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In general relativity, the interaction between a black hole and the fields around it (a process
known as backreaction) proceeds via the evolution of the black holes mass and angular momentum.
Analogue models of gravity, particularly fluid mechanical analogues, have been very successful in
mimicking the propagation of fields, and the effects they experience, around black holes. However,
hydrodynamic black holes are externally driven systems whose effective mass and angular momentum
are set by experimental parameters, and as such no significant internal backreaction processes are
expected to take place. We show, using a rotating draining vortex flow, that a fluid system of
finite size exhibits a memory that keeps track of scattering processes in the system. This memory
is encoded in the total mass of the system and hence, the backreaction arises as a significant global
change in the background parameters, as opposed to a small local correction. More importantly,
this backreaction is encapsulated by a dynamical metric, raising the possibility of studying wave-
background interaction around evolving black hole spacetimes.

Introduction. Analogue gravity, pioneered by Unruh
in 1981 [1], is a research programme which studies grav-
itational phenomena from general relativity (GR) using
a wide variety of non-gravitational systems (see [2] for
a review). Unruh originally considered the propagation
of sound waves through a fluid, and argued that if the
fluid becomes supersonic in some region, the system ex-
hibits a dumb hole horizon - the analogue of a black hole
horizon. More generally, he showed that the wave equa-
tion describing the propagation of linear fluctuations φ
through an ideal fluid is equivalent to the Klein-Gordon
(KG) equation,

1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−ggµν∂νφ) = 0, (1)

describing the propagation of a massless scalar field on an
effective curved spacetime. The effective metric gµν de-
scribing such a spacetime is completely determined by the
properties of the fluid flow under consideration, raising
the intriguing possibility of studying general relativistic
wave phenomena in the laboratory.

Many different analogues have since been investigated
in a variety of condensed matter systems [3–8], includ-
ing surface waves on top of a shallow fluid [9]. Although
the analogy was originally conceived to investigate the
trans-Planckian problem associated with Hawking radia-
tion [10], analogue gravity has enjoyed a number of other
successes: notably surface wave experiments have been
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used to measure Hawking radiation [11–13], superradi-
ance [14], and quasi-normal ringing [15].

One particularly simple model of a rotating black hole
is provided by surface waves propagating on a rotating,
draining fluid flow - the so-called draining bathtub vortex
(DBT). Much work has been devoted to understanding
features of this model (e.g. [16–26]), most of which relies
on the assumption of an inviscid, incompressible, irro-
tational fluid in shallow water. Modifications resulting
from the violation of these last two assumptions have
been considered [27, 28], and black hole effects (super-
radiance [14] and quasinormal ringing [15]) have been
shown to persist under such conditions.

Another key assumption, which all analogue systems
rely upon, is that the waves propagate on a fixed back-
ground. This assumption is necessarily violated in both
hydrodynamical as well as graviational systems, since
the fluctuations drive the evolution of the background
through non-linear terms in the equations of motion.
This process in known as the backreaction. The usual
justification for neglecting backreaction is that the non-
linear terms appear at quadratic order in perturbation
theory and have little influence on the fluctuations, which
are studied at linear order. However, since these terms
can grow in time, they will eventually become important
in determining the dynamics of the background. In at-
mospheric physics, this has widely been studied under
the name wave-mean interaction theory [29] to predict
large scale changes in atmospheric currents resulting from
small perturbations. In studies of surface fluctuations, it
has long been recognised that waves produce a second
order mass flux in the direction of wave propagation [30],
and that this mass flux induces a drift velocity called
the Stokes drift [31, 32]. Despite recognition from the
fluid dynamics community, these effects have yet to be
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incorporated into the analogue gravity formalism.

In this letter, we study the backreaction in an ana-
logue black hole simulator by scattering surface waves
with a DBT vortex. Whilst the backreaction is to be
expected in any non-linear system, it normally proceeds
via a small local change in the background parameters.
By contrast, we show that our system exhibits a signifi-
cant global change in one of the background parameters:
the total fluid mass. We demonstrate theoretically that
this can be explained by way of the wave induced mass
flux across the open boundary of a finite sized system.
Due to the analogy with black hole physics, the evolving
background induces changes in the effective metric, as
energy and angular momentum are exchanged between
the waves and the analogue black hole. Therefore, one
could in principle use a system of this type to investigate
backreaction due to superradiance and Hawking radia-
tion.

Theory. The system we are considering is a stationary
draining fluid flow, where water enters a tank via an inlet
and exits at a drain in a continuous cycle. Such a setup
has previously been employed as a simulator for black
hole superradiance [14] and ringdown [15] processes. For
simplicity, we assume cylindrical symmetry about the
drain and adopt polar coordinates (r, θ, z) centred on the
drain. Water occupies a region z ∈ [0, H] in the verti-
cal direction. The area of the tank A (in the direction
perpendicular to the vertical) is assumed constant and
is bounded by the surface γ. For an incompressible fluid
with density ρf = const, the system is fully characterised
by the water height H and velocity field V. Let γ be
comprised of the surfaces r = r1, encircling (and nearby)
the drain, and r = r2, which forms the outer wall of the
tank. We assume the inlet condition is specified on a
small section of r = r2, but any θ dependence introduced
is confined to a small layer at the edge of the tank which
we neglect.

