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Abstract
The study of the Euler equations in flows with constant vorticity has piqued the curiosity of a
considerable number of researchers over the years. Much research has been conducted in this
subject under the assumption of steady flow. In this work, we provide a numerical approach
that allows to compute solitary waves in flows with constant vorticity and analyse their stability.
Through a conformal mapping technique, we compute solutions of the steady Euler equations,
then feed them as initial data for the time-dependent Euler equations. We focus on analysing
to what extent the steady solitary waves are stable within the time-dependent framework. Our
numerical simulations indicate that although it is possible to compute solitary waves for the
steady Euler equations in flows with large values of vorticity, such waves are not numerically
stable for vorticities with absolute value much greater than one. Besides, we notice that large
waves are unstable even for small values of vorticity.
Key words: Constant vorticity, Solitary water waves, Euler equations, Numerical stability.
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Introduction

The propagation of solitary water waves on flows with constant vorticity has piqued the curiosity
of a considerable number of mathematicians, engineers and physicists over the years. Theoretical,
numerical and experimental studies have been conducted on this topic.
The first rigorous existence theory of solitary waves to the Euler equations dates back to Lavrentiev [1954], Ter-Krikorov [1960], Friedrichs & Hyers [1954] and Beale [1977] for small amplitude
waves, and to Toland et al. [1982, 19812 ,1] for large-amplitude solitary waves. All these works
considered irrotational flows. The proof of the existence of solitary waves with vorticity was given
by Hur [2008] (for small amplitude waves) and by Wheeler [2013] (for large amplitude waves).
Both authors used in their works the Dubreil-Jacontin transformation which presupposes the nonexistence of stagnation points – fluid particles with zero velocity in the wave’s moving frame. Only
recently, Kozlov et al. [2020] proved the existence of solitary waves for the Euler equations in flows
with constant vorticity allowing stagnation points within the fluid bulk. However, asymptotic works
from the 1980s have indicated the existence of solitary waves in flows with stagnation points in the
interior Johnson [1986].
Asymptotic models for solitary water waves with vorticity were initially studied by Benjamin
[1962], for steady solitary waves, and by Freeman & Johnson [1970], who deduced a KdV type
equation from the Euler equations in the presence of a nonuniform current varying vertically. In
these works the authors assumed that the ratio between the water depth and the characteristic
wavelength is small (weakly dispersive regime), as well as the ratio between the wave amplitude and
the water depth (weakly linear regime). Without imposing any restrictions on the wave amplitude,
Choi [2003] deduced an asymptotic model for weakly dispersive solitary waves in flows with constant vorticity. More recently, Guan [2020] studied numerically the structure of the flow beneath
rotational solitary waves. In this work, the author compared the particle trajectories captured by
the KdV model with the ones generated by the Euler equations. His results show that both models
capture practically the same structure inside the fluid (trajectories and stagnation points) when the
wave amplitude is small.
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One technique commonly used to deal numerically with traveling solutions for the full Euler
equations is to consider the steady version of this system. Among the authors that used this
approach we refer to Teles da Silva & Peregrini [1988]. Through a conformal mapping that transforms the physical domain into a somewhat anular region, they used a boundary integral method
and numerically computed solitary waves with vorticity for the steady Euler equations. Later,
Vanden-Broeck [1994] revisited this problem and found numerically waves with constant vorticity
that have overturning profiles, that is, profiles that are not graphs of a function. Furthermore, he
showed that there are branches of solutions that do not bifurcate from the trivial shear flow, that
is, from the current-induced flow varying linearly with depth to the free surface at rest.
Regarding the numerical schemes for the time-dependent Euler equations, the technique introduced by Dyachenko et al. [1996] stands out. Through a time-dependent conformal mapping, the
procedure proposed by these authors transforms the Euler equations into a system of ODEs. This
approach has resulted in numerical methods with good accuracy as illustrated, for example, by
Flamarion et al. [2019] in the study of the dynamic of waves generated by current-topography interactions. We point out that this conformal mapping has also been widely applied in the numerical
study of the steady Euler equations, mainly in the investigation of the structures beneath periodic
waves with constant vorticity Dyachenko & Hur [2019]; Dyachenko & Hur. [2019]; Ribeiro Jr et
al [2017]; Choi [2009].
In this work, we study numerically the wave stability of solitary waves in flows with constant
vorticity through the Euler equation. More specifically, based on the work of Ribeiro Jr et al [2017]
for periodic traveling waves in flows with constant vorticity, we propose a numerical scheme to find
solitary waves with constant vorticity for the steady Euler equations. Then, we use these waves as
initial data for the time-dependent Euler equations. This approach allows us to analyse whether
the steady solutions are indeed solutions of the time-dependent Euler equations. In an effort to
compute the wave evolution, we adjust the numerical method proposed by Flamarion et al. [2019]
in the study of generated waves. As far as we know there are no study on the wave stability of
solitary waves with constant vorticity in the context that we are doing here. Previous studies focus
on the wave stability of periodic waves in the sense of Benjamin-Feir instability (Choi [2009]) and
linear stability (Francius & Kharif [2017]).
Our results indicate that although there may exist solitary waves for the steady Euler equations
for arbitrarily large vorticity values, these waves are not numerically stable. Furthermore, the
simulations show that the solitary waves are stable only for small vorticity values.
For reference, this article is organized as follows. The governing equations of water waves in flows
with constant vorticity are presented in section 2. In section 3, we describe the numerical method for
solitary waves solution to the steady Euler equations. In section 4, we deal with the time-dependent
Euler equations. Then, we move to a compilation of our main results and simulations in section 5
and proceed to our final considerations.
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Governing equations

