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Abstract: The shallow water equations describe the horizontal flow of a thin layer of
fluid with varying height. We show that the equations can be rewritten as a d = 2 + 1
dimensional gauge theory with a Chern-Simons term. The theory contains two Abelian
gauge fields, corresponding to the conserved height and conserved vorticity of the fluid.
In a certain linearised approximation, the shallow water equations reduce to relativistic
Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory. This describes Poincaré waves. The chiral edge modes
of the theory are identified as coastal Kelvin waves.
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Introduction

The shallow water equations describe the dynamics of a thin layer of fluid whose height
is much smaller than its horizontal extent. The basic equations, and a number of
extensions, are ubiquitous in modelling of the atmosphere, oceans, rivers, and lakes.
The variables of the shallow water equations are the height h(x, y, t) of the fluid, and
the horizontal velocity u(x, y, t). Writing the components of the 2d velocity vector as
ui , with i = 1, 2, the equations are
Dh
= −h∇ · u and
Dt

Dui
∂h
= f ǫij uj − g i
Dt
∂x

(1.1)

Here the material time derivative, Dh/Dt = ∂h/∂t + u · ∇h, tracks the variation of
height with the flow. Similarly, Dui /Dt = ∂ui /∂t + (u · ∇)ui .
The shallow water equations contain two parameters: the gravitational acceleration
g, and the Coriolis parameter f . On Earth, at latitude θ, the Coriolis parameter is
given by f = 4π sin θ (day)−1 . A derivation of the shallow water equations, together
with many detailed applications can be found in the textbook [1]. A whirlwind tour of
some highlights can be found in Section 4.3 of the lecture notes [2].
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In recent years, a number of surprising parallels have been found between the shallow
water equations, at least in their linearised form, and topological phases of matter.
With a healthy dose of hindsight, the story goes back to the work of William Thomson
who, in 1879, showed that the linearised shallow water equations admit chiral edge
modes, now known as coastal Kelvin waves [3]. These waves are exponentially localised
at the coast and propagate clockwise around land masses in the Northern hemisphere
and anti-clockwise in the Southern hemisphere. Similar chiral modes in the shallow
water equations are also found localised at the equator, now propagating from west to
east [4, 5]. At a calculational level, these chiral waves are strikingly reminiscent of the
chiral fermion zero modes of the Dirac equation that were discovered a century later
[6].
In the quantum world, chiral edge modes are the smoking gun for a topological
phase of matter [7–10]. This is also true for the classical shallow water equations, as
first shown in the beautiful paper [11]. We will now give a cartoon version of the
argument.
The linearised shallow water equations admit a band of solutions known as Poincaré
waves, whose frequency ω is related to their wavevector k through the dispersion relation
ω 2 = c2 k2 + f 2

(1.2)

√
Here the speed is given by c = gH, with H the average height of the fluid. (The
derivation of this dispersion relation will be reviewed in Section 3.) For non-vanishing
Coriolis force, f 6= 0, the frequency has a gap. But the gap closes at the equator where
f = 0. Given such a gapped band of solutions, labelled by 2d momentum k, one can
follow lattice models and compute the Chern number by integrating a suitable Berry
curvature over momentum space, á la TKNN [12] and Haldane [13]. This Chern number
is non-vanishing, seemingly integer-valued, and depends on the sign of f . This means
that the Chern class jumps as we cross the equator. This change in the underlying
topology can be viewed as responsible for the existence of chiral equatorial waves.
The cartoon sketched above is sloppy for a number of reasons, not least the fact
that momentum space in this problem is non-compact. This is in sharp contrast to the
original uses of a Chern number which was for lattice models where momentum space is
a compact Brillouin zone [12, 13]. This compactness is necessary for the Chern number
to be an integer, and hence topological. To circumvent this issue, the original paper [11]
used a slightly more subtle topological invariant, and subsequent papers have explored
the possibility of regulating the momentum integral in some way [14, 15], although not
without inducing further diversions [16]. Meanwhile, a topological explanation for the
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original coastal Kelvin waves has also been presented, involving spatially varying f (x)
and mean height H(x) [17]. These complications notwithstanding, the main lesson is
clear: chiral modes observed in shallow water owe their existence to topology. Further
studies of topological properties of the shallow water system can be found in [19–24].
The purpose of this work is to provide an effective field theory description of shallow
water dynamics in the hope that it may make topological properties more manifest. We
do this by writing the shallow water equations as a gauge theory. This gauge theory
involves Chern-Simons terms, which are the archetypal example of a topological field
theory. In particular, Chern-Simons theories describe quantum Hall states [25, 26].
In Section 2, we show that the non-linear shallow water equations have a natural rendering as a theory of two interacting Abelian gauge fields. The two magnetic fields are
associated to the height and vorticity in the shallow water equations and the conservation of these quantities in the gauge theory language follows from the Bianchi identity.
The two gauge fields are coupled through a Chern-Simons term. We will see that the
vorticity gauge field must be formulated in a so-called Clebsch parameterisation and
therein hides many of the subtleties of the system.
In Section 3, we turn to the linearised equations. We will show that the effective field
theory describing Poincaré waves (1.2) is given by relativistic Maxwell-Chern-Simons
theory. The coastal Kelvin waves arise as chiral edge modes of this Chern-Simons
theory.