Now consider fluctuations (i.e. surface waves) de-
scribed by (h,v), which are switched on at t = 0 and
are created inside A. It is well-known [30] that linear
surface waves propagating on a background flow produce
a mass flux j in the direction of wave propagation (which
in our case is in the plane ⊥ to the vertical). If the back-
ground (H,V) is stationary for t < 0, then shortly after
the onset of waves, the amount of mass M contained
within the system will be altered if there is a net mass
flux j⊥ = ρfv⊥ over γ, according to

Ṁ = −
∫
γ

ρfhv⊥ · dl, (2)

where the overdot denotes the time derivative. The
assumptions involved in the derivation of this formula
are detailed in Appendix A. Furthermore, since M =
ρf
∫
AHdA, a change in total mass results in a change

in the water height. If we assume that H is approxi-
mately level over A (i.e. spatially uniform), then the

water height adjusts according to,

Ḣ0 ' −
1

A

∫
γ

hv⊥ · dl, (3)

where subscript 0 indicates that strictly a quantity is
evaluated at t = 0. Expanding H(t) around t = 0 gives,

H(t) = H0 + Ḣ0t+O(t2). (4)

The O(t2) corrections become significant once changes to
the background become large, which means that terms
quadratic in the background variables also contribute to
Eq. (3). Once this happens, the t dependence of H and
V⊥ becomes interlinked and to solve the coupled system,
one must use a second equation (the equation of momen-
tum conservation) in addition to the equation of mass
conservation which is used in the derivation of Eq. (2).
Although we do not attempt this here, we expect this
to produce exponential behaviour of H(t) at late times,

since Ḣ will depend on the value of H.
Near t = 0, fluctuations of frequency ω perceive a

quasi-stationary background and may be written,

f(t, θ, r, z) =
∑
m

fm(r, z)eimθ−iωt, (5)

where f is a placeholder for (h,v) and we have also
used our assumption of cylindrical symmetry to make
a decomposition into modes of azimuthal number m ∈
(−∞,∞). Using this ansatz, Eq. (3) becomes

Ḣ0 = −2π

A
∑
m

1
2Re[h∗mvm] · r

∣∣r2
r1
, (6)

where ∗ denotes the complex conjugate and we have
dropped the subscript ⊥ on the velocity perturbation for
conciseness. At r = r2, vm · er vanishes everywhere ex-
cept at the inlet, where we assume a rapid influx of water
(exceeding the propagation speed of the fluctuations) re-
quired to drive the high flow velocities. Therefore, since
the fluctuations are generated inside A, the total mass
flux receives no contribution at r = r2 and is determined
solely by the form of the fluctuations at r = r1. In Ap-
pendix B, we show how Eq. (6) can be evaluated in the
shallow water regime for a DBT vortex. This system ex-
hibits an effective horizon at r = rh which we take as our
inner boundary.
Experiments. To test the prediction of Eqs. (4) and

(6), as well as to observe the time-scales over which they
are valid, we scatter monochromatic surface waves with
a DBT vortex in a controlled experiment. The vortex is
generated by pumping water at flow rate Q into a rect-
angular (2.65 m× 1.38 m) tank and allowing it to drain
through a hole of radius d = 2 cm located in the centre.
Once the vortex is in equilibrium (determined by the con-
stancy of Q and H0) monochromatic surface waves are
generated using a series of electrically controlled pistons.
The change in water height ∆H = H−H0 is determined
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FIG. 1. The height change ∆H in a DBT resulting from wave incidence. The dashed vertical line indicates when the first
wavefront passed the vortex. In experiment 1 (panel A), we find a consistent decrease in the water level when sending waves
of frequency f = 4 Hz. We have plotted the average over three different repeats of the same experiment, and the error
bars represent the standard deviation. In experiment 2 (panel B), we find similar behaviour when sending waves of varying
frequencies. The model is fitted to the average of the three data sets. In both experiments 1 and 2 we use the linear model
in Eq. (4). In experiment 3 (panel C) we record the height change over a longer period of wave stimulation, finding good
agreement with the heuristic fit in Eq. (7) which has exponential behaviour at late times. Parameters obtained from the fits
can be found in Table I

by illuminating the free surface with a laser sheet and
tracking it’s average position with a high-speed camera.
More details of the method can be found in Appendix C.

In Table I of Appendix C, we summarise the parame-
ters used in each experiment. We display the measured
∆H(t) profiles in Fig. 1. In experiment 1 (panel A) we
verify the linear decrease of H at early times predicted by
Eq. (4). In experiment 2 (panel B) we test the frequency
dependence of Eq. (6) by varying the frequency from 2

to 4 Hz, finding no significant variation of Ḣ0 within this
range. In experiment 3 (panel C) we demonstrate that
at late times the behaviour of H(t) deviates from a linear
decline.

