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Abstract

This paper treats nonlinear wave-current interactions in their simplest form – as an overtaking
collision. In one spatial dimension, the paper investigates the collision interaction formulated as an
initial value problem of a Burgers bore overtaking solutions of two types of nonlinear wave equations
– Korteweg–de Vries (KdV) and nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS). The bore-wave state arising after the
overtaking Burgers-KdV collision in numerical simulations is found to depend qualitatively on the
balance between nonlinearity and dispersion in the KdV equation. The Burgers-KdV system is also
made stochastic by following the stochastic advection by Lie transport approach (SALT).
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1 Introduction

Our topic is the nonlinear momentum exchange between surface waves and the currents which carry them.
For example, the wind stress creates waves and swells on the sea surface. Those sea surface waves may
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then exchange momentum with the fluid flow at the surface. We model the last step via a composition-of-
maps approach in which waves are taken as a degree of freedom which exchanges momentum and energy
with the fluid current that carries them.

Our composition-of-maps approach models nonlinear surface waves as propagating in the reference frame
of the fluid velocity at the surface. The total momentum of the system may be written as the sum of
wave momentum and fluid momentum in the fixed Eulerian frame. By Newton’s 2nd Law, the time rate
of change of this total momentum equals the true force acting on the fluid flow in an inertial frame.
However, the acceleration of the fluid velocity is only part of the rate of change of this total force.
Thus, the acceleration of the fluid velocity appears to acquire an additional fictitious force (such as the
Coriolis force, or Craik-Leibovich force) when experienced in the non-inertial reference frame of the fluid
velocity.

The non-inertial force in the fluid frame arising from the shift of the fluid momentum by the addition
of the wave momentum in the Eulerian frame can be regarded as an additional source of circulation
around a Lagrangian loop carried by the fluid velocity. As with the Coriolis force or the Craik-Leibovich
vortex force, the difference in fluid velocity circulation dynamics induced by measuring the fluid velocity
circulation relative to the wave velocity circulation can be exhibited by calculating the Kelvin theorem
for the full system and subtracting out the wave velocity contribution to the circulation integral. To treat
this wave-current momentum interaction dynamics, a theory based on the composition of the fluid flow
map and the wave dynamics map has been developed recently in [20, 21].

This wave-current momentum interaction dynamics can be illustrated in 1D by setting up an initial
condition for a wave-current ‘collision’ in which, for example, a Burgers ramp/cliff solution (an advancing
B-bore velocity profile of the fluid current) overtakes a set of KdV nonlinear dispersive wave packets in
its path. The numerical simulations in the present work show for these initial conditions that when the
B-bore overtakes the KdV wave packets, the large fluid velocity gradient at the leading edge of the B-bore
can rapidly feed the amplitude of the KdV waves so much that – in the frame of motion of the Burgers
leading edge – the KdV solution can incorporate part of the Burgers velocity and carry it forward ahead
of the new Burgers leading edge as a compound wave.

Physically, though, real bores driven by the tide and advancing up the Severn river for example tend not
to show this numerically simulated formation of compound waves. Instead, they tend to show a train
of small amplitude surface waves which have been swept up and embedded in the shallow ramp profile
behind the advancing front of the bore [9]. This qualitative difference in behaviour is found in numerical
simulations in the present work to depend on the balance between nonlinearity and dispersion in the KdV
equation. Namely, as the dispersion coefficient is raised at fixed nonlinearity coefficient the behaviour
of the KdV waves in the B-KdV system can switch their behaviour from being passively incorporated
into the Burgers velocity profile to actively incorporating part of the Burgers momentum and breaking
away run ahead of the Burgers front as a compound wave. See Figure 4 for a comparison of simulation
results.

Thus, from the viewpoint of the present work, this different behaviour in our simulations of the B-KdV
system arises because of a bifurcation depending on the balance between the KdV nonlinearity and the
KdV dispersion and perhaps also with the Burgers nonlinearity. This type of bifurcation study is in
progress also for the wave-current interaction of Burgers currents and waves governed by the nonlinear
Schrodinger (NLS) equation. However, a discussion of the study for B-NLS collisions will be deferred to
future work. For the treatment of wave-current interaction between NLS waves carried by Euler fluid
motion in two-dimensions, see [20, 21].
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2 Modelling considerations

Previous work has shown that in models of wave mean flow interaction (WMFI), although the mean
flow may not itself create waves, the interaction of the mean flow with existing waves can have strong
effects both on the mean flow and on the waves, [21]. In this paper, we will exhibit a geometric approach
to wave-current interaction based upon composition of maps introduced in [21], which we illustrate by
considering two examples of a bore – whose dynamics is governed by the Burgers equation – overtaking
a set of water waves governed either by the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation in one example, or by the
nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation in the other. The dynamics of all three of these types of water
waves are well known. However, the application of the method of composition of flow maps to the collision
interaction of a Burgers bore overtaking a set of nonlinear shallow water waves seems to be new.