2

A Gauge Theory for Shallow Water

In this section we formulate the shallow water equations as a gauge theory in d = 2 + 1
dimensions. Our strategy will be to identify conserved currents in the shallow water
equations and replace them with gauge fields. Rather than simply write down the
Lagrangian, we will instead proceed in smaller steps, and occasional missteps, to build
some intuition for the gauge theoretic formulation. The more impatient reader can find
the final answer in (2.7) and (2.9).
To understand the physics, we focus on conserved quantities. The shallow water
equations (1.1) enjoy a number of conservation laws, but for our immediate purposes
we need just two. Both are conserved quantities in the sense that they admit a current
obeying the continuity equation,
∂µ J µ =

∂J 0
+∇·J =0
∂t
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Throughout, we use µ = 0, 1, 2 to denote space and time indices, and i = 1, 2 to denote
only spatial indices. Note that, unlike in relativistic systems, x0 = t with no additional
factor of speed. This means that x0 and xi have different dimensions.
The first conserved quantity is the height h of the fluid. Indeed, the first equation in
(1.1) is a continuity equation with
J 0 = h and J = hu

(2.1)

This is a manifestation of the conservation of mass of the fluid. The second conserved
quantity is associated to the vorticity, defined in two dimensions as
ζ=

∂u2 ∂u1
−
∂x
∂y

The presence of the Coriolis force means that there is a slight modification to the
conserved current, which is given by
J˜0 = ζ + f

and J˜ = (ζ + f )u

(2.2)

Importantly, the two conserved currents (2.1) and (2.2) are not fully independent: they
obey the relation J /J 0 = J˜/J˜0 = u. Part of the challenge will be to reproduce this
relation when the currents are replaced by gauge fields.
We now explain what it means to replace a conserved current with a gauge field. We
denote our gauge field as Aµ , with µ = 0, 1, 2. In d = 2 + 1 dimensions, the electric
field is a vector Ei , while the magnetic field B is a (pseudo)-scalar,
Ei =

∂Ai ∂A0
−
∂t
∂xi

and

B=

∂A2 ∂A1
−
∂x1
∂x2

Both are invariant under gauge transformations Aµ → Aµ + ∂µ θ.
Abelian gauge fields in d = 2 + 1 dimensions are special because they come with
an associated conserved, global charge. This follows simply from the Bianchi identity
which reads
ǫµνρ ∂µ ∂ν Aρ = 0

⇒

∂B ∂E2 ∂E1
−
+
=0
∂t
∂x1
∂x2

(2.3)

This has the form of the continuity equation, with the magnetic field as the charge and
the components of the electric field as the current,
J0 = B

and J = (−E2 , E1 ) or J i = −ǫij Ej
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To formulate a gauge theory description of shallow water, we will think of conserved
currents in terms of gauge fields. Ultimately we will introduce gauge fields associated
to both the height (2.1) and the vorticity (2.2). But we will build up slowly, and we
start with just a single gauge field Aµ that we identify as the height current, meaning
that we take
B = h and Ei = ǫij huj

(2.4)

This single gauge field includes all degrees of freedom of the shallow water system, with
the velocity given by ui = −ǫij Ej /B. The first of the shallow water equations (1.1) is
automatically obeyed by virtue of the Bianchi identity (2.3). It remains to write the
second shallow water equation in the language of the gauge theory. For this, we will
adopt an action principle. We will make a first attempt at writing down an action for
the shallow water system and see that it fails. But the way in which it fails will be
instructive.
To motivate the action, we first note that the shallow water system has a conserved
energy, given by
1
1
E2 1 2
E = hu2 + gh2 =
+ gB
2
2
2B 2
This takes the form of kinetic energy plus potential energy, so a natural guess for the
action is