For the results of the first two experiments, we fit
∆H(t) with the linear decline predicted in Eq. (4) to pro-

vide a value for Ḣ0. Since we do not have a prediction
for H(t) over the full evolution, we devise a phenomeno-
logical model which has the expected behaviour at early
and late times, i.e. linear then exponential,

H(t) = H0 + 1
2Ḣ0(t+ tc)− Ḣ0τ log

(
2 cosh

[
t−tc
2τ

])
. (7)

The extra parameters are the time tc at which the evo-
lution switches from linear to exponential, and the expo-
nential decay time τ . Strictly speaking, this model has
linear asymptotics in the limit t → −∞. However, the
behaviour at t = 0 is well approximated as linear pro-
vided tc > τ . The parameters obtained from the fits are
also contained in Table I.

Discussion. Across all experiments, we find linear
behaviour at early times, lending support to our predic-
tion in Eq. (4). This behaviour persists whilst ∆H � H0

as expected, which can be seen by comparing ∆H in
Fig. 1 with the corresponding value of H0 in Table I.

The observed lack of frequency dependence in the sec-
ond experiment is supported by computation of Eq. (6)
assuming a shallow water flow (see Appendix B), which

predicts that the value Ḣ0 only varies by ∼ 1% over the
range f ∈ [2, 4] Hz. Furthermore, by comparing the gra-

dients across the different experiments we see that Ḣ0

depends on H0, supporting our claim that the late time
behaviour should be exponential. This is further evi-
denced by the late time tail in experiment 3.

In Fig. 2, we compare a simulation of the shallow
water wave equation (see Eq. (B5) in Appendix B) for
H0 = 2 cm and f = 2 Hz with the scattered wave from
experiment 2 for the same frequency. A mathematical
justification of our inviscid, shallow water treatment for
this particular experiment can be found in Appendix C.
This treatment is corroborated by the clear similarities
between experiment and simulation in Fig. 2. The scat-
tered wave in our set-up was measured using the air-
water interface sensor described in [14] and for the simu-
lation, we used the flow parameters C = 0.013 m2/s and
D = 0.001 m2/s with the velocity profile in Eq. (B2) of
Appendix B. These values were chosen to be similar to
that found from the flow measurements of [14, 15], which
involved the same experimental apparatus, and the pre-
cise values were tuned to match the number of wavefronts
on the left and right sides of the images 1. Using the
form of the perturbations on the horizon, which requires

1 Changing the values of C andD by 10% resulted in notable visual
discrepancies between the two scattering patterns in Fig. 2. The
predicted value of Ḣ0 changed by about 60% when using these
values.
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FIG. 2. Comparison between a scattered f = 2 Hz wave produced under the conditions of experiment 2 (left) and the prediction
from a simulation of the shallow water equations for an irrotational vortex with a flat free surface (centre). A plane wave is
generated at x < 0 and propagates toward x > 0. The vortex rotates counter-clockwise. On the left, the curvature of the
free surface near the drain is too large for our detection method to resolve, and hence we exclude data points for r < d. The
similarity between the two images is apparent, thereby supporting our simplified theoretical treatment. We also display the
transmission coefficients Tm (right) obtained from the simulation, which enter into the equation for Ḣ0 via the transmitted

wave amplitude |Ah
m| = Tm ga

ω
(2πω/c)−1/2 (see Eq. (B8) in Appendix B). Therefore, only the low lying m modes (and mainly

those with m ≤ 0) contribute to ∆H.

knowledge of the transmission coefficient (see Appendix

B), Eq. (3) predicts Ḣ0 = −0.011 mm/s. Comparing

with the measured value Ḣ0 = −9.8 ± 0.2 × 10−3 mm/s
from in Table I, we find good agreement, despite the vi-
olation of H 6= H(r) and ∇ ×V = 0 (also assumed by
our prediction) in the vortex core where the horizon is
located (see Appendix C for further discussion).

To relate the effect we have observed to the back-
reaction in GR, consider the following. For slowly
evolving background, one can adopt different timescales
for the background and the fluctuations (i.e. a Born-
Oppenheimer approximation [33]). In this approxima-
tion, which is also employed to study the backreaction in
GR [34], the fluctuations of a shallow water, irrotational
fluid obey Eq. (1), with the components of the evolving
effective metric given by,

gµν =

(
−(gH − V⊥,iV i⊥) −V⊥,i

−V⊥,j δij

)
, (8)

where the indices i and j run over spatial dimensions,
δij is the Kronecker delta function and the t dependence
enters via H(t) and V⊥(t) = V i⊥(t)ei. In our analysis, we
have estimated only H(t) a short time after the begin-
ning of wave incidence and the full dynamics of H(t) and
V⊥(t) warrant further investigation. Furthermore, since
the energy and angular momentum density of the shal-
low water background flow are given by ε = 1

2HV2
⊥ and

L = Hr×V⊥ respectively, a change in H corresponds to
changes in both ε and L. Therefore, the height change
mediates the exchange of energy and angular momentum
between the waves and background.

