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Lagrangian averaging is a valuable tool for the analysis and modelling of multiscale processes
in fluid dynamics. The numerical computation of Lagrangian averages from simulation
data is considered challenging, however. In response, we develop a straightforward form of
Lagrangian (time) averaging – exponential averaging – and derive simple partial differential
equations that govern the evolution of the Lagrangian mean fields. These equations can be
solved at minimum cost as part of the numerical simulation of fluid models, using the same
time and space discretisation as for the dynamical equations.

We implement exponential averaging in the rotating shallow-water model and demonstrate
its effectiveness at filtering out large-amplitude Poincaré waves while retaining the salient
features of an underlying turbulent flow. We generalise the computation of exponential
Lagrangian means from scalar to tensor fields and apply the generalisation to the computation
of the Lagrangian mean momentum and of the related pseudomomentum.

1. Introduction
Many fluid dynamical phenomena involve temporal and spatial scales that cannot be fully
resolved by measuring instruments or numerical simulations. Their modelling requires coarse
graining, typically in the form of temporal or spatial averaging of the equations of motion,
and the parameterisation of the impact of the unresolved scales. To this end, Lagrangian
averaging, whereby averages are computed along fluid trajectories, has advantages over
the more straightforward Eulerian averaging. These advantages stem from the preservation
under Lagrangian averaging of the advective structure of the equations of motion, leading to
valuable properties including the conservation of Lagrangian mean vorticity and circulation
in the absence of dissipation and forcing.

A conceptual framework for Lagrangian averaging is provided by the generalised La-
grangian mean (GLM) theory of Andrews & McIntyre (1978) (see Bühler 2014, for a
comprehensive introduction). Its practical use, with temporal averaging substituted for the
abstract averaging of GLM, has however been hampered by the challenges posed by the
numerical computation of Lagrangian means from simulation data. Most implementations
to date (Nagai et al. 2015; Shakespeare & Hogg 2017, 2018, 2019; Shakespeare et al. 2021;
Bachman et al. 2020; Jones et al. 2023) rely on tracking a large number of particles. This is
computationally costly and often does not deliver Lagrangian mean fields in full agreement
with the GLM definitions. Recent papers by Kafiabad (2022) and Kafiabad & Vanneste
(2023, hereafter KV23) develop an approach based on the formulation of partial differential
equations (PDEs) satisfied by the Lagrangian mean fields. These PDEs can be solved on the
fly, together with the dynamical equations and using the same spatial discretisation. These
papers employ a straightforward ‘top-hat’ time averaging but the approach generalises to
more sophisticated frequency filters (Baker et al. 2024).
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This approach remains costly in that independent evolutionary PDEs are integrated over
(fast) time to derive the mean field at a single (slow) time. The process then needs to be
repeated for each slow time at which averaged fields are desired. There is, however, one
particular definition of the time mean that avoids this complication. This is the exponential
mean, obtained by convolving the signal with a truncated exponential, which enjoys the
unique property of satisfying a closed (first order) differential equation (§2). Its benefit for
Lagrangian averaging were pointed out to the authors by O. Bühler.

The first aim of this paper is to adapt the approach of KV23 to the exponential mean.
This leads to PDEs for the Lagrangian mean fields that share a single time variable with the
dynamical equations and can therefore be solved in tandem with them, with little overheads.
We derive these PDEs for the Lagrangian averaging of scalar fields (§3). We then demonstrate
their value with an application to a rotating shallow-water flow that combines a slowly
evolving turbulent flow with a large-amplitude fast Poincaré wave (§4).

The second aim of this paper is to extend the computation of Lagrangian means, in
particular of the exponential mean, to tensor fields. This is motivated by the need to average the
dynamical variables of the fluid dynamical equations which are typically not just scalars. This
is vital if GLM theory is to be used as a practical modelling tool. We formulate the averaging
of tensors and apply it to two fields extracted from the shallow-water flow simulation:
momentum and mass, interpreted as 1- and 2-forms, respectively (§5). This interpretation
is rooted in the geometric view of GLM developed by Gilbert & Vanneste (2018) (see also
Holm 2002a,b; Gilbert & Vanneste 2024). We also compute the pseudomomentum and the
mean flow Jacobian, important dynamical fields that naturally emerge in this view (Andrews
& McIntyre 1978; Bühler & McIntyre 1998; Bühler 2014).