The present work aims to investigate nonlinear wave-current interactions in their simplest forms, in one
dimension (1D) on the real line R. Even in 1D these interactions of different types of waves can be
profound. In particular, we investigate overtaking interactions of ramps-and-cliffs shaped bore solutions
of the inviscid Burgers equation,1

ut + 3uux = 0 ,

interacting with:

1. Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) soliton solutions governed by

vt + 6vvx + γvxxx = 0 .

As for the Burgers equation, the KdV equation is Galilean invariant in the sense that a given solution
v(x, t) remains a solution when ‘boosted’ into a moving frame by replacing x with x+ ct everywhere
in v(x, t) so that

v(x, t) 7→ v[c](x, t) = v(x+ vt, t).

2. The Nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS)

iℏψt = −1

2
ψxx + κ|ψ|2ψ ,

describes wave packets for a complex variable (wave function) ψ(x, t). It has two types of solution
known as focusing (κ < 0) and de-focusing (κ > 0). The amplitude of the solution is given by
|ψ|2 = ψ∗ψ.

The nonlinear Schrödinger equation is Galilean invariant in the sense that a given solution ψ(x, t)
remains a solution when ‘boosted’ into a moving frame by replacing x with x + ct everywhere in
ψ(x, t) while also multiplying by a phase factor of e−iv(x+ct/2) so that

ψ(x, t) 7→ ψ[c](x, t) = ψ(x+ ct, t) e−ic(x+ct/2).

Remark 2.1. Although one might expect that the Burgers bores would either ‘snowplow’ the waves ahead
or run them over whenever it encounters them, the coupled nonlinear wave equations will tell a different
story. In fact, as we shall discuss, the interactions of Burgers bores with KdV and NLS solutions can be
much more profound than a simple ‘snowplow’ effect.

1The factor of 3 in the PDE form of the inviscid Burgers equation here signals the geometric notation to be used later
for Lie transport by vector field u♯ acting on a 1-form-density, e.g, Lu♯(mdx⊗ dx) ≃ (mux + (mu)x)dx

2 with m = u and u♯.
In the KdV equation, though, the factor of 6 in the nonlinearity is traditional, following [15, 33, 8]. The relevance of the ratio
of coefficients of the nonlinearity and dispersion in the KdV equation for the qualitative result of collisions of the Burgers
bore with KdV waves is demonstrated in Figure 4 of Section 4.
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Approach. The equations governing wave-current dynamics in two dimensions have been derived and
exemplified in [21]. The equations governing the coupling dynamics exemplified here between the Burgers
ramps-and-cliffs2 and the KdV and NLS solitons will be derived following the work of [21]. Namely, the
Bore-Soliton equations treated here will be derived by Hamilton’s principle in a variational framework
which couples the sum of two Lagrangians for the separate bore and soliton degrees of freedom via
insertion of a vector field representing the Burgers current velocity into a 1-form density representing the
momentum map for each type of soliton. A variant of this general approach was introduced by Dirac and
Frenkel [14] in coupling the Schrödinger equation probability current density J with the electromagnetic
field vector potential A to study linear nonrelativistic quantum electrodynamics (QED). The quantum-
classical (J ·A) coupling of Schrödinger wave functions and Maxwell fields is known to produce profound
cooperative effects, such as stimulated emission of radiation. The present work investigates what effects
may occur when the Burgers current velocity is coupled to the dynamics of two well-known nonlinear
wave soliton equations KdV and NLS via their momentum maps arising in their corresponding phase-
space variational principles.

2.1 Examples

2.1.1 Burgers-KdV (B-KdV) dynamics

For 1D wave-current interaction in the B-KdV case, the approach discussed here amounts to the com-
position of the two smooth invertible maps that govern the dynamics of the two continuum variables
comprising the respective solutions for the bore momentum 1-form density (u dx2 ∈ Λ1(R)⊗Den(R)) and
the KdV soliton density (v dx ∈ Den(R)). The Burgers velocity vector field u♯ := u∂x ∈ R is tangent
to the right action of smooth invertible maps of the real line R onto itself by the diffeomorphism Lie
group. The same map governs KdV dynamics, except it is augmented by the Gel’fand-Fuchs 2-cocycle,
which introduces the third-order dispersion term in KdV and which together with the diffeomorphisms
comprises the Bott-Virasoro Lie group. Thus, the interaction of these two types of coherent structures for
Burgers ramps-and-cliffs and KdV solitons will be governed by the composition of two time-dependent,
smooth, Lie-group transformations of the real line R onto itself, in which one of these maps is extended
by the Gel’fand-Fuchs 2-cocycle.

