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Resonant sloshing in circular cylinders was studied by Faltinsen et al. (2016), whose theory
was used to describe steady-state resonant waves due to time-harmonic container’s elliptic
orbits. In the limit of longitudinal container motions, a symmetry-breaking of the planar
wave solution occurs, with clockwise and anti-clockwise swirling equally likely. In addition
to this primary harmonic dynamics, previous experiments have unveiled that diverse super-
harmonic dynamics are observable far from primary resonances. Among these, the so-called
double-crest (DC) dynamics, first observed by Reclari et al. (2014) for rotary sloshing, is
particularly relevant, as its manifestation is the most favored by the spatial structure of the
external driving. Following Bongarzone et al. (2022a), in this work we develop a weakly
nonlinear (WNL) analysis to describe the system response to super-harmonic longitudinal
forcing. The resulting system of amplitude equations predicts that a planar wave symmetry-
breaking via stable swirling may also occur under super-harmonic excitation. This finding is
confirmed by our experimental observations, which identify three possible super-harmonic
regimes, i.e. (i) stable planar DC waves, (ii) irregular motion and (iii) stable swirling DC
waves, whose corresponding stability boundaries in the forcing frequency-amplitude plane
quantitatively match the present theoretical estimates.

Key words:

1. Introduction
Liquid sloshing related problems remain nowadays of great concern to many engineering
fields. Depending on the type of external forcing and container shape, the free liquid surface
can experience different types of dynamics,whose nature has amajor importance in the design
of, e.g., airplanes, rockets, spacecraft as well as road and ship tankers, since the sloshing
motion may have a strong influence on their dynamic stability (Ibrahim 2005; Faltinsen &
Timokha 2009). The case of resonant sloshing in upright circular cylinders represents one
of the archetypal sloshing systems and it has indeed been extensively studied theoretically,
experimentally and numerically.
In their work, Faltinsen et al. (2016) thoroughly examine harmonically resonant sloshing
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dynamics in upright annular (circular) reservoirs. By applying the Narimanov–Moiseev
multimodal sloshing theory (Narimanov 1957; Moiseev 1958; Dodge et al. 1965; Faltinsen
1974; Narimanov et al. 1977; Lukovsky 1990; Lukovsky & Timokha 2011, 2015; Lukovsky
2015; Takahara & Kimura 2012), capable of accurately describing the nonlinear wave
dynamics near primary harmonic resonances and in absence of secondary resonances
(Faltinsen et al. 2005, 2016; Raynovskyy&Timokha 2018a, 2020), i.e. for a non-dimensional
fluid depth𝐻 & 1.05, they derived the response curves for planar elliptic-type tank excitation.
In the two limit cases, system responses to longitudinal and rotary tank motions were
retrieved.
Rotary sloshing is widely used in biological and chemical industrial applications such

as small and large scale bioreactors for bacterial and cellular cultures (McDaniel & Bailey
1969; Wurm 2004), where the liquid motion prevents the sedimentation of suspended cells
in the liquid medium and allows for a homogenized concentration of dissolved oxygen and
nutrients. For these reasons, a strong interest in the gas exchange and mixing processes taking
place in these devices has emerged over the last decades (Büchs et al. 2000a,b; Büchs 2001;
Maier et al. 2004; Muller et al. 2005; Micheletti et al. 2006; Zhang et al. 2009; Tissot et al.
2010; Tan et al. 2011; Tissot et al. 2011; Klöckner & Büchs 2012).
Reclari (2013) and Reclari et al. (2014), among others (see also Hutton (1964); Bouvard

et al. (2017); Moisy et al. (2018); Horstmann et al. (2020, 2021)), experimentally char-
acterized in great detail the hydrodynamics of orbitally shaken circular cylinders, which
represent the typical shape of lab-scale bioreactors. In addition to the primary harmonic
system response via single-crest (SC) wave dynamics, different multiple-crest wave patterns
were observed. Among these, the super-harmonic double-crest (DC) wave dynamics, as
labeled by Reclari et al. (2014), is particularly relevant, as it appears to be the most stable and
the one which displays the largest nonlinear amplitude response, that may eventually lead to
wave breaking occurring far from harmonic resonances and even at moderately low forcing
amplitudes. Its manifestation is indeed naturally favored by the spatial structure, i.e. by the
temporal and azimuthal periodicities, of the external driving and, therefore, its understanding
and prediction can be important for practical application as in the design of bioreactors.
The analysis outlined in Bongarzone et al. (2022a) was precisely dedicated to the

development of a inviscid weakly nonlinear analysis, which was seen to successfully capture
nonlinear effects for this subtle additive and multiplicative resonance governing the super-
harmonic double-crest swirling and which well matched the experimental findings of Reclari
(2013) and Reclari et al. (2014).
Nonetheless, the applicability of the aforementioned analysis is limited to rotary sloshing,

whereas the emergence of super-harmonic DC dynamics is in principle expected for any
elliptic-type container excitation and, therefore, for longitudinal forcing as well.
The latter forcing condition has been analytically and experimentally studied for decades

(Hutton 1963; Abramson 1966; Chu 1968) and it is of interest from the perspective of
hydrodynamic instabilities due to the occurrence of hysteretic symmetry-breaking conditions
(Miles 1984a,b). With regards to circular cylindrical containers, particularly relevant are the
experimental studies by Abramson et al. (1966), Royon-Lebeaud et al. (2007) and Hopfinger
& Baumbach (2009), who detected the stability bounds between harmonic planar, swirling
and irregular waves and whose estimates were later used by Faltinsen et al. (2016) to validate
their theoretical analysis. However, these works were mostly focused on the investigation of
system responses in the neighborhood of harmonic resonances, whereas, with the exception
of Reclari et al. (2014) and Bongarzone et al. (2022a) in the context of rotary sloshing,
the literature seems to lack of comprehensive experimental and theoretical studies dealing
with the most relevant secondary super-harmonic resonances (by super-harmonic, we mean
here a wave of a certain frequency 𝜔 emerging from an excitation at Ω = 𝜔/2, with Ω the
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Figure 1: Sketch of a cylindrical container of diameter 𝐷 = 2𝑅 and filled to a depth ℎ. The
gravity acceleration is denoted by 𝑔. 𝑂 ′e′𝑥e′𝑦e′𝑧 is the Cartesian inertial reference frame,
while 𝑂e𝑥e𝑦e𝑧 is the Cartesian reference frame moving with the container. The origin of
the moving cylindrical reference frame (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑧) is placed at the container revolution axis
and, specifically, at the unperturbed liquid height, 𝑧 = 0. The perturbed free surface and
contact line elevation are denoted by 𝜂 and 𝛿, respectively. �̄�𝑥 is the amplitudes of the

longitudinal periodic forcing of driving angular frequency Ω̄.

driving angular frequency), i.e. far from primary ones, under longitudinal or, more generally,
elliptical container excitation.
In this work we take a first step in this direction by extending to longitudinal planar forcing

the analysis formalized by Bongarzone et al. (2022a) for circular container motions. In the
spirit of the multiple timescale method, we develop a weakly nonlinear (WNL)model leading
to a system of two amplitude equations, which, via thorough comparison with dedicated lab-
scale experiments, is proven capable of describing satisfactorily the steady-state system
response to super-harmonic longitudinal forcing and, particularly, of detecting the various
possible dynamical regimes.
The manuscript is organized as follows. The flow configuration and governing equations

are given in §2. In §3 we briefly introduce the classical linear potential model together
with a short description of the numerical method employed in this work. By analogy with
Bongarzone et al. (2022a), in §4, we first tackle the simpler case of harmonic single-crest
(SC) wave. The WNL system of amplitude equations governing the double-crest (DC) wave
dynamics under super-harmonic longitudinal forcing, which represents the core of this study,
is then formalized in §5. The experimental apparatus, procedure and findings are described in
§6, where a thorough quantitative comparison with the present theoretical estimates is carried
out. Final comments and conclusions are outlined in §7. Lastly, Appendix B complements the
theoretical model by briefly showing how a straightforward extension of the present analysis
to generic container’s elliptic orbits can be readily obtained without any further calculation,
hence paving the way for further analyses and experimental investigations.

2. Flow configuration and governing equations
We consider a cylindrical container of diameter 𝐷 = 2𝑅 filled to a depth ℎ with a liquid of
density 𝜌. The air–liquid surface tension is denoted by 𝛾, whereas the gravity acceleration
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is denoted by 𝑔. 𝑂 ′e′𝑥e′𝑦e′𝑧 is the Cartesian inertial reference frame, while 𝑂e𝑥e𝑦e𝑧 is the
Cartesian reference frame moving with the container. The origin of the moving cylindrical
reference frame (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑧) is placed at the container revolution axis and, specifically, at the
unperturbed liquid height, 𝑧 = 0 (see figure 1). A longitudinal shaking in the horizontal
plane, e.g. along the 𝑥-axis, can be represented by the following equations describing the
motion velocity of the container axis intersection with the 𝑧 = 0 plane, parametrized in polar
coordinates (𝑟 , 𝜃),

¤X0 =
{
− �̄�𝑥Ω̄ sin

(
Ω̄𝑡

)
cos 𝜃 e𝑟

�̄�𝑥Ω̄ sin
(
Ω̄𝑡

)
sin 𝜃 e𝜃

, (2.1)

with �̄�𝑥 the dimensional forcing amplitude and Ω̄ the dimensional driving angular frequency.
In the potential flow limit, the liquid motion within the moving container is governed by the
Laplace equation, subjected to the homogeneous no-penetration condition at the solid lateral
wall and bottom,

ΔΦ = 0, ∇Φ · n = 0, (2.2)
and by the dynamic and kinematic boundary conditions at the free surface 𝑧 = 𝜂 (𝑟, 𝜃)
(Ibrahim 2005; Faltinsen & Timokha 2009),

𝜕Φ

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
2
∇Φ · ∇Φ + 𝜂 − 𝜅 (𝜂)

𝐵𝑜
= 𝑟 𝑓 cos (Ω𝑡) cos 𝜃, (2.3a)

𝜕𝜂

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇Φ · ∇𝜂 − 𝜕Φ

𝜕𝑧
= 0. (2.3b)

which have been made non-dimensional by using the container’s characteristic length 𝑅, the
velocity

√
𝑔𝑅 and the time scale

√︁
𝑅/𝑔. In (2.3a), 𝜅 (𝜂) denotes the fully nonlinear curvature,

while 𝐵𝑜 = 𝜌𝑔𝑅2/𝛾 is the Bond number. As soon as the Bond number is sufficiently large, i.e.
𝐵𝑜 ∼ 103 (Bouvard et al. 2017), surface tension effects are almost negligible (fully negligible
for 𝐵𝑜 & 104, except in the neighborhood of the contact line (Faltinsen et al. 2016)). In the
following, we assume large Bond numbers and accordingly the curvature term in (2.3a) is
neglected. The non-dimensional driving acceleration along the 𝑥-axis reads 𝑓 = 𝑎𝑥Ω

2, with
𝑎𝑥 = �̄�𝑥/𝑅 and Ω = Ω̄/

√︁
𝑔/𝑅. Lastly, the non-dimensional fluid depth is 𝐻 = ℎ/𝑅.

3. Linear potential model
Far from resonances and in the limit of small forcing amplitudes, the linear theory is expected
to provide a good approximation of the harmonic system response. Let us consider small
perturbations of the rest state,

q (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑧, 𝑡) = {Φ (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑧, 𝑡) , 𝜂 (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑡)}𝑇 = 𝜖q′ = 𝜖 {Φ′, 𝜂′}𝑇 + O
(
𝜖2
)
, (3.1)

together with the assumption of small driving forcing amplitudes of order O (𝜖), i.e. 𝑓 = 𝜖𝐹,
with 𝜖 a small parameter 𝜖 � 1 and with the auxiliary variable 𝐹 of order O (1). At order 𝜖 ,
equations (2.2)-(2.3b) reduce to a forced linear system, whose matrix compact form reads,

(𝜕𝑡B − A) q′ = F
′, (3.2)

with F ′ = 𝐹F̂

(
1
2𝑒
i(Ω𝑡−𝜃) + 12𝑒

i(Ω𝑡+𝜃)
)
+ 𝑐.𝑐., F̂ =

{
0, 𝑟2

}𝑇 and
B =

(
0 0
𝐼𝜂 0

)
, A =

(
Δ 0
0 −𝐼𝜂

)
, (3.3)

Focus on Fluids articles must not exceed this page length
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where 𝑐.𝑐. stands for complex conjugate and 𝐼𝜂 is the identity matrix associated with the
interface 𝜂. Note that the kinematic condition does not explicitly appear in (3.3), but it is
enforced as a boundary condition at the interface (Viola et al. 2018). We then seek for a
standing wave solution in the form

q′ (𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑧, 𝑡) = 𝐹q̂ (𝑟, 𝑧)
(
1
2
𝑒i(Ω𝑡−𝜃) + 1

2
𝑒i(Ω𝑡+𝜃)

)
+ 𝑐.𝑐., (3.4)

where q̂ is straightforwardly computed by solving the system

(iΩB − A𝑚=1) q̂ = F̂, (3.5)

Note that, due to the normal mode ansatz (3.4), the linear operator A𝑚 depends on the
azimuthal wavenumber 𝑚, here 𝑚 = 1. Despite the fact that an exact analytical solution to
equation (3.5) can be readily obtained via a Bessel-Fourier-series representation, in this work,
as in Bongarzone et al. (2022a), we opt for a numerical scheme based on a discretization
technique, where linear operatorsB andA𝑚 are discretized in space bymeans of a Chebyshev
pseudo-spectral collocationmethodwith a two-dimensionalmapping implemented inMatlab,
which is analogous to that described by Viola et al. (2018) and Bongarzone et al. (2021b).
The numerical scheme requires explicit boundary conditions at 𝑟 = 0 in order to regularize
the problem on the revolution axis (𝑟 = 0), i.e.

𝑚 = 0 :
𝜕𝜂

𝜕𝑟
=

𝜕Φ̂

𝜕𝑟
= 0, (3.6a)

𝑚 > 1 : 𝜂 = Φ̂ = 0. (3.6b)
We recall the well-known dispersion relation for inviscid gravity waves (Lamb 1993),

𝜔2𝑚𝑛 = 𝑘𝑚𝑛 tanh (𝑘𝑚𝑛𝐻), (3.7)

where the wavenumber 𝑘𝑚𝑛 is given by the nth-root of the first derivative of the mth-order
Bessel function of the first kind satisfying 𝐽 ′𝑚 (𝑘𝑚𝑛) = 0. By denoting the eigenvector
associated with the natural frequency 𝜔𝑚𝑛 as q̂𝑚𝑛, solution of the homogeneous version of
equation (3.5) for Ω = 𝜔𝑚𝑛, it is useful for the rest of the analysis to note that owing to the
symmetries of the problem, the system admits the following invariant transformation

(q̂𝑚𝑛, +𝑚, i𝜔𝑚𝑛) −→ (q̂𝑚𝑛,−𝑚, i𝜔𝑚𝑛) . (3.8)

Such an invariance suggests that the spatial structure, q̂ (𝑟, 𝑧), of the system response to an
external forcing with temporal and azimuthal periodicity (Ω, 𝑚) is the same of that computed
for (Ω,−𝑚), so that the linear solution form (3.4) holds.