Overall, this paper demonstrates the effectiveness and simplicity of implementation of the
exponential mean which could make it the go-to method for the computation of Lagrangian
means.

2. Lagrangian and exponential means
The GLM time average is defined as follows. Given the flow map φ, such that φ(a, 𝑡) is the
position at time 𝑡 of a fluid particle labelled by a, we first define a mean flow map by

¯̄𝜑𝑖 (a, 𝑡) = 𝜑𝑖 (a, ·) (𝑡), (2.1)

where the superscript 𝑖 indicates the coordinate and the overbar on the right-hand side denotes
any moving time average evaluated at time 𝑡. We emphasise that this construction depends
on choosing a coordinate representation of the flow map, since the average of the flow map
itself (as opposed to its coordinate representation) is ill defined. We use the unconventional
double-bar notation of Gilbert & Vanneste (2024) as a reminder of this. The Lagrangian
mean of scalar field 𝑔(x, 𝑡) is defined by

𝑔L( ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡), 𝑡) = 𝑔(φ(a, ·), ·) (𝑡). (2.2)

In words, the Lagrangian mean 𝑔L(x, 𝑡) is the time average of 𝑔 following the trajectory of
the particle whose mean position at 𝑡 is x = ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡).

KV23 develop an approach for the computation of Lagrangian means of the form (2.2)
based on the solution of PDEs. They implement their approach for the ‘top-hat’ mean, that
is, straightforward unweighted integration over a time interval 𝑇 . This is extended by Baker
et al. (2024) to the case of a general weighted mean. In this paper, we examine the special
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case of the ‘exponential mean’. This is defined for functions of time ℎ(𝑡) as

ℎ(𝑡) = 𝛼

∫ 𝑡

−∞
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠)ℎ(𝑠) d𝑠, (2.3)

where the parameter 𝛼 > 0 is interpreted as the inverse of an averaging time scale. An
advantage of the exponential average is that, in the class of linear averages of the form

ℎ(𝑡) =
∫ ∞

−∞
𝑘 (𝑡 − 𝑠)ℎ(𝑠) d𝑠 (2.4)

for some kernel 𝑘 (𝑡 − 𝑠), it is the only one which leads to a first-order differential equation
for the average, namely

dℎ
d𝑡

= 𝛼(ℎ − ℎ). (2.5)

This makes it possible to compute the average on-the-fly as new values of ℎ(𝑡) come in.
For the computation of Lagrangian means following KV23, the exponential mean avoids
the need to treat the averaging time as a (discretised) time variable distinct from the time
variable used for the dynamical equations, as is required for the top-hat and other means.
The exponential Lagrangian average is simply computed by solving additional PDEs at the
same time steps as the dynamical equations. We derive these PDEs next.

3. Computing the exponential Lagrangian mean
Particularising (2.1) and (2.2) to the exponential mean (2.3) gives the explicit forms

¯̄φ(a, 𝑡) = 𝛼

∫ 𝑡

−∞
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠)φ(a, 𝑠) d𝑠 (3.1)

and 𝑔L( ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡), 𝑡) = 𝛼

∫ 𝑡

−∞
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠)𝑔(φ(a, 𝑠), 𝑠) d𝑠 (3.2)

for the mean map and Lagrangian mean of a scalar. (We abuse notation in (3.1) by using the
same symbol ¯̄φ for for both the mean map and the list of its components ¯̄𝜑𝑖 . We repeat this
abuse with other maps in what follows.) The Lagrangian velocity ¯̄u is defined naturally as
the time derivative of the mean map:

𝜕𝑡 ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡) = ¯̄u( ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡), 𝑡). (3.3)

Time differentiation of (3.1) gives

¯̄u(x, 𝑡) = 𝛼(𝚵(x, 𝑡) − x) (3.4)

on substituting x = ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡). Here we introduce the so-called lifting map

𝚵 = φ ◦ ¯̄φ−1 (3.5)

such that 𝚵(x, 𝑡) is the actual position at time 𝑡 of the fluid particle with mean position x.
We note that ¯̄u in (3.4) also results from applying the exponential Lagrangian mean (3.2) to
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each component of the velocity field u. This follows from the computation