As discussed below in Section 4, Hamilton’s principle for the sum of Lagrangians for Burgers and KdV
equations coupled via the product of the fluid velocity and the wave momentum map yields the Burgers-
KdV system of partial differential equations,3

∂tu+ 3uux = −v ∂x
(
γvxx + 3v2

)
,

∂tv + ∂x(uv) = − ∂x
(
γvxx + 3v2

)
.

(2.1)

The right-hand sides of these equations arise represent the coupling between the two individual equations.
The KdV dynamics for its potential velocity v dx = ϕx dx = dϕ can be regarded as being ‘swept’ or
‘advected’ as a density by the velocity vector field, u♯, of the Burgers fluid current as,

(∂t + Lu♯)u dx2 = − d
(
γvxx + 3v2

)
⊗ v dx ,

(∂t + Lu♯)v dx = − d
(
γvxx + 3v2

)
.

(2.2)

However, this ‘advection’ is not passive. Solutions of the B-KdV dynamics in (2.1) and their equivalent
geometric form in (2.2) are observed in numerical simulations shown in the figure below to exert profound
effects on the Burgers velocity vector field u♯ that ‘sweeps’ it.

The figure below shows the typical Burgers-KdV overtaking collision.

2Although the Euler-Poincaré variational derivation produces the inviscid Burgers equation, both global well-posedness
of solutions and stability of the numerical simulations of the Burgers ramp-and-cliff dynamics require viscous regularisation.

3The Burgers-KdV system in (2.1) is not in the same category as the Burgers-KdV equation in [35].
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Figure 1: The plots show the evolution of the mean-flow Burgers rightward velocity u and the wave
parameter v in the coupled Burgers-KdV system of equations in (2.1) fromfor a small viscosity of ν = 0.01
in the Burgers equation to stabilise the numerical simulation. At time t = 0, the Burgers bore overtakes
the KdV soliton. At time t = 50s the Burgers bore has started transferring momentum to the KdV wave
and a wave moving rightward in the Burgers frame is developing. At time t = 100s one sees the compound
Burgers-KdV wave advancing ahead of the Burgers bore and leaving behind a leftward moving KdV wave
train as viewed from the leading edge of the instantaneous Burgers motion.

Figure 2: At time t = 0, the Burgers bore overtakes the 1st of three identical rightward moving KdV
waves in the Burgers frame. At time t = 3s, the Burgers bore has started transferring momentum to
the first KdV wave, a KdV wave moving leftward in the frame of the bore is developing and the leading
2nd and 3rd KdV waves are beginning to create small Burgers waves. At time 6s, the 1st KdV wave
has transferred most of its momentum to the 2nd (middle) KdV wave and a KdV wave train is moving
leftward. At time 8s, momentum transfer from the bore has restored the amplitude of the 1st KdV
wave and the 2nd KdV wave is overtaking the 3rd (rightmost) one. At time t=11s, the 2nd KdV wave
has transferred its momentum to the rightmost 3rd wave and both of them have entrained part of the
bore in becoming compound travelling waves. At t=14s, all three KdV waves have become rightward
moving compound Burgers-KdV travelling waves. The middle wave will eventually overtake and transfer
momentum to the leading wave, so that the heights of the compound waves will be ordered in velocity.

2.1.2 Burgers-NLS

The Burgers Ramp/Ciiff solution and the NLS solitons interact quite differently from the interactions
of Burgers Ramp/Ciiff solutions and the KdV solitons. The Lie-Poisson form and the canonical Hamil-
ton’s canonical equations represented by the polar decomposition ψ =

√
N exp iϕ for the Burgers-NLS
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interaction are given by

(∂t + Lu♯)(u−N∂xϕ)(dx⊗ dx) = 0 ,

(∂t + L
u♯+ϕ♯

x
)(N dx) ,

∂tϕ+ uϕx = −1

2
ϕ2x −

(
√
N)xx

2
√
N

+ F ′(N) .

(2.3)

The figure below shows an example of the Burgers-NLS interaction equations derived in Section 5.

Figure 3: This plot illustrates the evolution of the mean-flow velocity u and the wave function amplitude
|ϕ|2 in the coupled Burgers-Nonlinear Schödinger (Burgers-NLS) system of equations treated in section 5.
The Burgers equation ramp/cliff solution is regularised by viscosity of ν1 = 0.1 in this case and dissipation
ν2 = 0.1 has been added to the NLS equation to reduce the frequency of its phase oscillations. At time
t = 0, the Burgers bore starts to overtake the NLS Gaussian wave packet. At t = 4, the bore is clearly
transferring momentum to the NLS wave package. At t = 15, a compound Burgers-NLS wave advances
ahead of the ramp/cliff formation of the bore.