We consider an incompressible flow of an inviscid fluid with constant density (ρ) in a twodimensional channel with finite depth (d) under the force of gravity (g), and constant pressure (P0 ).
Besides, we assume that the flow is in the presence of a linearly sheared current (constant vorticity).
→
−
Denoting the velocity field in the bulk fluid by U (x, y, t) = (u(x, y, t), v(x, y, t)) and the free surface
by ζ(x, t), this free-boundary problem can be described by the Euler equations
→
−
→
−
→
−
U t + ( U · ∇) U
→
−
∇· U
p
v
v

∇p
− gj in − d < y < ζ(x, t),
ρ
0
in − d < y < ζ(x, t),
P0
at y = ζ(x, t),
ζt + uζx
at y = ζ(x, t),
0
at y = −d,

= −
=
=
=
=

(1)

where j is the unitary vector (0, 1).
The assumption of constant vorticity enables us to write the velocity field as
→
−
−
→
U = U0 + ∇φ,
where

−
→
U0 = (ay + f, 0),

(2)

f ∈ R,

is a linear shear flow solution of (1) characterized by the flat surface ζ ≡ 0 and constant vorticity
−a. Here, φ is the velocity potential of an irrotational perturbation of the shear flow. The insertion
of (2) in the Euler equations (1) yields the set of equations
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∆φ = 0
ζt + (aζ + f + φx )ζx = φy
2
2
φt + 12 (φx + φy ) + (aζ + f )φx + gζ − aψ = B(t)
φy = 0

in − d < y < ζ(x, t),
at y = ζ(x, t),
at y = ζ(x, t),
at y = −d,

(3)

where ψ is a harmonic conjugate of the potential function φ. We make variables non-dimensional
via the following transformations:
ad
ζ = dζ 0 ,
Ω= √ ,
dg
√
0
y = dy 0 ,
φ = d dgφ , p = P0 + ρgdp0 ,
q
√
f
0
t = dg t0 , ψ = d dgψ ,
F =√ .
dg

x = dx0 ,

(4)