𝛼

∫ 𝑡

−∞
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠)u(φ(a, 𝑠), 𝑠) d𝑠 = 𝛼

∫ 𝑡

−∞
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠)𝜕𝑠φ(a, 𝑠) d𝑠

= 𝛼

[
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠)φ(a, 𝑠)

] 𝑡
−∞

− 𝛼2
∫ 𝑡

−∞
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠)φ(a, 𝑠) d𝑠

= 𝛼
(
φ(a, 𝑡) − ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡)

)
= 𝛼 (𝚵(x, 𝑡) − x) = ¯̄u(x, 𝑡), (3.6)

where x = ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡) and the last equality uses (3.4). We nonetheless refrain from identifying
¯̄u with uL for reasons that become clear in §5.

The lifting map 𝚵 is required for computation of Lagrangian averages. It can be computed
by solving the PDE obtained by differentiating the identity

𝚵( ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡), 𝑡) = φ(a, 𝑡) (3.7)

with respect to 𝑡 and substituting x = ¯̄φ(a, 𝑡) to find

𝜕𝑡𝚵 + ¯̄u · ∇𝚵 = u ◦ 𝚵. (3.8)

Taking (3.4) into account, this is a closed PDE for 𝚵 that can be solved alongside the
dynamical equations.

Time differentiation of (3.2) gives a PDE for the Lagrangian mean of the scalar field
𝑔(x, 𝑡), namely

𝜕𝑡𝑔
L + ¯̄u · ∇𝑔L = 𝛼(𝑔 ◦ 𝚵 − 𝑔L). (3.9)

We solve this together with (3.8) since 𝚵 is required both for ¯̄u on the left-hand side and
for the composition on the right-hand side. As initial conditions we use 𝚵(x, 0) = x and
𝑔L(x, 0) = 0. This leads to 𝑔L(x, 𝑡), at least for 𝑡 large enough that the integration limit
𝑡 → −∞ in (3.2) can be replaced by 𝑡 = 0.

Eqs. (3.4), (3.8) and (3.9) are key results of this paper. They provide a route for an efficient,
easy-to-implement computation of Lagrangian averages leveraging the unique properties of
the exponential mean. Eq. (3.9) in particular can be thought of as a Lagrangian version of
the ODE (2.5) for the exponential mean.

4. Shallow-water example
4.1. Implementation

We compute Lagrangian means in a simulation of a turbulent flow interacting with a Poincaré
wave in a rotating shallow-water model (e.g. Vallis 2017; Zeitlin 2018). We use the non-
dimensional equations for rotating shallow water with characteristic length 𝐿, characteristic
velocity 𝑈 and characteristic time 𝑇 = 𝐿/𝑈, that is,

𝜕𝑡u + u · ∇u + 𝑅𝑜−1ẑ × u = −𝐹𝑟−2∇ℎ, (4.1a)
𝜕𝑡ℎ +∇ · (ℎu) = 0, (4.1b)

which introduces the Rossby and Froude numbers

𝑅𝑜 =
𝑈

𝑓 𝐿
and 𝐹𝑟 =

𝑈
√
𝑔𝐻

. (4.2)

Here 𝑔 is the gravitational acceleration, 𝑓 the Coriolis parameter, 𝐻 the mean depth and ẑ
the vertical unit vector.
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We solve the dynamical equations (4.1) together with the Lagrangian mean equations
(3.8) and (3.9) using a pseudospectral discretisation. To solve exclusively for doubly periodic
fields, we express the lifting map 𝚵 in terms of the (doubly periodic) displacement map
ξ(x, 𝑡) = 𝚵(x, 𝑡) − x replacing (3.8) by

𝜕𝑡ξ + ¯̄u · ∇ξ = u ◦ (id + ξ) − ¯̄u, (4.3)

where id denotes the identity map and ξ(x, 0) = 0, and (3.9) by

𝜕𝑡𝑔
L + ¯̄u · ∇𝑔L = 𝛼(𝑔 ◦ (id + ξ) − 𝑔L). (4.4)

The Lagrangian mean velocity is deduced from ξ as ¯̄u = 𝛼ξ obtained from (3.4).
We use of modified version of the code developed by KV23. We discretise (4.1), (4.3) and