Plan of the paper.

• Section 3 provides the background materials for shallow water waves and in one spatial dimensions.
The examples of inviscid Burgers’, Korteweg–De Vries (KdV) and Camassa Holm (CH) equations
are discussed.

• Section 4 discusses the Burgers-Korteweg-de Vries (B-KdV) results. In particular, Figure 4 demon-
strates the sensitivity of these results to the balance between nonlinearity and dispersion in the
KdV nonlinear wave subsystem of the B-KdV collision. Additionally, we briefly consider the intro-
duction of stochasticity into the B-KdV equations via the approach of Stochastic Advection by Lie
Transport (SALT).

• Section 5 derives the one dimensional coupling of Burgers dynamics to the NLS equations. Note
that this is a 1D analogue of the 2D coupling of Euler to NLS considered in [21].

• Section 6 provides a brief summary of the results in this paper and an outlook for further develop-
ments.
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3 EPDiff and Shallow Water Waves

3.1 Introduction to wave equations

Wave equations are evolutionary equations for time dependent curves in a space of smooth maps C∞(Rn, V )
for solutions, u ∈ V , taking values in a vector space V .

∂tu = f(u) , or ∂tui(x, t) = fi(ui, ui,j , ui,jk, ui,jkl, . . . ) . (3.1)

Typically, V is R or C, n = 1. We are interested in the Cauchy problem. Namely, solve (3.1) for u(x, t),
given the initial condition u(x, 0) and boundary conditions u(x|∂D, t).

Travelling waves. The simplest wave solution is called a travelling wave. This solution is a function u
of the form

u(x, t) = F (x− ct) ,

where F : R → V is a function defining the wave shape, and c is a real number defining the propagation
speed of the wave. Thus, travelling waves preserve their shape and simply translate to the right at a
constant speed, c.

Plane waves. A complex-valued travelling wave, called a plane wave, plays a fundamental role in the
theory of linear wave equations. The general form of a plane wave velocity is

u(x, t) = ℜe(Aei(kx−ωt)),

where |A| is the wave amplitude, k is the wave number, ω is the wave frequency, and cp = ω/k is the
speed along the oscillating waveform.

3.2 Conservation laws

Conservation laws for evolutionary equations of the form ut = f(u) satisfy

d

dt

ˆ
F (u) dx =

ˆ
δF

δu
ut dx =

ˆ
δF

δu
f(u) dx =

ˆ
dG(u) = 0 ,

for some functions F and G of u and its derivatives, and for suitable boundary conditions.

For example, the inviscid Burgers equation

ut + uux = 0 , (3.2)

has an infinite number of conservation laws, given by Cn =
´

un

n dx

dCn

dt
=

d

dt

ˆ
un

n
dx =

ˆ
un−1ut dx = −

ˆ
unux dx = −

ˆ
1

n+ 1
∂xu

n+1 dx = − 1

n+ 1

ˆ
d(un+1) = 0 ,

(3.3)
for homogeneous boundary conditions and any integer n.

Even so, the solutions of the inviscid Burgers equation carry the seeds of their own destruction, since they
exhibit wave breaking in finite time. That is, without dissipation or dispersion their velocity profile would
develop a negative vertical slope in finite time. This is shown in the proof of the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (Steepening Lemma for the inviscid Burgers equation).
Suppose the initial profile of velocity u(0, x) for the inviscid Burgers equation (3.2) has an inflection point
of negative slope ux(0, x(0)) < 0 located at x = x(0) to the right of its maximum, and otherwise it decays
to zero in each direction sufficiently rapidly for all of its conservation laws in equation (3.3) to be finite.
Then the negative slope at the inflection point will become vertical in finite time.
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Proof. Consider the evolution of the slope at the inflection point, defined by s(t) = ux(x(t), t). Then the
inviscid Burgers equation (3.2) yields an evolution equation for the slope, s(t). Namely, using uxx(x(t), t) =
0 the spatial derivative of equation (3.2) leads to

ds

dt
= − s2 =⇒ s(t) =

s(0)

1 + s(0)t
. (3.4)

Thus, if s(0) < 0, the slope at the inflection point s(t) will become increasingly more negative, until it
becomes vertical at time t = −1/s(0).