Although the analogy persists at the linear level, the
backreaction equation, describing how the effective met-

ric evolves, is specific to the equations of motion of the
system under consideration, which are the Euler equa-
tions for ideal fluids and the Einstein equations in GR
(different backreaction equations have been studied, for
example, in [34–37]). Despite this, it may still be pos-
sible to learn about generic features of slowly backre-
acting spacetime geometries using analogue systems. In
addition, it is possible extract scattering amplitudes from
changes in global parameters (here the water height) for
controlled scattering processes, e.g. scattering of waves
with a single azimuthal wave number.

Conclusion. In this work, we have studied the back-
reaction of surface waves on a draining vortex flow. Our
results demonstrate that surface waves interacting with
an initially stationary vortex will trigger the evolution of
the background out of equilibrium. Due to the flow being
externally driven, it was previously unclear whether the
background had the freedom to adjust to the presence of
waves in analogue gravity simulators. Our findings show
that the backreaction is indeed observable, and that the
system does in fact have freedom to re-distribute energy
and angular momentum between the incident waves and
the background flow. In the shallow water regime, we
have argued that this evolution is encapsulated by a dy-
namical effective metric. Although this metric does not
evolve according to the Einstein equation, further sim-
ilarities between slowly evolving gravitational and ana-
logue spacetimes have yet to be investigated.

This realisation is important for a number of reasons.
Firstly, one must ensure that any wave effects (e.g. stim-
ulated Hawking radiation, superradiance and quasinor-
mal ringing) are measured on a timescale much shorter
than the time it takes for the background to change, so
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that the assumption of a stationary background is not
violated. This may restrict the frequency range one can
probe in an analogue gravity experiment, as non-linear
effects will influence the low frequency behaviour which
takes places over longer timescales. Secondly, the effect
we have described is a global (as opposed to local) phe-
nomenon. Thus, one can use the asymptotic value of the
water height to obtain insight into scattering processes,
similar to the role that the black hole mass plays in GR.

Based on previous experience, a similar behaviour is
expected to occur in suitable quantum systems, and thus
our findings suggest that analogue gravity experiments
can be used to cross-validate backreaction models in a
relativistic setting. This is an area of research where lack
of experimental input is stalling theoretical development.
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Appendix A

Starting from first principles, we derive a general formula
for the rate of change of total mass contained in a system
due to a non-zero mass flux over it’s boundary. Consider
a volume V bounded by a surface S. In the absence of
sources and sinks, a change in the density inside V is
compensated by the flow of mass over S,∫

V

∂tρ dV = −
∫∫
S
J · dA = −

∫
V

∇ · (ρV)dV, (A.1)

where in the second equality we have used the definition
of the mass flux J = ρV, as well as the divergence the-
orem to convert the surface integral into one over the
volume. The water tank we consider is bounded from
below and open from above, z ∈ [0,∞), with water oc-
cupying the region z ∈ [0, H] where z = H is the free
surface (or height) of the water. Thus the density may
be represented by ρ = ρfΘ(H − z), where ρf = const is
the fluid’s density and Θ is the Heaviside step function.
Inserting into Eq. (A.1) yields,∫

A

∫ H

0

ρf∇ ·Vdz dA = 0. (A.2)

Here we have exploited the kinematic boundary condition
at the free surface Vz(z = H) = (∂t +V⊥ ·∇⊥)H, where
⊥ denotes the components perpendicular to the vertical
coordinate z. The area A of the system in the ⊥ plane
is assumed constant. Splitting the divergence into ⊥ and
z components, performing the z integral and using the
kinematic boundary condition, we arrive at,

Ṁ = ρf

∫
A
∂tH dA = −

∫
A

[
J⊥ ·∇⊥H − Jz(z = 0)

+

∫ H

0

∇⊥ · J⊥dz
]
dA,

(A.3)

where we have used the fact that the total mass of the
system is given by M = ρf

∫
AHdA. If the system is in

equilibrium, all of the terms on the right hand side cancel
leading to Ṁ = 0.

We can gain further intuition by considering the shal-
low water regime, where the expression for Ṁ simplifies
significantly. The shallow water approximation consists
in assuming L � H, where L is a length scale charac-
terising variations of the fluid in the ⊥ plane. In this
approximation, the fluid is treated as a single two di-
mensional layer, in which the z dependence in V⊥ is ne-
glected. Eq. (A.3) then reduces to,

Ṁ = −
∫
A
∇⊥ · (HJ⊥)dA = −

∫
γ

HJ⊥ · dl, (A.4)

where γ is the boundary of A and we have also assumed
that Jz(z = 0) = 0 inside A (this is motivated by the
set-up we consider in the main text). Thus, the system
is in equilibrium if total mass flux over γ is zero.