(4.4) using 2562 grid points/Fourier modes, use an RK4 integrator with time step Δ𝑡 = 0.005
and integrate over the time range 0 ⩽ 𝑡 ⩽ 𝑇 = 50. For numerical stability, we employ 2/3
dealiasing and add hyperviscous dissipation to the momentum shallow-water equation (4.1a)
which amounts to multiplying the Fourier variables û(k, 𝑡) by exp(−𝜅 |k|8Δ𝑡) at each time
step. We take 𝜅 = 2.6 × 10−14. We achieve a stable numerical solution of the Lagrangian
mean equations (4.3) and (4.4) without any dissipation. However, a form of dissipation may
be required to ensure numerical instability in other flow configurations. We use bilinear
interpolation to evaluate u and 𝑔 at the position x + ξ(x, 𝑡) as required for (4.3) and (4.4).

We initialise the model with the same initial condition as in KV23 superimposing a
geostrophic turbulent flow, obtained by prior solution of a quasi-geostrophic model, and
a right travelling mode-1 Poincaré wave. We take the root-mean square velocity of the
geostrophic flow as characteristic velocity 𝑈 and the length scale of the first Fourier mode
as characteristic length 𝐿 so that the doubly periodic domain is [0, 2𝜋]2. The Rossby and
Froude number of the geostrophic flow are 𝑅𝑜 = 0.1 and 𝐹𝑟 = 0.5. With these parameters,
the frequency 𝜔 = (𝑅𝑜−2 + 𝐹𝑟−2) 1

2 of the mode-1 Poincaré wave is 𝜔 = 10.2 corresponding
to a period of 0.62 time units. The wave field in the absence of flow are given by

𝑢′ = 𝑎 cos(𝑥 − 𝜔𝑡), 𝑣′ =
𝑎

𝜔𝑅𝑜
sin(𝑥 − 𝜔𝑡), ℎ′ =

𝑎

𝜔
cos(𝑥 − 𝜔𝑡). (4.5)

At the initial time 𝑡 = 0, we add these to the geostrophic flow field. We take the amplitude
𝑎 = −1 so that the maximum wave velocity is as large as the geostrophic flow root-mean-
square velocity.

4.2. Results
We first consider the Lagrangian mean of the relative vorticity 𝜁 = 𝜕𝑥𝑣 − 𝜕𝑦𝑢 and thus set
𝑔 = 𝜁 in (4.4). The top row of figure 1 shows 𝜁 at 𝑡 = 12.5, 25, 37.5 and 50. The mode-1
wave which we aim to filter out is a dominant feature. It is distorted by the flow consisting
of vortices and filaments familiar in two-dimensional (quasi-geostrophic) turbulence. The
middle and bottom rows compare the Lagrangian and Eulerian means 𝜁

L and 𝜁 computed
at 𝑡 = 50 with an inverse averaging time scale 𝛼 = 0.5. Both means filter out the wave
satisfactorily, but the Eulerian mean blurs the small-scale vorticity structures of the flow as a
result of the rapid advection by the velocity field associated with the wave. The Lagrangian
mean eliminates this advection by construction.

A qualitatively similar Lagrangian mean field is obtained using the top-hat mean of KV23.
However, the exponential mean provides a much simpler way of computing a Lagrangian
mean over an entire time interval rather than a single snapshot. In particular, since the
exponential Lagrangian mean computation shares the same (small) time step as the solution
of the dynamical equations, it resolves the fast wave time scales in the system, making it
straightforward to examine the wave signal that remains after averaging.
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Figure 1: Vorticity field in the rotating shallow-water simulation at 𝑡 = 12.5, 25, 37.5 and
50: instantaneous vorticity 𝜁 (top row), Lagrangian mean vorticity 𝜁

L (middle row) and
Eulerian mean vorticity 𝜁 (bottom row). The exponential mean with inverse averaging

time scale 𝛼 = 0.5 is used for the mean vorticity fields in the middle and bottom rows. See
also the animation movie 1.

