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Abstract

Many supervised machine learning methods have revolutionised the empirical
modelling of complex systems. These empirical models, however, are usually
”black boxes” and provide only limited physical explanations about the under-
lying systems. Instead, so-called “knowledge discovery” methods can be used to
explore the governing equations that describe observed phenomena. This paper
focuses on how we can use such methods to explore underlying physics and also
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model a commonly observed yet not fully understood phenomenon – the breaking
of ocean waves. In our work, we use symbolic regression to explore the equation
that describes wave-breaking evolution from a dataset of in silico waves gener-
ated using expensive numerical methods. Our work discovers a new boundary
equation that provides a reduced-order description of how the surface elevation
(i.e., the water-air interface) evolves forward in time, including the instances
when the wave breaks – a problem that has defied traditional approaches. Com-
pared to the existing empirical models, the unique equation-based nature of our
model allows further mathematical interpretation, which provides an opportunity
to explore the fundamentals of breaking waves. Further expert-AI collaborative
research reveals the physical meaning of each term of the discovered equation,
which suggests a new characteristic of breaking waves in deep water – a decoupling
between the water-air interface and the fluid velocities. This novel reduced-order
model also hints at computationally efficient ways to simulate breaking waves for
engineering applications.

Keywords: Symbolic Regression, Wave Breaking, Knowledge Discovery, Symbolic
Classification

1 Introduction

Wave breaking is a process familiar to many but about which significant scientific
questions remain [1–6]. The detailed physics and statistics of wave breaking is an open
question despite its scientific importance in engineering [7–9] and oceanography [10–
16]. Despite its importance and being commonplace, modelling breaking waves still
presents significant challenges due to the complex air-water behaviour during wave
breaking. To explicitly resolve turbulence and capture the full wave evolution, high-
fidelity numerical simulations are required, which solve the Navier–Stokes equations
directly but at a very high computational cost [17–19]. In the Eulerian potential flow
framework, however, the wave-breaking effects need to be artificially introduced with
some pre-assumed functional form and empirical fitted coefficients. A few recent stud-
ies have taken tentative steps to apply machine learning to the problem [20, 21].
Despite these models having shown reasonable performances with many highly tuned
parameter values, very few physical insights into the fundamentals of breaking waves
have emerged from these works.

To address this, we take a more radical machine-learning approach with symbolic
regression. We aim to discover a new mathematical description for the full evolution of
a breaking wave without any pre-assumed functional forms. We train our model using
high fidelity Volume of Fluid (VoF) simulations of waves, validate the results against
independent experiments and numerical results using other models, and compare with
well-established analytical results. We aim to find a validated mathematical equation
that describes full wave evolution during breaking as an extension to the standard
model used for non-breaking waves. Additionally, the discovered equation can be fur-
ther interpreted within the context of existing wave theory, which allows for further
mathematical exploration of the fundamentals of breaking wave phenomenon.
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Fig. 1 Overview of our study. We start with large amounts of high-fidelity numerical simulated
data. We then describe the air-water interface with a ray-casting approach. We use the domain
knowledge from non-breaking waves to inform the construction of the nonlinear library, where in
this study we focused on the evolution of the air-water interface, so only the kinematics boundary
condition is considered. We then use symbolic regression and classification to discover a novel equation
that models the evolution of the air-water interface during wave breaking, and also an expression that
classifies the spatio-temporal location of the breaking region. We combine the breaking Boundary
Condition (BC) and the classifier into an operational wave-breaking model, where we further analyse
the performance on unseen experimental, independent datasets and compare them to existing theory.
Finally, we reveal the physical insights from the validated breaking wave model in a human-AI
collaborative approach.

We see this as an example of “knowledge discovery” with machine learning, a
novel extension to the scientific method which represents a deep integration of domain
expertise with interpretable machine learning, enhancing human understanding of
physical principles through expert-AI interaction. It marks an advancement in sci-
entific paradigms, signifying a progression from black-box data-driven models based
on experimental or simulation data to AI-assisted and AI-inspired scientific research
focused on human-comprehensible mechanisms.

We present our paper as follows. We first demonstrate the practicability of using
such an interpretable machine learning approach for wave evolution via re-discovering
the existing boundary equations for non-breaking waves (Section 2). We then present
our approach to derive our new breaking wave model as illustrated in Fig 1 through
the following steps:

1. A new description of Boundary Condition (BC) for overturning waves that avoids
non-single values of surface elevation in an Eulerian specification (Section 3.1).

2. Discovering a novel kinematic boundary equation for breaking wave evolution via
symbolic regression (Section 3).

3. Learning a new expression to classify the breaking region (Section 4).
4. Constructing an approximate breaking model by applying the new breaking

boundary equation within the identified breaking region (Section 5).

After validating our new breaking model on a wide range of datasets, we finally
discuss the physical implication of our results (Section 6).
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2 Re-discovering the Fully Nonlinear Boundary
Condition (FNBC) for non-breaking Waves

We first examine the practicability of applying such a symbolic regression approach
to find the wave evolution equations by re-discovering the fully nonlinear boundary
condition (FNBC) for non-breaking waves. This non-breaking BC is well known and
is used in for fully nonlinear potential flow theory [22]:

ηt,FNBC = −ηxu+ w, (1)

where η is the surface elevation, subscript t and x denote the temporal and spatial
derivatives, u is the horizontal fluid velocity at the surface and w is the vertical fluid
velocity at the surface. The waves propagate in the positive x-direction and z, w and
η are positive upwards.

2.1 Non-breaking Wave Database

We first establish a spatial-temporal wave evolution database for non-breaking waves in
deep water. This database is obtained through numerical simulation of unidirectional
focused wave groups with a fully nonlinear potential flow solver [23]. In this study,
we use focused wave profiles with a Gaussian wave spectrum. We vary both the wave
amplitude, the peak wavenumber and spectral bandwidth to cover a wide range of
wave conditions (see details in Section 7.2.3). We collect over 20,000 spatial-temporal
wave evolution data points in this non-breaking wave database with full information
on the wave fields at the surface including η, u, w, and all their first and second-order
spatial derivatives, which are then used to formulate the final discovered equations.

2.2 Re-Discovered non-breaking BC

We trained our DISCOVER model with the non-breaking wave database. The
proposed equation by symbolic regression model is:

ηt,Re-discovered = −1.043ηxu+ 0.978w, (2)

By comparing to the mathematically derived non-breaking BC in Equation 3, the
current framework identifies all the correct terms and the error of the coefficients for
the leading term (w) is less than 2%.