4. Harmonic single-crest (SC) resonance
With the aim to derive a weakly nonlinear (WNL) system of amplitude equations governing
the super-harmonic double-crest dynamics (DC) under longitudinal excitation, we first tackle
the simpler problemof harmonic single-crestwaves (SC).We look for a third order asymptotic
solution of the system

q = {Φ, 𝜂}𝑇 = 𝜖q1 + 𝜖2q2 + 𝜖3q3 + O
(
𝜖4
)
, (4.1)

where the zero order solution, q0 = 0, associated with the rest state, is omitted.
With regards to SCwaves and, specifically, to the harmonic response at a driving frequency

close to the natural frequency of one of the non-axisymmetric𝑚 = ±1modes,𝜔1𝑛, we assume
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here a small forcing amplitude of order 𝜖3. This assumption is justified by the fact that close
to resonance,Ω ≈ 𝜔1𝑛, and in absence of dissipation, even a small forcing will induce a large
system response. Hence, the analysis is expected to hold for Ω = 𝜔1𝑛 + 𝜆, where 𝜆 is a small
detuning parameter assumed of order 𝜖2. In the spirit of the multiple scale technique, we
introduce the slow time scale 𝑇2 = 𝜖2𝑡, with 𝑡 being the fast time scale. Hence, the following
scalings are assumed:

𝑓 = 𝜖3𝐹, Ω = 𝜔1𝑛 + 𝜖2Λ, 𝑇2 = 𝜖2𝑡, (4.2)

with the auxiliary parameters, 𝐹 and Λ, of order O (1).
Given the azimuthal periodicity of the external forcing, i.e. 𝑚 = ±1, we assume a leading

order solution as the sum of two counter-propagating traveling waves,

q1 = 𝐴1 (𝑇2) q̂𝐴1
1 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡−𝜃) + 𝐵1 (𝑇2) q̂𝐵1

1 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡+𝜃) + 𝑐.𝑐., (4.3)

where q̂𝐴1
1 = q̂𝐵1

1 (owing to (3.8)) is the eigenmode computed by solving (3.5) for its
homogeneous solution at Ω = 𝜔1𝑛, where 𝜔1𝑛 is given by (3.7). The complex amplitudes
𝐴1 and 𝐵1, functions of the slow time scale 𝑇2 and still undetermined at this stage of the
expansion, describe the slow time amplitude modulation of the two oscillating waves and
must be determined at a higher order.
By pursuing the expansion to the second order, one obtains a linear system forced by

combinations of the first order solutions. These forcing terms are proportional to 𝐴21 and 𝐵
2
1

(second harmonics), to |𝐴1 |2 and |𝐵1 |2 (steady and axisymmetric mean flow corrections) and
to 𝐴1𝐵1 and 𝐴1𝐵1 (cross-quadratic interactions),

(𝜕𝑡B − A𝑚) q2 = F2 =
(
|𝐴1 |2F̂

𝐴1 �̄�1
2 + |𝐵1 |21F̂

𝐵1 �̄�1
2

)
+
(
𝐴21F̂

𝐴1𝐴1
2 𝑒i2(𝜔1𝑛𝑡−𝜃) + 𝐵21F̂

𝐵1𝐵1
2 𝑒i2(𝜔1𝑛𝑡+𝜃) + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+
(
𝐴1𝐵1F̂

𝐴1𝐵1
2 𝑒i2𝜔1𝑛𝑡 + 𝐴1𝐵1F̂

𝐴1𝐵1
2 𝑒−i2𝜃 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
. (4.4)

Thus, we seek for a second order solution of the form

q2 = |𝐴1 |2q̂𝐴1 �̄�1
2 + |𝐵1 |2q̂𝐵1 �̄�1

2 +
(
𝐴21q̂

𝐴1𝐴1
2 𝑒i2(𝜔1𝑛𝑡−𝜃) + 𝐵21q̂

𝐵1𝐵1
2 𝑒i2(𝜔1𝑛𝑡+𝜃) + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+
(
𝐴1𝐵1q̂𝐴1𝐵1

2 𝑒i2𝜔1𝑛𝑡 + 𝐴1𝐵1q̂𝐴1𝐵1
2 𝑒−i2𝜃 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
. (4.5)

Given the invariant transformation (3.8), only some of these second order responses need to
be computed explicitly, as, e.g., q̂𝐴1 �̄�1

2 = q̂𝐵1 �̄�1
2 and q̂𝐴1𝐴1

2 = q̂𝐵1𝐵1
2 .

We now move forward to the 𝜖3–order problem, which is once again a linear problem
forced by combinations of the first (4.3) and second order solutions (4.5), produced by
third order non-linearities such as (∇Φ1 · ∇Φ2 + ∇Φ2 · ∇Φ1) /2 in the dynamic condition or
∇Φ1 · ∇𝜂2 + ∇Φ2 · ∇𝜂1 in the kinematic equation, as well as by the slow time-𝑇2 derivative
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of the leading order solution and by the external forcing, which was assumed of order 𝜖3,

(𝜕𝑡B − A𝑚) q3 = F3 = −𝜕𝐴1

𝜕𝑇2
Bq̂𝐴1
1 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡−𝜃) − 𝜕𝐵1

𝜕𝑇2
Bq̂𝐵1
1 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡+𝜃) (4.6)

+|𝐴1 |2𝐴1F̂
|𝐴1 |2𝐴1
3 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡−𝜃) + |𝐵1 |2𝐵1F̂

|𝐵1 |2𝐵1
3 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡+𝜃)

+|𝐵1 |2𝐴1F̂
|𝐵1 |2𝐴1
3 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡−𝜃) + |𝐴1 |2𝐵1F̂

|𝐴1 |2𝐵1
3 𝑒i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡+𝜃)

+1
2
𝐹F̂

𝐹

3 𝑒
i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡−𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇2 + 1

2
𝐹F̂

𝐹

3 𝑒
i(𝜔1𝑛𝑡+𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇2

+N.R.T. + 𝑐.𝑐.,

with F̂𝐹

3 = {0, 𝑟/2}𝑇 and where N.R.T. stands for non-resonating terms. These terms are not
strictly relevant for further analysis and can therefore be neglected. Amplitudes equations
for 𝐴1 and 𝐵1 are obtained by requiring that secular terms do not appear in the solution to
equation (4.6), where secularity results from all resonant forcing terms inF3 (seeAppendixD
of Bongarzone et al. (2022a) for its explicit expression), i.e. all terms sharing the same
frequency and wavenumber of q1, e.g. (𝜔, 𝑚) = (𝜔1𝑛,±1), and in effect all terms explicitly
written in (4.6). It follows that a compatibility condition must be enforced through the
Fredholm alternative (Friedrichs 2012), which imposes the amplitudes 𝐴 = 𝜖 𝐴1𝑒

−i𝜆𝑡 and
𝐵 = 𝜖𝐵1𝑒

−i𝜆𝑡 to obey the following normal form

𝑑𝐴

𝑑𝑡
= −i𝜆𝐴 + i

𝜇
𝑆𝐶

2
𝑓 + i 𝜈

𝑆𝐶
|𝐴|2𝐴 + i 𝜉

𝑆𝐶
|𝐵|2𝐴, (4.7a)

𝑑𝐵

𝑑𝑡
= −i𝜆𝐵 + i

𝜇
𝑆𝐶

2
𝑓 + i 𝜈

𝑆𝐶
|𝐵|2𝐵 + i 𝜉

𝑆𝐶
|𝐴|2𝐵, (4.7b)

where the physical time 𝑡 = 𝑇2/𝜖2 has been reintroduced and where forcing amplitude and
detuning parameter are recast in terms of their corresponding physical values, 𝑓 = 𝜖3𝐹 and
𝜆 = 𝜖2Λ = Ω − 𝜔1𝑛, so as to eliminate the small implicit parameter 𝜖 (Bongarzone et al.
2021a, 2022b). The subscript 𝑆𝐶 stands for single–crest (SC). The various normal form
coefficients, which turn out to be real-valued quantities due to the absence of dissipation,
are computed as scalar products between the adjoint mode, q̂𝐴1†

1 = q̂𝐵1†
1 , associated with

q̂𝐴1
1 = q̂𝐵1

1 , and the third order resonant forcing terms (see Appendix A and Bongarzone et al.
(2022a) for further details).
Once stable stationary solutions are computed, 𝐴 and 𝐵 are replaced in expressions (4.3)

and (4.5) and the total harmonic SC wave solution is reconstructed as

q𝑆𝐶 = {Φ, 𝜂}𝑇 = 𝜖q1 + 𝜖2q2. (4.8)

To this end, it is first convenient to express equations (4.7a)-(4.7b) in polar coordinates,
i.e. by defining 𝐴 = |𝐴|𝑒iΦ𝐴 and 𝐵 = |𝐵|𝑒iΦ𝐵 , and then to introduce the following change
of variables, |𝑎 | = |𝐴| + |𝐵| and |𝑏 | = |𝐴| − |𝐵|. By looking for periodic solutions with
stationary amplitudes |𝐴|, |𝐵| ≠ 0, one can sum and subtract equations (4.7a) and (4.7b),
hence obtaining,

𝑓 = 𝑎𝑥Ω
2 = ±|𝑎 |

(
𝜆 −

(
𝜈
𝑆𝐶

+ 𝜉𝑆𝐶

4

)
|𝑎 |2 −

(
3𝜈

𝑆𝐶
− 𝜉𝑆𝐶

4

)
|𝑏 |2

)
1

𝜇
𝑆𝐶

, (4.9a)

0 = |𝑏 |
(
𝜆 −

(
𝜈
𝑆𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝑆𝐶

4

)
|𝑏 |2 −

(
3𝜈

𝑆𝐶
− 𝜉𝑆𝐶

4

)
|𝑎 |2

)
. (4.9b)
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As expected, equation (4.9b) suggests that two possible solutions exist. The planar (or
standing) wave solution is retrieved for

|𝑏 | = |𝐴| − |𝐵| = 0→ |𝐴| = |𝐵|, (4.10a)

𝑎𝑥Ω
2 = ±|𝑎 |

(
𝜆 −

(
𝜈
𝑆𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝑆𝐶

4

)
|𝑎 |2

)
1

𝜇
𝑆𝐶

, (4.10b)

whereas the swirling wave solution is found when |𝑏 | ≠ 0 and

|𝑏 |2 =
(
𝜆 −

(
3𝜈

𝑆𝐶
− 𝜉

𝑆𝐶

4

)
|𝑎 |2

) (
4

𝜈
𝑆𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝑆𝐶

)
, (4.11a)

𝑎𝑥Ω
2 = ±2|𝑎 |

(
𝜉
𝑆𝐶

− 𝜈
𝑆𝐶

𝜈
𝑆𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝑆𝐶

) (
𝜆 − 𝜈

𝑆𝐶
|𝑎 |2

) 1
𝜇

𝑆𝐶

. (4.11b)

The various branches prescribed by (4.10b) and (4.11a)-(4.11b) for |𝑎 | and |𝑏 | as a function
of 𝜏 = Ω/𝜔1𝑛 and at a fixed non-dimensional shaking amplitude 𝑎𝑥 are here computed by
means of the Matlab function fimplicit.
We note that four possible combinations of stationary phases, Φ𝐴 and Φ𝐵 ∈ [0, 2𝜋], are

in principle admitted, i.e. (i)Φ𝐴 = Φ𝐵 = 0, (ii)Φ𝐴 = Φ𝐵 = 𝜋, (iii)Φ𝐴 = 0,Φ𝐵 = 𝜋 and (iv)
Φ𝐴 = 𝜋,Φ𝐵 = 0. However, (iii) and (iv) are totally equivalent to (i) and (ii), respectively, with
amplitudes |𝑎 | → |𝑏 | and |𝑏 | → |𝑎 |. Therefore, only combinations (i) Φ𝐴 = Φ𝐵 = Φ = 0
and (ii) Φ = 𝜋, which produce the ± sign in (4.9a), are retained.
In figure 2 we reproduce figure 8 of Faltinsen et al. (2016), which shows the estimates of

bounds between the frequency ranges where harmonic planar, irregular and swirling waves
occur. The outcomes of the present analysis are consistent with those of Faltinsen et al.
(2016) and with the experimental measurements by Royon-Lebeaud et al. (2007). The values
of the normal form coefficients 𝜇

𝑆𝐶
, 𝜈

𝑆𝐶
and 𝜉

𝑆𝐶
reported in table 1 of Appendix A confirm

that the stability boundaries vary weakly with the liquid depth, as stated by Faltinsen et al.
(2016) for non-dimensional fluid depths 𝐻 & 1.05, but strongly depend on the forcing
amplitude, with the frequency range for irregular and swirling waves widening for increasing
forcing amplitudes. In this context, irregular means that both the planar and the swirling
wave solutions are unstable, hence one could expect irregular and chaotic patterns with a
switching between planar and swirling motion. The green shaded region corresponds to
stable single-crest (SC) swirling waves, while the light purple shaded region corresponds
to the multi-solution regime, where both stable swirling SC and planar SC wave motions
are possible depending on the initial transient, i.e. on the initial conditions, as typical of
hysteretic systems.
In figure 3(a) and (b) the non-dimensionalmaximum steady-statewave elevation, computed

by reconstructing the total flow solution in accordance with (4.8), is compared with the
theoretical estimations by Faltinsen et al. (2016) (black dashed lines) from their figure 8 and
with the corresponding experimental measurements by Royon-Lebeaud et al. (2007) (colored
filled markers). The agreement between the present model and experiments is fairly good
and consistent with predictions by Faltinsen et al. (2016). The larger disagreement between
theory and experiments at smaller forcing amplitudes was tentatively attributed by Faltinsen
et al. (2016) to the fact that the actual elevation of these wave amplitudes was approximately
1mm and may therefore be more difficult to measure with sufficient accuracy. A comparable
mismatch is here retrieved.
As a side comment, we note that, within the present inviscid framework, the lower left

stable planar branch,Ω/𝜔11 < 1, is obtained for a phaseΦ = 0, which implies a fluid motion
in phase with the container motion, whereas the lower right planar branch, Ω/𝜔11 > 1, has a
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swirling SC
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Figure 2: Estimates of bounds, in the (Ω/𝜔11, 𝑎𝑥)-plane, between the frequency ranges
where planar, irregular and swirling waves occur when the container undergoes a

longitudinal and harmonic motion. Filled markers: experiments by Royon-Lebeaud et al.
(2007). Black dashed lines: theoretical prediction by Faltinsen et al. (2016), whose

theoretical curves have been here reproduced by manually sampling those reported in their
original figure 8(𝑎).

(a)
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Figure 3: Non-dimensional maximum steady-state wave elevation, max𝑡 , 𝜃=0, 𝜋/2 𝜂, (the
maximum is taken from values at two probes located at (𝑥, 𝑦) = (0.875, 0) and (0, 0.875))
versus the forcing frequency Ω/𝜔11 and for different 𝑥-longitudinal shaking amplitudes,
𝑎𝑥 : (𝑎) 0.0033, 0.0066, 0.0133 and 0.0266; (𝑏) 0.023 and 0.045. Markers are associated
with two experimental series by Royon-Lebeaud et al. (2007) (experimental data from
their original figures 2 (now (𝑎)) and 7 (now (𝑏)). Filled circles correspond to

measurements done for the planar regime, whereas filled squares indicate swirling. The
black dashed lines represent the stable branches predicted by Faltinsen et al. (2016). Their
curves have been here carefully reproduced by manually sampling those reported in their
original figure 10 in the range of frequency available, i.e. Ω/𝜔11 ∈ [0.7, 1.2]. Colored
solid lines correspond to the present theoretical predictions for stable branches.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: Spatial structures of the first order contributions (a) q𝐹1 (𝑟, 𝑧) 𝑒i cos 𝜃
(single-crest SC) and (b) q̂𝐴2

1 cos 2𝜃 = q̂𝐵2
1 cos 2𝜃 (double-crest DC) appearing in (5.2)

and computed for 𝑡 = 0 and 𝑇1 = 0. (c) Superposition of (a) and (b). Here the
corresponding amplitudes have been arbitrarily chosen for visualization purposes,but we
note that, while amplitude 𝐴2 and 𝐵2 still need to be determined, the amplitude of the
single-crest solution (a) is univocally defined once the amplitude, 𝐹, and the oscillation

frequency, Ω, of the external driving are prescribed.

phaseΦ = 𝜋, hence implying a phase opposition. The stable swirling branch is characterized
by Φ = 0. This is consistent with previous studies (Royon-Lebeaud et al. 2007).