Dropping the prime notation, this gives us the dimensionless version of equations (3):
∆φ = 0
ζt + (Ωζ + F + φx )ζx = φy
2
2
φt + 12 (φx + φy ) + (Ωζ + F )φx + ζ − Ωψ = B(t)
φy = 0

in − 1 < y < ζ(x, t),
at y = ζ(x, t),
at y = ζ(x, t),
at y = −1,

(5)

where −Ω is the dimensionless vorticity and F is the Froude number.
For the study of travelling wave solutions it is convenient to eliminate time from the problem
by passing to a moving frame
X = x − ct and Y = y,
where c is the wave speed, to be determined a posteriori. In this new moving reference frame the
wave is stationary and the flow is steady. Taking this new frame of reference into account, equation
(5) becomes
∆φ = 0
−cζX + (F + Ωζ + φX )ζX = φY
2
2
−cφX + 12 (φX + φY ) + (Ωζ + F )φX + ζ − Ωψ = B
φY = 0

in − 1 < Y < ζ(X),
at Y = ζ(X),
at Y = ζ(X),
at Y = −1.

(6)

We assume that ζ(X) is a solitary wave whose crest is located at X = 0 and satisfies
ζ(X) → 0

as

|X| → ∞.

(7)

In the following, we present a numerical scheme to compute the solutions of the system (6) and a
numerical scheme to the evolution problem (5).

3

Steady solitary waves

Since ζ(X) decays to zero as |X| → ∞, we can truncate its infinite domain to a finite one
[−λ/2, λ/2] with λ > 0, and approximate the boundary conditions by periodic conditions. Then
we can solve equations (6) through the conformal mapping technique introduced by Dyachenko et
al. [1996], that has been widely applied in free boundary problems (Choi [2003]; Milewski et
al. [2010]; Ribeiro Jr et al [2017].) This strategy consists in using a conformal mapping from
a strip of length L and width D (canonical domain) onto the flow domain of the solitary wave
{(X, Y ) ∈ R2 , −λ/2 ≤ X ≤ λ/2 and − 1 ≤ Y ≤ ζ(X)}. This map is such that in the canonical
domain the free boundary problem (6) can be solved numerically by the use a spectral collocation
method and Newton’s method.

3.1

Conformal mapping for steady waves

Consider the conformal transformation
Z(ξ, η) = X(ξ, η) + iY (ξ, η),

(8)

under which the strip {(ξ, η) ∈ R2 ; −L/2 ≤ ξ ≤ L/2 and − D ≤ η ≤ 0} is mapped onto the flow
domain, as in Figure 1. The constant D will be determined so that both domain have the same
length. Hence, the mapping does not alter the wavelengths. Since Z is taken to be conformal, thus
analytical, X and Y are actually conjugate harmonic functions, whereas the mapping’s Jacobian is
given by
J = Xξ2 + Yξ2 .
(9)
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Figure 1: Illustrative depiction of the conformal mapping. The free surface is flattened out in the
canonical domain.
A central characteristic of this mapping is given by the way the boundary curves from each
domain are related
(
Y (ξ, 0) = ζ(X(ξ, 0)),
(10)
Y (ξ, −D) = −1,
which serves as Dirichlet data for the Laplace’s equation for Y . By denoting Y(ξ) = Y (ξ, 0) and
X(ξ) = X(ξ, 0) the traces of the respective harmonic functions along η = 0, we have that


sinh(k(η + D))
(η + D)hYi + η
Y (ξ, η) = F −1
F(Y) +
, k 6= 0,
(11)
sinh(kD)
D
where k = k(j) = (π/L)j, for j ∈ Z, F is the Fourier transform in ξ-variable given by
1
F(f (ξ)) = fˆ(k) =
L

L/2

Z

f (ξ)e−ikξ dξ,

−L/2

F −1 (fˆ(k)) = f (ξ) =

X

fˆ(k)eikξ ,

j∈Z

and h · i denotes the average defined by
hYi =

1
L

Z

L/2

Y(ξ)dξ.
−L/2

By differentiation of equation (11) with respect to η and integration of the Cauchy-Riemann equation
Xξ = Yη , we get




1 + hYi
−1 i cosh(k(η + D))
X(ξ, η) =
ξ−F
F(Y) , k 6= 0.
(12)
D
sinh(kD)
The canonical depth D can be fixed if we require that both canonical and physical domains have
the same length. Let L and λ be the respective lengths, thus
X(ξ = L/2) − X(ξ = −L/2) = λ.
It follows from (12) that this restriction leads to the relation
D = 1 + hYi.