 2
Z
1 2
E
2
(2.5)
− gB
Sfail = dt d x
2B 2
The fact that there is an inverse power of B in the kinetic term should cause no more
concern that an inverse power of the metric in the Einstein-Hilbert action: the dynamics
should be thought of as an expansion around a non-vanishing fluid height, meaning that
B 6= 0.
To derive the equations of motion, we vary the action with respect to Aµ . The
equation of motion for A0 is Gauss’ law and reads
 i
∂
E
=0 ⇒ ζ =0
(2.6)
i
∂x
B
This is the first way in which the action (2.5) fails: Gauss’ law only allows irrotational
flows with the vorticity ζ forced to vanish. We’ll rectify this shortly. For now, we
note that that vorticity is the analog of electric charge in our theory. This restriction
notwithstanding, we fare slightly better with the equations of motion for Ai . These are
 
 2
∂ Ei
1
∂
E
∂B
+ ǫij j
+ gǫij j = 0
2
∂t B
2 ∂x
B
∂x
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When translated into the the variables h and u, the equation becomes
1 ∂u2
∂h
u̇ +
= −g i
i
2 ∂x
∂x
i

⇒

Dui
∂h
+ ǫij uj ζ = −g i
Dt
∂x

With the Gauss’ law constraint ζ = 0, this gives us something close to the shallow
water equation (1.1). We see that, in addition to the fact the vorticity is forced to
vanish, the action does not accommodate the Coriolis force. Of course, this should be
no surprise as we made no attempt to include it.
With this failure behind us, we can now see how to resolve both issues. Again, our
first attempt will not be a complete success. But our second will be. Clearly we need
to include some additional degrees of freedom, charged under Aµ , so that Gauss’ law
(2.6) receives an extra contribution, breathing life into the otherwise frozen vorticity.
As we’ve seen, the vorticity itself is also a conserved quantity which motivates us to
introduce a second, dynamical gauge field Ãµ . We couple this to the first through a
Chern-Simons term. At the same time, we also introduce the Coriolis parameter f
through a background charge. The resulting action is
 2

Z
E
1 2
2
µνρ
S = dt d x
− gB + f A0 − ǫ Aµ ∂ν Ãρ
(2.7)
2B 2
The Gauss law for this revised action is
 
Ei
∂
+ f − B̃ = 0
∂xi B

⇒

B̃ = ζ + f

(2.8)

This looks more promising: the new magnetic field B̃ = ∂1 Ã2 − ∂2 Ã1 is identified with
the conserved charge (2.2) associated to vorticity. But we’re not yet out of the water.
If we treat Ãµ as a dynamical gauge field then we must also implement the equation
of motion for Ã0 and this would seem to fix B = 0 or, equivalently, h = 0. That’s not
helpful.
There is a rather charming resolution to this, again specific to gauge fields in d = 2+1
dimensions. Any 3d vector field can be written in a so-called Clebsch parameterisation.
For our gauge field Ãµ , this means that we introduce three functions χ(x,t), β(x, t) and
α(x, t) and write,
Ãµ = ∂µ χ + β∂µ α

(2.9)

This parameterisation is non-linear and non-unique. It does not often arise in quantum
field theory but there is a long history of using this parameterisation in fluid mechanics,
typically for the velocity field in three spatial dimensions. Here we will see that it will
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serve our purposes nicely. We vary the action (2.7) not with respect to Ãµ , but instead
with respect to the component fields χ, β and α. The field χ is pure gauge and does
not contribute to the action. Meanwhile, the equations of motion for β and α are
B α̇ + ǫij Ei ∂j α = 0 and B β̇ + ǫij Ei ∂j β = 0

(2.10)

From this we can determine the electric field Ẽi . It is defined by
Ẽi = ∂t Ãi − ∂i Ã0 = β̇∂i α − (∂i β)α̇
From the equations of motion (2.10), we have
Ẽi = −

Ek kj
Ei
ǫ (∂j β∂i α − ∂i β∂j α) = B̃ = ǫij uj (ζ + f )
B
B

This is what we wanted. The electric field is not independent of our other conserved
quantities, but is fixed by the magnetic field B̃ and the original gauge field Aµ . This is
the property of the vorticity current (2.2) that we previously highlighted.
The fact that working with the Clebsch parameterisation in an action gives equations
that are less restrictive than working directly with a vector field was previously noted
in [27]. The observation that it allows us to introduce currents that are not fully independent is related to remarks made in [28] about the role the Clebsch parameterisation
plays in the symplectic structure of the Euler equation.
It remains only to compute the equation of motion for the original spatial gauge field,
Ai . This is
 
 2
∂ Ei
1
∂
E
∂B
+ ǫij j
+
gǫ
− ǫij Ẽj = 0
ij
∂t B
2 ∂x
B2
∂xj
This time, when translated into the the variables h and u, this equation coincides with
the second shallow water equation (1.1). This confirms that the gauge theory action
(2.7), with the Clebsch parameterisation (2.9), does indeed describe the shallow water
system. An alternative derivation of this action is given in Appendix A.