3.3 Survey of weakly nonlinear water wave equations: KdV and CH

The derivation of weakly nonlinear water wave equations starts with Laplace’s equation for the velocity
potential of an inviscid, incompressible, and irrotational fluid moving in a vertical plane under gravity
with an upper free surface, as, e.g., in [37].

The equations are then expanded in the small parameters ϵ1 = a/h and ϵ2 = h2/l2. Here ϵ1 ≥ ϵ2 > ϵ21
and a, h, and l denote the wave amplitude, the mean water depth, and a typical horizontal length scale
(e.g., a wavelength), respectively. Length is measured in terms of l, height in h and time in l/c0. The
elevation η is scaled with a and fluid velocity u is scaled with c0a/h. Here, c0 =

√
gh is the linear wave

speed for undisturbed water at rest at spatial infinity, where u and its derivatives ux and uxx are taken
to vanish.

The result of the expansion to quadratic order in ϵ1 and ϵ2 is the equation for the surface elevation η (see
e.g. [37], p. 466), while higher order terms (HOT ) can be found in e.g. [38],

0 = ηt + ηx +
3

2
ϵ1 η ηx +

1

6
ϵ2 ηxxx −

3

8
ϵ21 η

2 ηx + ϵ1ϵ2

(
23

24
ηx ηxx +

5

12
η ηxxx

)
+ ϵ22

19

360
ηxxxxx + HOT (3.5)

where partial derivatives are denoted by subscripts.

Next, following Kodama [27, 28] one applies the near-identity transformation,

η = u+ ϵ1 f(u) + ϵ2 g(u) ,

to the η−equation (3.5) and seeks functionals f(u) and g(u) that consolidate the terms of order O(ϵ21) and
O(ϵ1ϵ2) in (3.5) into one order O(ϵ22) term under normal form transformations. This procedure produces
the following 1+1 quadratically nonlinear Camassa-Holm (CH) equation for unidirectional water waves
with fluid velocity, u (x, t) and momentum m = u− α2uxx, with constant α 2 = (19/60)ϵ2, see [12],

mt + c0ux +
ϵ1
2

(umx + 2mux) + ϵ2
3

20
uxxx = 0 . (3.6)

After these normal form transformations, equation (3.6) is equivalent to the shallow water wave equation
(3.5) up to, and including, terms of order O(ϵ22). For α2 positive, equation (3.6) becomes the Camassa-
Holm equation derived and shown to be completely integrable in [5]. Hereafter, we will take α2 = 0 and
leave the Burgers-CH interaction for later work.

For α2 = 0, equation (3.6) remains completely integrable, as it restricts to the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV)
equation,

ut + c0ux + 3uux + γ uxxx = 0 , (3.7)

which admits the soliton solution u(x, t) = u0 sech2((x− ct)
√
u0/γ/2), c = c0 + u0 see, e.g., [1].
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Remark 3.1 (Interacting solutions at different orders).

The higher order terms in the asymptotic expansion of the nonlinear shallow water wave equations in
equation (3.5) represent degrees of freedom that are not accessed by the lower order terms.4

This observation in combination with the Galilean invariance of the Burgers equation and the KdV equa-
tion at the next order of the expansion then raises the following question: What happens when a KdV
solution is boosted into the time-dependent frame of motion of a Burgers solution? This is the question
we address in the present work.

4 Burgers – Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) collisions

In 1D, we consider Hamilton’s principle for the formulation of the Burgers-KdV equations where the
Lagrangian is given by the sum of the kinetic energy of the Burgers’ solution and the Whitham Lagrangian
for the KdV solution as follows,

0 = δS = δ

ˆ T

0
ℓ(u, ϕ) dt , ℓ(u, ϕ) :=

ˆ
R

1

2
|u|2 +

1

2
ϕx (ϕt + uϕx) +

(
ϕ3x −

γ

2
ϕ2xx

)
dx . (4.1)

In Hamilton’s principle (4.1), the variation in u is constrained to have the form δu = ∂tξ− adu ξ obtained
from the Euler-Poincaré theory [24]. The arbitrary variation ξ and the variation δϕ are assumed to be
arbitrary and vanishing at endpoints t = 0 and t = T . As we will see, invoking Hamilton’s principle
with this Lagrangian yields KdV dynamics in the frame of motion of the Burgers equation, and the KdV
dynamics acts back directly on the Burgers dynamics.