(13)

The Laplace equation is conformally invariant. So, denoting by φ(ξ, η) = φ(X(ξ, η), Y (ξ, η)) and
ψ(ξ, η) = ψ(X(ξ, η), Y (ξ, η)) the potential and its harmonic conjugate in the canonical coordinates,
one can easily obtain that:
φξξ + φηη = 0
φ = Φ(ξ)
φη = 0

in − D < η < 0,
at η = 0,
at η = −D,

ψξξ + ψηη = 0
ψ = Ψ(ξ)
ψ=Q

in − D < η < 0,
at η = 0,
at η = −D,

and

where Q is an arbitrary constant. The formulas for φ(ξ, η) and ψ(ξ, η) can be found in similar
fashion to that worked out to X(ξ, η) and Y (ξ, η), which yields


−1 cosh(k(η + D))
F(Φ) ,
φ(ξ, η) = F
cosh(kD)
4

ψ(ξ, η) = F

−1




sinh(k(η + D))
η
F(Ψ) − Q .
sinh(kD)
D

Using the Cauchy-Riemman equation φξ = ψη and evaluating along η = 0 we find that
Φξ (ξ) = F −1 [−i coth(kD)Fk (Ψξ )] .

(14)

For simplicity, we make use of the Fourier operator C[·] defined as follows: given a function f (ξ),
C[f (ξ)] = C0 [f (ξ)] + lim i coth(kD)fˆ(k),
k→0

where C0 [ · ] = F −1 HF[ · ], with H given by
(
i coth(kD), k 6= 0
H(k) =
0, k = 0.

(15)

(16)

For the particular case of C[·] evaluated at fξ (ξ), we have that
C[fξ (ξ)] = C0 [fξ (ξ)] −

fˆ(0)
,
D

(17)

With this notation, we obtain from relations (12), (13) and (14) that
Xξ = 1 − C0 [Yξ ]

(18)

Ψ̂(0)
.
(19)
D
Performing straight-forward calculations we obtain that the Kinematic condition (6)2 and Bernoulli
law (6)3 in canonical coordinates are given by
Φξ = −C0 [Ψξ ] +

Ψξ = cYξ − (ΩY + F )Yξ ,
Φξ Xξ + Ψξ Yξ
Φξ Xξ + Ψξ Yξ
1
+
(Φ2 + Ψ2ξ ) + Y + (ΩY + F )
− ΩΨ = 0.
J
2J ξ
J
Then, integrating (20) we get


ΩY2
+ F Y + M,
Ψ = cY −
2
−c

(20)
(21)

(22)

where M is an arbitrary constant. In order to simplify the use of the formula (19) we choose Ψ so
that Ψ̂(0) = 0. This leads naturally to



ΩY2
M = cY −
+ FY
.
2
Hence, in which follows
Φξ = −C0 [Ψξ ].

(23)

By substituting equation (22) and (23) into (21), then equation (20) into the resulting equation,
we obtain a single equation for the free surface
−

(C[(ΩY + F )Yξ ])2 C[(ΩY + F )Yξ ]
c2
c2
+
+Y+
−
(c − (ΩY + F )Xξ )
2
2J
2J
J


(ΩY + F )2 Yξ2 c(ΩY + F )Xξ
ΩY
−
+ Fc + Ω
+ F Y + ΩM = B.
−
2J
J
2

(24)

Observe that Xξ = 1 − C0 [Yξ ] and J = X2ξ + Yξ2 , so this is an equation whose unknowns are Y(ξ),
c, D and B. It is the aim of the next section to describe an approach for finding solitary-type
solutions numerically.
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3.2

Numerical method

Up to this point, we have transformed the free boundary problem (6) into an algebraic system
of two equations ( (13) and (24) ) and four unknowns Y(ξ), c, D and B. In order to get a system
that can be handled by Newton’s method, we add two extra equations.
We fix the amplitude A of the wave through
Y (0) − Y (−L/2) = A,

(25)

and based on the limit (7) we impose that
Y (−L/2) = 0.