Now, let (h,v) be linear fluctuations about the back-
ground, which are switched on at the time t = 0. The
presence of fluctuations contributes additional terms to
the mass flux. Making the replacements,

H → H + εh, V→ V + εv, (A.5)

where ε is an order tracking parameter, Eq. (A.4) can be
written,∫

A

[
∂tH+∇⊥ · (HV⊥ + ε2hv⊥)

]
dA

= ε

∫
A

[
∂th+ ∇⊥ · (Hv⊥ + hV⊥)

]
dA,

(A.6)

where we have gathered the terms at linear order in ε on
the right hand side. Assuming that for t < 0 background
is in equilibrium, the presence of fluctuations will trig-
ger the evolution of the background through the O(ε2)
term in Eq. (A.6). To separate out the background and
fluctuation dynamics, once can introduce two new time
variables T1 = t and T2 = ε2t, such that h = h(T1),
H = H(T2) and similarly for the velocity field. Further-
more, since ∇⊥·(HV⊥) = 0 just before t = 0, the leading
order contribution to this term will also be O(ε2). Re-
quiring that the governing equations be satisfied to each
order in ε, the left and right hand sides of Eq. (A.6) must
both vanish respectively.

To compute change inH close to t = 0, we can drop the
term ∇⊥ · (HV⊥) since the background is still approxi-
mately in equilibrium. Assuming that H is independent
of spatial coordinates, the height change at early times
is dictated by,

Ḣ0 ' −
1

A

∫
γ

hv⊥ · dl, (A.7)

which is the result stated in Eq. (3) of the main text.
Note that the quantity under the integral is related to

http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.04935
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4872025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4872025
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the Stokes drift velocity vS for small waves in shallow
water by HvS = hv⊥ [30]. Thus, we may interpret the
mechanism behind the height change as the Stokes drift
integrated over the boundary of the system. At later
times, the ∇⊥ · (HV⊥) term in Eq. (A.6) (which is re-
placed by the first and third term on the right hand side
of Eq. (A.3) for generic water depth) must also be taken
into account, meaning one has to solve the full backreac-
tion equation.

The result in Eq. (3) is not specific to shallow water
and only relies on the assumption of small waves, since
the perturbed z integral in Eq. (A.3) from H to H + εh
reduces to a multiplication, resulting in the same O(ε2)
term as in Eq. (A.6).

Appendix B

In this appendix, we deal with a t independent back-
ground to derive Ḣ0 in Eq. (3). We can make consid-
erable progress analytically by assuming a shallow fluid
which is also irrotational, i.e. ∇ ×V = 0. This second
assumption means that the velocity field represents only
a single degree of freedom Φ satisfying V = ∇Φ. Simi-
larly, the fluctuations satisfy v = ∇φ. The equations for
the stationary background are,

1

2
V2
⊥ + gH = const, ∇⊥ · (HV⊥) = 0. (B.1)

The first of these is Bernoulli’s equation resulting from
momentum conservation, and the second comes from
Eq. (A.4). An approximate solution to Eq. (B.1) far from
the vortex core where H ' const is,

V⊥ = −D/r er + C/r eθ, (B.2)

which is known in the literature as the draining bathtub
vortex (DBT), and C > 0 and D > 0 are the circula-
tion and drain constants. The perturbed shallow water
equations are then combined into a wave equation for the
fluctuations,

(∂t + V⊥ ·∇⊥)2φ− c2∇2
⊥φ = 0, (B.3)

where c =
√
gH is the wave speed. The system ex-

hibits an acoustic horizon rh and ergosphere re (defined
respectively as the boundaries of the regions satisfying
|er ·V| > c and |V| > c) which are given by,

rh = D/c, re =
√
C2 +D2/c. (B.4)

Since the horizon is a one-way membrane for the pertur-
bations, r1 = rh is a natural choice of inner boundary for
the system. The solution for the fluctuations on the hori-
zon then determines the form of Ḣ0. Using the separation
ansatz in Eq. (5) for the field φ, Eq. (B.3) becomes,

(c2r2 −D2)r2∂2rφm

+
[
D2 + c2r2 − 2iD

(
ωr2 −mC

)]
r∂rφm

+
[
(ωr2 −mC)2 − 2imCD −m2c2r2

]
φm = 0.

(B.5)

This has a regular singular point at r = rh and thus a
solution may be sought in terms of a Frobenius expansion
about r = rh [25]. Imposing that the solution remain
finite, the first two terms of the series are,

φm(r) = Ahm

1−
ω̃2 − 2imCD

r4h
− m2c2

r2h

2c
(
c
rh
− iω̃

) (r − rh) + ...