3 Wave Breaking Boundary Equation

We aim to discover an approximate surface elevation evolution equation which can
be applied during wave breaking. Such an approach is clearly approximate and can-
not capture every facet of wave breaking, such as droplet production from bursting
bubbles, for example. However, we find that this simple assumption enables the
development of a model which straightforwardly captures the key features of diverse
breaking wave data sets. This also operates well with unseen breaking experiments
and, as such, appears to capture the essential behaviour of wave breaking.
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3.1 New Description of BC for Breaking Waves

Due to the complex behaviour during wave breaking, it is challenging to define and
obtain a robust description of the air-water boundary. As such, we start with a new
description of the BC for a breaking wave by addressing two main characteristics:
overturning and local air entrainment.

The overturning leads to multiple surface elevation points at a given horizontal
position for Eulerian coordinates. To address this, we utilise a ray casting probing
to interpolate the air-water boundary function, which mimics a dense gauge array
during wave experiments and only samples the highest air-water boundary position
for a pair of (x, t). The new description of overturning waves provides unconditional
stability for the surface elevation and all the spatial and temporal derivatives of the
wave properties (see details in Section 7.3).

The local air entrainment produces droplets and air cavities surrounded by water,
which leads to multi-scale processes and also complex local profiles [18]. We present
a local perturbation approach to remove the localised small-scale processes, where we
repeat the numerical wave experiments with perturbed initial conditions. Due to the
chaotic nature of breaking waves [24] at the small scale, statistical aggregation through
these perturbed experiments can remove the effects of the local air entrainment. The
full details of this perturbation approach can be found in Section 7.4.

3.2 Breaking Wave Database

We established a new breaking wave database by running high fidelity VoF method
of wave groups with the Basilisk library [25] solving the two-phase 2D Navier Stokes
Equation directly. We simulate a total of 45 breaking wave cases with 5 perturba-
tions for each case. This provides over 300,000 spatial-temporal wave evolution data
points being included in this breaking dataset within the breaking region. We col-
lect the full information on the wave fields at the surface including surface elevation
η, horizontal and vertical velocity u and w, and all their first and second-order spa-
tial derivatives. This information is then given to machine learning to assemble a new
breaking boundary equation. Additionally, we have also included wave characteris-
tic parameters – peak angular frequency ωp, peak frequency fp, and other relevant
constants (gravitational acceleration g and constants π).

3.3 Discovering new breaking BC

We start with the classic and well-known kinematic boundary condition–fully nonlinear
boundary condition (FNBC) for non-breaking waves:

ηt,FNBC = −ηxu+ w, (3)

where η is the surface elevation, subscript t and x denote the temporal and spatial
derivatives, respectively, u is the horizontal fluid velocity at the surface and w is the
vertical fluid velocity at the surface.

For breaking waves, however, once the free surface overturns it can no longer be
represented by a single-valued function η under the classic Eulerian representation. A
Lagrangian representation will also break down when the overturning head reconnects
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to the free surface ahead. Nevertheless, many phase-resolved wave models use an
effective vertical coordinate to represent the free surface in some sense [23], even
throughout the breaking process. Because such a representation in general does not
match the true free surface, it is not guaranteed that the kinematic boundary condition
needs to be met on η during breaking, so Equation 3 cannot apply. Physically, the
failure of Equation 3 corresponds to the allowance of a nonzero mass flux across the air-
water interface, which is otherwise prohibited by the kinematic boundary condition;
such a mass flux may take the form of air entrainment, for example. In any case, a
correction to Equation 3 for use in such models is desirable.

As such, we aim to discover a free-form PDE with a similar structure but
specifically designed to capture wave evolution during breaking:

ηt = N (η, ηx, ηxx, u, ux, w · · · ) · ξ, (4)

where N(·) denotes a function term, which is related to fluid surface properties such
as surface elevation η and its spatial derivatives, velocities profiles and its spatial
derivatives, ξ denotes the coefficient vector, which is always sparse and has many zero
elements in practice.

The open-form PDE discovery scheme, referred to as DISCOVER [26] is used to
explore the possible forms of N(·) and coefficients for the unknown breaking wave BC,
where the breaking wave database (Section 3.2) provides the full training, validation
and testing data. Only the spatio-temporal locations within the breaking region (see
Section 4 for details) are used as training points, as the FNBC can model the rest of
the non-breaking region. The details of the methods and hyperparameters are provided
in the section table A3.

After running DISCOVER, the discovered new BC is

ηt = − g

ωp
ηx︸ ︷︷ ︸

wave propagation term

+ (−ωp

π
Bηx)︸ ︷︷ ︸

dispersion correction term

+O(3), (5)

where ωp is the peak frequency of the wave group, ηx is the spatial derivative of
the surface elevation η, and B is the envelope of the surface elevation, which can be
obtained as B =

√
η2 + η2H , so a fully nonlinear instantaneous wave envelope of the

surface elevation, where ηH is the Hilbert transform of the surface elevation.

Accuracy and Validation We demonstrate the accuracy of this newly discovered
breaking Equation in Figure 2 panel A, where this new breaking BC achieved over
45 % improvement in accuracy for all the test cases when compared to the existing
non-breaking boundary condition. Additionally, we apply this breaking boundary
equation to an unseen independent numerical dataset published in [27] without
reproduction, which is simulated with a Lagrangian fully nonlinear potential flow
scheme [28] in panel B. Within the breaking region before self-contact, our breaking
BC predicts values which are much closer to the LHS of the Equation 3 (i.e. ηt) when
compared to the fully nonlinear boundary condition. This shows strong evidence that
the discovered equation is not a solution by coincidence, instead, this breaking BC
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Fig. 2 Accuracy and validation of new wave breaking boundary condition and breaking
region classifier against test data and independent numerical simulation dataset Panel
A compares the existing fully nonlinear boundary condition (FNBC) and the new breaking boundary
condition (BC) discovered for the test cases within the breaking region. Panel B compares the new
breaking BC prediction during wave breaking against an independent unseen dataset published in
[27]. The red line shows the target term ηt in the spatial domain, the blue dashed line shows the
calculation from the fully nonlinear BC (Equation 3), the green dashed line shows the calculation
from the new breaking BC (Equation 5) and the purple line indicates the surface elevation at this time
instant. The shaded blue region represents the breaking region (Equation 8). Panel C compares the
new breaking classifier against an unseen test case. The breaking region is shown in yellow based on
Equation 6, and the classifier shows the breaking region predicted through our new breaking classifier
shown in Equation 8. Panel D applies the new breaking classifier to an independent unseen dataset
published in [27]. the scatter with blue dots each represents the maximum classifier value achieved
for a simulation without wave breaking, whilst the red dots indicate breaking event has occurred.
The black dashed line shows the classification suggested by our model.