(26)

Consider a discrete version of equations 13, 24, 25 and 26 as follows. Let us take an evenly
spaced grid in the ξ axis in the canonical domain, say
ξj = −L/2 + (j − 1)∆ξ,

j = 1, ..., N,

where ∆ξ = L/N,

(27)

with N even. We impose symmetry about ξ = 0 so that Yj = YN −j+2 , where Yj = Y(ξj ). Fixing
Ω and F , we have N/2 + 4 unknowns: Y1 , · · · , YN/2+1 , c, D and B. We satisfy equation (24) at
the grid points (27). The Fourier modes are computed by the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) and
derivatives in the ξ-variable are performed spectrally (Trefethen [2001]). This results in N/2 + 1
equations
Gj (Y1 , · · · , YN/2+1 , c, D, B) = 0 j = 1, · · · , N/2 + 1
. Equation (13) is discretized using the trapezoidal rule, which leads to the equation
N/2

GN/2+2 (Y1 , · · · , YN/2+1 , c, D, B) =

Y1 + YN/2+1 X
+
Yj + 1 − D = 0.
2
j=2

Finally, we satisfy (25) and (26), resulting in a system of the N/2 + 4 equations and N/2 + 4
unknowns,
GN/2+3 (Y1 , · · · , YN/2+1 , c, D, B) = YN/2+1 − Y1 − A = 0,
GN/2+4 (Y1 , · · · , YN/2+1 , c, D, B) = Y1 = 0.
The system is solved by Newton’s method, where our initial guess is taken to be the well known
solitary wave solution for the classical (irrotational) Koterweg-de Vries equation, that is

Y(ξ) = A0 sech2

p

A0
3A0 /4ξ , c = 1 +
,
2

where A0 is chosen small (0.02 was used). From there, the idea is to make use of the continuation
technique in A and Ω, where the prior converged solution in fed as initial guess to a new solution.
The Jacobian matrix of the system is computed by finite difference and the stopping criterion for
the Newton’s method is
PN/2+4
|Gj |
j=1
< 10−10 .
N/2 + 4
In all experiments performed we used L = 1500. This is important to make sure that the method
indeed converges to a solitary-type solution instead of something else, such as known periodic
solutions which can be captured by a similar method, presented in Ribeiro Jr et al [2017]. Finally,
for each choice of Ω, the Froude number used was, in all the examples that will be presented later,
→
−
F = Ω/2. This implies canceling the average mass flow of the stream U 0 = (ΩY + F, 0).

4

Time-dependent solitary waves

We now shift the attention to a brief discussion on time-dependent Euler equations (5) and their
solutions as it is one of the main concerns of this work to develop a technical comparison between
steady and non-steady frameworks. This will be detailed further, in section 5.2.
Note that there is no loss of generality in assuming that the constant of Bernoulli B(t) in the
boundary condition (5)3 is equal to zero. Having said this, the numerical method that we will use
to study the time dependent Euler equations is a simpler version of the one presented by Flamarion
et al. [2019]. These authors investigated waves generated by current-topography interaction in
Euler equations framework through a time-dependent conformal mapping. In our work we consider
the flat bottom version of their method which is summarized here.
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The now time-dependent mapping is given by
z(ξ, η, t) = x(ξ, η, t) + iy(ξ, η, t),
which flattens the free surface and maps a strip of width D(t) onto the fluid domain and satisfies
the boundary conditions
y(ξ, 0, t) = ζ(x(ξ, 0, t), t) and y(ξ, −D(t), t) = −1.
Let φ(ξ, η, t) = φ̄(x(ξ, η, t), y(ξ, η, t), t) and ψ(ξ, η, t) = ψ̄(x(ξ, η, t), y(ξ, η, t), t) be its harmonic
conjugate, and denote by Φ(ξ, t) and Ψ(ξ, t) their traces along η = 0 respectively. Considering
X(ξ, t) and Y(ξ, t) as the horizontal and vertical coordinates at η = 0, Kinematic and Bernoulli
conditions (5)2,3 are read as