5. Super-harmonic double-crest (DC) resonance
We now tackle the double–crest (DC) wave response to longitudinal shaking, whose
investigation represents the core of the present work. We remind that the double-crest
dynamics occurs at a driving frequency Ω ≈ 𝜔2𝑛/2 (see figure 4 of Reclari et al. (2014)).
For the sake of generality, the following analysis is therefore formalized for any mode (2, 𝑛),
i.e. Ω = 𝜔2𝑛/2 + 𝜆, where 𝜆 is the small detuning parameter.
By analogy with Bongarzone et al. (2022a), the leading order solution is here assumed

to be given by the sum of a particular solution, given by the linear response to the external
forcing, computed by solving (3.5) with Ω = 𝜔2𝑛/2 and 𝑚 = ±1, and a homogeneous
solution, represented by the two natural modes for (𝑚, 𝑛) = (±2, 𝑛) associated with 𝜔2𝑛, up
to their amplitudes to be determined at higher orders. At second order, quadratic terms in
(Ω, 𝑚) = (𝜔2𝑛/2,±1) will produce resonant terms in (𝜔2𝑛,±2). These 𝜖2–order resonating
terms will then require, in the spirit of multiple timescale analysis, an additional second
order solvability condition, hence suggesting that two slow time scales exist, namely 𝑇1 and
𝑇2. Thus, the asymptotic scalings of the weakly nonlinear expansion for double-crest (DC)
waves are the following:

𝑓 = 𝜖𝐹, Ω = 𝜔2𝑛/2 + 𝜖Λ, 𝑇1 = 𝜖𝑡, 𝑇2 = 𝜖2𝑡, (5.1)

with a first order solution reading

q1 = 𝐴2 (𝑇1, 𝑇2) q̂𝐴2
1 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) + 𝐵2 (𝑇1, 𝑇2) q̂𝐵2

1 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)

+1
2
𝐹q̂𝐹
1 𝑒
i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 1

2
𝐹q̂𝐹
1 𝑒
i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡+𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐. . (5.2)

In (5.2), q̂𝐴2
1 = q̂𝐵2

1 , whereas 𝐴2 and 𝐵2 are the unknown slow time amplitude modulations,
here functions of the two time scales 𝑇1 and 𝑇2. The second order linearized forced problem

Rapids articles must not exceed this page length
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reads

(𝜕𝑡B − A𝑚) q2 = F2 = F
𝑖 𝑗

2 −
(
𝜕𝐴2

𝜕𝑇1
Bq̂𝐴2
1 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) + 𝜕𝐵2

𝜕𝑇1
Bq̂𝐵2
1 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃) + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
−iΛ𝐹

(
1
2

Bq̂𝐹
1 𝑒
i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 1

2
Bq̂𝐹
1 𝑒
i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡+𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
. (5.3)

The first order solution is indeed made of 8 different contributions (including the complex
conjugates) and it generates, in total, 36 different second order forcing terms, here implicitly
gathered in F

𝑖 𝑗

2 , each characterized by a certain oscillation frequency and azimuthal
periodicity. For the sake of brevity, indices (𝑖, 𝑗) are used to remind that each forcing is pro-
portional to a quadratic combination of leading order amplitudes. For instance, the quadratic
interaction of 𝐴2 (𝑇1, 𝑇2) q̂𝐴2

1 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) with itself will have indices (𝑖 = 𝐴2, 𝑗 = 𝐴2) and
will produce a forcing term proportional to 𝐴22, i.e F

𝐴2𝐴2
2 . The additional eight forcing

terms, with their complex conjugates, appearing in (5.3) stem from the time derivative
of the first-order solution (5.2) with respect to the first-order slow time scale 𝑇1. None
of the forcing terms in (5.3) is resonant, as their oscillation frequency or azimuthal
wavenumber differ from those of the leading order homogeneous solution, except the
two terms produced by the second–harmonic of the leading order particular solution, i.e.
F

𝐹𝐹
2 = 1

4𝐹
2F̂

𝐹𝐹

2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + 14𝐹
2F̂

𝐹𝐹

2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 +𝑐.𝑐. . To avoid secular terms,
a second order compatibility condition is thus imposed, requiring that the following normal
form equations are verified

𝜕𝐴2

𝜕𝑇1
= i

𝜇
𝐷𝐶

4
𝐹2𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 ,

𝜕𝐵2

𝜕𝑇1
= i

𝜇
𝐷𝐶

4
𝐹2𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 . (5.4)

Taken alone, the dynamics resulting from system (5.4) is still of little relevance, since it can
be shown that the wave amplitudes 𝐴2 and 𝐵2 scale like ∼ 1

Λ
, hence diverging symmetrically

to infinity for Λ → 0 (Ω → 𝜔2𝑛/2) in absence of any restoring term, i.e. the nonlinear
mechanism responsible for the finite amplitude saturation, which only comes into play at
order 𝜖3. The expansion must be therefore pursued up to the next order, and thereby one must
solve for the second-order solution (Fujimura 1989, 1991).
By substituting (5.2) and (5.4) in the forcing expression, equation (5.3) can be rewritten as

(𝜕𝑡B − A𝑚) q2 = F
𝑖 𝑗

2𝑁𝑅𝑇
+ F

𝑖 𝑗

2𝑅𝑇
= F

𝑖 𝑗

2𝑁𝑅𝑇
+ 𝑐.𝑐. + (5.5)

1
4
𝐹2

(
F̂

𝐹𝐹

2 − i 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

Bq̂𝐴2
1

)
𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐. +

1
4
𝐹2

(
F̂

𝐹𝐹

2 − i 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

Bq̂𝐵2
1

)
𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.,

where the subscripts 𝑁𝑅𝑇 and 𝑅𝑇 denote non-resonating and resonating terms, respectively.
Note that the term proportional to Λ𝐹 in (5.3) has been included in the non-resonating
forcing terms, while resonant terms are written explicitly. The compatibility condition is
now satisfied, meaning that the new resonant forcing term is orthogonal to the adjoint mode,
q̂𝐴2†
1 = q̂

𝐴2
1 , by construction so that, according to the Fredholm alternative, a non-trivial

unique solution can be computed. Hence, we can write the second order solution as
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q2 =
(
|𝐴2 |2q̂𝐴2 �̄�2

2 + 1
4
|𝐹 |2q̂𝐹�̄�

2

)
+ (5.6)(

𝐴22q̂
𝐴2𝐴2
2 𝑒i(2𝜔2𝑛𝑡−4𝜃) + 1

2
Λ𝐹q̂Λ𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

1
2
𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (3𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−3𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 1
2
𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−𝜃)𝑒−iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

|𝐵2 |2q̂𝐵2 �̄�2
2 + 1

4
|𝐹 |2q̂𝐹�̄�

2

)
+(

𝐵22q̂
𝐵2𝐵2
2 𝑒i(2𝜔2𝑛𝑡+4𝜃) + 1

2
Λ𝐹q̂Λ𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡+𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

1
2
𝐵2𝐹q̂𝐵2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (3𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡+3𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 1
2
𝐵2𝐹q̂𝐵2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡+𝜃)𝑒−iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

𝐴2𝐵2q̂𝐴2𝐵2
2 𝑒i2𝜔2𝑛𝑡 + 𝐴2𝐵2q̂𝐴2𝐵2

2 𝑒−i4𝜃 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

1
4
𝐹2q̂𝐹𝐹

2 𝑒i𝜔2𝑛𝑡𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + 1
4
𝐹𝐹q̂𝐹𝐹

2 𝑒−i2𝜃 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

1
2
𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (3𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 1
2
𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−3𝜃)𝑒−iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

1
2
𝐵2𝐹q̂𝐵2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (3𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡+𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + 1
2
𝐵2𝐹q̂𝐵2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡+3𝜃)𝑒−iΛ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
+(

1
4
𝐹2q̂𝐹𝐹

2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + 1
4
𝐹2q̂𝐹𝐹

2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + 𝑐.𝑐.

)
.

All non-resonant responses in (5.6) are handled similarly, i.e. they are computed in Matlab
by performing a simple matrix inversion using standard LU solvers. As anticipated above,
although the operator associatedwith the resonant forcing term, i.e. (i𝜔2𝑛B − A2), is singular,
the value of the normal form coefficient 𝜇

𝐷𝐶
ensures that a non-trivial solution for q̂𝐹2

2 exists.
Diverse approaches can be followed to compute this response, which was here computed by
using the pseudo-inversematrix of the singular operator (Orchini et al. 2016). We also recall
that due to the invariant transformation (3.8) only some of the spatial structures appearing
in (5.6) need to be computed. Lastly, at third order in 𝜖 , the problem reads

(𝜕𝑡B − A𝑚) q3 = F3 (5.7)

= −𝜕𝐴2

𝜕𝑇2
Bq̂𝐴2
1 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) − 𝜕𝐵2

𝜕𝑇2
Bq̂𝐵2
1 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)

−i1
4
2Λ𝐹2Bq̂𝐹2

2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 − i1
4
2Λ𝐹2Bq̂𝐹2

2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1

+|𝐴2 |2𝐴2F̂
|𝐴2 |2𝐴2
3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) + |𝐵2 |2𝐵2F̂

|𝐵2 |2𝐵2
3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)

+|𝐵2 |2𝐴2F̂
|𝐵2 |2𝐴2
3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) + |𝐴2 |2𝐵2F̂

|𝐴2 |2𝐵2
3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)

+1
4
𝐹2𝐴2F̂

|𝐹 |2𝐴2
3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) + 1

4
𝐹2𝐵2F̂

|𝐹 |2𝐵2
3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)

+1
4
Λ𝐹2F̂

Λ𝐹2

3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + 1
4
Λ𝐹2F̂

Λ𝐹2

3 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + N.R.T. + 𝑐.𝑐. ,
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where the first two forcing terms arise from the time-derivative of the first order solution with
respect to the second order slow time scale 𝑇2 and from that of the second order solution with
respect to the first order slow time scale 𝑇1, respectively (see Appendix D of Bongarzone
et al. (2022a) for the full expression of F2 and F3). Once again, all terms explicitly written
in (5.7) are resonant, as they share the same pair (𝜔2𝑛,±2) than the first order homogeneous
solutions, hence a third order compatibility condition, leading to the following normal form,
must be enforced

𝜕𝐴2

𝜕𝑇2
= i

𝜁
𝐷𝐶

4
Λ𝐹2𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + i

𝜒
𝐷𝐶

4
𝐴2𝐹

2 + i 𝜈
𝐷𝐶

|𝐴2 |2𝐴2 + i 𝜉𝐷𝐶
|𝐵2 |2𝐴2, (5.8a)

𝜕𝐵2

𝜕𝑇2
= i

𝜁
𝐷𝐶

4
Λ𝐹2𝑒i2Λ𝑇1 + i

𝜒
𝐷𝐶

4
𝐵2𝐹

2 + i 𝜈
𝐷𝐶

|𝐵2 |2𝐵2 + i 𝜉𝐷𝐶
|𝐴2 |2𝐵2. (5.8b)

where the coefficients are defined in Appendix A.
As a last step in the derivation of the final amplitude equation for the double–crest (DC)

waves and in order to eliminate the implicit small parameter 𝜖 , we unify systems (5.4)
and (5.8a)-(5.8b) into a single system of equations recast in terms of the physical time
𝑡 = 𝑇1/𝜖 = 𝑇2/𝜖2, physical forcing control parameters, 𝑓 = 𝜖𝐹, 𝜆 = 𝜖Λ and total amplitudes,
𝐴 = 𝜖 𝐴2𝑒

−i2𝜆𝑡 and 𝐵 = 𝜖𝐵2𝑒
−i2𝜆𝑡 . This is achieved by summing (5.4) to (5.8a) and (5.8b)

along with their respective weights 𝜖2 and 𝜖3, thus obtaining

𝑑𝐴

𝑑𝑡
= −i

(
2𝜆 −

𝜒
𝐷𝐶

4
𝑓 2
)
𝐴 + i

(
𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

)
4

𝑓 2 + i 𝜈
𝐷𝐶

|𝐴|2𝐴 + i 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

|𝐵|2𝐴, (5.9a)

𝑑𝐵

𝑑𝑡
= −i

(
2𝜆 −

𝜒
𝐷𝐶

4
𝑓 2
)
𝐵 + i

(
𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

)
4

𝑓 2 + i 𝜈
𝐷𝐶

|𝐵|2𝐵 + i 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

|𝐴|2𝐵. (5.9b)

We note that no second order homogeneous solutions, e.g. proportional to amplitudes
𝐶2 (𝑇1, 𝑇2) and 𝐷2 (𝑇1, 𝑇2), have been accounted for in (5.6), as their presence will produce
two resonant third order terms, 𝜕𝐶2

𝜕𝑇1
Bq̂𝐶2
2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡−2𝜃) (q̂𝐶2

2 = q̂𝐴2
2 ) and

𝜕𝐷2
𝜕𝑇1

Bq̂𝐷2
2 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡+2𝜃)

(q̂𝐶2
2 = q̂𝐴2

2 ), that can be incorporated in the final amplitude equations (5.9a)-(5.9b) by simply
defining 𝐴 = 𝜖 (𝐴2 + 𝜖𝐶2) 𝑒−i2𝜆𝑡 and 𝐵 = 𝜖 (𝐵2 + 𝜖𝐷2) 𝑒−i2𝜆𝑡 .
As in §4, we first turn to polar coordinates, 𝐴 = |𝐴|𝑒iΦ𝐴 and 𝐵 = |𝐵|𝑒iΦ𝐴, and we split the

modulus and phase parts of (5.9a)-(5.9b). We then look for stationary solutions, 𝑑/𝑑𝑡 = 0
with |𝐴|, |𝐵| ≠ 0 (Φ𝐴 = Φ𝐵 = Φ = 0, 𝜋, see § 4). By summing and subtracting (5.9a)
and (5.9b), after introducing the auxiliary amplitudes |𝑎 | = |𝐴| + |𝐵 | and |𝑏 | = |𝐴| − |𝐵|, the
following implicit relations are obtained,

𝑓 2 = |𝑎 |
(
2𝜆 −

𝜈
𝐷𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

4
|𝑎 |2 −

3𝜈
𝐷𝐶

− 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

4
|𝑏 |2

)
4(

|𝑎 |𝜒
𝐷𝐶

± 2
(
𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

) ) , (5.10a)
0 = |𝑏 |

(
𝜒

𝐷𝐶

4
𝑓 2 −

(
2𝜆 −

𝜈
𝐷𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

4
|𝑏 |2 −

3𝜈
𝐷𝐶

− 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

4
|𝑎 |2

))
, (5.10b)

with 𝑓 = 𝑎𝑥Ω
2 and 𝜆 = Ω − 𝜔2𝑛/2. By analogy with harmonic forcing conditions, two

possible (super-harmonic) solutions exist, i.e. a planar wave solution for |𝑏 | = 0,

𝑓 =

√︄
|𝑎 |

(
2𝜆 −

𝜈
𝐷𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

4
|𝑎 |2

)
4(

|𝑎 |𝜒
𝐷𝐶

± 2
(
𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

) ) , (5.11)
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and a swirling solution for |𝑏 | ≠ 0 defined by,

|𝑏 |2 =
(
2𝜆 −

𝜒
𝐷𝐶

4
𝑓 2 −

3𝜈
𝐷𝐶

− 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

4
|𝑎 |2

) (
4

𝜈
𝐷𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

)
, (5.12a)

𝑓 =

√√√√√2|𝑎 | ( 𝜉𝐷𝐶
− 𝜈

𝐷𝐶

𝜈
𝐷𝐶

+ 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

) (
2𝜆 − 𝜈

𝐷𝐶
|𝑎 |2

) 4(
2|𝑎 | ( 𝜉𝐷𝐶

−𝜈
𝐷𝐶 )

(𝜈𝐷𝐶
+𝜉

𝐷𝐶 )
𝜒

𝐷𝐶
± 2

(
𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

) ) ,
(5.12b)

where only real solutions corresponding to 𝑓 = 𝑎𝑥Ω
2 > 0 are retained, as the combinations

𝑎𝑥Ω
2 < 0 are not physically meaningful.
The stability of such stationary solutions y𝑠 = ( |𝐴|,Φ𝐴, |𝐵 |,Φ𝐵) is computed

by introducing small amplitude and phase perturbations (� 1) with the ansatz
y𝑝 (𝑡) =