We illustrate this with figure 2, which shows a Hovmöller diagram of 𝜁 and 𝜁
L at fixed

𝑥 = 0.24, and with an animation of the evolution of 𝜁 , 𝜁L and 𝜁 (movie 1). The wave signal
in the instantaneous field 𝜁 is strongly reduced by the exponential averaging, yielding a mean
field 𝜁

L that captures the slow dynamics well, but the wave signal is not eliminated completely.
This is not surprising: the exponential mean is a low-pass filter with a broad frequency
response which reduces rather than eliminates high frequencies (its Fourier-domain transfer
function at frequency Ω is (𝛼− iΩ)−1). This limitation of the exponential mean is also evident
in the relation ¯̄u = 𝛼ξ between the (slow) mean velocity ¯̄u and the (fast) displacement ξ.
The notional slowness of ¯̄u stems only from the property | ¯̄u| ≪ |𝜕𝑡ξ |, which is obeyed
provided that 𝛼/𝜔 ≪ 1, whereas one can ask for stricter slowness conditions, not satisfied
by the exponential mean, which demand that |𝜕𝑛𝑡 ¯̄u| ∼ (𝛼/𝜔)𝑛 |𝜕𝑛+1

𝑡 ξ | for 𝑛 = 0, 1, 2, · · · .
The choice of 𝛼 determines which range of frequencies are filtered out effectively by the

exponential mean. Figure 3 illustrates the effect of varying 𝛼 by showing 𝜁 and 𝜁
L at the

fixed position (𝑥, 𝑦) = (1.2, 1.2) as a function of time for three values of 𝛼, all for which
such that 𝛼/𝜔 ≪ 1. Clearly, decreasing 𝛼 reduces the magnitude of the fast oscillations
induced by the wave. For the smallest value of 𝛼, 𝛼 = 0.2, 𝜁L differs markedly from the

http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~vanneste/exponentialMean/movie1.mp4
http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~vanneste/exponentialMean/movie1.mp4
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Figure 2: Vorticity 𝜁 (top) and its exponential Lagrangian mean 𝜁
L with 𝛼 = 0.5 (bottom)

as functions of 𝑡 and 𝑦 for 𝑥 = 0.24 in the simulation in figure 1.

Figure 3: Vorticity at (𝑥, 𝑦) = (1.2, 1.2) as a function of 𝑡: the instantaneous value 𝜁 is
compared with the exponential Lagrangian average with 𝛼 = 0.2, 0.5 and 1.

(Eulerian) average that is estimated by eye from the instantaneous 𝜁 ; this is a reminder that
Lagrangian averaging is non-local in space and depends on the field at positions other than
where it is evaluated. In applications, the choice of 𝛼 should be guided by the use made of
the Lagrangian averaging. In particular, when the aim is to assess the impact of waves on the
mean flow, there is a trade off between the requirement to filter out fast waves and the need to
retain the dynamically significant time scales of the flow. We return to such applications in
§5. Our experimentations show that, for the flow considered, 𝛼 = 0.5 is a good compromise.
This suggests that, more generally, exponential averaging with inverse averaging time 𝛼 is
effective in filtering out waves of frequencies 𝜔 ≳ 20𝛼.
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Figure 4: Same as figure 1 but for the potential vorticity anomaly 𝑞 at 𝑡 = 12.5, 25, 37.5
and 50: 𝑞 (top row), 𝑞L (middle row) and 𝑞 (bottom row). See also the animation movie 2.

A scalar of particular interest is the potential vorticity (PV)

𝑞 =
𝑅𝑜−1 + 𝜁

ℎ
− 𝑅𝑜−1 (4.6)

which we give here in non-dimensional form with the constant background PV subtracted.
Because the PV of the Poincaré wave is zero (at a linear level), it is impacted by the wave
in a very different way to the relative vorticity 𝜁 : advection by the velocity field associated
with the wave induces a fast oscillation of PV structures that are otherwise unaffected. These
oscillations limit the usefulness of the Eulerian mean PV compared with the Lagrangian mean
PV. We illustrate this in figure 4 which shows snapshots of the PV and of its exponential
Lagrangian and Eulerian means. Animations of 𝑞, 𝑞L and 𝑞 are available in movie 2. The
Eulerian mean PV is blurred whereas the Lagrangian mean retains all the features of the
instantaneous field. In the absence of dissipation, the material conservation of 𝑞 implies that
𝑞 = 𝑞0 ◦φ−1, with 𝑞0 the initial PV field, hence 𝑞L = 𝑞 ◦ 𝚵 is the average of 𝑞0 ◦ ¯̄φ−1 and
approximately equal to 𝑞0 ◦ ¯̄φ−1 itself insofar as ¯̄φ−1 can be regarded as slow. Therefore, the
Lagrangian mean PV is approximately a rearrangement of the instantaneous PV, thus sharing
the same extrema and topology.