can be applied directly to an unseen breaking dataset that is generated from a dif-
ferent numerical model with different initial conditions. Outside the breaking region,
our discovered breaking BC still provides a reasonable prediction when compared
to the FNBC, which can be traced back to the inherent mathematical structure of
the equation (see further discussions in Section 6). This also explains the excellent
stability and mass conservation properties of this breaking BC shown in Section 7.6.
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4 Wave Breaking Classifier

We now move on to the selection of the spatial and temporal locations between which
we should apply the newly discovered new breaking BC. We define the target breaking
region to be the locations where the FNBC does not agree with the left-hand side of
the equation:

|−ηxu+ w − ηt| > χmax(|ηt|), (6)

where the χ is the breaking region threshold. We use a value of 0.05 to mitigate the
potential noise from the numerical differentiation.

We modify the symbolic regression approach to perform classification by incorpo-
rating the L2 hinged loss function L(a) as:

L(a) = max{0, 1− a}2, (7)

where a is the agreement value, which can be obtained as: a = y · ŷ, where y is
the predicted label, and ŷ is the target label. We detail the training dataset and
hyperparameters in the supplementary materials.

After running the modified symbolic classification, the discovered breaking classi-
fier is:

ηxux/fp > 2.5, (8)

where fp = ωp/(2π) is the peak frequency number. This threshold separates recurring
wave breaking regions from non-breaking locations.

Accuracy and Validation We demonstrate the accuracy of this breaking classifier
in Figure 2 panel C, where the new breaking classifier predicted region is compared
to the actual breaking region (Equation 6) for an unseen test case obtained from VoF
simulation. We report the similar spatial-temporal structure of this breaking region
and consistent agreement throughout the test dataset.

The symbolic representation of this breaking region classifier allows us to sim-
plify it into a single wave-breaking threshold similar to the existing dynamics and
geometric breaking criteria [29–32], and we further test our breaking region classifier
accuracy for this type of application using an independent dataset published in [27].
Figure 2 panel D shows the maximum classifier value uxηx of 149 wave groups in this
dataset with varying steepness, bandwidth and characteristic frequencies (see Section
7.8 for details). We report a separation between the breaking and non-breaking wave
groups by the wave-breaking threshold simplified from the discovered breaking region
classifier, which indicates this classifier can make accurate predictions out of the box
for unseen datasets.

Comparison to theory The simple symbolic representation of the wave-breaking
threshold implied by the breaking region classifier also allows us to convert the
expression into a similar format of the classical limiting waveform of Stokes’ theory
[33]:

|min (ηx)| > 1/ tan(π/3)(≈ 0.58). (9)
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To achieve this, we approximate ux following the linear theory as ux ≈ 2πfpηx. This
allows us to further simply our breaking classifier as:

max (uxηx/fp) > 2.5 ⇒ max
(
η2x
)
> 2.5/(2π). (10)

Since the ηx is negative during the breaking initiation stage, we have:

|min (ηx)| >
√

2.5/(2π)(≈ 0.63), (11)

which provides a threshold value similar to the limiting waveform of the existing
Stokes’ theory. We note that this conversion involves estimating velocity fields from
surface elevation with linear theory (ux ≈ 2πfpηx), which inevitably introduces extra
errors for such a non-linear process, and likely is the reason why this threshold after
the conversion is slightly larger than the Stokes’ theory limit. This conversion, on
the other hand, highlights the advantage of such a symbolic approach – allowing full
flexibility on modification and re-formulation of the results, and easy integration with
existing knowledge and theories using mathematical tools.

5 New Wave Breaking Model

Based on the new breaking boundary equation and the new breaking classifier, a time-
marching simulation scheme can be developed to approximate the evolution of the
breaking wave free-surface.

One key limitation of this model is that the current breaking BC only approximates
surface elevation, whereas the breaking classifier requires information from velocity
(i.e. ux). In this study, the required ux term is taken directly from the numerical
simulation results so assumed to be known prior. However, this term is only used to
identify the breaking region (i.e. where to apply the new breaking BC). The modelling
of the breaking surface elevation evolution is done through new breaking BC, which
does not require any prior information. Further analysis has shown that the exact
boundaries of this breaking region have a minimal effect on the simulated surface
elevation profile.

The new breaking model uses a unified wave-breaking boundary equation, which
computes the non-breaking evolution from the fully nonlinear BC and applies the new
breaking BC within the breaking region as predicted by the breaking classifier:

ηt = [−ηxu+ w]︸ ︷︷ ︸
FNBC

(1− ε) +

[
− g

ωp
ηx − ωp

π
Bηx

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

New Breaking BC

ε, (12)

where ε is the evolutionary breaking region classifier, which also takes account of wave
propergation and dispersion effects from previous time steps:

ε = 1−
l=m∏
l=0

j=n∏
j=1

[1− R(ux(tl, xj)ηx(tl, xj)/fp − 2.5)] , (13)
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where R(·) denotes an activation function, which smoothly connects breaking and
non-breaking regions, a moving average window is used herein. The value m = 3 is
the number of previous time steps to consider for change in breaking region due to
dispersion. The value n is the number of frequency components considered (in this
study, n is chosen to cover 95% of the potential energy of the wave) and xj provides
the new spatial position of breaking region at lth of the previous time step. This can
be obtained through linear evolution of the jth wave component with frequency of ωj :

xj = (x+ g/ωj l∆t), (14)

where ∆t is the time step of the simulation (the detailed illustration of this
evolutionary breaking region is shown in Section 7.5).

A classical 4th order Runge–Kutta method (RK-4) [34] is used to evolve the
Equation 12 in time with a time step of 1/320Tp, and rigorous convergence tests
are performed to ensure numerical convergence. This is essentially very similar to
well-known simulations of the KdV [35], and Burgers equation [36], and the velocity
profiles used in FNBC are directly obtained from VoF simulations.

Validation against physical experiment We test our new breaking wave model
by applying it to independent physical experimental results as shown in Figure 3.
The experimental data were obtained in a wave-flume in Imperial College London
and specific details are shown in Section 7.9.