Θξ
Θξ
− Xξ
Yt = Yξ C
,
J
J


(28)
Θξ
1
1
2
2
Φt = −Y −
− (F + ΩY )Xξ Φξ ,
(Φξ − Ψξ ) + Φξ C
2J
J
J
where Θξ (ξ, t) = Ψξ + F Yξ + ΩYYξ , J = X2ξ + Yξ2 is the Jacobian of the conformal mapping
evaluated at η = 0,
 
1
− C Yξ ,
D 
Φξ = −C Ψξ ,
Xξ =

and C is the operator introduced in the previous section. As before, we define the now timedependent canonical depth by
D(t) = hY(ξ, t)i + 1,
so that wavelength is preserved throughout the transformation. Details on the method can be found
in Flamarion et al. [2019].
The wave dynamic is found integrating in time the family of ordinary differential equations (28)
through the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method. Besides, the canonical domain is discretized as
mentioned in the steady wave case (see equation 27) with all Fourier transforms approximated by
the FFT.

5
5.1

Results
Steady waves

It is well known in the literature that the crests of the waves become rounder as Ω decrease.
This has been shown by Teles da Silva & Peregrini [1988], Vanden-Broeck [1996], Ko & Strauss
[2008], Ribeiro Jr et al [2017] and Dyachenko & Hur. [2019] for periodic travelling waves and
by Vanden-Broeck [1994] for solitary waves. Figure 2 displays various wave profiles for different
vorticity values. As can be seen, the numerical method captures these well known characteristics
about waves with vorticity: more rounded or cuspidate profiles depending on the Ω signal. Although
the computational domain used was equal to 1500, for visualization purposes the plot window was
chosen to be 50 units long.
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Figure 2: Wave profiles with amplitudes A = 0.1 (left) and A = 0.2 (right). Although the computational domain utilized was 1500, for visualization purposes the plotting window size was chosen
to be 50 length units wide.
Furthermore, vorticity also has a straight-forward and expected effect in the velocity of the
constructed waves: greater vorticity implies greater velocity across the amplitude spectrum, a trend
that matches with the well-known dispersion relation from linear theory, as depicted in Figure 3.
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Figure 3: Velocity - vorticity relation
The closed formula for the velocity shown in dashed lines in Figure 3 is given by
r
Ω
Ω2
clin = F − +
+ 1.
2
4
In what follows, we can see how the velocities are influenced by increasing the amplitude while
keeping vorticity fixed. For low amplitudes, it is expected that waves constructed by the presented
method show similar behaviour to the sech2 -type solution of the KdV equation. Regarding the
analysis a KdV model in the presence of vorticity we refer to Guan [2020], as the formulation
presented there was used here to fix exact solutions of a reduced model as reference for comparison
with our numerical solutions.
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Figure 4: Velocity - amplitude relation, for different choices of vorticity and comparison to the
linear relation from KdV
The dashed line means the rotational KdV velocity solution after scaling to the Euler regime,
specifically
cKdV = c̃ + ṽ + F,
(29)
where

√
−Ω + Ω2 + 4



,
c̃ =


2



r

(Ω2 + 3)
δ
=
,

4c̃2





4δ 2 c̃


,
ṽ =
3(2c̃ + +Ω)

(30)

and  is the non-linearity parameter.
For a given choice of parameters Ω and A and in a certain sense, Figure 4 can indicate the
distance between our solutions to the analytical solution found in KdV regime. As expected we see
very close velocities whenever A is small but the overall pattern of velocity/amplitude relation in
the case of Euler solutions present a clear deviation from the linear distribution found in KdV. In
particular, around A = 0.15, A = 0.2 we see a slight takeoff from the Euler regime in comparison
to the KdV, while it is interesting to observe that the general aspect of this “takeoff curve” is
overall maintained unchanged when we vary vorticity choices. Finally, we remind that, at best,
there will always be slight deviations on numerical output depending on the number of mesh points.
The confidence in the results presented throughout this section and the next is greatly based on a
resolution study which is detailed in Appendix A.
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5.2