http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~vanneste/exponentialMean/movie2.mp4
http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~vanneste/exponentialMean/movie2.mp4
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5. Exponential mean of tensors
A key benefit of Lagrangian averaging is that, when applied to the dynamical equations, it
leads to particularly simple mean equations that inherit much of the structure of the original
equations and hence preserve properties of inviscid fluids such as the material transport of
vorticity and the conservation of Kelvin’s circulation (Andrews & McIntyre 1978; Holm
2019, 2002a,b; Gilbert & Vanneste 2018). Taking advantage of this requires extending the
concept of Lagrangian averaging from the scalar fields considered in §3 to arbitrary tensor
fields. We now discuss this extension. We build on the geometric interpretation of GLM
in Gilbert & Vanneste (2018) and Gilbert & Vanneste (2024) and refer the reader to these
papers for an introduction to the underlying concepts and notation.

5.1. Averaging tensors
The extension of the exponential Lagrangian mean to a tensor field 𝜏(x, 𝑡) reads

( ¯̄φ∗𝜏L) (a, 𝑡) = 𝛼

∫ 𝑡

−∞
e−𝛼(𝑡−𝑠) (φ∗𝜏) (a, 𝑠) d𝑠. (5.1)

Here, ¯̄φ∗ and φ∗ denotes the pull-backs of the tensor 𝜏 by ¯̄φ and φ (e.g. Frankel 2004).
These take different forms depending on the nature of 𝜏: in particular, for scalar fields,

(φ∗𝑔) (a, 𝑡) = 𝑔(φ(a, 𝑡), 𝑡), (5.2)

making (5.1) consistent with (3.2), for (contravariant) vector fields v = 𝑣𝑖 (x, 𝑡)e𝑖 ,

(φ∗v)𝑖 (a, 𝑡) = K 𝑖
𝑗 (a, 𝑡)𝑣 𝑗 (φ(a, 𝑡), 𝑡), (5.3)

and for 1-forms fields (i.e. covariant vectors or covectors) β = 𝛽𝑖 (x, 𝑡) 𝑑𝑥𝑖 ,

(φ∗β)𝑖 (a, 𝑡) = 𝛽 𝑗 (φ(a, 𝑡), 𝑡)J 𝑗

𝑖
(a, 𝑡). (5.4)

The matrix J in (5.4) is the Jacobian matrix

J 𝑗

𝑖
(a, 𝑡) = 𝜕𝜑 𝑗 (a, 𝑡)

𝜕𝑎𝑖
, (5.5)

and K in (5.3) is its inverse, K = J−1, i.e. it satisfies K 𝑖
𝑘
J 𝑘

𝑗
= 𝛿𝑖

𝑗
. Note that, when applied

to the velocity vector field u, (5.1) and (5.3) give a definition of uL that differs from the
expression (3.6) for ¯̄u. The latter expression corresponds to averaging the components of u
as scalar fields rather than averaging u as a vector field. The distinction justifies the notation
¯̄u for the mean velocity.

Taking the time derivative of (5.1), applying the push-forward ¯̄φ∗ (the inverse of the
pull-back) and noting that (3.5) implies that ¯̄φ∗φ∗ = 𝚵∗ leads to

(𝜕𝑡 + L ¯̄u)𝜏L = 𝛼(𝚵∗𝜏 − 𝜏L). (5.6)

This is the desired extension of (3.9) from scalar fields to arbitrary tensor fields. Here we
have introduced the Lie derivative L ¯̄u whose expression differs depending on the nature of
the tensor field it applies to. In particular,

L ¯̄u𝑔 = ¯̄𝑢 𝑗𝜕 𝑗𝑔, (L ¯̄uv)𝑖 = ¯̄𝑢 𝑗𝜕 𝑗𝑣
𝑖 − 𝑣 𝑗𝜕 𝑗 ¯̄𝑢𝑖 and (L ¯̄uβ)𝑖 = ¯̄𝑢 𝑗𝜕 𝑗 𝛽𝑖 + 𝛽 𝑗𝜕𝑖 ¯̄𝑢 𝑗 (5.7)

for scalar, vector and 1-form fields. Eq. (5.6) should be solved together with (3.8) for 𝚵 and
using (3.4) for ¯̄u. For tensor fields other than scalars, the solution requires the evaluation of
the derivatives of 𝚵 and ¯̄u that appear in the pull-back and Lie derivative.
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Figure 5: Mean velocity ¯̄𝑢1 (top), Lagrangian mean momentum 𝜈L
1 (middle) and

pseudomomentum p1 = ¯̄𝑢1 − 𝜈L
1 (bottom) as functions of 𝑡 and 𝑦 for 𝑥 = 0.24 in the
simulation in figure 1.