 ,
(B.6)

where Ahm and ω̃ = ω −mC/r2h are the mode amplitude
and intrinsic angular frequency on the horizon respec-
tively. To find hm and vm, we use the relations,

hm(rh) = iω̃g−1φm(rh) + cg−1∂rφm|r=rh ,
vm(rh) = ∂rφm|r=rher + imr−1h φm(rh)eθ,

(B.7)

which upon insertion into Eq. (6) yields,

Ḣ0 = − π

4gcA
∑
m

F |Ahm|2, (B.8)

where F (which controls the sign of Ḣ0) is a function of
the flow and wave parameters given by,

F =
ω̃4 − c8

D4

(
4ωm C

c2 +m4
)

ω̃2 + c4

D2

. (B.9)

Note that for |ω̃| � c2/D we have F ' ω̃2, which is the
result one would naively expect from the eikonal approx-
imation. Unlike the energy current, Ḣ0 does not change
sign with ω̃. This is a result of the mass flux only be-
ing one of several terms contained in the energy current
when V 6= 0 (see Appendix D for discussion).

Appendix C

Here we expand on the details of our experiments. To ob-
serve the height change resulting from impinging waves,
we illuminate the free surface from above using a Yb-
doped laser, mean wavelength 457 nm, which is converted
into a thin laser sheet (thickness ∼ 2 mm). This appears
on the free surface as a line spanning nearly the full length
of the tank, thereby allowing us to see the free surface
in our data. We filmed this line from the side with a
high-speed Phantom Miro Lab camera at 24 fps. The
line of sight of the camera was at an angle of θ̄ to the
free surface such that cos θ̄ = 0.91±0.01, which was nec-
essary to avoid shadows of waves passing in between the
laser-sheet and the camera, which obscured our vision of
the free surface. This induces an uncertainty on the mea-
sured height change which we include in our error esti-
mates of Ḣ0. We recorded the height before sending any
waves to confirm that the background was steady, and
then monitored the water height whilst exciting waves of
frequency f = ω/2π and amplitude a over a time window
∆t. The free surface was identified by finding the pixel of



8

Exp. Q [`/min] H0 [mm] f [Hz] a [mm] ∆t [s] Ḣ0 [mm/s] τ [s] tc [s]
1 14.0± 0.4 20± 1 4 1.6± 0.1 120 −0.0118± 0.0002 - -
2 14.0± 0.4 19± 1 2, 3, 4 2.3± 0.5 120 −0.0098± 0.0002 - -
3 29.4± 0.4 65± 1 4 2.1± 0.5 600 −0.0389± 0.0005 94± 4 383± 3

TABLE I. Details of the different experiments performed to measure the height change ∆H. Q is the average flow rate over the
course of the experiment; H0 is the initial water height; f and a are the incident wave frequency and amplitude respectively; ∆t
is the window of wave incidence; Ḣ0 is the gradient of the linear height change at early times; τ is the decay of the exponential
decrease at late times and tc is approximately the time when the behaviour switches from linear to exponential. The models
used to extract these parameters are stated in in Eqs. (4) and (7). The uncertainties on the parameters are computed using
the residuals from the fitting.

maximum intensity in each image and interpolating us-
ing adjacent points to determine the maximum to a sub
pixel accuracy.

Once the free surface in each image is determined as
a function of spatial coordinate, we extract the zero
wavenumber contribution to the signal using a spatial
Fourier transform. This gave a measurement of the aver-
age height across the observed region at each time step,
which we correct for the camera angle θ̄, obtaining the
variation of the background height over time. In all ex-
periments, the initial height was determined to be suf-
ficiently steady (less than 10% of the total change over
the experiment) and any slight variation was due to the
difficulty in maintaining constant Q over the experiment.
We corrected for this (as well as the slightly different ini-
tial heights) by fitting the curve prior to the start of the
waves with a straight line and subtracting this from the
entire data set to give the height change ∆H. This en-
sured that the height change measured was the result of
the perturbations.

In all experiments, we observed a small amplitude os-
cillation about the linear behaviour at the frequency f
(confirmed by a peak in the Fourier transform of ∆H)
corresponding the oscillatory (linear) terms in Eq. (A.6).
Furthermore, the amplitude of this oscillation decreased
with f which is expected, since integrating Ḣ0 in time
brings out a factor 1/f . We also observe a sharp in-
crease in height immediately before the height starts to
decrease. This is because our wave generator panel is ini-
tially fully retracted and must move forward to its equi-
librium position, thereby reducing the area of the sys-
tem and increasing mean height. In accordance with this
explanation, a sharper increase was observed for larger
piston amplitudes.

To justify a shallow water treatment, we make the fol-
lowing argument. The dispersion relation is obtained
from the wave equation by making the replacements
i∂t → ω and −i∇⊥ → k, where k is the wavevector
in the ⊥ plane. For kH < 1, where k = ||k||, the disper-
sion relation for gravity waves [38] may be expanded in
powers of kH,

ω −V⊥ · k = ±ck(1− k2H2/6 + ... ), (C.1)

where the first term on the right hand side corresponds
to the wave equation in Eq. (B.3), and the second term

is the leading order dispersive correction for kH 6= 0.
To estimate the size of this term far from the vortex
core where ||V⊥|| � c, take k ' ω/c, which is valid
up to corrections of O((kH)2) and O(||V⊥||/c). Using
this estimate, only experiment 2 for f = 2, 3 Hz satisfies
kH < 1. For these frequencies, the dispersive correction
in Eq. (C.1) is 0.05 and 0.11 respectively and thus, in
particular for f = 2 Hz, our shallow water treatment
seems reasonable.