Evolution of solitary waves

In this section, we make use of the numerical evolution method synthesized in section 4 to
analyze the actual dynamics of our constructed waves, that is, to check whether the solutions given
by our steady waves numerical method are indeed steady/travelling solutions.
Assume the solitary wave, of amplitude A, solution of the flow of vorticity Ω0 and Froude number
F0 (Ω0 /2) is computed numerically. Let us denote by Y0 its profile and c0 its velocity. Now we are
interested to solve system (28) with parameters Ω = Ω0 and F = F0 − c0 . With this choice, we are
including a countercurrent which cancels out precisely the wave velocity, leaving a stationary wave
as the solution, if c0 was to be its original speed. Also, a numerical calculation of Φ0 from Y0 is
necessary, but this can be achieved by


1
−1
Φ0 = Fk6=0 −i Φ̂ξ (k) ,
(31)
k
taken (18)2 and (20) into account. Initial data can now be fixed as
(
Y(ξ, 0) = Y0 ,
Φ(ξ, 0) = Φ0 .

(32)

Letting f (t) denote the vector with entries (f (ξj , t)), j = 1, ..., N/2 + 1, an error function is
defined by:
E(t) =

||Y(t) − Y0 ||∞
.
||Y0 ||∞

(33)

Essentially, we want to investigate how the vorticity, as well as amplitude, of a given Euler
solution, affects the numerical stability of the wave. For the criterion, we make use of the empirical
quantity called the effective wavelength, denoted by EW , which is the length of the interval that
contains almost all of the energy of the wave. The test is then whether the wave would be able
to travel (without changing shape or velocity) a distance which is at least 25 times its effective
wavelength, were us to withdraw the countercurrent. All we need to do is see if the wave holds
still and stable up to time t = b25 × EW/cc or longer. The measuring of shape and velocity
preservation during evolution will be then calculated by the error function E(t). As for the RungeKutta fourth-order evolution, the time step choice was ∆t = 10−2 . Here, the time grid used is given
by tj = (j − 1)∆t, j = 1, ..., N t with N t = 2000/∆t.
When selecting output data from our method to feed as initial data for the evolution code, we
chose ∆ξ = 0.1831 as the reference grid interval for this experiment. As typically, the refinement
of space and/or time grid may influence results specially in limiting cases, mainly critical amplitude/vorticity waves, which may lie on or close to the boundaries of the solution space. These
seemingly arbitrary choices are actually suggested by a mixture of empirical analysis and a rigorous
resolution study, which can be found in Appendix A.
Table 1 synthesizes the core of the results of this section.
A

0.1

0.2

0.3

Ω
1
0.5
0
−0.5
−1
−5
1
0.5
0
−0.5
−1
−5
1
0.5
0
−0.5
−1
−5

T
2000
2000
2000
2000
2000
74.95
2000
2000
2000
2000
2000
6.7900
*
2000
2000
58.51
21.77
4.11

E(t = T )
3.92 × 10−9
4.01 × 10−7
2.10 × 10−8
3.47 × 10−9
8.36 × 10−12
0.0415
0.1167
3.21 × 10−7
1.14 × 10−12
1.44 × 10−9
5.62 × 10−5
0.0045
*
0.0016
4.67 × 10−12
0.0855
0.0410
0.0700