3

The Linearised Shallow Water Equations

Much interesting physics, including aspects of topology, can be found in the linearised
version of the shallow water equations. We expand about a fluid of constant, average
height H, and write
h(x, t) = H + η(x, t)
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Then, keeping only terms linear in η and u, the shallow water equations (1.1) become
∂η
+ H∇ · u = 0 and
∂t

∂ui
∂η
= f ǫij uj − g i
∂t
∂x

(3.1)

In this section we first review some properties of the solutions to (3.1) and then turn
to their description in the language of gauge theory.
3.1

Poincaré Waves

It is straightforward to find solutions to the linearised equations (3.1) by looking at
Fourier modes. We write
η = η0 ei(ωt−k·x)

and u = u0 ei(ωt−k·x)

The linearised shallow water equations (3.1) can then be written in a way that looks
suggestively like the Dirac equation

p


0 ckx cky
g/Hη0




HΨ = ωΨ where H =  ckx 0 −if  and Ψ = 
(3.2)
u0

cky if 0
v0

√
Here we’ve written the two-component velocity as u0 = (u0 , v0 ) and defined c = gH
which we recognise as the speed of surface waves in the absence of the Coriolis force.
We will see that c plays a similar role in the present context.
The eigenvalue problem (3.2) is easily solved. There are two, gapped bands with
frequencies
p
(3.3)
ω = ± c2 k2 + f 2

These are known as Poincaré waves. For small wavelengths, c|k| ≫ f , these waves
travel with speed c. The long-wavelength modes are affected by the presence of the
Coriolis force.
In addition to the Poincaré waves, there is a flat band of solutions to (3.2), with
ω=0

This reflects the fact that there are static solutions to the full non-linear equations
(1.1) beyond the obvious h = constant. These solutions have a non-trivial profile in
one direction, say h = h(y), with the gravitational force balanced by a corresponding
velocity profile f u = −∂h/∂y generating a Coriolis force. This is known as geostrophic
balance. These static solutions manifest themselves in the linear problem as a flat band.
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There is one other feature of the linearised shallow water equations (3.1) that we will
need. This follows from conservation laws. The linearised version of the conservation
of height (2.1) and vorticity (2.2) becomes
∂η
+ H∇ · u = 0 and
∂t

∂ζ
+ f∇ · u = 0
∂t

Eliminating ∇ · u from both of these expressions gives us the surprisingly powerful
formula
Q̇ = 0 with Q = Hζ − f η

(3.4)

This is much stronger than most conservation laws: it is telling us that there is a
function Q(x) that does not change in time. The function Q is called potential vorticity1 .
We can ask: what is the potential vorticity evaluated on the solutions to the eigenvalue problem (3.2)? It is simple to check that the flat band, with ω = 0, has
s

H 2 2
Q∼
c k + f2
(3.5)
g
Meanwhile, the Poincaré waves with dispersion relation (3.3) have
Q=0

(3.6)

This fact will be important in the next section when we write down an effective field
theory for the Poincaré waves.
3.2

A Linearised Gauge Theory

We now return to our gauge theory (2.7). We will see how the above phenomena arise
in this language. We linearise the Aµ gauge fields as
Aµ = Âµ + δAµ

with Â0 = 0 and ∂1 Â2 − ∂2 Â1 = H

We’re going to abuse notation slightly and refer to the fluctuation δAµ simply as Aµ . (In
other words, we make the substitution, Aµ → Âµ + Aµ .) This will make the subsequent
equations somewhat clearer. The translation (2.4) to the fluid variables then becomes
B=η

and Ei = Hǫij uj

1

(3.7)