We first use an automated wave profile detection algorithm to detect the surface
wave profile (detailed in Section 7.9.2). We identify the wave-breaking region fol-
lowing the Breaking Classifier in Equation 13, where the horizontal velocity term is
approximated linearly as ux ≈ 2πfpηx. The wave evolution in the rest of the non-
breaking region is adopted from the experimental results to provide surface elevation
information outside the breaking region and avoid edge effects.

We directly compare our breaking BC model against the experimental results in
Figure 3, where the new breaking BC is applied within the blue-shaded breaking
regions. We report excellent agreement at the initial stage of the wave breaking. During
the splashing stage, the new breaking model accurately captures the overall move-
ment of the bulk water, consistent with physical experimental results. The small-scale
splashing behaviour, however, is not captured by our model. This is expected as our
breaking model focused on the evolution of the bulk water motion during wave break-
ing at the wavelength scale, whereas these droplets and local cavities at small scales
are largely mitigated by perturbation aggregation in the data (see details in Section
3.1).

6 Mathematical Interpretation and Physical insights

6.1 Mathematical Interpretation

The knowledge discovery scheme is intended to provide full mathematical inter-
pretability of the output. The leading wave propagation term in the new breaking BC
(Equation 5) can be shown as a narrow-band approximation of the original leading w
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Fig. 3 Validation of new breaking wave model against unseen wave experiment. We
first identify the breaking region according to the wave-breaking classifier in Equation 13. The new
breaking BC is then applied within the breaking region to model the surface elevation evolution
during breaking. A classical 4th order Runge–Kutta method is used to evolve the new breaking BC
in time with a time step of 1/320 Tp. The wave evolution in the rest of the non-breaking region is
adopted from the experimental results to avoid edge effects. Panels A - D compare our breaking BC
model with experimental results at time instances of 0.00 seconds, 0.15 seconds, 0.35 seconds and
0.50 seconds, respectively.

term in the FNBC:
ηt ≈ −g/ωpηx. (15)

This connection highlights the mathematical consistency of this BC and also allows fur-
ther modification to include finite water depth effects (e.g. w ≈ −g/ωp tanh(kpd)ηx),
where kp is the peak wavenumber and d is the water depth.

The second dispersion correction term in new breaking BC (Equation 5) provides
a nonlinear correction to the dispersion relationship, which makes waves with larger
amplitude travel faster than the smaller waves of the same frequency and is of similar
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behaviour to the nonlinear dispersion relationship derived in the classical theory for
non-breaking waves [33]. However, the amount of correction (ωp/πB) in the phase
speed is proportional to the envelope B, which is different to the non-breaking wave
theories at O(A2), where A is the wave amplitude. This is likely to be attributed to
the slowing behaviour of a crest prior to breaking, which has been previously reported
in numerous studies [37–39].

This new breaking BC also suppresses the dispersion when compared to the non-
breaking wave evolution, where the first propagation term is non-dispersive by its
nature and the second term is only amplitude dispersive but not in frequency. This
suppression of dispersion automatically leads to a shock-type wave propagation for the
wavefront, where previous studies show a similar treatment of wave breaking without
any ad-hoc parameterisation in shallow water [40–43].

6.2 Physical Insights

The full mathematical interpretability of the output provided through the knowledge
discovery scheme also suggests new physical insights of the breaking wave. For the
non-breaking evolution, the current discovery framework shows the capability of re-
discovering the fully nonlinear BC (see details in Section 2). However, for breaking
evolution, a new form that only includes surface elevation properties has been found.
The difference between non-breaking and breaking formulations will provide insights
into breaking events.

To explore the underlying mechanics, we explore both the test dataset from VoF
simulation and the independent validation dataset previously published in [27] gener-
ated from a different numerical scheme. We first investigate the validity of the fully
nonlinear BC for near breaking and breaking cases in Figure 4 with data from [27]. For
the near breaking case, as shown in panel A, surface elevation η is closely aligned with
the horizontal velocity u, leading to the overlapping of maximum positions for both η
and u. This alignment between η and u limits the amplitude of the −uηx term in the
FNBC, where the zero value of ηx corresponds to the maximum value of u. However,
for a breaking case that is close to overturning shown in panel B, the misalignment
between the η and u leads to significant growth in the −uηx term, which causes an
increased value of ηt around the maximum surface elevation position. This indicates
a more pronounced change of η around the crest and can be closely linked back to
the breaking behaviour during the inception stage [44]. We further confirm this mis-
alignment in the spatial-temporal domain in panel C from the VoF simulation with a
different breaking wave case, where significant decoupling effects can be also observed
throughout the breaking evolution. This is superficially similar to the acceleration mis-
match previously reported in [45]. As such, we believe this decoupling between surface
elevation and velocity suggested by new breaking BC is a robust characteristic for
breaking waves within the proposed effective air-water boundary in Section 3.1.

The new breaking BC avoids this misalignment by using an equivalent approxi-
mated term −g/ωpηx to replace the original w term in the leading order and avoids
the use of u terms to perform the dispersion correction in the second term.
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Fig. 4 The new breaking boundary equation suggests a new phenomenon during wave
breaking — the misalignment between the maximum position of surface elevation η shown in blue
and here u is the horizontal velocity on the free-surface shown in green. This can be demonstrated by
comparing a near-breaking wave group in A and a breaking wave group in B. The misalignment only
occurs in breaking cases where the maximum location of η (i.e. zero crossing point spatial derivative
ηx) separates from the maximum location of horizontal velocity u. This leads to an unseen increase
in the amplitude of the ηxu term shown in the red line with non-breaking amplitude in the red
shade. This misalignment can be further demonstrated in C, which only occurs during wave breaking
in space and time. Wave data for panel A and B is obtained directly from independent numerical
dataset [27], and panel C is from high fidelity VoF method.

Limitations

We highlight the following limitations:

• The ray-casting description of the boundary and the perturbation aggregation effec-
tively removes the fine details of the breaking structure (i.e. the splashes and the
cavities) after the breaking inception. This leads to the newly discovered BC focus-
ing on the kinematics of the majority of the water, whereas the BC is expected to
be very different for mixing behaviour between air and water on a smaller scale (for
example, the formation of jets [44] and air entrainment [46]).

• Most of the training cases in this study are in deep water and with spilling break-
ing type. This would suggest the current breaking model cannot be directly used
for cases where breaking is governed by other physics, such as depth-induced break-
ing in coastal regions [47]. The overturning-impacting stages are also much more
distinguished for these waves and likely to require a separate treatment for each
stage.