(
|𝐴𝑝 |,Φ𝐴,𝑝, |𝐵𝑝 |,Φ𝐵,𝑝

)
𝑒𝑠𝑡 in (5.9a)-(5.9b), which are then linearized around y0,

hence obtaining at first order an eigenvalue problem in the complex eigenvalue 𝑠 = 𝑠𝑅 + i𝑠𝐼 .
For each ( |𝐴|,Φ𝐴, |𝐵|,Φ𝐵) one obtains four eigenvalues 𝑠 and if the real part 𝑠𝑅 of at
least one of these eigenvalue is positive, then that configuration is deemed as unstable. An
analogous procedure has been followed for the case of harmonic resonances discussed in §4.
Once the various branches for |𝑎 | and |𝑏 | as a function of 𝜏 = Ω/𝜔2𝑛 and at a fixed non-

dimensional shaking amplitude 𝑎𝑥 are computed and their stability is determined, amplitudes
𝐴 and 𝐵 are substituted in (5.2) and (5.6), so that the total flow solution predicted by the
WNL for DC waves is reconstructed as

q𝐷𝐶 = {Φ, 𝜂}𝑇 = 𝜖q1 + 𝜖2q2. (5.13)

5.1. Branching diagrams and super-harmonic stability chart
As discussed in Bongarzone et al. (2022a) for rotary sloshing, although the quantitative
dependence on the external control parameters, i.e. driving amplitude and frequency, is
different with respect to the SC case, e.g. 𝑓 2 instead of 𝑓 , system (5.9a)-(5.9b) is essentially
analogous to that given in (4.7a)-(4.7b). Indeed, equations (5.9a)-(5.9b) contain four main
contributions,

𝜆 ↔
(
2𝜆 −

𝜒
𝐷𝐶

4
𝑓 2
)
, 𝜇

𝑆𝐶
𝑓 ↔

𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

4
𝑓 2, 𝜈

𝑆𝐶
↔ 𝜈

𝐷𝐶
, 𝜉

𝑆𝐶
↔ 𝜉

𝐷𝐶
, (5.14)

corresponding respectively to a detuning term (forcing amplitude dependent), an additive
(quadratic) forcing term (driving frequency dependent), the classic cubic restoring term and,
lastly, the cubic term dictating the nonlinear interaction between the two counter-propagating
traveling waves. For these reasons, figure 5 shows the nonlinear amplitude saturation for
|𝑎 | = |𝐴| + |𝐵| and |𝑏 | = |𝐴| − |𝐵| which are reminiscent of those commented and displayed
by Faltinsen et al. (2016) in their figure 7 with regard to harmonic system responses, although
the phases associated to each super-harmonic branch are 𝜋-shifted with respect to the their
harmonic analogous.
A more detailed description of the bifurcation diagrams shown in figure 5(a) and (b) is

given in Faltinsen et al. (2016). Here we limit to note that the branching diagrams contain
three bifurcation points, namely U (turning point), H (Hopf bifurcation) and P (Poincaré
bifurcation), whose positions determine the frequency ranges where stable planar (standing),
swirling or irregular waves are theoretically expected. By keeping track of the position of
these three bifurcations points in the (Ω/𝜔21, |𝑎 |)-plane as the forcing amplitude, 𝑎𝑥 , is
varied, one can draw a super-harmonic stability chart in the (Ω/𝜔21, 𝑎𝑥)-plane similar to
that of figure 3 for harmonic resonances and which is shown in figure 6.
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Figure 5: Typical response curve for 𝑎 and 𝑏 for a fluid depth 𝐻 = 1.5 with longitudinal
super-harmonic forcing of amplitude 𝑎𝑥 = 0.2. Panel (a) shows a projection of the

three-dimensional branch structure (Ω/𝜔21, |𝑎 |, |𝑏 |) in the (Ω/𝜔21, |𝑎 |)–plane, whereas
panel (b) shows the same projection, but on the (Ω/𝜔21, |𝑏 |)–plane. Black solid lines
mark stable steady-state planar waves, whereas light blue solid lines indicate stable

steady-state swirling waves. Dashed lines denote the corresponding unstable branches. U:
turning point. H: Hopf bifurcation. P: Poincaré bifurcation. For completeness, the phase
values Φ𝐴 = Φ𝐵 = Φ = 0 or 𝜋 associated to each branch are reported in panel (a).

The first striking difference with respect to the harmonic stability chart of figure 2 is the
opposite curvature of the stability boundaries between the various super-harmonic regimes.
As mentioned above, this is due to the quantitative dependence of the additive forcing term
in system (5.9a)-(5.9b) on the driving amplitude, which is here quadratic in 𝑓 , thus leading
to the square root in equations (5.11) (planar DC) and (5.12b) (swirling DC).
Furthermore, there is a substantial difference in terms of free surface patterns. As suggested

by the form of the first order solution (5.2), the leading order dynamics, governing the
super-harmonic system response to longitudinal forcing, results from a superposition of a
stable planar (or standing) single-crest (SC) wave, oscillating harmonically at a frequency
Ω ≈ 𝜔2𝑛/2 and generated by the two 𝑚 = ±1 counter-rotating traveling waves of
equal amplitudes, and a super-harmonic double-crest (DC) wave dynamics oscillating at
a frequency of approximately 𝜔2𝑛 ≈ 2Ω (period-halving). When the amplitudes of the two
traveling waves with𝑚 = ±2 are equal, i.e. |𝐴| = |𝐵| (or |𝑏 | = 0), the DC dynamics manifests
itself via planar motion and the global solution takes the form of a planar wave (planar
SC+DC, light blue shaded region in figure 6). On the contrary, when |𝐴| ≠ |𝐵| ≠ 0, one of
the two 𝑚 = ±2 waves dominates over the other and a stable swirling motion, responsible
of the system symmetry-breaking, is established. In this case, the total solution is given by
the sum of a harmonic planar SC wave and a super-harmonic swirling DC wave (swirling
DC+planar SC, green shaded region in figure 6). The white-dotted region and the light red
shaded regions in figure 6 correspond, respectively, to the super-harmonic irregular motion
regime (see §6 for further details) and to the multi-solution range where both types of motion
are possible depending on the initial conditions, i.e. to the region of hysteresis.

6. Experiments
In this section, we present our experimental set-up dedicated to the generation and char-
acterization of sloshing waves under longitudinal super-harmonic forcing with driving
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Figure 6: Estimates of bounds, in the (Ω/𝜔21, 𝑎𝑥)-plane, between the frequency ranges
where planar, irregular and swirling waves occur when the container undergoes a

longitudinal and super-harmonic motion at a forcing frequency Ω ≈ 𝜔21/2. In this range
of frequency, the theory predicts the superposition of an unconditionally stable planar
single-crest (SC) wave (𝑚 = ±1) oscillating harmonically with the driving frequency and
a super-harmonic double-crest (DC) dynamics (𝑚 = ±2), which can manifest itself via
planar, swirling or irregular wave motions. The stability boundaries (black solid lines)
were computed for a fluid depth 𝐻 = 1.5, as in Royon-Lebeaud et al. (2007). The

corresponding values of the normal form coefficients appearing in (5.9a)-(5.9b) are given
in table 1.

(dimensionless) frequency Ω ≈ 𝜔21/2. The bounds between the different regimes for the
resulting super-harmonic wave are experimentally retrieved as a function of the driving
amplitude and frequency, and compared to the theoretical estimates. Finally, we measure the
wave amplitude saturation in the vicinity of the super-harmonic resonance, and compare it
with the theoretical weakly nonlinear prediction (5.13).

6.1. Experimental set-up
The experimental set-up used to generate the sloshing waves in the cylindrical container and
to observe the resulting free-surface motion is shown in figure 7. A Plexiglas cylindrical
container of height 50 cm and inner diameter 𝐷 = 2𝑅 = 17.2 cm, partially filled with a
column of distilled water of height ℎ = 11 cm, is fixed on a single-axis linear motion actuator
(AEROTECH PRO165LM). Sloshing waves are generated by imposing to the container a
longitudinal sinusoidal forcing of angular frequency Ω̄ and amplitude �̄�𝑥 . The motion of
the fluid free-surface is recorded with a digital camera (NIKON D850) coupled with a Nikon
60mm f/2.8D lens and operated in slow motion mode, allowing for an acquisition frequency
of 120 frames per second. The optical axis of the camera is aligned with the container
motion axis. A LED panel (not depicted in Figure 7) placed behind the tank provides back
illumination of the fluid free surface for a better optical contrast.
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Figure 7: Experimental apparatus.

The actuation of the moving stage as well as the camera triggering for movie recording
are set and controlled via a home-made Labview program. In a typical experiment, the
container undergoes a harmonic motion of fixed amplitude in the range 4 mm 6 �̄�𝑥 6 34
mm (i.e. 𝑎𝑥 = �̄�𝑥/𝑅 ∈ [0.05, 0.40]), while a sweep in forcing frequency is implemented
within the interval Ω̄/2𝜋 ∈ [1.35 Hz, 1.58 Hz] corresponding to the dimensionless range
Ω/𝜔21 ∈ [0.45, 0.53]. Each frequency step lasts 100 oscillation periods while the frequency
increment between two consecutive steps is typically of 10 mHz. Along the sweeping,
a movie is recorded for each (�̄�𝑥 , Ω̄) set of parameters. To ensure that the steady-state
amplitude regime is established at each step in the recorded free-surface dynamics, the
camera is triggered only after a certain number of cycles, typically 50, see Appendix C.

6.2. Analysis of the free-surface dynamics
6.2.1. Qualitative observations
While operating a sweep in forcing frequency at fixed forcing amplitude, we observe
in the vicinity of the super-harmonic resonance three different kinds of motion, namely
planar, irregular and swirling ones, whose occurrence depends on the forcing amplitude and
frequency, see for instance the snapshots displayed on figure 8 or the videos provided among
the Supplementary Materials: (LINK).
For a given (and large enough) amplitude and starting from a frequency higher than a

certain amplitude-dependent thresholdΩ𝑃 (𝑎𝑥), the free surface responds to the longitudinal
harmonic forcing by displaying a planar dynamics such as shown in figure 8(c). When
the critical frequency Ω = Ω𝑃 (𝑎𝑥) is reached, the motion bifurcates to a swirling wave,
which propagates along the container wall with a stationary amplitude, see figure 8(b). The
wave can rotate either clockwise or anti-clockwise (both rotation directions were observed
along the experiments). When the forcing frequency is further decreased below a critical
frequencyΩ = Ω𝐻 (𝑎𝑥) ≈ 𝜔21/2 < Ω𝑃 (𝑎𝑥), the free surface exhibits an irregular dynamics,
characterized by a switching between planar and swirling motion (not shown in figure 8).
For forcing frequencies lower than a certain threshold Ω < Ω𝑈 (𝑎𝑥), the free surface motion
stabilizes into a steady planar wave such as shown on figure 8(a). All together, these
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Figure 8: Images of the fluid free surface while the container is subjected to a longitudinal
harmonic forcing of amplitude 𝑎𝑥 = �̄�𝑥/𝑅 ≈ 0.23 at various driving angular frequencies
Ω close to 𝜔21/2. The fluid free surface is observed in the direction aligned with the
container motion. For each driving frequency (a)-(c), the time interval between two
snapshots is about 𝑇/4, with 𝑇 = 2𝜋/Ω the corresponding oscillation period. On each
snapshot, the vertical middle axis is represented by a red dotted line. For a forcing

frequency Ω ≈ 0.48𝜔21 (a) and Ω ≈ 0.52𝜔21 (c) the free-surface image at each time 𝑡 is
mirror-symmetric with respect to the middle vertical axis, signature of a planar motion,
while the symmetry is broken for Ω ≈ 0.50𝜔21 revealing a traveling swirling wave.

.

observations are qualitatively consistent with the outcomes of the weakly nonlinear analysis
of Section 5, that predicts the existence of three different dynamical regimes -namely planar,
irregular and swirling motion-, for a longitudinal forcing frequency in the vicinity of 𝜔21/2.
One of the main purposes of the present experimental investigation is to determine the
amplitude-dependent frequency bounds of these different regimes and to compare them to
our theoretical prediction of the positions of the bifurcation points U (turning point), H (Hopf
bifurcation) and P (Poincaré bifurcation) (see figures 5 and 6).

6.2.2. Procedure
Since the camera optical axis is aligned with the direction of the container motion, we note
that a planar wave is characterized by its symmetry with respect to the vertical middle axis of
the container image, whereas a swirling wave breaks this symmetry while traveling clockwise
or anti-clockwise along the container walls, see figure 8.
We take benefit of these observations to build a more quantitative description of the free-

surface dynamics, with the aim of identifying the various types of sloshing waves in the
vicinity of the super-harmonic resonance. This can be done by exploiting the symmetry
properties of the image of the free surface response with respect to the vertical middle axis
of the container image, and by characterizing the regularity of these waves as a function of
the forcing parameters, so as to identify the irregular regime. To do so, the time evolution
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Figure 9: General procedure for the analysis of the free surface dynamics. (a) On each
frame, the edges of the container are detected (black dotted lines) and the vertical 𝑍 (𝑡)
axis is set as the middle line between these two edges, while the scale of the horizontal
direction 𝑌 (𝑡) is fixed by the distance between both edges. (b) Schematic of the container
illustrating the link between the Cartesian coordinate system (𝑌 (𝑡), 𝑍 (𝑡)) attached to each
frame, and the cylindrical coordinates in the referential frame of the container. (c) Left, the
intensity profile along a vertical line of coordinate (𝑌 (𝑡) = 𝑦) with 𝑦 ∈ [−𝑅, 𝑅] is then
measured on each frame 𝑡 and plot as a function of time (here for 𝑦 = 0). The position of
the front contact line at the azimuthal coordinate 𝜃 = arcsin(𝑦/𝑅) = 0 as a function of
time is highlighted in red. Right, frames from which the intensity profiles at times 𝑡𝑖 and 𝑡 𝑗
on the left-hand side image, along the line (𝑌 (𝑡) = 0) (represented by a red dotted line),
are extracted. At 𝑡𝑖 , the wave is climbing the front wall of the container (with respect to the

camera position) whereas at 𝑡 𝑗 , it reaches the back of the tank.

of the free surface dynamics is extracted from the movies along vertical directions that are
mirror-symmetric with respect to the vertical middle axis of the container image. Comparing
the resulting temporal signals with each other allows one to discriminate between planar and
swirling motions and to study the wave regularity.
The first step is to attach to each frame 𝑡 of a given movie, a Cartesian reference frame

(𝑌 (𝑡), 𝑍 (𝑡)), such that 𝑌 (𝑡) = 0 corresponds to the vertical middle axis of the container
image, and that 𝑌 (𝑡) = 𝑅 represents the right hand-side edge of the container image. To this
end, the edges of the container are automatically detected in a dedicated Matlab program.
The vertical 𝑍 (𝑡) axis (𝑌 (𝑡) = 0) on the frame corresponding to time 𝑡 is then set as the
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middle line between these two edges, while the distance between both edges sets the scale of
the horizontal direction 𝑌 . Note that we neglect the 4 mm-thickness of the container wall.
A direction 𝑦 ∈ [−𝑅, 𝑅] is then chosen to extract from each frame corresponding to

time 𝑡𝑖 , the intensity profile 𝐼𝑡𝑖 (𝑦) along the vertical line 𝑌 (𝑡𝑖) = 𝑦. The resulting intensity
profiles are then plotted as a function of time to build an image 𝐼 (𝑦) composed as 𝐼 (𝑦) =
[𝐼𝑡1 (𝑦), 𝐼𝑡2 (𝑦), ...] such as displayed in figure 9(c).
We note that at each time 𝑡, the intensity profile 𝐼𝑡 (𝑦) contains the intersection of the

front contact line image with the vertical axis (𝑌 (𝑡) = 𝑦), that corresponds to the point of
coordinates (𝑅, 𝜃, 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡)) in the moving cylindrical frame of reference of the container,
where 𝜃 = arcsin(𝑦/𝑅) (see figure 9(b)). As a consequence, the final image 𝐼 (𝑦) also contains
the dynamics of the front contact line in the azimuthal direction 𝜃.
The resulting image 𝐼 (𝑦) exhibits a periodic dark pattern that represents the free surface

response to the harmonic forcing, see an example in figure 9(c) in which 𝑦 = 0. Indeed, on
each frame of the movie, the free-surface appears as the darkest feature, so that the intensity
profile along a given line (𝑌 (𝑡) = 𝑦) actually represents the vertical extension of the free-
surface at time 𝑡 along this direction, which is maximal whenever the sloshing wave reaches
its maximal elevation max𝑡 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡) along the azimuthal direction 𝜃 = arcsin(𝑦/𝑅) (in the
front of the container with respect to the camera position, corresponding to 𝜃 ∈] −𝜋/2, 𝜋/2[)
or along 𝜃 = 𝜋 − arcsin(𝑦/𝑅) (in the back of the container). Furthermore, when the contact
line reaches its maximal elevation in the front of the container, the free-surface is imaged
from below, so that it appears darker than when the maximal elevation is reached in the
back, where the free-surface is imaged from above, see the snapshots in figure 9(c). These
observations allow us to identify in the image 𝐼 (𝑦) the position as a function of time of the
front contact line 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡), with 𝜃 = arcsin(𝑦/𝑅), as highlighted in red in figure 9(c).
Note that this procedure does not give a quantitative access to the actual amplitude of the

front contact line oscillations, since the intensity profiles 𝐼𝑡𝑖 (𝑦) constituting the image 𝐼 (𝑦)
are simply juxtaposed with each other without rescaling the pixel width along the vertical
direction. However, the position extracted from 𝐼 (𝑦) of the image of the points of coordinates
𝜂(𝑅,±𝜃, 𝑡) as a function of time still encloses the symmetry-properties of the free surface
response, its regularity as well as its frequency content, which are the only quantities needed
in order to identify the wave regimes.