Table 1: Stability study: solutions with different parameters present distinct stability levels and
may blow up prior to time t = 2000. (The row marked with “*” means the method did not converge)
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For this experiment, T = min{2000, t∗ }, where t∗ = max{tj ; j = 1, ..., Nt ; E(tj ) < 1}. The
reference time t = 2000 was chosen as it guarantees that all of the selected waves travel at least 25
times their effective wavelength.
We note that, in general, waves are unstable for values of Ω which are large in modulus. For
Ω > 0, this instability is somewhat to be expected, as the solution loses smoothness as Ω grows
(as seen in the figure 2 the wave tends to form cusps in the neighborhood of X = 0 to Ω  0.)
On the other hand, for Ω < 0, although the solutions are smooth for values of Ω whose modulus is
arbitrarily large, the waves are unstable beyond a certain critical value. This indicates that although
we can calculate traveling solitary waves for any negative value of Ω, existence of these waves for
|Ω|  1 is just theoretical – in the sense that they are traveling solutions of Euler’s equations that
in practice do not travel.
Furthermore, the data in table 1 indicate that the wave amplitude parameter is directly correlated to the emergence of instability. In other words, setting Ω 6= 0, increase in amplitude leads
to an instability in the solution. This happens even when |Ω| is small, as indicated by the third
column. It can be highlighted that the case Ω = 0 is stable for all amplitudes presented in the
table, which indicates that the stability of rotational waves tends to be more sensitive to amplitude
increases.

6

Conclusion

We were able to construct an alternative computational via through which solitary-type solutions
to Euler equations can be found, in the presence of constant vorticity. The derivation of this
method, which is based on successful approaches to similar problems presented in previous works,
is thoroughly explained from the governing equations themselves as a starting point. It mainly
consists of the conformal mapping technique, the spectral derivative approach to PDEs and Newton’s
method coupled with a continuation scheme on the relevant characteristic parameters: amplitude
(A) and vorticity (−Ω). Effects of these parameters on the solutions are then visually presented and
rigorously discussed, also maintaining linear theory as well as the classic Kortweg-de Vries solitary
solution (weakly nonlinear theory) as reference for comparison and validation. Finally, we proceed
to put the method to test when we take our constructed solutions and feed them as initial data
to the evolution code for time-dependent method for Euler equations, making it possible to get
an insight on the stability of the waves found and an idea of the limits of the solution space for
this problem. Inclusion of aspects which were taken trivially in the assumptions of this problem pressure, topography, etc. - might be considered as natural potential progression from the present
work, with the idea of investigating the combination of effects in a more general way, as well as a
complete discussion on trajectories. Another seemingly natural extension of the work exposed here
could include the consideration of more general, non-constant, vorticity distribution when choosing
the shear current flow.
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A

Resolution study

In what follows we show that the method is independent of the grid size by calculating the
distance between outputs for different choices of ∆ξ. These experiments were performed for waves
with amplitude A = 0.2. We take the reference grid as ∆ξ ∗ = 0.0458, the finest resolution computed.
Ω
0
0
0
0
−1
−1
−1
−1
1
1
1
1

∆ξ
0.0916
0.1831
0.3662
0.7324
0.0916
0.1831
0.3662
0.7324
0.0916
0.1831
0.3662
0.7324

||ζ∆ξ − ζ ∗ ||2 /||ζ ∗ ||2
1.6 × 10−10
4.6 × 10−10
6.7 × 10−8
1.2 × 10−4
5.4 × 10−13
5.7 × 10−13
1.5 × 10−12
1.2 × 10−07
6.8 × 10−05
0.0027
0.0477
0.1164

|c∆ξ − c∗ |/|c∗ |
2.5 × 10−12
7.4 × 10−12
5.6 × 10−10
5.2 × 10−6
2.1 × 10−14
1.0 × 10−14
1.3 × 10−14
1.8 × 10−09
1.0 × 10−06
1.7 × 10−04
0.0015
0.0102

Table 2: Resolution study for waves of amplitude A = 0.2.
In table 2, we denote by ζ∆ξ the wave profile and by c∆ξ the wave speed obtained from the
Newton’s method using a grid with size ∆ξ. In addition, we consider as ζ ∗ and c∗ the wave
profile and its speed computed in the finest grid. These experiments were performed for waves
with amplitude A = 0.2. Note that for Ω = 1 the numerical scheme requires more resolution
for approximating the solution with more accuracy. This can be explained by a combination of
two factors: i) the emergence of cusps; ii) the issue of crowding phenomenon present in conformal
mappings. For this reason, finer grids are necessary to accurately compute waves in presence of
currents where Ω is positive.
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