A similar argument may be invoked to justify the as-
sumption of an inviscid fluid. Indeed, corrections to the
dispersion relation due to viscosity ν appear in powers
of νk/c [39, 40], which can be seen purely on dimen-
sional grounds. For water at room temperature with
ν = 1 mm2/s, νk/c ∼ O(10−5f) and can thus be safely
neglected for all frequencies considered.

Finally, although the assumptions H 6= H(r) and ∇×
V = 0 are satisfied far from the centre, they are violated
in the vortex core. The effect of free surface gradients
was studied in [23, 41, 42] and it was shown that whilst
the KG equation is preserved, H = H(r) alters the form
of the effective metric. Flows with vorticity, however, do
not preserve the KG equation since the usual scalar mode
φ becomes coupled to additional degrees of freedom [43,
44]. Since both effects become important in the vortex
core where the drain is located, their inclusion into into
the description of the fluctuations would be necessary
to improve the prediction for Ḣ0. However, since both
are satisfied far from the vortex core, the KG equation
still holds in this region and we can still interpret wave
propagation there using the analogy to GR.

Appendix D

Here we provide a discussion of the different notions of
energy current and their relation to the mass flux. We
begin with an action for the perturbations S =

∫
Ld2xdt,

where the Lagrangian density is given by,

L = − g̃µν∂µφ∂νφ∗

= |Dtφ|2 − c2|∇⊥φ|2,
(D.1)

where g̃µν =
√
−ggµν is the inverse metric and the

squared absolute value is obtained by taking the prod-
uct of a quantity with its complex conjugate. We have
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also defined the material derivative Dt = ∂t + V⊥ ·∇⊥
for conciseness. The explicit form of g̃µν is,

g̃µν =

(
−1 −V i⊥
−V j⊥ c2δij − V i⊥V

j
⊥

)
= − δµt δνt + (c2δij − V i⊥V

j
⊥)δµi δ

ν
j − 2V i⊥δ

µ
(iδ

ν
t).

(D.2)

The wave equation in Eq. (B.3) is then obtained using the
field theoretic version of the Euler-Lagrange equations,

∂µ

(
∂L

∂(∂µφ)

)
− ∂L
∂φ

= 0. (D.3)

Note that applying Eq. (D.3) to the first line of Eq. (D.1)
results in the KG equation of Eq. (1), whereas the second
line yields directly the shallow water wave equation in
Eq. (B.3).

A conserved current j[φ] is a quantity with components
jµ[φ] satisfying,

∂µj
µ[φ] = 0 ⇒ ∂tρ[φ] + ∇⊥ · j[φ] = 0, (D.4)

where the second form in terms of (ρ, j) splits j into the
temporal and spatial parts which are the charge ρ and
current j respectively (not to be confused with the density
and mass flux in the main text). Note, the two together
are collectively called the 4-current. Square brackets are
use to indicate that a quantity is a functional of φ.

Conserved currents are derived as follows. Consider an
infinitesimal transformation of the field which induces a
shift in the Lagrangian,

φa → φa + δφa ⇒ L → L+ δL. (D.5)

Noether’s theorem [45, 46] states that j is a conserved
current if the Lagrangian changes by a total derivative
δL = ∂µF

µ. The components of the current are given
by,

jµ =
∂L

∂(∂µφa)
δφa − Fµ

= − g̃µν(∂νφδφ
∗ + ∂νφ

∗δφ)− Fµ,
(D.6)

where a = 1, 2 with φ1 = φ and φ2 = φ∗. We now
consider two different conserved quantities: the norm and
the energy.

Norm conservation. We consider first performing a
phase rotation on φ. Since the wave equation is linear in
φ, there is an internal symmetry φ→ exp(iα)φ, where α
is a phase rotation, which leaves the equations of motion
invariant. For infinitesimal α, φ changes by δφ = iαφ and
δL = 0. The conserved quantities associated with this
transformation are the norm ρn[φ] and the norm current
jn[φ] given by,

jµn [φ] = ig̃µν(φ∗∂νφ− φ∂νφ∗)
or

ρn[φ] = i(φ∗Dtφ− φDtφ
∗)

jn[φ] = iV⊥(φ∗Dtφ− φDtφ
∗)

− ic2(φ∗∇⊥φ− φ∇⊥φ∗).