The existence of a function that is invariant in time is special to the linearised equations. In the
full non-linear equations, potential vorticity is defined as Q = (ζ +f )/h. It is not conserved in the sense
that it obeys a continuity equation, but it is does have vanishing material derivative: DQ/Dt = 0.
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which ensures that the first equation in (3.1) is obeyed courtesy of the Bianchi identity.
Meanwhile, we also linearise the Clebsch gauge field Ãµ , with components
β = β̂ + p and α = α̂ + q

with ∂1 β̂ ∂2 α̂ − ∂2 β̂ ∂1 α̂ = f

(3.8)

The fluctuations are written as δβ = p and δα = q to avoid an overload of ∂δ’s in
the expressions below. Expanding the action (2.7), we find that the terms linear in
fluctuations vanish, as they must, while the terms quadratic in fluctuations read

Z


1 2 1 2
2
ij
(3.9)
S = dt d x
E − gB − Hpq̇ + ǫ Ei q ∂j β̂ − p ∂j α̂
2H
2
The action is both simple and rather opaque. We will attempt to shed some light. We
first look at the equations of motion. Gauss’ law is


ij
∂i Ei = Hǫ ∂i β̂ ∂j q − ∂i α̂ ∂j p
(3.10)
while the equation of motion for Ai is



(3.11)

H q̇ = −ǫij Ei ∂j α̂ and H ṗ = −ǫij Ei ∂j β̂

(3.12)

ij

Ėi = −gHǫij ∂j B − Hǫ



∂j β̂ q̇ − ∂j α̂ ṗ

Finally, the equations of motion for p and q read

We can substitute (3.12) into (3.11) to find
Ėi = ǫij (f Ej − gH∂j B)
This coincides with the second linearised shallow water equation in (3.1) using the
dictionary (3.7).
Things look somewhat simpler if we work in the gauge A0 = 0. We treat p in (3.9) as
a Lagrange multiplier, imposing the equation (3.12) for q. The linearised action (3.9)
then becomes
Z

1  2
2 2
ij
2
Ȧi − c B + f ǫ Ai Ȧj
(3.13)
S = dt d x
2H
where we have used the condition ǫij ∂i β̂ ∂j α̂ = f We recognise this as the action for
Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory in A0 = 0 gauge. However, it is not quite the same. This
is because the action (3.13) should be accompanied by Gauss’ law constraint (3.10).
As we will now see, the presence of the supplementary variables q and p mean that this
constraint is somewhat malleable, and can vary depending on the context.
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The action (3.13) has two classes of solutions. We will now see that these correspond
to the geostrophic flat band and the Poincaré waves.
• The flat band: The equations of motion arising from (3.13) have a class of solutions with arbitrary time-independent magnetic field B(x), given by
Ai = Āi +

c2
∂i Bt
f

where Ā˙ i = 0, and B = ǫij ∂i Aj = ǫij ∂i Āj . This has Äi = 0 and corresponds to the
flat band with vanishing frequency. The equations (3.12) for the supplementary
variables q and p are solved by


1
c2
ij
ij
∂i Bt − ǫij ∂j B
Hq = −ǫ Zi ∂j α̂ and Hp = −ǫ Zi ∂j β̂ with Zi =
f
f
These solutions obey the Gauss’ law constraint (3.10) which now takes the form
∂i Ei =

c2 2
∇ B
f

While (3.13) coincides with the action for Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory in A0 =
0 gauge, this is not the Gauss’ law for that theory. That’s why these flat band
solutions are unfamiliar in the context of Chern-Simons theory.
• Poincaré waves: The other class of solutions to the equations of motion arising from (3.13) are more familiar. They are simply wave solutions of the form
Ai (x, t) = ei(ωt−k·x) Âi . One can check that the equations of motion impose the
relativistic dispersion relation (3.3). The supplementary variables are now solved
by
Hq = −ǫij Ai ∂j α̂ and Hp = −ǫij Ai ∂j β̂
with Gauss’ law (3.10) now taking the form
∂i Ei = f B

(3.14)

Translating back to the fluid variables, this tells us that the potential vorticity is
Q = Hζ − f η = 0, in agreement with expectations from Poincaré waves in (3.6).
This time the form of Gauss’ law (3.14) does coincide with that of relativistic
Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory. Indeed, we can reinstate A0 in the action so that
its equations of motion reproduce (3.14). The result is the familiar action
Z

1
S = dt d2 x
E 2 − c2 B 2 − f ǫµνρ Aµ ∂ν Aρ
(3.15)
2H
– 11 –

This, of course, is Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory. Here, it governs the dynamics
of Poincaré waves. It is simple to check that the profiles of the electric and
magnetic fields coincide with the velocity and height of Poincaré waves, using the
dictionary (3.7).
3.3