Computing the variations in u and ϕ in (4.1) yields

0 = δS =

ˆ T

0

〈
u+

ϕ2x
2
, δu

〉
− ⟨ϕtx + (uϕx)x + γϕxxxx + 3ϕxϕxx , δϕ⟩ dt

=

ˆ T

0

〈
u+

v2

2
, ∂tξ − adu ξ

〉
− ⟨∂tv + (uv)x + γvxxx + 3vvx , δϕ⟩ dt

=

ˆ T

0

〈
(∂t + ad∗

u)

(
u+

v2

2

)
, ξ

〉
− ⟨∂tv + (uv)x + γvxxx + 3vvx , δϕ⟩ dt ,

(4.2)

where in the second line we have inserted the constrained variations of u and introduced the one-form
v dx = ϕx dx. In equation (4.2), the angle bracket operation ⟨m, ξ ⟩ : (Λ1(R) ⊗ Den(R)) × X(R) → R
denotes the L2 dual pairing

⟨m, ξ ⟩ :=

ˆ
R
ξmdx :=

ˆ
R

(ξ∂x) (mdx)dx , (4.3)

where (ξ∂x) (mdx)dx denotes insertion of a vector field ξ∂x into a differential 1-form density mdx⊗dx,
which one may be abbreviated as mdx2 without confusion.5 The arbitrary variation in ϕ yields the
equation

∂tv + ∂x(uv + γvxx + 3v2) = 0 , (4.4)

where we see that v, the solution that corresponds to the KdV part of the flow, is swept along by the
HB u-solution. That is, the one-form v dx is Lie transported by the vector field u∂x. In terms of the Lie
derivative Lu♯ , one can write the v-equation (4.4) in coordinates on the real line as,(

∂t + Lu♯

)
(v dx) =

(
∂tv + ∂x(uv)

)
dx = − d(γvxx + 3v2) , (4.5)

4This remark also applies to the asymptotic expansion of the corresponding Lagrangian in Hamilton’s principle for the
underlying fluid theory. See Gjaja and Holm [16] for discussion of the further benefits of applying asymptotic expansions of
Hamilton’s principle in hierarchies of fluid dynamical approximations.

5For a review of differential form notation and usage in fluid dynamics see [18].
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where the exterior derivative d represents the spatial differential.

The arbitrary variations in ξ yields dynamics for the total momentum 1-form density m, defined by

m := δℓ/δu = u+
1

2
v2 . (4.6)

Noting that ad∗
u♯ m = Lu♯m when m is a one-form density, the dynamics of m can be written as(
∂t + Lu♯

)
(mdx2) =

(
mt + (∂xm+m∂x)u

)
dx2 = 0 , with m := u+ 1

2v
2 , (4.7)

where we have used the coordinate expression of Lu♯ on one-form densities. Thus, we may collect the Lie
derivative forms of the Burgers-KdV equations as(

∂t + Lu♯

)
(mdx2) = 0 and

(
∂t + Lu♯

)
(v dx) = − d

(
γvxx + 3v2

)
. (4.8)

A short calculation to eliminate m = u+ 1
2v

2 in favour of u in (4.7) using the v-equation in (4.4) finally
shows that the results of Hamilton’s principle in equation (4.2) yields the system in equation (2.1).

Hence, the velocity equation and the momentum density equation in (4.8) together imply via the product
rule for the Lie derivative that

(∂t + Lu♯) (u dx2) = − 1

2
(∂t + Lu♯) (v2 dx2) = − (vdx) ⊗ (∂t + Lu♯)(v dx) ,

so that (ut + 3uux)dx2 = (vdx) ⊗ d(vxx + 3v2) =
(
v ∂x(γvxx + 3v2)

)
dx2 .

(4.9)

Thus, equations (4.8) provide the geometric forms of the (u, v) mutual interaction wave-current system
in (4.8).

∂tu+ 3uux = − v ∂x
(
γvxx + 3v2

)
,

∂tv + ∂x(uv) = − ∂x
(
γvxx + 3v2

)
.

(4.10)

Remark 4.1. Homogeneous boundary conditions have been enforced for all spatial integrations by parts
in the previous proof of the Euler-Poincaré equations arising from the Lagrangian in equation (4.1). The
definition v dx = dϕ implies that the quantity v =

´
R v(x, t) dx is constant in time for vanishing boundary

conditions as |x| → ∞.

Remark 4.2 (Hamiltonian formulation for the Burgers-KdV interaction). Upon writing the KdV velocity
as v := ϕx and using (4.6) to write the Burgers kinetic energy in terms ofm and v, the natural Hamiltonian
for the combined system of KdV ‘waves’ interacting dynamically with the Burgers ‘current’ may be taken
as

h(m, v) =

ˆ
R

1

2

(
m− 1

2v
2
)2

+
γ

2
v2x − v3 dx . (4.11)

The corresponding variational derivatives are given by

δh(m, v) =

ˆ
R
u δm−

(
uv + 3v2 + γvxx

)
δv dx .

