⟩, (S104)

with

Γℓ′m′m′′ℓ′′

ℓm ≡ (−1)m+m′′

√
(2ℓ′ + 1)(2ℓ′′ + 1)(2ℓ+ 1)

4π

×

√
(ℓ− 2)!

(ℓ+ 2)!

(
ℓ′ ℓ′′ ℓ
m′ −m′′ −m

)(
ℓ′ ℓ′′ ℓ
2 −2 0

)
, (S105)

where the big parenthesis represents the Wigner 3j symbols, which in this case are only non-zero if m = m′ −m′′

and |ℓ′ − ℓ′′| ≤ ℓ ≤ ℓ′ + ℓ′′. If we take ℓ = m = 2, ℓ′ = m′ and ℓ′′ = m′′ = ℓ′ + 2, we obtain the coefficient to be
0.78 for ℓ′, ℓ′′ ≫ 2. In the same limit, for the fundamental mode, we have (we set to unity Newton’s constant)

rhℓ = Aℓe
−iωℓu, ωℓ = ω

[(
ℓ+

1

2

)
− i

2

]
, ω =

1

3
√
3M

, (S106)

and

rhlow
22 ≃ −0.78AℓAℓ+2ωℓωℓ+2

(1 + 2i)

5ω
e−2iωu−ωu. (S107)

The time-scale τNL to initiate the cascade is therefore of the order of hlow
22 /ḣlow

22 ∼ (1/2ω) ∼ M and it will last
till the initial large multipole driver dies off, i.e. till (1/Imωℓ). On the other hand τL ∼ 1/ωℓ ∼ (M/ℓ), so that
ϵ4 ∼ 1/ℓ.
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