• We only have uni-directional wave group simulations hence the discovered BC is
only limited to a 2D breaking model. While we expect extra terms to be involved for
directional spread waves, the breaking mechanism we discovered for unidirectional
waves should still provide valuable insights into breaking waves in 3D provided the

13



directional distribution of energy is not so large that other physics will become
important [6].

• The training dataset in this study is generated from numerical simulations, which
will not exactly replicate real wave behaviour. To mitigate this potential limitation,
we have performed rigorous convergence tests for current simulations, and a physical
wave experiment to validate the new breaking wave model.

These limitations could potentially limit the direct application range of this new
breaking wave BC. The validation results, however, suggest the discovered equation
still shows some predictive ability for unseen datasets, including for unseen 2-D
experimental datasets. Hence, we are confident our approach has general applicability.

Next Steps

The work presented here is intended to open a new approach to modelling and
revealing physical insights of breaking waves. It is not an end in itself but we hope to
give others a new perspective to explore challenges in wave breaking research. Some
next steps for the work include the following.

Breaking Strength Indicator The breaking strength indicator describes the inten-
sity of the breaking wave [37], which is often used to categorize breaking behaviour
and to predict breaking inception [48]. Various breaking intensity parameters have
been proposed and compared against experiments [49] and numerical results [50].
These parameters, however, require the full wave kinematics profiles beneath the
water surface, which presents a significant computational task for engineering appli-
cations. With the new BC and symbolic classification tools proposed in this study, we
believe one future work direction is to distil a new breaking strength indicator using
the information at the free surface only. This will improve the impact force predic-
tions from these breaking waves on offshore infrastructure structures and renewable
energy devices [51].

Directionally Spread Waves Real ocean waves, both breaking and non-breaking,
are directionally spread [52], occur in the presence of surface currents and direct wind
forcing [53]. Therefore, we expect the breaking behaviour to be more complicated in
the open ocean. Indeed, numerical VoF simulations in 3-D lead to a dramatic increase
in computational cost for training dataset generation, and the 3-D BC is expected
to be more complicated and likely to include partial derivatives in the transverse
direction. All the critical steps in our current study are not constrained to unidirec-
tional waves and we therefore believe that our approach can be extended to spreading
waves. The current boundary equation provides a starting point for this work.

Shallow Water Breakers Breaking waves also play an important role in coastal
protection and surfing activities [54]. These breaking waves, however, are usually
initiated through a slightly different mechanism and also have a different breaking
type [47]. Our approach can potentially provide a new opportunity to explore these
mechanisms behind shallow water breakers and reveal new physical insights. The
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current boundary equation for breaking waves in deep water also provides a great
starting point.

7 Methods

7.1 Symbolic Regression

We employed an advanced symbolic regression method called DISCOVER to directly
extract governing equations from data, resulting in explicit mathematical expres-
sions [26]. This method is, fundamentally, an interpretable machine-learning approach
that transforms the mapping relationships between various physical quantities into
equation-based surrogate models. It combines the high accuracy of surrogate models
with the interpretability of equation expressions, facilitating theoretical research for
scientists.

The core challenge of knowledge discovery lies in the computer’s inherent difficulty
in understanding and processing mathematical equations directly, which hampers the
rapid identification of underlying governing equations—essentially the problems of
equation representation and equation optimization. DISCOVER addresses these chal-
lenges by first using symbolic mathematics to establish a one-to-one mapping between
any form of partial differential equation and a binary tree, converting complex mathe-
matical equations into a format that computers can efficiently handle, thus solving the
issue of equation representation. Then, using reinforcement learning, an LSTM agent
with structural awareness iteratively generates the binary tree that best describes the
input data, which is subsequently converted back into an equation. The core idea of
DISCOVER is to bridge the gap between equations and data through symbolic math-
ematics and binary trees, leveraging reinforcement learning to efficiently uncover the
governing equations underlying the data.

DISCOVER has demonstrated the ability to identify various complex structured
equations, such as the differentiation of composite functions or fractional structural
equations, making it well-suited for this research. Additionally, unlike traditional sym-
bolic regression methods, DISCOVER does not rely on a predefined closed candidate
set, offering greater flexibility and the ability to generate previously non-existent
equation terms, making it more effective in discovering novel governing equations in
unknown processes.

In this study, we did not force the unit to be consistent during the symbolic regres-
sion operation. Instead, we non-dimensionalised the discovered terms with appropriate
characteristic constants i.e. peak wavenumber, peak frequency, and re-perform the
final sparse regression to determine the final coefficients.

In addition to the DISCOVER package, we have also used the PySR [55, 56] as
an alternate package to perform symbolic regression classification for the breaking
region identification problem. PySR is a symbolic regression package based on genetic
programming [57], which selects the best candidate out of an ensemble before mutating
and recombining them into the next generation. The PySR package represents the
mathematical expressions of a tree of constants and elementary symbols, allowing
the package to discover expressions of unbounded complexity. PySR utilises a similar
centric metric as DISCOVER to evaluate the fitness of an equation to the dataset
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based on parsimony, where the improvement in the predictive performance is evaluated
against the model complexity. This provides the maximal information gain from each
of the increases in the model complexity and prevents model over-fitting by penalising
the tiny improvement gain with over-complex equations. All the results in the final
paper for the new breaking BC were derived using DISCOVER as for this problem
it had better efficiency. The breaking classifier is achieved with PySR due to the
DISCOVER is developed and optimised mainly for regression problems.

7.2 Numerical Experiments

7.2.1 Basilisk solver

In this study, we use the Basilisk library to simulate two two-dimensional breaking
wave evolution, which solves the two-phase incompressible Navier–Stokes equations
directly with surface tension following [58–60]. The Basilisk, and its predecessor (Ger-
ris), flow solver [25, 61] have been used to simulate various partial differential equation
systems, including breaking waves [59, 60]. The governing equations can be written as:

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρu) = 0

ρ

(
∂u

∂t
+ u · ∇u

)
= −∇p+∇ · (2µD) + ρg + σκδsn

∇ · u = 0,

(16)

where ρ,u, µ, σ,D, g are the water density, velocity vector, dynamic viscosity, sur-
face tension, deformation tensor and gravitational acceleration vector. A fraction field
T(x⃗, t) is used to vary the density and viscosity at the interface between air and water,
which is zero in the gas phase and becomes unity in the liquid phase. The δs is a Dirac
delta that embedding surface tension effects into the water-air interface, and κ is the
interface curvature, and n is its unit normal vector of the air-water interface.