6.3. Regularity and frequency content of the free surface response
The resulting image 𝐼 (𝑦) is then revealing of the free surface dynamics 𝜂(𝑟, 𝜃, 𝑡) and in
particular of its dynamics at the front wall 𝜂(𝑟 = 𝑅, 𝜃 = arcsin(𝑦/𝑅), 𝑡). Figure 10(a)-
(d) displays 𝐼 (0) for various forcing frequencies close to the super-harmonic resonance,
at same forcing amplitude. These images reveal that depending on the forcing frequency,
the free surface oscillations (dark periodic pattern) can be either regular (a), (c) and (d)
-i.e. the oscillations are enclosed into an envelope of constant amplitude- or irregular (b)
with a temporal modulation of the amplitude envelope. Therefore, the profiles 𝐼 (0) allow to
characterize the regularity of the sloshing wave, and in particular to identify the irregular
regime. The latter will be described in more details in Section 6.6, but such details are not
needed for the identification of the irregular regime bounds, for which the analysis of the
regularity property of the 𝐼 (0)-pattern is sufficient. Therefore in the following, we will focus
on the regular planar and swirling motions, that cannot be unambiguously distinguished from
each other on the basis of the profiles 𝐼 (0).
Figure 10(e) displays the (normalized) power spectral densities of the front contact line

dynamics 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃 = 0, 𝑡) extracted from the profiles 𝐼 (0) (a)-(d). It appears that in all cases,
the energy of the sloshing wave is massively distributed to its first (harmonic) and second
(super-harmonic) component, while the contribution of higher modes is fairly negligible.
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Figure 10: Panels (a) and (d): intensity profiles as a function of time along the vertical
middle axis (𝑌 = 0) -denoted 𝐼 (0)- for various forcing frequencies Ω in the vicinity of the
super-harmonic resonance Ω ≈ 𝜔21/2 at same forcing amplitude �̄�𝑥/𝑅 ≈ 0.23. In each
case, the profile 𝐼 (0) is extracted from a movie whose recording has been started after
about 50 oscillation cycles following each change in forcing frequency, thus ensuring that
initial transients are filtered out (see also Appendix C). (e) Power spectral densities (PSD)
-normalized by the maximal peak amplitude- corresponding to the front contact line
dynamics as extracted from the profiles 𝐼 (0) displayed in panels (a) and (d).

This incidentally implies that the symmetry properties of a regular wave are directly linked
to the symmetry properties of these two first oscillation modes.
In other words, a planar dynamics should necessarily consist in the superposition of two

planar waves: a planar single-crest (SC) wave harmonically oscillating with the driving
frequencyΩ and one super-harmonic planar double-crest (DC) wave oscillating at 𝜔 = 2Ω ≈
𝜔21. On the other hand, a swirling dynamics must contain at least one symmetry-breaking
(swirling) component that, as predicted by the present weakly nonlinear analysis, should
correspond to the super-harmonic 𝜔21 component.

6.4. Symmetry properties of the regular regimes: planar versus swirling waves
We now focus on the regular regimes, namely the steady planar and swirling motions. As
stated before, the profiles 𝐼 (0) cannot discriminate between a planar and a swirling dynamics
and instead only contain information on their regularity and their frequency content. To
distinguish a planar from a swirling motion, we then compare the profiles along two (𝑌 ≠ 0)-
directions that are symmetric with respect to the vertical middle axis of the container image.
Figure 11(b), (d) and (f) show composite images, each produced using the Matlab function
imshowpair applied to the pair 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2), for three different forcing frequencies



22
(a)

<latexit sha1_base64="QHM2b7+hqyxsYNDyGdKn4tKrRZw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="QHM2b7+hqyxsYNDyGdKn4tKrRZw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="QHM2b7+hqyxsYNDyGdKn4tKrRZw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="QHM2b7+hqyxsYNDyGdKn4tKrRZw="></latexit>

(b)
<latexit sha1_base64="h4NEYpRZn3+T8Qcb2UOds6gRJpA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h4NEYpRZn3+T8Qcb2UOds6gRJpA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h4NEYpRZn3+T8Qcb2UOds6gRJpA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h4NEYpRZn3+T8Qcb2UOds6gRJpA="></latexit>

(c)
<latexit sha1_base64="Q1e3JIWs3Qh6Npds/C4p72F8Hnw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1e3JIWs3Qh6Npds/C4p72F8Hnw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1e3JIWs3Qh6Npds/C4p72F8Hnw="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1e3JIWs3Qh6Npds/C4p72F8Hnw="></latexit>

(d)
<latexit sha1_base64="KpIUTvp3rPKg6KWm+M7Nigsd2LE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KpIUTvp3rPKg6KWm+M7Nigsd2LE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KpIUTvp3rPKg6KWm+M7Nigsd2LE="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KpIUTvp3rPKg6KWm+M7Nigsd2LE="></latexit>

(e)
<latexit sha1_base64="ptab8nH93QA3wxIoM3NppvPjjag="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ptab8nH93QA3wxIoM3NppvPjjag="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ptab8nH93QA3wxIoM3NppvPjjag="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ptab8nH93QA3wxIoM3NppvPjjag="></latexit>

(f)
<latexit sha1_base64="VmwpVaE3w31XD6b4zSns74BT9Ho="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="VmwpVaE3w31XD6b4zSns74BT9Ho="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="VmwpVaE3w31XD6b4zSns74BT9Ho="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="VmwpVaE3w31XD6b4zSns74BT9Ho="></latexit>

⌦/!21 ⇡ 0.48
<latexit sha1_base64="KquZ0CdjAspaYSJPdT6zN4JT/o4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KquZ0CdjAspaYSJPdT6zN4JT/o4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KquZ0CdjAspaYSJPdT6zN4JT/o4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="KquZ0CdjAspaYSJPdT6zN4JT/o4="></latexit>

⌦/!21 ⇡ 0.50
<latexit sha1_base64="9E5qeVEgjcYQnQRCuvEcWhi7Qpg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9E5qeVEgjcYQnQRCuvEcWhi7Qpg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9E5qeVEgjcYQnQRCuvEcWhi7Qpg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="9E5qeVEgjcYQnQRCuvEcWhi7Qpg="></latexit>

t = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit>

t = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit>

t = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="gm8zwkHBNwmDJVZztHONESkwKb4="></latexit> t = T/4

<latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit>

t = T/4
<latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit>

t = T/4
<latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Aw0FebW034Eo26pmB4jtqhrsOQA="></latexit>

t = T/2
<latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit>

t = T/2
<latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit>

t = T/2
<latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Q1gAsWXC63rTikU+q5VuQa/w6f0="></latexit>

t = 3T/4
<latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit>

t = 3T/4
<latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit>

t = 3T/4
<latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="FhmkUDKhVkEHlFaQ+iG5TPKttbQ="></latexit>

⌦/!21 ⇡ 0.52
<latexit sha1_base64="0YVDcmN/PwJptVB38pUAN9osans="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="0YVDcmN/PwJptVB38pUAN9osans="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="0YVDcmN/PwJptVB38pUAN9osans="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="0YVDcmN/PwJptVB38pUAN9osans="></latexit>

Figure 11: Symmetry properties of the stationary waves. (a), (c) and (e): images of the
fluid free surface while the container is subjected to a longitudinal harmonic forcing of
amplitude �̄�𝑥/𝑅 ≈ 0.23 at various driving angular frequencies Ω close to 𝜔21/2: (a)
Ω ≈ 0.48𝜔21, (c) Ω ≈ 0.50𝜔21 and (e) Ω ≈ 0.52𝜔21 (same forcing parameters as in
figure 10(a), (c) and (d)). For each driving frequency (a, c, e), the time interval between
two snapshots is about 𝑇/4, with 𝑇 = 2𝜋/Ω the corresponding oscillation period. On each
snapshot, the vertical axes (𝑌 = 𝑅/2) and (𝑌 = −𝑅/2) are represented by a blue and red
dotted line, respectively. For a forcing frequency Ω = 0.48𝜔21 (a) and Ω = 0.52𝜔21 (e)
the free-surface image at each time 𝑡 is mirror-symmetric with respect to the middle
vertical axis, while the symmetry is broken for Ω = 0.50𝜔21. (b), (d) and (f):
superposition of the intensity profiles as a function of time along the vertical axis

(𝑌 = 𝑅/2) and (𝑌 = −𝑅/2) -denoted 𝐼 (𝑅/2) (in blue) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) (in red) respectively-,
for the same forcing parameters as in figure 10(a), (c), and (e). The gray regions show

where 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) have the same intensities.
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that both result in a regular motion (same forcing parameters as in figure 10(a), (c), and (d)).
Briefly, imshowpair(𝐴, 𝐵) creates from a pair of grayscale images 𝐴 and 𝐵, a RGB image
where each pixel is represented by a RGB triplet, the R-intensity being the intensity of the
corresponding pixel in 𝐴, and the G- and B-intensities being equal to the intensity of the
corresponding pixel in 𝐵. A pixel where 𝐴 and 𝐵 have the same intensity will be represented
by a RGB triplet of the forme [𝑎, 𝑎, 𝑎], where 𝑎 ∈ [0, 255], i.e. will appear as gray. On the
contrary, if this pixel has a much larger intensity on 𝐴 (resp. on 𝐵) than it has on 𝐵 (resp.
on 𝐴), it will appear in red (resp. in cyan) on the resulting composite image. The composite
images displayed in Figure 11(b), (d) and (f) thus highlight in each case the differences
between 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2). They are then a direct signature of the symmetry of the free-
surface dynamics with respect to the vertical middle axis (𝑌 = 0), and reveal two different
kinds of motion, (i) a planar motion, for which 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) perfectly overlap with
each other due to the mirror-symmetry of the wave, and (ii) a rotary motion, characterized
by a symmetry-breaking between the right and left hand-side free-surface dynamics: the
maximum of the wave along 𝜃 = arcsin(1/2) = 𝜋/6 is indeed phase-shifted with respect to
the maximum of the wave along 𝜃 = −𝜋/6, thus revealing a traveling wave propagating along
the wall of the container.
To determine which 𝜔-component is responsible for the symmetry-breaking induced by

the swirling motion, we extract from 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) the position of the front contact
line as a function of time 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡) where 𝜃 = ±𝜋/6, see figure 12(b), (e). This makes
possible to compute the power spectrum of both signals, as well as the phase difference
between the phase angle of their components that oscillate at the frequencies corresponding
to their spectrum’s first and second peaks (see figure 12(c-f)). A planar wave oscillating at a
frequency 𝜔 is then characterized by the 𝜔-components of 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) and of 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡)
being in phase with each other, while a swirling wave is characterized by a 𝑚𝜋/3-phase shift
between the 𝜔-components of these signals, where 𝑚 denotes the azimuthal wavenumber
of the swirling wave (𝑚 = 1 for an harmonically oscillating single-crest wave, 𝑚 = 2 for a
super-harmonic double-crest wave).
The Fourier analysis of the signals 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) and 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) reveals that for forcing

frequencies Ω close to 𝜔21/2, the free surface motion mostly results from the combination
of a single-crest wave harmonically oscillating at the forcing frequency Ω ≈ 𝜔21/2, and of
a super-harmonic double-crest wave oscillating at a frequency 2Ω ≈ 𝜔21. From figure 12(c)
and (f), it is clear that the single-crest wave is a planar wave for both planar (figure 12(c))
and swirling (figure 12(f)) dynamics, as revealed by the vanishing phase-shift between the
harmonic components of 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) and 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) in both cases. On the other hand,
the phase shift between the super-harmonic components is zero in the case of the planar
dynamics, and close to 2𝜋/3 in the case of the swirling dynamics, signature of a double-crest
swirling wave. These observations are general to the whole range of forcing frequencies and
amplitudes investigated along this study: in the vicinity of the super-harmonic resonance, the
single-crest wave is always a planar wave, as revealed by the vanishing phase-shift between
the harmonic components of 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) and 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) for both planar and swirling
dynamics (this is also true in the case of the irregular regime, see later Section 6.6). In the
case of a regular dynamics, the double-crest wave is either a planar (for vanishing phase-shift
between the corresponding components) or a swirling wave (characterized by a 2𝜋/3 phase-
shift between the 𝜔21-component of the right and left hand-side signals), depending on the
exact ratio between Ω and 𝜔21, as well as on the forcing amplitude �̄�𝑥/𝑅.

6.5. Experimental estimate of regime bounds
From the above analysis, it appears that consistently with the predictions provided by our
theoretical weakly nonlinear analysis, the sloshing waves resulting from the longitudinal



24

✓ = �⇡/6
<latexit sha1_base64="Fr+onf7YvKVrhzPp5mTtZSjLH6g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Fr+onf7YvKVrhzPp5mTtZSjLH6g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Fr+onf7YvKVrhzPp5mTtZSjLH6g="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Fr+onf7YvKVrhzPp5mTtZSjLH6g="></latexit>

✓ = ⇡/6
<latexit sha1_base64="2TdbUm3DeTlK5vw/zPhSJ72kqeY="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2TdbUm3DeTlK5vw/zPhSJ72kqeY="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2TdbUm3DeTlK5vw/zPhSJ72kqeY="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2TdbUm3DeTlK5vw/zPhSJ72kqeY="></latexit>

θ = − π
6

θ = π
6θ = − π

6 θ = π
6

⌦/!21 ⇡ 0.48
<latexit sha1_base64="6cGOL51DaG20i3m/4TCfDrMg7ds="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6cGOL51DaG20i3m/4TCfDrMg7ds="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6cGOL51DaG20i3m/4TCfDrMg7ds="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6cGOL51DaG20i3m/4TCfDrMg7ds="></latexit>

⌦/!21 ⇡ 0.50
<latexit sha1_base64="PqVYPWzlCnFv5TKQfUiVHrBF89U="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="PqVYPWzlCnFv5TKQfUiVHrBF89U="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="PqVYPWzlCnFv5TKQfUiVHrBF89U="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="PqVYPWzlCnFv5TKQfUiVHrBF89U="></latexit>

(a)
<latexit sha1_base64="vRgJk07tEBjQjFQEHWmcyPsd1go="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vRgJk07tEBjQjFQEHWmcyPsd1go="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vRgJk07tEBjQjFQEHWmcyPsd1go="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vRgJk07tEBjQjFQEHWmcyPsd1go="></latexit>

(d)
<latexit sha1_base64="0RtFkFC13l8e3yqQ0XxFfmKdCvU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="0RtFkFC13l8e3yqQ0XxFfmKdCvU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="0RtFkFC13l8e3yqQ0XxFfmKdCvU="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="0RtFkFC13l8e3yqQ0XxFfmKdCvU="></latexit>

(e)
<latexit sha1_base64="eC+nJy9huqHKAavgo3Ro/HTUdQo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eC+nJy9huqHKAavgo3Ro/HTUdQo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eC+nJy9huqHKAavgo3Ro/HTUdQo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eC+nJy9huqHKAavgo3Ro/HTUdQo="></latexit>