Consequently, one may express Hamilton’s equations for the Burgers-KdV equations as

∂tm = −
(
∂xm+m∂x

) δh
δm

= −
(
∂xm+m∂x

)
u ,

∂tv = ∂x
δh

δv
= − ∂x(uv + γvxx + 3v2) .

(4.12)

10



The Hamiltonian equations for the Burgers-KdV dynamics in (4.12) may also be written in diagonal
matrix Poisson operator form, as

∂t

[
m
v

]
= −

[
∂xm+m∂x 0

0 ∂x

] [
δh
δm = u

δh
δv = (uv + γvxx + 3v2)

]
. (4.13)

Here we see that the Hamiltonian structure of the m-equation in (4.13) is Lie-Poisson, as expected from
the Euler-Poincaré reduction. We also see the second Hamiltonian structure for the KdV equation,
whose Poisson operator is simply the spatial partial derive ∂x. This Hamiltonian structure does not
involve introducing the Bott-Virasoro Lie algebra, as needed for the other Hamiltonian structure with the
Hamiltonian 1

2

´
R v

2dx in order to capture the dispersive term γvxxx in the KdV equation [29].

Remark 4.3 (Casimirs for the diagonal (untangled) Poisson operator in (4.12)). Casimirs are functionals
that Poisson commute with any other functional of the Hamiltonian variables, in this case (m, v). In
general, the variational derivative of a Casimir functional is a null eigenvector of the Poisson operator.
In the present case, the Casimirs are

Cm =

ˆ
R

√
mdx and Cv =

ˆ
R
v dx .

In addition, for the present case, the Poisson brackets among the moments fm(v) =
´
R v

m dx commute
among themselves,

{fm, fn} = 0 .

Remark 4.4 (The tangled Poisson operator (4.12)). Transforming variables in the Hamiltonian in (4.11)
from h(m, v) to h(u, v), by substituting

u = m− 1
2v

2 , (4.14)

leads to the equivalent Hamiltonian,

h(u, v) =

ˆ
1

2
u2 +

1

2
v2x − v3 dx . (4.15)

The corresponding equivalent equations in Hamiltonian form in the transformed variables (u, v) may be
expressed in terms of the semidirect product Lie-Poisson equations with a generalised 2-cocycle as

∂t

[
u
v

]
= −

[
u∂x + ∂xu v∂x

∂xv ∂x

] [
δh
δu = u

δh
δv = γvxx + 3v2

]
= −

[
3uux + v∂x(γvxx + 3v2)
∂x(uv) + ∂x(γvxx + 3v2)

]
. (4.16)

Evolution under the Lie-Poisson bracket corresponding to the Poisson operator in equations (4.16) is given
by

df

dt
= {f, h}(u, v) = −

ˆ
R

[
δf/δu
δf/δv

]T [
u∂x + ∂xu v∂x

∂xv ∂x

] [
δh/δu
δh/δv

]
dx . (4.17)

The Poisson bracket in equation (4.17) is the sum of a Lie-Poisson bracket dual to the semidirect-product
Lie algebra X(R)ⓈDen(R) of vector fields X(R) acting on densities Den(R) on the real line R with dual
coordinates u ∈ X∗(R) and v ∈ Den∗(R) plus constant antisymmetric bracket with ∂x in the {v, v} position,
inherited as a central extension from the bi-Hamiltonian structure of the KdV equation. By skew symmetry
of the Poisson operator in this bracket operation under the L2 pairing, the equations in (4.16) preserve
the Hamiltonian h(u, v) in equation (4.15) above, since of course {h,h} vanishes identically.
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Figure 4: These figures represents the wave-current interaction with different dispersion strengths γ = 1,
and γ = 2 at a fixed value of 6 for the the KdV nonlinearity coefficient. Fig (a)-(d) shows that for γ = 1
a compound wave is excited and propagates ahead away from the bore. In contrast, Fig (e)-(h) shows
that for γ = 2, the KdV wave moves along with the bore front.

Numerical method In the numerical study, we use the pseudo-spectrum method supported by Dedalus
Project [4]. The computational domain is discretized into 32,768 points over a length of 256 units, utilizing
a 3/2 dealiasing factor to ensure accuracy in the Fourier spectral representation. We use a semi-implicit
backward differentiation formula (SBDF4) scheme with a fixed timestep of 10−6.