(D.7)

Using the ansatz in Eq. (5) for an axisymmetric, qua-
sistationary system, we have ∂tρn = 0. Applying the
divergence theorem to ∇⊥ · jn[φ] = 0 over the region

r = [rh,∞), we deduce
∫ 2π

0
[r · jn]∞rhdθ = 0. Using asymp-

totic solutions to Eq. (B.5) (see e.g. [19]), this integral
yields,

ω(|A+
m|2 − |A−m|2) = −ω̃|Ahm|2 (D.8)

where the left (right) of the equation is the norm cur-
rent expressed at infinity (the horizon) and +/− denote
out/in-going respectively.
Energy conservation. Time translation t → t − δt in-

duces a change in the field δφa = δt∂tφ
a and the La-

grangian δL = δt∂tL. This gives rise to conservation of
the energy current, which has components,

jµe [φ] = − g̃µν(∂tφ
∗∂νφ+ ∂tφ∂νφ

∗)

or

ρe[φ] = ∂tφ
∗Dtφ+ ∂tφDtφ

∗ − L
= |∂tφ|2 + c2|∇⊥φ|2 − |V⊥ ·∇⊥φ|2

je[φ] = V⊥(∂tφ
∗Dtφ+ ∂tφDtφ

∗)

− c2(∂tφ
∗∇⊥φ+ ∂tφ∇⊥φ∗).

(D.9)

Defining ∂tφ = φ̇ and p = ∂L/∂φ̇ = Dtφ
∗ (and similarly

for the complex conjugate), one can see that ρe = H is
the Hamiltonian density.

To make contact with fluid dynamics, we define
(E, I) = (ρe, je)/2g and also φ ∈ R. Using Dtφ = −gh
and ∇⊥φ = v⊥, we obtain the usual equation for wave
energy conservation in shallow water,

∂tE + ∇⊥ · I = 0, (D.10)

where,

E =
1

2
gh2 +

1

2
Hv2
⊥ + hV⊥ · v⊥, (D.11a)

I = (hV⊥ +Hv⊥)(gh+ V⊥ · v⊥). (D.11b)

In fluid dynamics, these equations are obtained by
contracting the linear shallow water equations with
(gh,HvT⊥) where superscript T indicates the transpose.
Following the same procedure outlined above, we evalu-
ate the expression for E to show ∂tE = 0, and apply-

ing the divergence theorem we obtain
∫ 2π

0
[r · I]∞rhdθ = 0.

Evaluating this expression in both limits results again in
Eq. (D.8) multiplied by a factor of ωc/g, thus making
contact between the norm current and the energy cur-
rent.

Restricting our analysis to ω > 0, notice that if
|A+
m|2 < |A−m|2 the energy current is negative (points to-

wards r = rh). However if |A+
m|2 > |A−m|2 (which occurs

for ω̃ < 0) the energy current becomes positive and points
outward, allowing for the extraction of energy from the
system to infinity (this is the phenomenon of superradi-
ant scattering). This is understood as the mode carrying
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a negative energy across the horizon, ρe(rh) < 0, thereby
lowering the energy of the system.

As a brief aside, Eq. (D.9) applied to harmonic field
modes (of the form in Eq. (5)) becomes,

jµe [φ] = iωg̃µν (φ∗∂νφ− φ∂νφ∗) . (D.12)

One can then observe that this energy 4-current is ω
multiplied by the norm 4-current in (D.7). Moreover,
Eq. (D.6) applied to angular coordinate translations leads
to an angular momentum 4-current jµl satisfying the well-
known property jµe /j

µ
l = ω/m.

Now to make contact with the mass flux, we notice
that when V = 0 we have I = gHhv⊥. Once integrated,
this is precisely the term appearing in Eq. (3) multiplied
by a factor c2. Therefore, in the absence of a flow, there
is a direct correspondence between the energy current
in Eq. (D.11b) and the shallow mass flux jSW = hv⊥
given by I = jSWc

2 (reminiscent of the celebrated result
E = mc2). However, when V 6= 0, we see clearly from
Eq. (D.11b) that the energy current and mass flux no
longer coincide. This explains why Eq. (6) does not have
the symmetry properties of ω̃.

For the reader who is more familiar with the language

of electromagnetism, we draw some comparisons here.
The combination 1

2Re[h∗mvm] appearing in Eq. (6) is rem-
iniscent of the complex Poynting vector, S, whose real
part describes the flux of power in electromagnetic waves,
in terms of the phasor decomposition of the electric and
magnetic fields (E and H = B/µ0 respectively), [47],

S =
1

2
E×H∗. (D.13)

The correspondence between I and S becomes exact upon
defining,

h

H
=

B

B0
· ez,

v⊥
c

=
E

E0
× ez,

where E0 = cB0 are reference electric/magnetic fields re-
spectively and the correspondence requires H → ε0 and
gH → 1/µ0ε. Indeed, one can show using this corre-
spondence that Maxwell’s equations in the vacuum are
equivalent to the shallow water system of equations in an
irrotational, quiescent (V = 0) fluid. Hence, in standing
water, the mass flux is analogous to the electromagnetic
power flux.
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