(f)
<latexit sha1_base64="LU8rwHaz4GnMPEYzKMzYmv3J8DI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LU8rwHaz4GnMPEYzKMzYmv3J8DI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LU8rwHaz4GnMPEYzKMzYmv3J8DI="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LU8rwHaz4GnMPEYzKMzYmv3J8DI="></latexit>

(b)
<latexit sha1_base64="zHgU0j51T6nK9JPyYtJ5vEhDwpA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="zHgU0j51T6nK9JPyYtJ5vEhDwpA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="zHgU0j51T6nK9JPyYtJ5vEhDwpA="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="zHgU0j51T6nK9JPyYtJ5vEhDwpA="></latexit>

(c)
<latexit sha1_base64="kKqdBiRdlshCUoukhy/aEf0A/Eg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="kKqdBiRdlshCUoukhy/aEf0A/Eg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="kKqdBiRdlshCUoukhy/aEf0A/Eg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="kKqdBiRdlshCUoukhy/aEf0A/Eg="></latexit>

Figure 12: Analysis of the steady-state free-surface dynamics under an harmonic forcing
of amplitude 𝑎𝑥 = 0.23 and frequency (a)-(c) Ω/𝜔21 ≈ 0.48 and (d)-(f) Ω/𝜔21 ≈ 0.50.
(a) and (d) Image of the free surface with vertical lines intersecting the image of the front

contact line at the points of coordinates (𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡)) (blue arrows) and
(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡)) (red arrows) in the moving reference frame of the container. (b)
and (e) Normalized elevation of the front contact line 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) (blue dots) and

𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) (red dots) extracted from the corresponding profiles 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2)
(not shown here). The 𝜂-functions are defined according to

𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡) = (𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡) − 𝜎) /𝛿, where 𝜎 = (min𝑡 (𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡) +max𝑡 (𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡)) /2 and
𝛿 = max𝑡 (𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡)) −min𝑡 (𝜂(𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡)). (c) and (f) Left, Power spectral densities of

𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) (blue dots) and of 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) (red dots). Right, Absolute value of the phase
shift between the components of 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) and of 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) oscillating at the
frequencies corresponding to the first peak (𝜔 = Ω) and to the second peak (𝜔 = 2Ω) of

the power spectra.

super-harmonic forcing of the container at a frequency Ω ≈ 𝜔21, consist in the superposition
of a planar single-crest wave, harmonically oscillating with the forcing at 𝜔 = Ω, and of a
double-crest wave, than can exhibit either a planar, irregular or swirling dynamics.
Having identified the three different regimes for the free-surface dynamics in the vicinity of

the super-harmonic resonance, we can now experimentally determine their stability regions
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Figure 13: Estimates of regime bounds in the (Ω/𝜔21, 𝑎𝑥)-plane for a container of
diameter 𝐷 = 0.172m, filled to a depth 𝐻 = 1.3, driven longitudinally and

super-harmonically at a frequency Ω ≈ 𝜔21/2: comparison between the theoretical
predictions (solid lines) and experimental measurements (markers). Gray thick solid lines:
present theoretical predictions. Black empty squares: super-harmonic planar motion.
Black crosses: irregular regime. Black filled circles: super-harmonic swirling motion.

in the (Ω/𝜔21, 𝑎𝑥) space. To do so, we fix the forcing amplitude while operating a frequency
sweep from high to low frequencies, within the range Ω/𝜔21 ∈ [0.45, 0.53], by frequency
decrements of 10mHz. Note that a downward frequency sweep ensures to recover the stability
bound between the super-harmonic planar and swirling regimes, as the transition in this
direction occurs exactly at the threshold frequencyΩ𝑃 (𝑎𝑥) below which the super-harmonic
planar motion becomes unstable. On the contrary, since the super-harmonic swirling wave is
still stable for frequencies larger than Ω𝑃 (𝑎𝑥) (hysteresis), an upward frequency sweep will
maintain the system’s response on the swirling branch, thus it is not suitable to experimentally
detect the bifurcation point P. The downward frequency sweep also enables one to detect the
bounds that separate the irregular regime from steady planar (Ω = Ω𝑈 (𝑎𝑥)) and swirling
motions (Ω = Ω𝐻 (𝑎𝑥)).
This procedure is applied for various forcing amplitudes 𝑎𝑥 ∈ [0.05, 0.4], enabling us

to build the stability regions diagram displayed on figure 13. All together, the experimental
measurements are in very good quantitative agreement with the theoretical regime bounds
for 𝑎𝑥 > 0.15, below which the super-harmonic irregular and swirling regimes appear to be
suppressed by dissipative mechanisms, e.g. viscous dissipation occurring in the fluid bulk,
sidewall and free surface boundary layers (Case & Parkinson 1957; Miles 1967; Raynovskyy
& Timokha 2020; Bongarzone et al. 2022b) as well as in the neighbourhood of the moving
contact line (Keulegan 1959; Dussan 1979; Hocking 1987; Cocciaro et al. 1993; Viola &
Gallaire 2018). Note that viscous dissipation is not accounted for in our theoretical asymptotic
analysis based on an inviscid model.



26

6.6. Irregular regime
In this section, we provide a more thorough description of the irregular regime. When
fixing the forcing frequency slightly below 𝜔21/2 and progressively increasing the forcing
amplitude, the free-surface response is first very regular and displays a planar dynamics
for low enough forcing amplitudes. Above a threshold amplitude, the dynamics becomes
irregular and at large enough amplitudes, the response is again regular, but consists in a
swirling motion. Figure 14(a) displays the free surface response along the vertical middle
axis 𝑌 = 0 for increasing forcing amplitudes at a fixed forcing frequency Ω ≈ 0.496𝜔21.
The regular regimes (top and bottom panels) are characterized by a constant amplitude of
the free surface oscillations. In contrast, the oscillations of the free surface for intermediate
forcing amplitudes (second and third panels) are enclosed into a quasi-periodic envelope,
whose frequency linearly increases with the forcing amplitude (see figure 14(b)). This is
very reminiscent of the observations by Royon-Lebeaud et al. (2007) of the irregular regime
present in the vicinity of the harmonic resonance under longitudinal forcing.
To gain more insight on this irregular dynamics, we compute at each time 𝑡𝑖 the spatial

correlation between 𝐼𝑡𝑖 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼𝑡𝑖 (−𝑅/2), which we refer to as corr(𝑡𝑖)

corr(𝑡𝑖) =

∑
𝑛

(
𝐼𝑡𝑖 ,𝑛 (𝑅/2) − 𝐼 𝑡𝑖 (𝑅/2)

) (
𝐼𝑡𝑖 ,𝑛 (−𝑅/2) − 𝐼 𝑡𝑖 (−𝑅/2)

)
√︂∑

𝑛

(
𝐼𝑡𝑖 ,𝑛 (𝑅/2) − 𝐼 𝑡𝑖 (𝑅/2)

)2∑
𝑛

(
𝐼𝑡𝑖 ,𝑛 (−𝑅/2) − 𝐼 𝑡𝑖 (−𝑅/2)

)2 , (6.1)

where 𝑛 ∈ [1, 𝑁], with 𝑁 the number of pixels in the vertical direction, and 𝐼 𝑡𝑖 (𝑦) represents
the mean of the N-element vector 𝐼𝑡𝑖 (𝑦). A high and constant correlation is a signature
of a steady planar motion, while a low but still constant correlation is characteristic of the
steady swirling regime. At intermediary forcing amplitudes -i.e. in the irregular regime- the
correlation is a quasi-periodic function of time, with the same quasi-period as the envelope,
see figure 14(c).
A comparison between 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) on time ranges corresponding to maximum

and minimum of the correlation function reveals that in the time interval where the signals
are highly correlated, the motion is planar-like (although irregular), while in the time range
where they are poorly correlated, the maxima of the right and left hand-side signals are
phase-shifted with respect to each other, thus reflecting the presence of a swirling wave, see
figure 14(d).
This is further confirmed by the power spectra of the front contact line dynamics along the

azimuthal directions 𝜃 = ±𝜋/6, extracted from 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2), on time ranges where
these signals are highly correlated and where they are poorly correlated, see figure 14(e-f).
In both cases, the sloshing wave contains a planar single-crest wave, as revealed by the
vanishing phase-shift between the harmonic components of 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) and 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡).
The wave also contains a super-harmonic component, that is responsible for the switching
between a planar-like motion (vanishing phase-shift between the 𝜔21-components of the
𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) and 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) signals, figure 14(e)) and a swirling dynamics (rotating,
symmetry-breaking wave that is super-harmonically oscillating at 𝜔 ≈ 𝜔21, figure 14(f)).
This is again very similar to the features of the irregular regime in the vicinity of the

harmonic resonance described by Royon-Lebeaud et al. (2007) that relate the “bursts” in
the free-surface oscillation amplitude to the quasi-periodic occurrence of a swirling wave.
However in the case of super-harmonic resonance, the irregular regime consists here in
the superposition of a stable planar single-crest wave and of a super-harmonic double-crest
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Figure 14: (a) Intensity profiles 𝐼 (0) for various forcing amplitudes and same forcing
frequency Ω ≈ 0.496𝜔21. The oscillations of the free surface are enclosed into an

envelope, plotted in black on top of the images. (b) Right, Frequency of the main peak in
the power spectrum of the envelope as a function of the forcing amplitude 𝑎𝑥 , for same
forcing frequency Ω ≈ 0.496𝜔21 . When the envelope is a straight line (as it is the case
here for 𝑎𝑥 < 0.15, which corresponds to a regular planar dynamics of the free surface),
the power spectrum is flat and we set the corresponding frequency equal to zero. For

𝑎𝑥 ≈ 0.40, the power spectrum of the envelope is dominated by a low amplitude and small
frequency noise, causing a brutal decrease of the “burst” frequency, thus indicating a
transition from irregular to regular swirling motion. Left, Power spectra of the envelope
for 𝑎𝑥 ≈ 0.12, 𝑎𝑥 ≈ 0.23 and 𝑎𝑥 ≈ 0.40. (c) Correlation between 𝐼 (𝑅/2) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) as
a function of time, for the same set of forcing parameters as in (a). (d) Left, Superposition

of 𝐼 (𝑅/2) (blue) and 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) (red) and right, position of the front contact line
𝜂(𝑅,±𝜋/6, 𝑡) as a function of time extracted from 𝐼 (−𝑅/2) (red curve) and from 𝐼 (𝑅/2)
(blue curve). The signals presented in (d) are taken from the full signals used to compute
their correlation in (c) for 𝑎𝑥 ≈ 0.23, over the time ranges highlighted in blue and denoted
as (1) (maximum of correlation) and as (2) (minimum of correlation). (e)-(f) Normalized
power spectra of 𝜂(𝑅,−𝜋/6, 𝑡) (red curve) and of 𝜂(𝑅, 𝜋/6, 𝑡) (blue curve), and absolute
value of the phase-shift between their harmonic and super-harmonic components, where
the dynamics of 𝜂(𝑅,±𝜋/6, 𝑡) is considered over (e): time range (1) and (f): time range (2).
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dynamics. The latter is responsible for the irregularity of the total dynamics, by quasi-
periodically switching between super-harmonic planar and swirling motion.

6.7. Wave amplitude saturation: theoretical predictions versus experiments
In this last section, we provide a more quantitative comparison in terms of wave amplitude
saturation between the theoretical predictions according to (5.13) and the experimental
measurements. On this point, the dimensional wave amplitude, Δ𝛿 = max𝜃,𝑡 𝜂 (𝑟 = 𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡) −
min𝜃,𝑡 𝜂 (𝑟 = 𝑅, 𝜃, 𝑡), is experimentally measured by fixing the forcing amplitude while
operating a frequency sweep in two directions. A backward sweep is used so as to follow the
right lower planar branch until the sub-critical jump-up transition to swirling (P: Poincaré
bifurcation) occurs (Ω = Ω𝑃 (𝑎𝑥)). On the other hand, an upward sweep is performed
in order to maintain a stable super-harmonic swirling response from bifurcation point 𝐻
(Ω = Ω𝐻 (𝑎𝑥)) and beyond the threshold frequency Ω = Ω𝑃 (𝑎𝑥), above which the super-
harmonic planar and swirling motions are both stable solutions (right region in the stability
chart of figure 13).
For each set of forcing parameters (𝑎𝑥 ,Ω/𝜔21), the height in pixel of the wave crest and

trough on the front wall are manually extracted from the correspondingmovies and compared
to the height of the fluid at rest (flagged by a black mark on the container, also used as a scale)
to obtain the maximal and minimal front contact line elevation. These values are converted
into meters using the conversion factor provided by the black scale. The resulting difference
Δ𝛿 is then averaged over 3 to 5 cycles of oscillations and then normalized by the container
radius 𝑅.
The experimental dimensionless wave amplitude Δ𝛿 = Δ𝛿/𝑅 as a function of the forcing

frequency for various forcing amplitudes is displayed in figure 15 together with the theoretical
weakly nonlinear prediction (5.13) (light blue solid lines) and with the linear potential
solution (3.4) for comparison (black dashed line).
The experimental data associatedwith the two planar branches compare generallywell with

the present weakly nonlinear prediction, although the WNL theory slightly underestimates
the wave amplitude in the swirling regime. We recall from §5.1 that, at leading order, the
wave solution in these two branches is made by the superposition of two planar waves, i.e. an
harmonic planar single-crest component, oscillating in space and time as cos (Ω𝑡) cos 𝜃, and a
super-harmonic planar double-crest component, characterized by cos (2Ω𝑡 +Φ) cos 2𝜃, with
a phase Φ = 𝜋 in the left branch and Φ = 0 in the right one. The information on the phase
Φ is not directly discernible from the amplitude plot of figure 15, but it is contained in the
snapshots sequence reported in figure 11(a) for Ω/𝜔21 < 0.5 and (e) for Ω/𝜔21 > 0.5. Due
to the temporal periodicity of the single-crest wave, snapshots taken at 𝑡 = 𝑇/4 = 𝜋/2Ω and
𝑡 = 3𝑇/4 = 3𝜋/2Ω represent temporal nodes for the harmonic component, so that, as a first
order approximation, only the double-crest component, whose azimuthal spatial structure
reads cos (𝜋 +Φ) cos 2𝜃, is instantaneously left. It is then clear that for Ω/𝜔21 < 0.5 and
Φ = 𝜋, the free surface maximum is reached at the azimuthal coordinates 𝜃 = 0 and 𝜋,
whereas the minimum is at 𝜃 = ±𝜋/2 (vice versa forΩ/𝜔21 > 0.5 andΦ = 0). This produces
the concave and convex shapes in the instantaneous free surface displayed in figure 11(a) and
(e), respectively.
Consistently with the stability chart in figure 13 obtained through a backward frequency

sweep, the threshold frequency Ω𝐻 (𝑎𝑥), at which the swirling branch becomes stable from
lower driving frequency Ω, is correctly detected. Furthermore, the upward sweep allows us
to detect also the jump-down transition from the swirling to the lower right planar branch.
The occurrence of the jump-down transition was to be expected as it is produced by

dissipative mechanisms (see also §6.5), which are overlooked by the present inviscid analysis.
The associated damping, which is a function of the wave amplitude and of the forcing
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Figure 15: Quantitative comparison with experimental measurements in terms of finite
amplitude saturation for various non-dimensional forcing amplitudes, 𝑎𝑥 . Black dotted
lines: linear potential solution according to (3.4) and (3.5). Light blue solid lines: stable
planar and swirling branches predicted by the present weakly nonlinear (WNL) model
according to (5.13). Markers: experimental measurements. Black empty squares
correspond to planar motion whereas black filled circles refer to swirling dynamics.

acceleration amplitude (seeRaynovskyy&Timokha (2018b),Raynovskyy&Timokha (2020)
and the discussion in Appendix A of Bongarzone et al. (2022a)), is responsible for the
modulation in the phase lag between the external driving and the wave response, which
was shown by Bäuerlein & Avila (2021) (for unidirectional sloshing waves in a rectangular
container) to be of crucial importance for a correct prediction of the jump-down frequency.
The damping coefficient could be tentatively fitted from experiments and phenomenolog-

ically introduced a posteriori in amplitude equations (5.9a)-(5.9b) as done in Appendix A
of Bongarzone et al. (2022a). Nevertheless, the jump-down transition in the cases examined
in this section (see figure 15) was seen to be extremely sensitive to the frequency sweeping
rate. A decrease in the frequency step increment from 5 mHz to 1 mHz (used to produced
the swirling branch in figure 15) was observed to give different jump-down frequencies.
This is also expected as it is known from the literature that in the multi-solution range, the
characteristic of the response mainly depends on the sweep rate (Park et al. 2011; Bourquard
& Noiray 2019; Yu et al. 2020). Since we did not try frequency increments smaller than 1
mHz, the jump-down frequency predictions as shown in figure 15 are not entirely reliable
for fitting the damping at stake in the experiments.
In spite of such limitations, the weakly nonlinear model is seen to describe fairly well the

experimental swirling branch until the measured jump-down frequency. A relatively small
departure of the swirling response from the theoretical prediction is typically observed at
larger driving amplitude for increasing wave frequency. In agreement with previous studies
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(Dodge et al. 1965; Ibrahim 2005; Bäuerlein&Avila 2021), our experiments reveal that this is
due to the progressive steepening and broadening of the wave crest and troughs, respectively,
in the vicinity of the container wall. This nonlinear mechanism eventually becomes strong
enough for the weakly nonlinear model to lose accurateness.