7.2.2 Numerical Experiment Setup

We consider breaking focused wave groups in deep water. The relevant parameters for
the simulation are the liquid and gas density ρw, ρa, dynamic viscosities of liquid and
gas µw, µa, the surface tension σ, and gravitational acceleration g. We set water depth
h0 to be 5 meters in this study, which is sufficiently deep (h0kp ≈ 8) so it does not
affect the wave evolution during breaking. The values of numerical experiment setup
parameters are detailed in Table A1.

Our numerical simulation mimics a physical wave tank with a length l of 66 meters,
which is large enough to prevent waves from reaching the boundary, thus eliminating
reflections from the boundary. The Reynolds Number and Bond number also repre-
sent an experimental scale at which the breaking evolution is independent of both of
these non-dimensional parameters [62]. We define the numerical resolution as the ratio
between the smallest cell size in the simulation and the characteristic wavelength fol-
lowing [60], ∆ = l/2L, where L = 16 is the maximum level of refinement. We also
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enforce the maximum level of refinement at the free surface throughout the simulation
to ensure a better representation of the interface.

An adaptive mesh refinement scheme is used to allow efficient allocation of compu-
tational resources to the active portions of flow. A detailed description of the scheme
can be found in [63]. The refinement scheme adapts the 2D quadtree mesh based on
the velocity and VoF tracer fields. We also enforced the maximum level of refinement
at the air-water interface throughout the simulation. Rigorous convergence tests have
been performed to ensure that all the fluid quantities at the surface that are included
in the breaking database (e.g. velocities and their time and spatial derivatives) and the
surface elevation itself are not changing over 1% when further increasing the numerical
resolutions or the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy number (see Figure B1 for details).

7.2.3 Wave Initialisation

The wave initialisation can be separated into two parts: fully non-linear simulation pre-
conditioning and VoF simulation with Basilisk. This fully nonlinear pre-conditioning
avoids the error wave propagation within the numerical tank [64], which allows the
VoF simulation to be started at a time instance that is closer to breaking.

We use a fully non-linear code described in detail in [23] to obtain the velocity
potential and the surface elevation closer to break, where a unidirectional wave profile
with a Gaussian wave spectrum following [65] is specified as:

S(k) = exp

(
− (k − kp)

2

2k2w

)
, (17)

where S(k) is a Gaussian wave spectrum as a function of wavenumber k, kp is the
peak wavenumber and kw is the spectral bandwidth. We compute the surface elevation
η(x, t) and velocity potential φ(x, z, t) from the wave spectrum as:

η(x, t) =

N∑
n=1

an cos [kn (x− xc)− ωn (t− tc)]

φ(x, z, t) =

N∑
n=1

an
ωn

kn

cosh kn(z + h)

sinh knh
sin [kn (x)− ωn (t− tc)]

(18)

where η is the surface elevation, ϕ is the velocity potential, an is the amplitude of
n − th component ωn is the angular frequency, kn is the wavenumber, tc = −20Tp is
the focused time, z is the vertical coordinate, and h is the water depth. In this study,
focused wave groups are generated with the peak period range 1 < Tp < 2 seconds,
0.0046 < kw < 0.00575 m−1, and 0.17 < Akp < 0.25, where Tp is the peak period
and Akp is the non dimensionalised wave amplitude at linear focus. A total of 225
simulations (including perturbed ones) are generated for the breaking database, which
covers a wide range of various breaking wave group profiles.

We specify the surface elevation and velocity potential spatially for the fully non-
linear simulation, where the exact second-order corrections following [66] are used
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in this study to mitigate the error wave contamination. When the wave is close to
breaking, we stop the fully nonlinear simulation pre-conditioning scheme and use the
simulated results as the final initial condition for the VoF method. To achieve this,
we specify the tracer function and the velocity fields of the water in the 2D quadtree
mesh using a Fourier-based data assimilation approach. Over 20000 frequency bins are
used to ensure the assimilation accuracy. This allows us to initialise VoF directly from
the fully nonlinear simulation to mitigate further error wave contamination. The total
simulation time in Basilisk is fixed at 10 seconds, which allows around 5-6 periods of
breaking evolution.

7.3 Ray casting description of air-water interface

We need a new description of Boundary Condition (BC) for overturning waves that
avoids non-single values of surface elevation in an Eulerian specification. We use a
ray casting description of the air-water boundary in two steps: reconstructing the
multi-fluid interface and ray casting probing.

We first reconstruct the interface between the air and water through a volume of
fluid (VoF) method, where a tracer function T(x⃗, t) is defined through the volume
fraction of a given fluid in each computation cell, where x⃗ = (x, z) is the position
vector. The density ρ and viscosity µ can hence be obtained as ρ(T) = Tρw+(1−T)ρa
and µ(T) = Tµw + (1 − T)µa, where a and w denotes the property of the two fluids
(water and air) respectively. A detailed description of the numerical methods and
surface reconstruction can be found in [25].

We further utilise the ray casting probing to interpolate the tracer function T(x⃗, t)
as:

η(x0, t) = p− d− n⃗ · (x⃗ori − T(x⃗int, t))

n⃗ · r⃗dir
, (19)

where η(x0, t) is the interpolated surface elevation at x = x0, and x⃗ori =√
x2
0 + p2(x0, p) is the position vector of casting origin and p is the vertical coordinate

of casting origin, d is the still water level, r⃗dir = (0,−1) is the ray-casting direction
vector, n⃗ is the normal vector of the local tracer function T(x⃗int, t), and x⃗int = (x0, z0)
denotes the interpolation point, where z0 = argmin(j · (T((x0, z), t), and j is the direc-
tion vector in z direction. This sampling approach mimics the wave probes used during
the wave experiment and samples the upper layer of the water-air interface as the
surface elevation value.

We use a total of 16,384 probes across the numerical wave flume, where rigorous
grid convergence tests have been performed to ensure no clear further improvement
can be observed for further increasing the number of probes.