Coastal Kelvin Waves in Maxwell-Chern-Simons

Viewed as a quantum field theory, the action (3.15) flows at low energies to a topological
field theory. Indeed, it is perhaps the simplest topological field theory and actions of
this type are well known to describe quantum Hall fluids [25, 26]. Here, of course,
we treat (3.15) as a purely classical theory. Nonetheless, a remnant of its topological
nature survives in chiral edge modes.
For concreteness, we consider the theory with a spatial boundary at x = 0. Varying
the action then gives, in addition to the bulk term, a boundary term
1
δS = δSbulk +
H

Z



dt dy −(E1 − 2f A2 )δA0 − (c2 B + 2f A0 )δA2

(3.16)

The bulk term δSbulk vanishes when the equations of motion are obeyed. But to have a
well defined variational principle we must impose boundary conditions to ensure that
the boundary term also vanishes. We will describe our boundary condition of choice
shortly.
In the presence of a boundary, Chern-Simons theory comes with an additional concern. The Chern-Simons action is invariant under gauge transformations only up to a
total derivative. This means that the theory risks a failure of gauge invariance in the
presence of a boundary. Under a gauge transformation Aµ → Aµ + ∂µ θ, the action
(3.15) transforms as
f
S→S+
2H

Z

dt dy θ E2

(3.17)

There are various ways to deal with this lack of gauge invariance, depending on the
boundary condition that we impose to ensure that (3.16) vanishes. In the context of the
quantum Hall effect, one typically restricts to gauge transformations θ that vanish on
the boundary. But restricting the allowed gauge transformations resurrects modes that
were previously gauge redundancies [29]. These are the chiral modes on the boundary. The chiral modes that arise in this way are closely related to the anomaly inflow
arguments that underlie the bulk/boundary correspondence for topological insulators.
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The chiral modes that arise as coastal Kelvin waves are somewhat different because
we impose different boundary conditions. This time, the boundary term in (3.16)
vanishes by setting A0 = A2 = 0 on the boundary. This ensures that E2 = 0 on the
boundary so the gauge variation of the action (3.17) also vanishes. In electromagnetism,
this is the boundary condition appropriate for a conductor. In fluid mechanics it is the
relevant boundary condition because it means that u · x̂ = 0, so that no fluid flows
into the boundary. These boundary conditions in Chern-Simons theory, and their
connection to anomaly inflow, were also considered recently in [30].
The bulk equations of motion of Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory are
∂i Ei = f B

and Ėi = −c2 ǫij ∂j B + f ǫij Ej

We can look for solutions with A0 = A2 = 0 everywhere. We make the ansatz
A1 = A(x) ei(ωt−ky)
The bulk equations tell us that
Ė1 = −c2 ∂2 B

⇒

ω 2 = c2 k 2

⇒

ω = ±ck

and
∂1 E1 = f B

⇒

ωA′ = kf A

⇒

f
A′ = ± A
c

For f > 0, corresponding to the Northern hemisphere, a fluid restricted to lie in the
region x > 0 has the normalisable solution only if
ω = −ck

⇒

A(x) ∼ e−f x/c

This is the chiral, coastal Kelvin wave, first found in [3]. It travels in the direction of
decreasing y which, in this context, means southward. Said differently, the wave moves
around land masses in the clockwise direction in the Northern hemisphere. The novelty
here is to see this wave emerging from the effective Maxwell-Chern-Simons description.

A

An Alternative Derivation of the Gauge Theory

There is a long history of constructing variational principles for fluids in the Eulerian
framework. The results do not usually look like a gauge theory. In this appendix we
provide an alternative derivation of the gauge theory action (2.7) that makes contact
with the more traditional approach.
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For fluids in d spatial dimensions, one usually starts by introducing a map from
physical spacetime to the positions of fluid parcels.
α : Rd × R → Rd
We write this map as αa (x, t) with a = 1, . . . , d. The map must be a diffeomorphism,
with det(∂αa /∂xi ) 6= 0. A discussion of this approach to fluids can be found in the
textbook [31]. More recently, it has been revived in the context of relativistic fluids
[32, 33].
Given a map αa (x, t), the velocity field u is defined by the equation
Dαa
∂αa
≡
+ u · ∇αa = 0
Dt
∂t

(A.1)