7. Conclusion
In this work, the behaviour of sloshing waves in a cylindrical container submitted to
longitudinal periodic forcing with driving amplitude 𝑎𝑥 and angular frequency Ω was
investigated. While previous studies of this forcing condition and geometry mostly focused
on the investigation of the free surface response in the vicinity of harmonic resonance, i.e.
Ω/𝜔1𝑛 ≈ 1, the core of the present work was dedicated to the most relevant secondary
super-harmonic resonances Ω/𝜔2𝑛 ≈ 1/2, characterized by the occurrence of a double-crest
(DC) dynamics oscillating at a frequency 𝜔 = 2Ω ≈ 𝜔2𝑛.
Such a super-harmonic resonance was first experimentally observed by Reclari (2013) and

Reclari et al. (2014) for rotary container motions, but its investigation under different forcing
conditions, e.g. longitudinal forcing, seemed to be still unreported.
With the aim to take a further step in this direction, a weakly nonlinear analysis (WNL)

via multiple timescale method together with a dedicated experimental compaign were
implemented in order to account for the steady-state free surface dynamics, and for the
symmetry-breaking due to the emergence of a double crest swirling wave in the vicinity of
the super-harmonic resonance.
In similar fashion to Bongarzone et al. (2022a), the WNL analysis was first formalized to

tackle the simpler case of harmonic resonances. The outcomes of the model were compared
to previous experimental measurements and to former theoretical predictions based on the
Narimanov–Moiseev multimodal sloshing theory (Faltinsen et al. 2016; Raynovskyy &
Timokha 2020). All together, our analysis addressing the single-crest (SC) wave dynamics
was shown to be consistent with the previously reported experimental and theoretical results.
In particular, the WNL model successfully captured the regime bounds between single-crest
planar, swirling and irregular waves, and correctly described the close-to-resonance nonlinear
behaviour, thus validating the relevance of this theoretical approach.
The WNL analysis was then extended to the more complex case of the super-harmonic

resonance. A dedicated lab-scale experimentwas set-up to observe and characterise the super-
harmonic response to longitudinal forcing. In remarkable agreement with the outcomes of
the WNL model, the experimental investigation showed that the free surface dynamics in
the vicinity of the super-harmonic resonance results from the superposition of a permanent,
first-order forced harmonic planar single-crest wave, and of a super-harmonic double-crest
wave that can exhibit either a planar, irregular or swirling dynamics, the latter being
responsible for a symmetry-breaking in the system’s response through equally probable
clockwise or anti-clockwise swirling waves. The bounds in the (𝑎𝑥 ,Ω/𝜔21) plane between
the three different regimes were experimentally retrieved and were shown to be in very
good quantitative agreement with the WNL predictions, at least above a threshold forcing
amplitude, below which the swirling and irregular dynamics appear to be suppressed by
dissipative mechanisms, which are not accounted for by the present inviscid analysis. Finally,
the predicted wave amplitude saturation, computed by reconstructing the total flow solution,
was compared to the experimentally measured steady-state wave amplitude and was shown
to correctly describe the stable planar and swirling branches in the neighbourhood of the
super-harmonic resonance.
The fairly good agreement between the theoretical predictions and the experimental

findings validates the relevance of the WNL approach to successfully describe the sloshing
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𝐻 = ℎ/𝑅 𝜇
𝑆𝐶

𝜈
𝑆𝐶

𝜉
𝑆𝐶

𝜇
𝐷𝐶

𝜈
𝐷𝐶

𝜉
𝐷𝐶

𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜒− 𝜒+

1.10 -0.279 1.414 -7.487 0.118 9.821 -32.077 0.104 2.697 -3.257
1.20 -0.280 1.407 -7.914 0.108 9.812 -32.110 0.067 2.692 -3.159
1.30 -0.281 1.406 -8.101 0.101 9.813 -32.128 0.046 2.687 -3.089
1.40 -0.282 1.407 -8.211 0.096 9.812 -32.138 0.035 2.682 -3.040
1.50 -0.283 1.409 -8.281 0.093 9.811 -32.143 0.029 2.678 -3.006
1.60 -0.283 1.410 -8.328 0.091 9.811 -32.146 0.028 2.675 -2.982
1.70 -0.283 1.411 -8.359 0.089 9.810 -32.148 0.029 2.673 -2.965
1.80 -0.284 1.412 -8.381 0.089 9.810 -32.149 0.032 2.672 -2.953
1.90 -0.284 1.412 -8.395 0.088 9.810 -32.149 0.035 2.671 -2.945
2.00 -0.284 1.413 -8.405 0.087 9.810 -32.150 0.040 2.670 -2.940

Table 1: Value of the normal form coefficients appearing in (4.7a)-(4.7b) (SC) and
in (5.9a)-(5.9b) (DC) computed at different fluid depths 𝐻 = ℎ/𝑅 and associated with

mode (𝑚, 𝑛) = (1, 1). Note that in (5.9a)-(5.9b), 𝜒
𝐷𝐶

= 𝜒− + 𝜒+ .

wave dynamics resulting from nonlinear harmonic and super-harmonic interactions. As
discussed in Appendix B, this analysis is not restricted to longitudinal forcing, but can be
straightforwardly generalized without any further calculation to any elliptic trajectory, hence
recovering the limit of rotary sloshing investigated in Bongarzone et al. (2022a). In this
respect, the theory of Faltinsen et al. (2016) for elliptical container motions interestingly
predicts the occurrence of counter-rotating swirling waves, i.e. propagating in the direction
opposed to that of the container motion. The qualitative analogy between the harmonic
and super-harmonic system behaviour outlined in this manuscript would suggest that such
counter-propagating swirling waves could also be triggered by exciting the system in the
vicinity of the super-harmonic double-crest resonance, thus calling for new experimental
campaigns.

Appendix A. Computation of the normal form coefficients
The normal form coefficients appearing in (4.7a)-(4.7b) for the harmonic single-crest (SC)
dynamics are computed as follows

iI
𝑆𝐶

𝜇
𝑆𝐶

=< q̂𝐴1†
1 , F̂

𝐹

3 >=

∫ 1

0
(𝑟/2) 𝜂𝐴1†

1 𝑟d𝑟, (A 1a)

iI
𝑆𝐶

𝜈
𝑆𝐶

=< q̂𝐴1†
1 , F̂

|𝐴1 |2𝐴1
3 >=

∫ 1

0

(
𝜂
𝐴1†
1 F̂ |𝐴1 |2𝐴1

3dyn
+ Φ̂

𝐴1†
1 F̂ |𝐴1 |2𝐴1

3kin

)
𝑟d𝑟, (A 1b)

iI
𝑆𝐶

𝜉
𝑆𝐶

=< q̂𝐴1†
1 , F̂

|𝐵1 |2𝐴1
3 >=

∫ 1

0

(
𝜂
𝐴1†
1 F̂ |𝐵1 |2𝐴1

3dyn
+ Φ̂

𝐴1†
1 F̂ |𝐵1 |2𝐴1

3kin

)
𝑟d𝑟. (A 1c)

where I
𝑆𝐶

=< q̂𝐴1†
1 ,Bq̂𝐴1

1 >=
∫ 1
0

(
𝜂
𝐴1†
1 Φ̂

𝐴1
1 + Φ̂

𝐴1†
1 𝜂

𝐴1
1

)
𝑟d𝑟 . Here

(
q̂𝐴1†
1 , q̂𝐵1†

1

)
=(

q̂
𝐴1
1 , q̂

𝐵1
1

)
, since the inviscid problem is self–adjoint with respect to the Hermitian scalar

product < a, b >=
∫
Σ

a · b d𝑉 , with a and b two generic vector (see Viola et al. (2018) for a
thorough discussion and derivation of the adjoint problem).
Expressions (A 1a) and (A 1b) were already given in Bongarzone et al. (2022a). The
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left-hand-side of those expression was typed mistakenly, as the mass matrix B should not
appear in their numerators. The present version is instead written down correctly.
For the calculation of the amplitude equation coefficients at 𝜖3 order, only resonant terms

matter. These terms, with their corresponding amplitudes, are proportional to 𝑒i( (𝜔1𝑛𝑡±𝜃) for
SC waves and to 𝑒i(𝜔2𝑛𝑡±2𝜃) for DC waves. As an example, the expression of F̂ |𝐴 |2𝐴

3𝑘𝑖𝑛
, with

𝐴 = 𝐴1 for SC waves and 𝐴 = 𝐴2 for DC waves, is given in Appendix D of Bongarzone
et al. (2022a). The extraction of resonant terms was performed by using tools of symbolic
calculus, e.g. the software Wolfram Mathematica.
Analogously, the normal form coefficients appearing in (5.9a)-(5.9b) for the super-

harmonic double-crest (DC) dynamics are calculated as

iI
𝐷𝐶

𝜇
𝐷𝐶

=

∫ 1

0

(
𝜂
𝐴2†
1 F̂ 𝐹2

2dyn + Φ̂
𝐴2†
1 F̂ 𝐹2

2kin

)
𝑟d𝑟, (A 2a)

iI
𝐷𝐶

𝜁
𝐷𝐶

=

∫ 1

0

(
𝜂
𝐴2†
1 F̂ Λ𝐹2

3dyn + Φ̂
𝐴2†
1 F̂ Λ𝐹2

3kin

)
𝑟d𝑟, (A 2b)

iI
𝐷𝐶

𝜒
𝐷𝐶

=

∫ 1

0

(
𝜂
𝐴2†
1 F̂ 𝐴2 |𝐹 |2

3dyn
+ Φ̂

𝐴2†
1 F̂ 𝐴2 |𝐹 |2

3kin

)
𝑟d𝑟, (A 2c)

iI
𝐷𝐶

𝜈
𝐷𝐶

=

∫ 1

0

(
𝜂
𝐴2†
1 F̂ |𝐴2 |2𝐴2

3dyn
+ Φ̂

𝐴2†
1 F̂ |𝐴2 |2𝐴2

3kin

)
𝑟d𝑟, (A 2d)

iI
𝐷𝐶

𝜉
𝐷𝐶

=

∫ 1

0

(
𝜂
𝐴2†
1 F̂ |𝐵2 |2𝐴2

3dyn
+ Φ̂

𝐴2†
1 F̂ |𝐵2 |2𝐴2

3kin

)
𝑟d𝑟, (A 2e)

with I
𝐷𝐶

=< q̂𝐴2†
1 ,Bq̂𝐴2

1 >=
∫ 1
0

(
𝜂
𝐴2†
1 Φ̂

𝐴2
1 + Φ̂

𝐴2†
1 𝜂

𝐴2
1

)
𝑟d𝑟 . The integrals are all evaluated

at the free surface 𝑧 = 0.
We note that the value of the normal form coefficient 𝜒

𝐷𝐶
contains two different

contributions. Indeed, it could be conveniently rewritten as 𝜒
𝐷𝐶

= 𝜒− + 𝜒+ , with the value
of 𝜒− and 𝜒+ given in table 1. 𝜒− precisely corresponds to the coefficient 𝜒𝐷𝐶

computed in
Bongarzone et al. (2022a) and, by adopting the present formalism, e.g. for mode 𝐴2 (same
for mode 𝐵2), it is produced by the interaction of the second order responses

(1/2) 𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹
2 𝑒i( (3𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−3𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + (1/2) 𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−𝜃)𝑒−iΛ𝑇1 , (A 3)

in equation (5.6) with the complex conjugate of the leading order particular solution
characterized by 𝑚 = −1 in (5.2). On the contrary, the contribution 𝜒+ is the result of
the interaction between the second order responses

(1/2) 𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹
2 𝑒i( (3𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−𝜃)𝑒iΛ𝑇1 + (1/2) 𝐴2𝐹q̂𝐴2𝐹

2 𝑒i( (𝜔2𝑛/2)𝑡−3𝜃)𝑒−iΛ𝑇1 , (A 4)

in equation (5.6) and the complex conjugate of the leading order particular solution for
𝑚 = +1 in (5.2).

Appendix B. Generalization to elliptic orbits
In this appendix, we show how the analysis outlined in this manuscript for longitudinal
container motions can be straightforwardly generalized to any elliptic-like shaking. For



33

elliptical orbits in the horizontal (𝑥, 𝑦)–plane, equations (2.1) are modified as follows

¤X0 =
{ (

−𝑎𝑥Ω sin (Ω𝑡) cos 𝜃 + 𝑎𝑦Ω cos (Ω𝑡) sin 𝜃
)

e𝑟(
𝑎𝑥Ω sin (Ω𝑡) sin 𝜃 + 𝑎𝑦Ω cos (Ω𝑡) sin 𝜃

)
e𝜃

, (B 1)

with 𝑎𝑥 and 𝑎𝑦 the non-dimensional major- and minor-axis forcing amplitude components,
respectively, and Ω the non-dimensional driving angular frequency. Under these forcing
conditions, the unsteady and forced Bernoulli’s equation at 𝑧 = 𝜂 reads

𝜕Φ

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
2
∇Φ · ∇Φ + 𝜂 = 𝑟

(
𝑓𝑥 cos (Ω𝑡) cos 𝜃 + 𝑓𝑦 sin (Ω𝑡) sin 𝜃

)
, (B 2)

where 𝑓𝑥 = 𝑎𝑥Ω
2 and 𝑓𝑦 = 𝑎𝑦Ω

2. By introducing the aspect ratio 𝛼 = 𝑎𝑦/𝑎𝑥 = 𝑓𝑦/ 𝑓𝑥 , so
that 𝑓𝑥 = 𝑓 and 𝑓𝑦 = 𝛼 𝑓 , equation (B 2) can be conveniently rewritten as

𝜕Φ

𝜕𝑡
+ 1
2
∇Φ · ∇Φ + 𝜂 = 𝑟

𝑓

2

((
1 + 𝛼

2

)
𝑒i(Ω𝑡−𝜃) +

(
1 − 𝛼

2

)
𝑒i(Ω𝑡+𝜃)

)
+ 𝑐.𝑐. . (B 3)

A value 0 < 𝛼 < 1 implies elliptic orbits, whereas the two limit cases with 𝛼 = 0 (𝑎𝑥 ≠ 0,
𝑎𝑦 = 0) and 𝛼 = 1 (𝑎𝑥 = 𝑎𝑦 ≠ 0) correspond, respectively, to longitudinal, as in the present
work, and rotary (Bongarzone et al. 2022a), shaking conditions. For convenience of notation,
we also introduce the auxiliary variables

𝛼− =
1 + 𝛼

2
, 𝛼+ =

1 − 𝛼

2
, (B 4)

with 1/2 6 𝛼− 6 1 and 0 6 𝛼+ 6 1/2. By accounting for the two auxiliary aspect ratios,
𝛼− and 𝛼+ in the expression of the forcing term, the whole derivation can be repeated, hence
leading, without any further computation, to the following system of amplitude equations for
harmonic single-crest (SC) waves

𝑑𝐴

𝑑𝑡
= −i𝜆𝐴 + i 𝜇

𝑆𝐶
𝛼− 𝑓 + i 𝜈𝑆𝐶

|𝐴|2𝐴 + i 𝜉
𝑆𝐶

|𝐵|2𝐴, (B 5a)

𝑑𝐵

𝑑𝑡
= −i𝜆𝐵 + i 𝜇

𝑆𝐶
𝛼+ 𝑓 + i 𝜈𝑆𝐶

|𝐵 |2𝐵 + i 𝜉
𝑆𝐶

|𝐴|2𝐵. (B 5b)

and for super-harmonic double-crest (DC) waves

𝑑𝐴

𝑑𝑡
= −i

(
2𝜆 −

(
𝛼2− 𝜒− + 𝛼2+ 𝜒+

)
𝑓 2
)
𝐴 + i

(
𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

)
𝛼2− 𝑓

2

+i 𝜈
𝐷𝐶

|𝐴|2𝐴 + i 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

|𝐵|2𝐴, (B 6a)

𝑑𝐵

𝑑𝑡
= −i

(
2𝜆 −

(
𝛼2+ 𝜒+ + 𝛼2− 𝜒−

)
𝑓 2
)
𝐵 + i

(
𝜁
𝐷𝐶

𝜆 + 𝜇
𝐷𝐶

)
𝛼2+ 𝑓

2

+i 𝜈
𝐷𝐶

|𝐵|2𝐵 + i 𝜉
𝐷𝐶

|𝐴|2𝐵, (B 6b)

with the values of the normal form coefficients still given in table 1.
We note that in the limit of 𝛼 = 0 (longitudinal), 𝛼− = 𝛼+ = 1/2 and equations (4.7a)-(4.7b)

and (5.9a)-(5.9b) are retrieved. On the contrary, in the limit of 𝛼 = 1 (rotary), one has 𝛼− = 1
and 𝛼+ = 0, so that equations (B 5a) and (B 6a) corresponds to equations (4.6) and (4.22) of
Bongarzone et al. (2022a), with 𝐴 ≠ 0 and 𝐵 = 0 the only possible stable stationary solution
for (B 6a) and (B 6b).
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Figure 16: Intensity profile along the middle axis of the container as a function of time.
The free surface, initially at rest (𝑡 < 0) is submitted to forced harmonic oscillations from

𝑡 = 0.