7.4 Local perturbation to remove small scale effects

In this section, we detail the local perturbation approach we used in the new descrip-
tion of Boundary Condition, where the aim is to remove the small-scale effects such as
the splashing and cavities at the air-water interface. These effects naturally arise from
the nature of breaking waves [24], and introduce significant challenges in defining a
stable and continuous Boundary Condition to describe the bulk water movement.
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This is done through a small perturbation on the wave initial conditions specified
in Section 7.27.2.3. For example, the jthperturbed quantity q±δj can be obtained as:

q±jδ = q1 ± δjq1 + q22 ± 2δjq22 · · · , (20)

where δ = 0.005 is the small parameter, which controls percentage variation of the
quantity, q1 is the linear part of the quantity and q22 is the second order part, which
can be obtained following [66]. Following Equation 20, we perturb both the surface
elevation and velocity potential to avoid mismatch at the boundary. The j controls
the number of initial conditions generated per case during the perturbation process.
In this study, we limited j = 2 due to computational resources, which gives a total
of 2j + 1 initial conditions per case. We then run a full VoF scheme on each of these
perturbed initial conditions, which gives calculated quantity q±jδ

c corresponding to
the jthperturbed initial condition. Finally, we run a median operation to remove the
small-scale chaotic behaviour during the wave breaking across all the perturbed and
unperturbed initial conditions:

qc = Med
[
q(0)c + q±δ

c + q±2δ
c + · · ·+ q±jδ

c

]
for j = 1, 2, 3, · · · (21)

where the q(0)(x, t) is the undisturbed quantity.

7.5 Breaking wave region evolution due to wave propagation

In this study, we constrain the application of the new breaking BC to be only within
the breaking region. To complete a breaking wave group simulation, the non-breaking
BC (i.e. FNBC) is needed to be applied at regions that never being affected by the
breaking. As such, we need to consider both the breaking region identified by the
classifier at the current time step and also possible contamination propagated from
the previous time steps due to breaking.

Here, we illustrate how Equations 11 and 12 in the original manuscript work to
update the wave-breaking region due to the contamination propagated from the previ-
ous time steps. We now consider a breaking grid point happens at l time steps before
the current time step in Figure B2. Due to the wave breaks at the grid point as identi-
fied by the classifier, we shall consider some regions of the current time step (x1 to xn)
contaminated due to the previous breaking. This also ensures that the breaking and
non-breaking BCs are not switched very frequently, which leads to significant numeri-
cal instabilities. We decide the region at the current time step contaminated based on
the linear theory, where l∆t is the time difference between two time instances. For a
wave with a frequency of ωi, the traveling distance between l∆t will be g/ωil∆t with
the speed of v = g/ωi. We consider the frequency range covering 95% of the energy of
the wave group in this study. This evolutional break region due to contamination is
then combined with the breaking region classifier at the current time step in Equation
11. The final breaking region is defined as either the contamination region affected by
the wave breaking in previous time steps or the new breaking region identified from
the classifier.
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7.6 Numerical stability and conservation of mass for the
breaking BC

We examine the numerical stability of the new breaking BC when used as the only
governing equation in an RK4 time-stepping scheme. We simulate the spatial-temporal
evolution of a non-breaking wave group in Figure B3. We observe stable numerical
results throughout the simulation for over 5 peak periods, whereas a typical wave-
breaking event only lasts for less than 2 peak periods. We also report almost perfect
mass conservation properties of the discovered new breaking BC, where the variation
in the total mass of the water throughout the entire simulation is less than 0.1%.

7.7 First propagation term under linear theory

We now derive the first propagation term in the new breaking BC from linear wave
theory. We follow the Stokes type of expansion with a narrow-banded approximation
and expand the nonlinear elevation with higher-order harmonics as:

η = η1 + η2 + η3 + · · · (22)

where ηn is the nth order of harmonics, and the higher-order terms can then be
obtained as depth-dependent functions of the linear terms as

η2 = S22 kp(η
2
1 − η21H), (23)

where subscriptH denotes the Hilbert transform [67], which phase shifts all the Fourier
components of a signal by 90◦, kp is the peak wavenumber, and S22 is the usual Stokes
second order coefficient (see [68]) which converges to 1/2 for deep water waves. The
third-order harmonic is given by:

η3 = S33 k2p(η
3
1 − 3η1η

2
1H), (24)

and the coefficient S33 converges to 3/8 for deep water. The detailed formulations for
the approximated higher-order harmonics can be found in [69].

We further present the spatial integral as an equivalent of a Fourier expansion [70]
×1/ık (i.e.

∫
· · · dx = × 1

ık ), where k is the appropriate wavenumber, ı =
√
−1, and

1/ı is effectively a Hilbert transform for sinusoidal signals. Hence the time derivative
of surface elevation can be written as:

∂η

∂t
= −ωpη1 − (2ωp)η2 − (3ωp)η3 + · · · , (25)

where ωp is the spectral peak frequency of the surface elevation if we follow a
slowly varying wave envelope approximation. Following a similar approach, the spatial
derivative of surface elevation can be found as:

∂η

∂x
= kpη1 + (2kp)η2 + (3kp)η3 + · · · . (26)
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Combining Equation 25 and 27, gives

∂η

∂t
= −ωp

kp

∂η

∂x
, (27)

which can be further simplified with linear dispersion relation:

∂η

∂t
= − g

ωp

∂η

∂x
for deep water,

∂η

∂t
= − g

ωp
tanh kpd

∂η

∂x
for finite water depth,

(28)

where d is the water depth.

7.8 Independent Dataset

This independent dataset is generated through a Lagrangian simulation that solves
the fully nonlinear boundary integral between the air and water interface [71]. This full
dataset has been generated and published independently in [27]. This numerical simu-
lation stars from the fully nonlinear potential flow framework. For inviscid, rotational,
and incompressible flow, a velocity potential ϕ(x, z, t) satisfies Laplace’s equation:

∇2ϕ = 0 with ϕn(x,−h, t) ≡ 0 and ϕ(x,−h, t) ≡ 0, (29)

where ϕn denotes the normal gradient to the bottom of the surface. A Cauchy’s integral
approach is adapted to describe Lagrangian surface particle movements in time with a
conformally mapped frame, which improves the computational speed when compared
to the traditional boundary integral methods solved in the physical domain.

In this independent dataset, unidirectional focused wave groups are generated
following a different spectrum is used with varying bandwidth and characteristic fre-
quency. The JONSWAP spectrum SJONSWAP(f) used for wave initialisation following
[72] :

SJONSWAP(f) = G(f)αPMg2(2π)−4f−5 exp

(
5/4

(
f0
f

)4
)
, (30)

where

G(f) = γ
exp

(
(f−f0)2

2σ2f2
0

)
, (31)

where αPM is the coefficient from Pierson-Moskowitz spectra, the value of which
depends on the wind conditions, γ is the peak enhancement factor, and σ is defined as:

σ =

{
0.07 f ≤ f0
0.09 f > f0.