This captures the idea that the physical label αa (x, t) of the point in the fluid is
unchanged as the fluid moves. The velocity u defined in this way is invariant under
diffeomorphisms of α. Note, however, that this definition comes with a rather confusing
minus sign, related to active vs passive transformations. This is seen, for example, in
the simplest laminar flow α = (x − ut, y) which, according to (A.1), is associated to a
velocity field u = (+u, 0).
For application to the shallow water equations, we have d = 2 dimensions. We also
have the height variable h(x, y, t), which obeys the continuity equation
Dh
+ h∇ · u = 0
Dt

(A.2)

reflecting the incompressibility of the underlying fluid.
An action for the shallow water equations in these variables was given in [34]




Z
1 2 1 2
Dh
Dαa
2
S = dt d x
hu − gh − hu · a(x) + φ
+ h∇ · u − hβa
2
2
Dt
Dt
This action should be varied with respect to h, u, φ, αa and βa . Both βa and φ act as
Lagrange multipliers, imposing the conditions (A.1) and (A.2) respectively. We have
introduced a background gauge field a(x) whose role will be to implement the Coriolis
force2 . This background field depends only on x and not on time. We will determine
the form of a(x) shortly.
2

In quantum Hall physics, there is a convention that lower-case gauge fields aµ are dynamical while
upper-case gauge fields Aµ are background. Annoyingly, we have chosen the opposite convention here.
As we will see, this has the advantage that the field strength f12 = ∂1 a2 − ∂2 a1 coincides with the
Coriolis parameter, canonically denoted in geophysics as f .
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The equation of motion for u reveals that the velocity has a Clebsch-like parameterisation,
u = ∇φ + βa ∇αa + a(x)

(A.3)

This differs from our previous Clebsch parameterisation for the gauge field (2.9) in
that we have a pair of potentials (βa , αa ), with a = 1, 2, with αa restricted to be a
diffeomorphism. In addition, the velocity gets a contribution from the fixed background
a(x).
The equation of motion for αa reveals a conserved current, involving the Lagrange
multiplier βa ,
∂(hβa )
+ ∇ · (hβa u) = 0
∂t

⇒

Dβa
=0
Dt

(A.4)

where the second equation follows from the conservation of the height (A.2). Finally,
the equation of motion for h gives
Dφ
1
= u2 − gh − u · a
Dt
2

(A.5)

where an additional term has been set to zero courtesy of (A.1). Although it is not
immediately obvious, equations (A.1), (A.3), (A.4) and (A.5) are equivalent to the
second of the shallow water equations (1.1). To see this, we first use (A.3) to compute
the material derivative of the velocity
Dui
= (∂i φ̇ + uj ∂j ∂i φ) + (β̇a + uj ∂j βa )∂i αa + βa (∂i α̇a + uj ∂j ∂i αa ) + uj ∂j ai
Dt
Invoking (A.1), (A.4) and (A.5), a short calculation then reveals
Dui
= −fij uj − g∂i h
Dt

with fij = ∂i aj − ∂j ai

We see that the background field strength fij acts like a Coriolis force. To reproduce
the constant Coriolis force of (1.1), we simply need to find a background a(x) that
satisfies fij = −f ǫij . For example, a = f (y, 0) or a = 21 f (y, −x) both do the job.
Note that any choice necessarily breaks translational symmetry and/or rotational symmetry, even though the final shallow water equations do not. This is unavoidable in
this formalism. The situation is identical to that of a charged particle in a constant
background magnetic field.
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We now show how this formalism is related to the gauge theory introduced in Section
2. The idea is to use a 3d duality transformation, first introduced in [35] and beloved
of many a high-energy and condensed matter theorist. To proceed, it’s useful to first
integrate by parts, so that the Lagrangian has an overall factor of the height h. (This
reflects the fact that the shallow water equations arise after integrating over the zdirection of the thin fluid.)


Z
1 2 1
Dφ
Dαa
2
S = dt d x h
(A.6)
u − gh − u · a(x) −
− βa
2
2
Dt
Dt
Note that only derivatives of the Lagrange multiplier φ appear in this action. This
allows us to exchange φ for a vector field Cµ , by writing the action as