5.2. Momentum, pseudomomentum and mass
A tensor field of particular interest is the momentum 1-form

ν = u · 𝑑x. (5.8)

It appears as the integrand in Kelvin’s circulation and is the central dynamical variable
in formulations of the fluid equations best suited for Lagrangian averaging. In Euclidean
geometry and Cartesian coordinates, the components of ν are identical to those of u,
𝜈𝑖 = 𝑢𝑖 , but the 1-form nature of ν matters for the explicit form of (5.6). This is given by

𝜕𝑡𝜈
L
𝑖 + ¯̄𝑢 𝑗𝜕 𝑗𝜈

L
𝑖 + 𝜈L

𝑗 𝜕𝑖 ¯̄𝑢 𝑗 = 𝛼

(
𝜕𝑖Ξ

𝑗 (𝜈 𝑗 ◦ 𝚵) − 𝜈L
𝑖

)
, (5.9)

on using (5.4) and (5.7).
As a proof of concept, we compute the Lagrangian mean momentum νL in the shallow-

water simulation of §4. We solve (5.9) and show in figure 5 a comparison between the mean
velocity ¯̄u and Lagrangian mean momentum νL in the form of Hovmöller diagrams for their
first components ¯̄𝑢1 and 𝜈L

1 . According to GLM theory, and ignoring the effect of the Coriolis
force for simplicity, the primary impact of perturbations filtered out by the Lagrangian mean
on the dynamics of the mean flow is encoded in the difference between νL and ¯̄u, or more
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Figure 6: Jacobian
��𝜕𝑖Ξ 𝑗

�� at 𝑡 = 50 in the simulation of figure 1 for inverse averaging time
𝛼 = 0.2 (left), 0.5 (middle) and 1 (right).

precisely in the pseudomomentum, defined in Cartesian coordinates by

−p = νL − ¯̄𝑢1 𝑑𝑥1 − ¯̄𝑢2 𝑑𝑥2. (5.10)

The bottom panel of figure 5 shows its first component p1. The magnitude of p1 is significantly
smaller than that of both ¯̄𝑢1 and 𝜈L

1 , and the same applies to the second components (not
shown). This suggests that the Poincaré wave has only a moderate impact on the evolution of
the Lagrangian mean flow. The pseudomomentum displays a wave signal – the result of the
limitations of the expontial mean discussed in §4.2 – but also low frequency patterns. These
capture the impact of the wave on the mean flow and would be the target for parameterisation
in closed models describing solely the slow dynamics of the mean flow.

Another tensor of interest is the mass, thought of as the 2-form ℎ 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2. Writing

ℎ 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2
L
= ℎ̃ 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2, (5.11)

which defines the effective height ℎ̃ (Bühler & McIntyre 1998), we apply (5.6) to find

𝜕𝑡 ℎ̃ +∇ · ( ℎ̃ ¯̄u) = 𝛼
(��𝜕𝑖Ξ 𝑗

�� (ℎ ◦ 𝚵) − ℎ̃
)
, (5.12)

where
��𝜕𝑖Ξ 𝑗

�� = 𝜕1Ξ
1𝜕2Ξ

2−𝜕2Ξ
1𝜕1Ξ

2 is the Jacobian of the map 𝚵, and we use that L ¯̄u(𝑑𝑥1∧
𝑑𝑥2) = (∇ · ¯̄u) 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2 and 𝚵∗(𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2) =

��𝜕𝑖Ξ 𝑗
�� 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2. The conservation of the

Lagrangian mean mass, (𝜕𝑡 + L ¯̄u)ℎ 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2
L
= 0, implies that the left-hand side of (5.12)

vanishes, leaving
ℎ̃ = (ℎ ◦ 𝚵)