4.1 Introducing stochasticity into Burgers-KdV via the SALT approach

Ideal fluid dynamics in the Eulerian representation admits a Lie symmetry reduced Euler-Poincaré for-
mulation [24]. In turn, the Euler-Poincaré formulation defines advective transport in ideal Eulerian fluid
dynamics in terms of the Lie derivative operation. The Stochastic Advection by Lie Transport (SALT)
approach introduces stochasticity into the Euler-Poincaré formulation of ideal fluid dynamics as a semi-
martingale for the transport velocity,

dxt = u(x, t)dt+
N∑
i=1

ξi(x) ◦ dW i
t , (4.18)

thereby preserving the geometric form of the deterministic equations. In fact, the drift velocity u(x, t) is
the deterministic fluid transport velocity and the ξ’s are determined from principle component analysis
of observed or simulated data, as discussed in [10, 11].

Since we have formulated the Burgers-KdV equations (4.8) in terms of deterministic Lie transport, we
may reformulate them in SALT form as(

d + Ldxt

)
(mdx2) = 0 and

(
d + Ldxt

)
(v dx) = − d(γvxx + 3v2)dt , with m := u+ 1

2v
2 . (4.19)

An analysis of these SALT HB-KdV equations is deferred and will be discussed elsewhere.
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5 Burgers – Nonlinear Schrödinger (B-NLS) collisions

Consider the following application of Hamilton’s principle for the Burgers-NLS dynamics, with F (N) =
κN2,

0 = δS = δ

ˆ T

0

ˆ
R

u2

2
−N (ϕt + uϕx) − N

2
ϕ2x −

1

2
(∂x

√
N)2 + F (N) dxdt ,

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ
R

(u−Nϕx)δu+
(
−
(
ϕt + uϕx

)
− 1

2
ϕ2x +

(
√
N)xx

2
√
N

+ F ′(N)
)
δN

+
(
Nt + ∂x

(
N(u+ ϕx)

)
δϕ dxdt .

(5.1)

To check these equations, consider the NLS Hamiltonian in the fixed laboratory frame:

HLab(N,ϕ) =

ˆ
N

2
ϕ2x +

1

2

(
∂x

√
N)2 − F (N)

)
dx , (5.2)

with variations

δHLab =

ˆ (
1

2
ϕ2x +

(
√
N)xx

2
√
N

− F ′(N)

)
δN + (−∂x(N∂xϕ)) δϕ dx . (5.3)

In the laboratory frame one then has Hamilton’s equations

∂tϕ = − δHLab

δN
= − 1

2
ϕ2x −

(
√
N)xx

2
√
N

+ F ′(N) ,

∂tN =
δHLab

δϕ
= − ∂x(Nϕx) .

(5.4)

In the Burgers frame of motion, we have δu = ∂tξ − aduξ and the Hamiltonian H(N,ϕ) is boosted into
the Burgers frame by adding the momentum map coupling term

H(N,ϕ) = HLab(N,ϕ) +

ˆ
uNϕx dx .

The Lie-Poisson form and the canonical Hamilton’s canonical equations in the Burgers frame then be-
come

(∂t + Lu♯)
(

(u−N∂xϕ)(dx⊗ dx)
)

= 0 ,

(∂t + L(u+ϕx)♯)(N dx) = 0 ,

(∂t + Lu♯)ϕ = −1

2
ϕ2x −

(
√
N)xx

2
√
N

+ F ′(N) .

(5.5)

These boosted canonical equations in geometric form reveal the transport operations in the B-NLS equa-
tions and they agree with the results of Hamilton’s principle in equation (5.1) when their coefficients are
collected. In particular, though, they reveal where stochastic transport may be properly added in the
B-NLS system. Namely, the addition of stochastic transport to the vector fields u♯ or ϕ♯x may be added
separately or together, provided the stochastic transport vector fields are uncorrelated.

6 Conclusion and Outlook

This paper has derived and simulated 1D self-consistent models of wave-current interaction equations
modelled by Burgers motion transporting KdV nonlinear wave evolution special initial conditions mod-
elling the overtaking collisions of Burgers bores with KdV and NLS waves. In each case, we have stressed
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the generality of the derivations of the wave-current interaction equations via the composition-of-maps
variational approach by writing the wave-current collision equations in coordinate-free differential form
to reveal their geometric structure. We have also simulated the B-KdV and B-NLS equations computa-
tionally in order to illustrate their fascinating solution behaviour.

B-NLS wave-current collisions can be generalised to higher dimensions. In fact, the composition-of-maps
approach for the coupling of ideal Euler fluid dynamics to NLS waves via composition of maps in 2D has
already been derived, investigated, simulated and discussed in detail in [21]. However, the complexity of
the 2D interactions of fluid flow with NLS waves seen in [21] warrants 1D investigation to better illustrate
the rich solution behaviour in a simpler context.

The coupled wave-current models studied here were also made stochastic using the SALT approach which
preserves the variational derivations. The effects of stochasticity in other Burgers – nonlinear wave
interactions also deserve further investigation.
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