Z
1 2 1
Dαa
2
i
S = dt d x h
+ ǫµνρ Aµ ∂ν Cρ
u − gh − u · a(x) − C0 − u Ci − βa
2
2
Dt
Here we have further introduced a new Lagrange multiplier, Aµ . This can be viewed
as a gauge field because the action is invariant under transformation Aµ → Aµ + ∂µ θ.
The equation of motion for Aµ gives the constraint ǫµνρ ∂ν Cρ = 0 which can be solved
locally by Cµ = ∂µ φ. This takes us back to our original action (A.6). Alternatively,
we may instead choose to impose the equation of motion for Cµ , which also acts as a
Lagrange multiplier. This gives a constraint on the magnetic field B = ∂1 A2 − ∂2 A1
and electric fields Ei = Ȧi − ∂i A0 ,
B = h and Ei = ǫij huj
These coincide with the relations introduced in (2.4). We may then replace h and u in
the action with our new gauge fields. This gives
 2

Z
E
1 2
2
ij
µνρ
a
S = dt d x
− gB + ǫ Ei aj (x) − ǫ ∂µ Aν βa ∂ρ α
2B 2
In its essential details, this coincides with the action (2.7) presented in Section 2.
The Coriolis term becomes the background charge f A0 after an integration by parts.
The form above makes it clear that this term too has its origin as a Chern-Simons
term, now involving a background field. After integration by parts, the action respects
both translation and rotation symmetry provided that f is constant. Meanwhile, the
second gauge field arises automatically in the Clebsch parameterisation in the above
presentation,
Ãµ = ∂µ χ + βa ∂µ αa
Here χ is pure gauge and does not contribute to the action. This differs from (2.9) only
in the a = 1, 2 index ascribed to α and β. Diffeomorphism invariance ensures that this
does not contribute any further degrees of freedom.
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There are other equations in fluid mechanics that have a similar structure to the
shallow water equations (1.1) and hence lend themselves to a gauge theoretic formalism.
For example, a compressible fluid obeys the equations
Du
∂ρ
+ ∇ · (ρu) = 0 and ρ
= −∇P
∂t
Dt
with an equation of state relating the pressure P to the density ρ of the form P = Cργ ,
where C is a constant and γ is the ratio of specific heats. When the fluid lives in
d = 2 spatial dimensions, this too may be written as gauge theory, with B = ρ and
Ei = ǫij ρuj and with the potential term B 2 in (2.7) replaced by B γ−1 . Again, the
slightly disconcerting fact that the power γ is not an integer is no cause for concern
when it is appreciated that this theory should be expanded around the solution B =
ρ = constant 6= 0.
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perspective”, Ann. Henri Poincará, (2022). [arXiv:2110.04097 [math-ph]]
[25] S. C. Zhang, T. Hansson and S. Kivelson, “Effective-Field-Theory Model for the
Fractional Quantum Hall Effect”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 82 (1989)
[26] X.G. Wen and Q. Niu, “Ground-state degeneracy of the fractional quantum Hall states
in the presence of a random potential and on high-genus Riemann surfaces”, Phys.
Rev. B 41, 9377 (1990).
[27] S. Deser, R. Jackiw and A. P. Polychronakos, “Clebsch (string) decomposition in d=3
field theory,” Phys. Lett. A 279 (2001), 151 [arXiv:physics/0006056 [physics]].
[28] R. Jackiw and A. P. Polychronakos, “Supersymmetric fluid mechanics,” Phys. Rev. D
62 (2000), 085019 [arXiv:hep-th/0004083 [hep-th]].
[29] S. Elitzur, G. W. Moore, A. Schwimmer and N. Seiberg, “Remarks on the Canonical
Quantization of the Chern-Simons-Witten Theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 326 (1989), 108.
[30] C. T. Hsieh, Y. Tachikawa and K. Yonekura, “Anomaly Inflow and p-Form Gauge
Theories,” Commun. Math. Phys. 391 (2022) no.2, 495-608 [arXiv:2003.11550 [hep-th]].
[31] W. Yourgrau and S. Mandelstam, “Variational Principles in Dynamics and Quantum
Theory”, (1955), 3rd Edition Dover (2003).
[32] S. Dubovsky, T. Gregoire, A. Nicolis and R. Rattazzi, “Null energy condition and
superluminal propagation,” JHEP 03 (2006), 025 [arXiv:hep-th/0512260 [hep-th]].
[33] S. Dubovsky, L. Hui, A. Nicolis and D. T. Son, “Effective field theory for
hydrodynamics: thermodynamics, and the derivative expansion,” Phys. Rev. D 85
(2012), 085029 [arXiv:1107.0731 [hep-th]].
[34] R.L. Seliger, “Variational Principles in Continuum Mechanics”, Caltech PhD Thesis
1968.
[35] A. M. Polyakov, “Compact Gauge Fields and the Infrared Catastrophe” Phys. Lett. B
59 (1975), 82

– 19 –