��𝜕𝑖Ξ 𝑗
�� . (5.13)

(This also follows from the fact that Ξ∗(ℎ 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2) = ¯̄𝜑∗(ℎ0 𝑑𝑥1 ∧ 𝑑𝑥2) with ℎ0 the initial
height field (cf. Andrews & McIntyre 1978; Bühler 2014).) This shows that the effective
height, which controls the mass distribution of the Lagrangian mean flow is not a simple
rearrangement of the actual height but depends on the Jacobian

��𝜕𝑖Ξ 𝑗
��. This Jacobian is

sensitive to the choice of 𝛼 and becomes large for small 𝛼 because Ξ then captures part of
the slow motion which is exponentially stretching, unlike the wave part.

We illustrate this in figure 6 which shows the Jacobian
��𝜕𝑖Ξ 𝑗

�� at the end of the shallow-
water simulation for 𝛼 = 0.2, 0.5 and 1. The variations of the Jacobian away from the
area-preserving value of 1 increase as 𝛼 decreases, corresponding to longer averaging times.
For the smallest value 𝛼 = 0.2, the averaging time is so long as to overlap with the dynamical
time scales of the slow flow; as a result, the map 𝚵 differs significantly from the identity.
The associated divergence effect, that is, the compressibility of the mean flow arising from
the GLM component-wise definition of the mean (Andrews & McIntyre 1978; McIntyre
1988), leads to a Jacobian that does not remain close to 1. This has implications both for
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the interpretation of the mean as faithfully representing the dynamics and for numerical
computations. In comparison, the largest value 𝛼 = 1 leads to a Jacobian that remains close
to 1, but it does not give a sufficiently long averaging time to filter out the wave effectively.

6. Discussion
In this paper, we propose and test a method for the numerical computation of temporal
Lagrangian means from simulation data. We adapt the PDE-based algorithm of KV23 to
a specific choice of time averaging, namely the exponential mean (2.3). This mean has the
unique advantage that all the fields required in the computation satisfy evolution equations
with the same time variable as that of the dynamical equations. The equations for the
Lagrangian mean fields can therefore be solved on-the-fly, together with the dynamical
equations, with no overheads beyond those that result from a few additional equations (for
a scalar field 𝑔 and in 𝑛 dimensions, there are 𝑛 + 1 additional equations for 𝑔L and 𝚵).
This is in contrast with other means such as the top-hat mean used by KV23 and the more
sophisticated frequency filters used by Baker et al. (2024) which require the solution of a
separate initial value problem for each of the times at which the mean fields are desired. A
downside of the exponential mean is however its broad frequency response which leads to a
reduction rather than elimination of high frequencies from the mean fields. The frequency
filters of Baker et al. (2024) perform markedly better in this respect.

The availability of a simple and efficient method for the computation of Lagrangian mean
fields paves the way for the analysis of realistic simulations of geophysical fluid flows. In
particular, it makes it possible to diagnose the effects that waves, or more broadly the fast
components of the flow filtered out by averaging, have on the mean flow. According to GLM
theory, these are encoded in the pseudomomentum, best thought of as a 1-form (or co-vector)
and defined as minus the difference between Lagrangian mean momentum and Lagrangian
mean velocity. With this in mind, we consider the exponential averaging of arbitrary tensor
quantities and apply the resulting method to the momentum 1-form and to the mass 2-form.

The computations in this paper rely on the standard GLM definition of the mean flow map
as a component-wise mean. While this has the advantage of simplicity, it also has drawbacks,
primarily the divergence effect associated with the compressibility of the mean flow even for
incompressible fluids. In the case of the (compressible) shallow-water model we use here,
it leads to changes in the effective height ℎ̃ that are much larger than changes in the actual
height ℎ. Alternative, more geometric definitions of the mean flow have been proposed that
guarantee the incompressibility of the mean velocity for incompressible fluids and, in the
shallow-water context, would lead to changes in ℎ̃ commensurate with those in ℎ (Soward
& Roberts 2010; Gilbert & Vanneste 2018). It would be desirable to develop numerical
procedures for the computation of the Lagrangian mean quantities corresponding to these
definitions.
Supplementary data. Supplementary movies are available as movie 1 and movie 2.
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