Appendix C. Estimation of the duration of the transient regime
In this study, we only consider the permanent response of the free surface to forced
oscillations. To ensure we discard the transient regime in our analysis of the free surface
dynamics, we first obtained an estimation of the transient time by recording for various
forcing amplitudes �̄�𝑥 and angular frequencies Ω̄, the full dynamics of the free-surface,
initially at rest and then put into oscillations. The temporal evolution of the intensity profile
along the middle axis of the container extracted from our movies, is a direct signature of
the variation in time of the sloshing wave amplitude, and reveals that for all (�̄�𝑥 , Ω̄) set
of parameters investigated, the free-surface dynamics can be safely considered as having
reached a steady-state after typically 50 cycles of oscillations, see figure 16.

Supplementary Material and Movies
Supplementary movies show the evolution of the free surface dynamics experimentally
observed at increasing forcing frequency and for a fixed forcing amplitude �̄�𝑥/𝑅 = 20mm,
which corresponds to a non-dimensional value 𝑎𝑥 = �̄�𝑥/𝑅 = 0.2325. Supplementary movies
are available at (LINK).

Funding
We acknowledge the Swiss National Science Foundation under grants 178971 and 200341.

Declaration of Interests
The authors report no conflict of interest.

Author Contributions
A. M., F. G. and A. B. created the research plan. A.B. formulated analytical and numerical
models. A.M. and A.B. led model solutions. A.M. designed and performed all experiments.
A.M., F.G. and A.B. wrote the manuscript.

REFERENCES
Abramson, H. N. 1966 The dynamic behavior of liquids in moving containers, with applications to space

vehicle technology. NASA Tech. Rep. SP-106. NASA, Washington.
Abramson, H. N., Chu, W.-H. & Kana, D. D. 1966 Some studies of nonlinear lateral sloshing in rigid

containers. NASA Contractor Rep. NASA CR-375. NASA.
Bäuerlein, B. & Avila, K. 2021 Phase lag predicts nonlinear response maxima in liquid-sloshing

experiments. J. Fluid Mech. 925.



35

Bongarzone, A., Bertsch, A., Renaud, P. & Gallaire, F. 2021a Impinging planar jets: hysteretic
behaviour and origin of the self-sustained oscillations. J. Fluid Mech. 913.

Bongarzone, A., Guido, M. & Gallaire, F. 2022a An amplitude equation modelling the double-crest
swirling in orbital-shaken cylindrical containers. J. Fluid Mech. 943, A28.

Bongarzone, A., Viola, F., Camarri, S. & Gallaire, F. 2022b Subharmonic parametric instability in
nearly brimful circular cylinders: a weakly nonlinear analysis. J. Fluid Mech. 947, A24.

Bongarzone, A., Viola, F. & Gallaire, F. 2021b Relaxation of capillary-gravity waves due to contact
line nonlinearity: A projection method. Chaos 31 (12), 123124.

Bourquard, Claire & Noiray, Nicolas 2019 Comment on “slow passage through resonance”. Physical
Review E 100 (4), 047001.

Bouvard, J., Herreman, W. & Moisy, F. 2017 Mean mass transport in an orbitally shaken cylindrical
container. Phys. Rev. Fluids 2 (8), 084801.

Büchs, J. 2001 Introduction to advantages and problems of shaken cultures. Biochem. Eng. J. 7 (2), 91–98.
Büchs, J., Maier, U., Milbradt, C. & Zoels, B. 2000a Power consumption in shaking flasks on rotary

shaking machines: I. power consumption measurement in unbaffled flasks at low liquid viscosity.
Biotechnol. Bioeng. 68 (6), 589–593.

Büchs, J., Maier, U., Milbradt, C. & Zoels, B. 2000b Power consumption in shaking flasks on rotary
shaking machines: Ii. nondimensional description of specific power consumption and flow regimes
in unbaffled flasks at elevated liquid viscosity. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 68 (6), 594–601.

Case, K. M. & Parkinson, W. C. 1957 Damping of surface waves in an incompressible liquid. J. Fluid
Mech. 2 (2), 172–184.

Chu, W.-H. 1968 Subharmonic oscillations in an arbitrary tank resulting from axial excitation. Trans. ASME
J. Appl. Mech. 35, 148–154.

Cocciaro, B., Faetti, S. & Festa, C. 1993 Experimental investigation of capillarity effects on surface
gravity waves: non-wetting boundary conditions. J. Fluid Mech. 246, 43–66.

Dodge, F. T., Kana, D. D. & Abramson, H. N. 1965 Liquid surface oscillations in longitudinally excited
rigid cylindrical containers. AIAA 3 (4), 685–695.

Dussan, E. B. 1979 On the spreading of liquids on solid surfaces: static and dynamic contact lines. Annu.
Rev. Fluid Mech. 11 (1), 371–400.

Faltinsen, O. M. 1974 A nonlinear theory of sloshing in rectangular tanks. J. Sh. Res. 18 (04), 224–241.
Faltinsen, O. M., Lukovsky, I. A. & Timokha, A. N. 2016 Resonant sloshing in an upright annular tank.

J. Fluid Mech. 804, 608–645.
Faltinsen, O. M., Rognebakke, O. F. & Timokha, A. N. 2005 Resonant three-dimensional nonlinear

sloshing in a square-base basin. part 2. effect of higher modes. J. Fluid Mech. 523, 199–218.
Faltinsen, O. M. & Timokha, A. N. 2009 Sloshing. Cambridge University Press.
Friedrichs, K. O. 2012 Spectral theory of operators in Hilbert space. Springer Science & Business Media.
Fujimura, K. 1989 The equivalence between two perturbation methods in weakly nonlinear stability theory

for parallel shear flows. Proc R Soc Lond A Math Phys Sci. 424 (1867), 373–392.
Fujimura, K. 1991 Methods of centre manifold and multiple scales in the theory of weakly nonlinear

stability for fluid motions. Proc R Soc Lond A Math Phys Sci. 434 (1892), 719–733.
Hocking, L. M. 1987 The damping of capillary–gravity waves at a rigid boundary. J. Fluid Mech. 179,

253–266.
Hopfinger, E. J. & Baumbach, V. 2009 Liquid sloshing in cylindrical fuel tanks. Prog. Propul. Phys. 1,

279–292.
Horstmann, G. M., Anders, S., Kelley, D. H. & Weier, T. 2021 Formation of spiral waves in cylindrical

containers under orbital excitation. J. Fluid Mech. 925.
Horstmann, G.M., Herreman,W.&Weier, T. 2020 Linear damped interfacial wave theory for an orbitally

shaken upright circular cylinder. J. Fluid Mech. 891.
Hutton, R. E. 1963 An investigation of nonlinear, nonplanar oscillations of fluid in cylindrical container.

NASA Tech. Rep. NASA; D-1870.
Hutton, R. E. 1964 Fluid-particle motion during rotary sloshing. Trans. ASME J. Appl. Mech. 31 (1),

145–153.
Ibrahim, R. A. 2005 Liquid sloshing dynamics: theory and applications. Cambridge University Press.
Keulegan, G. H. 1959 Energy dissipation in standing waves in rectangular basins. J. Fluid Mech. 6 (1),

33–50.
Klöckner, W. & Büchs, J. 2012 Advances in shaking technologies. Trends Biotechnol. 30 (6), 307–314.



36

Lamb, H. 1993 Hydrodynamics. Cambridge University Press.
Lukovsky, I. 2015 Mathematical Models for Rigid Bodies with a Liquid..
Lukovsky, I. & Timokha, A. 2011 Combining narimanov–moiseev’and lukovsky–miles’ schemes for

nonlinear liquid sloshing. J. Numer. Appl. Maths. 105 (2), 69–82.
Lukovsky, I. & Timokha, A. 2015Multimodal method in sloshing.Nonlinear Oscillations 18 (3), 295–312.
Lukovsky, I. A. 1990 Introduction to nonlinear dynamics of a solid body with a cavity including a liquid.

Kiev: Naukova dumka (in Russian) .
Maier, U., Losen, M. & Büchs, J. 2004 Advances in understanding and modeling the gas–liquid mass

transfer in shake flasks. Biochem. Eng. J. 17 (3), 155–167.
McDaniel, L. E. & Bailey, E. G. 1969 Effect of shaking speed and type of closure on shake flask cultures.

Appl. Microbiol. 17 (2), 286–290.
Micheletti, M., Barrett, T., Doig, S. D., Baganz, F., Levy,M. S.,Woodley, J. M. &Lye, G. J. 2006 Fluid

mixing in shaken bioreactors: Implications for scale-up predictions from microlitre-scale microbial
and mammalian cell cultures. Chem. Eng. Sci. 61 (9), 2939–2949.

Miles, J. W. 1967 Surface-wave damping in closed basins. Proc. R. Soc. A: Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 297,
459–475.

Miles, J. W. 1984a Internally resonant surface waves in a circular cylinder. J. Fluid Mech. 149, 1–14.
Miles, J. W. 1984b Resonantly forced surface waves in a circular cylinder. J. Fluid Mech. 149, 15–31.
Moiseev, N. N. 1958 On the theory of nonlinear vibrations of a liquid of finite volume. J. Appl. Math. Mech.

22 (5), 860–872.
Moisy, F., Bouvard, J. & Herreman, W. 2018 Counter-rotation in an orbitally shaken glass of beer. EPL

122 (3), 34002.
Muller, N., Girard, P., Hacker, D. L., Jordan, M. & Wurm, F. M. 2005 Orbital shaker technology for

the cultivation of mammalian cells in suspension. Biotechnol. Bioeng. 89 (4), 400–406.
Narimanov, G. S. 1957Movement of a tank partly filled by a fluid: the taking into account of non-smallness

of amplitude. Prikl. Math. Mech. (in Russian) 21, 513–524.
Narimanov, G. S., Dokuchaev, L. V. & Lukovsky, I. A. 1977 Nonlinear dynamics of flying apparatus

with liquid. moscow: Mashinostroenie. (in Russian) .
Orchini, A., Rigas, G. & Juniper, M. P. 2016 Weakly nonlinear analysis of thermoacoustic bifurcations in

the rĳke tube. J. Fluid Mech. 805, 523–550.
Park, Youngyong, Do, Younghae & Lopez, Juan M 2011 Slow passage through resonance. Physical

Review E 84 (5), 056604.
Raynovskyy, I. & Timokha, A. N. 2018a Steady-state resonant sloshing in an upright cylindrical container

performing a circular orbital motion.Math. Probl. Eng. .
Raynovskyy, I. A. & Timokha, A. N. 2018b Damped steady-state resonant sloshing in a circular base

container. Fluid Dyn. Res. 50 (4), 045502.
Raynovskyy, I. A. & Timokha, A. N. 2020 Sloshing in Upright Circular Containers: Theory, Analytical

Solutions, and Applications. CRC Press.
Reclari, M. 2013 Hydrodynamics of orbital shaken bioreactors. Tech. Rep.. EPFL.
Reclari, M., Dreyer, M., Tissot, S., Obreschkow, D., Wurm, F. M. & Farhat, M. 2014 Surface wave

dynamics in orbital shaken cylindrical containers. Phys. Fluids 26 (5), 052104.
Royon-Lebeaud, A., Hopfinger, E. J. & Cartellier, A. 2007 Liquid sloshing and wave breaking in

circular and square-base cylindrical containers. J. Fluid Mech. 577, 467–494.
Takahara, H. & Kimura, K. 2012 Frequency response of sloshing in an annular cylindrical tank subjected

to pitching excitation. J. Sound Vib. 331 (13), 3199–3212.
Tan, R.-K., Eberhard, W. & Büchs, J. 2011 Measurement and characterization of mixing time in shake

flasks. Chem. Eng. Sci. 66 (3), 440–447.
Tissot, S., Farhat, M., Hacker, D. L., Anderlei, T., Kühner, M., Comninellis, C. & Wurm, F. M.

2010 Determination of a scale-up factor from mixing time studies in orbitally shaken bioreactors.
Biochem. Eng. J. 52 (2-3), 181–186.

Tissot, S., Oberbek, A., Reclari, M., Dreyer, M., Hacker, D. L., Baldi, L., Farhat, M. &Wurm, F. M.
2011 Efficient and reproducible mammalian cell bioprocesses without probes and controllers? New
Biotechnol. 28 (4), 382–390.

Viola, F., Brun, P.-T. & Gallaire, F. 2018 Capillary hysteresis in sloshing dynamics: a weakly nonlinear
analysis. J. Fluid Mech. 837, 788–818.



37

Viola, F. & Gallaire, F. 2018 Theoretical framework to analyze the combined effect of surface tension
and viscosity on the damping rate of sloshing waves. Phys. Rev. Fluids 3 (9), 094801.

Wurm, F. M. 2004 Production of recombinant protein therapeutics in cultivated mammalian cells. Nat.
Biotechnol. 22 (11), 1393–1398.

Yu, Liuding, Tang, Lihua, Xiong, Liuyang & Yang, Tiejun 2020 Capture of high energy orbit of duffing
oscillator with time-varying parameters. Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science
30 (2), 023106.

Zhang, X., Bürki, C., Stettler, M., Sanctis, D. De, Perrone, M., Discacciati, M., Parolini, N.,
DeJesus, M., Hacker, D. L., Quarteroni, A. & Wurm, F. M. 2009 Efficient oxygen transfer by
surface aeration in shaken cylindrical containers for mammalian cell cultivation at volumetric scales
up to 1000 l. Biochem. Eng. J. 45 (1), 41–47.


	1. Introduction
	2. Flow configuration and governing equations
	3. Linear potential model
	4. Harmonic single-crest (SC) resonance
	5. Super-harmonic double-crest (DC) resonance
	5.1. Branching diagrams and super-harmonic stability chart

	6. Experiments
	6.1. Experimental set-up
	6.2. Analysis of the free-surface dynamics
	6.3. Regularity and frequency content of the free surface response
	6.4. Symmetry properties of the regular regimes: planar versus swirling waves
	6.5. Experimental estimate of regime bounds
	6.6. Irregular regime
	6.7. Wave amplitude saturation: theoretical predictions versus experiments

	7. Conclusion
	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	Appendix C