(32)

The Wave initialization parameters for this independent dataset are 0.71 < fp <
0.88, 1 < γ < 15, and 0.19 < Akp < 0.37, and a total of 149 wave groups are included
in this study as an independent validation of the new breaking BC and the breaking
classifier.
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7.9 Independent Experiments

7.9.1 Experimental set-up and wave group conditions

The breaking waves used to validate the model presented in this study were generated
in a glass-walled 2-D wave flume located at the Hydrodynamics Laboratory of the
Civil and Environmental Engineering Department at Imperial College London. The
flume is 27 m long and 0.3 m wide, and was filled with natural water to a fixed depth
of 0.7 m throughout the experiments. A flap-type wave paddle positioned at one end
of the flume generated unidirectional, dispersively focused wave groups, following the
procedure outlined in [73]. This set-up allowed precise control of individual breaking
events, ensuring they occurred at specific locations where an imaging system was
positioned.

This imaging system consisted of three charge-coupled device (CCD) cameras oper-
ating at 20 Hz looking sideways through the glass walls of the flume to record the
breaking process. These cameras were arranged horizontally to provide a continuous
spatial view of the propagating wave groups over a span of more than 4 m in the direc-
tion of wave propagation. At the opposite end of the flume, a second paddle identical
to the wave generation paddle, along with a parabolic metal slope, was used to absorb
and dissipate the energy of incident wave groups to minimise reflections. Reflection
assessments indicated reflection coefficients consistently below ∼3% for the regular
wave trains tested under this configuration.

Following [74], the breaking focused wave groups were generated based upon
JONSWAP-type spectra, re-formulated according to the NewWave model of [75],
which has been shown to more accurately represent the average shape of the largest
crests in random sea states. In this context, breaking wave groups were defined by
a discrete set of N freely propagating spectral components, each with a unique fre-
quency, amplitude and phase. The phases of individual components were tuned such
that the breaking onset occurred within the field of view of the central camera in the
array.

The spectral parameters characterising the wave groups were the linear amplitude
sum of all underlying components (A), the peak enhancement factor (γ), and the peak
period (Tp). Specifically, for the cases presented in Figure 2 panel (e), the parameters
were A = 83 mm, γ = 3, and Tp = 1.2 s. We have also compared another case with
A = 90 mm, γ = 2, and Tp = 1.3 s, where the results for the full wave breaking
evolution are shown in Figure B4, where the surface elevation predicted through the
new breaking model compares well with the experimental results within the breaking
region. The full description of the functions of these parameters can be found in [74]
and [76].

7.9.2 Wave profile extraction

The profiles of the individual breaking waves were extracted by analysing high-
resolution video images captured by the CCD cameras, which provided a spatial
resolution of less than 0.001 m per pixel. Prior to extraction, the raw images were
meticulously calibrated to remove lens distortion and were pre-processed to highlight
the meniscus (air-water-glass contact lines), for which the contact line was used to
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indicate the free surface of the waves. The image processing procedures involved in
this contact line enhancement included contrast enhancement, noise reduction, and
edge sharpening, as outlined in [77].

The free surface in the non-breaking regions of the wave was extracted automati-
cally using the edge detection algorithm proposed by [77]. Therein, it was termed the
Continuous Maximum Gradient (CMG) method, which detects the surface by identi-
fying the largest gradients in image pixel intensity, with an outlier removal procedure
applied to filter out pixels that may be incorrectly identified as the surface points.
The algorithm capitalises on the fact that the non-breaking free surface behaves as
a smooth streamline, with minimal deviation between consecutive pixels representing
the free surface.

In the breaking regions, where the free surface becomes multi-valued (i.g. over-
turning crests) or is obscured by bubbles and surface splash-ups, the free surface was
identified through free-hand outlining on a frame-by-frame basis. In these cases, the
free surface was determined to be the immediate contact between the overlying air
and the underlying two-phase flow. Finally, the surface elevations were obtained by
converting the identified free surface in the images to real-world dimensions using
pre-established relationships specific to each camera.
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Table A1 Wave initialization parameters
for the numerical wave experiment, where
the relevant parameters for the simulation
are the liquid and gas density ρw, ρa,
dynamic viscosities of liquid and gas µw, µa,
the surface tension σ, and gravitational
acceleration g. We have also presented the
non-dimensionalised Reynolds Number and
Bond number following [60], where
vw = µw/ρw is the kinematic viscosity,
k0 = 2π/λ0 is the characteristic
wavenumber and can be obtained through
linear dispersion from characteristic
frequency f0 as (2πf0)2 = gk0.

Parameter Value

ρw 1025 kg/m3

ρa 1.225 kg/m3

µw 0.00089 kg/(ms)
µa 1.74×10−5 kg/(ms)
σ 72 mN/m
g 9.81 m/s2

Re =
√

gλ3
0/vw 7000×103

Bo = (ρw − ρa)g/σk20 8000

Table A2 Model Hyperparameters for Breaking
Classifier using PySR. The detailed explanation of each
hyperparameter can be found in the documents
https://astroautomata.com/PySR/options/

Hyperparameter Breaking Classifier (PySR)
Binary Operators ”+” ”*” ”/”
Populations 1000
Maxsize 20
Ncyclesperiteration 5000
Population Size 33
Loss Function Equation 5
Parsimony 0.00320

Table A3 Model Hyperparameters for new Breaking BC using
DISCOVER. The detailed explanation of each hyperparameter
can be found in https://github.com/menggedu/DISCOVER.
Other hyperparameters not listed are left as default values.

Hyperparameter New Breaking BC (DISCOVER)
Operator ”+” ”*” ”/”
Number Samples 150000
Batch Size 1500
Percentage for Migrating 0.005
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Fig. B1 The convergence study for panel A the horizontal fluid velocity at the free surface and
panel B surface elevation itself for a breaking wave group with peak period Tp = 1.25, wave steepness
Akp = 0.24 and bandwidth kw = 0.0046m−1. CFL shows the maximal Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy
number allowed for each simulation.

Fig. B2 Schematic diagram for breaking region devotion due to wave propagation
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Fig. B3 Spatial-temporal evolution of a non-breaking wave group with new breaking BC as the only
governing equation.

Fig. B4 The spatial-temporal evolution of surface elevation for a unidirectional breaking wave group
for panel A experimental profile extracted from high-speed camera videos, and panel B new breaking
BC being applied within the breaking region shown in panel C based on the evolutionary wave
breaking classifier. The velocity field for classification is approximated with linear theory. The wave
evolution in the rest of the non-breaking region is adapted from the experimental results to avoid
edge effects during the simulation.
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