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The observation of traveling breathers (TBs) with large-amplitude oscillatory tails realizes an
almost 50-year-old theoretical prediction [1] and generalizes the notion of a breather. Two strongly
nonlinear TB families are created in a core-annular flow by interacting a soliton and a nonlinear peri-
odic (cnoidal) carrier. Bright and dark TBs are observed to move faster or slower, respectively, than
the carrier while imparting a phase shift. Agreement with model equations is achieved. Scattering
of the TBs are observed to be physically elastic. The observed TBs generalize to many continuum
and discrete systems.

Fifty years ago, special, localized two-soliton bound
state solutions of the sine-Gordon equation were called
“breathers” because they incorporate two time scales:
one associated with propagation and the other associ-
ated with internal oscillation [2]. The term breather has
since been generalized to solutions of other completely in-
tegrable systems such as the modified Korteweg-de Vries
(mKdV) and the focusing nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS)
equations [3]. However, the strict notion of localized
breather solutions appears to be limited to integrable
equations. Numerical simulations [4–6] and mathemat-
ical analysis [7, 8] demonstrate that breathers in some
non-integrable equations necessarily display small oscil-
latory tails. Consequently, they have been referred to
as quasi-breathers [3] or nonlocal solitary waves [9], al-
though, in some instances, these oscillatory tails may be
vanishingly small [10].

Small amplitude breathers can be approximated by
bright soliton solutions of the focusing NLS equation.
Consequently, breathers have been observed in many sit-
uations such as water waves [11, 12], internal waves [13],
nonlinear optical [14–16] and matter [17, 18] waves, rogue
waves in these systems [19–23], magnetic materials [24],
and discrete systems [25, 26].

Breathers with non-vanishing oscillatory tails have
been studied extensively in lattice systems where they
are commonly referred to as traveling intrinsic localized
modes or traveling breathers [25, 27, 28] with experi-
mental observations of their existence in [29, 30]. In
the continuum setting, special solutions, originally called
solitary dislocations, were derived for the KdV equa-
tion as the nonlinear superposition of a soliton and a
cnoidal traveling periodic wave in the seminal work of
Kuznetsov and Mikhailov [1]. This was achieved using
inverse scattering theory (IST) by introducing a discrete
eigenvalue, representing the soliton, in either the finite
or semi-infinite gap of the cnoidal wave spectrum for the
Schrödinger operator associated with KdV. This solution
is a traveling breather with large amplitude oscillatory
tails that can be of either elevation (bright) or depression
(dark) type depending on the eigenvalue location in the
semi-infinite gap or finite gap, respectively. The cnoidal

wave can also be considered a soliton lattice and so
this traveling breather can be viewed as a soliton-soliton
lattice interaction, generalizing the localized two-soliton
bound state breathers in, e.g., sine-Gordon and mKdV
[3]. The scattering theory for KdV traveling breathers
indicates that they interact with each other elastically,
experiencing only a spatial shift [1]. Despite much ensu-
ing analysis [31–40] and corresponding physical interest,
the observation and scattering of strongly nonlinear trav-
eling breathers in continuum mechanics is lacking.
In this Letter, we create and scatter strongly nonlin-

ear elevation wave or bright (BB) and depression wave
or dark (DB) traveling breathers at the interface between
two viscous fluids by the overtaking interaction of a car-
rier wave with a soliton or vice-versa. The traveling
breather oscillatory tails—the carrier background—are
large amplitude. The results experimentally prove that
this class of breathers can be interpreted as a nonlin-
ear superposition between a soliton and a cnoidal-like
wave, realizing the spectral interpretation of a traveling
breather from IST developed almost 50 years ago [1, 40].
Additionally, we measure traveling breather proper-

ties during free propagation and scattering, finding that
they retain their solitonic character, i.e., interactions are
physically elastic. Unimodal and bimodal geometries of
internal oscillation are observed. Qualitative or quan-
titative features of individual traveling breathers and
their scattering agree with predictions from KdV trav-
eling breather theory or numerical simulations of a vis-
cous two-fluid nonlinear model, respectively. Increasing
traveling breather speeds imply decreasing (BB) or in-
creasing (DB) carrier phase shifts. Slower (faster) trav-
eling breathers exhibit a negative (positive) spatial shift
post-interaction. The observation of traveling breathers
in this model continuum system and their characteriza-
tion are relevant to the physics of nonlinear dispersive
media more broadly.
The experiments are conducted in a tall acrylic col-

umn of 5cm × 5cm × 180cm, described in [41]. The col-
umn consists of a pressure-driven viscous core fluid with
a free interface to a miscible, heavier viscous reservoir
fluid with a small core-to-reservoir fluid viscosity ratio.
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We precisely control the injection of the buoyant, interior
fluid in the low Reynolds number regime, which is convec-
tively unstable [42, 43], so that straight conduits are es-
tablished with constant injection. Time-varying injection
results in a conduit that exhibits an azimuthally sym-
metric interface with cross-sectional area A(z, t), where
z > 0 is the vertical spatial coordinate in the camera
view that is slightly above the injection site. We identify
t = 0 as the time at the initiation of interfacial imag-
ing. At the injection site, the cross-sectional area satis-
fies the Hagen-Poiseuille flow law Q ∝ A2 so it can be
precisely controlled by temporally varying the injection
rate Q [44, 45].

Viscous core-annular interfacial waves are modeled by
the strongly nonlinear conduit equation expressing mass
conservation [45, 46]

At +
(
A2

)
z
−
(
A2

(
A−1At

)
z

)
z
= 0, (1)

given in non-dimensional form where z = z̃/L, t = t̃/T ,
A = Ã/A0 for dimensional quantities z̃, t̃, Ã and L, T , A0

are the fitted vertical length, time, and cross-sectional
area, respectively, obtained from separate measurements
of linear dispersive waves on the background injection
rate Q0 ∝ A2

0 [47]. The conduit equation (1) and variants
of it are models of magma flow [48] and channelized water
flow in glaciers [49]. The conduit equation is apparently
not integrable and can be reduced to the KdV equation in
the long-wavelength and small-amplitude regime [47, 50].
Cnoidal-like waves in the form A(z, t) = g(θ), θ = kz−ωt,
g(θ + 2π) = g(θ) and solitons are generated by evalu-
ating numerically computed traveling wave solutions of
the conduit equation [51] at the injection site, which de-
termines the injection rate time-series Q(t) ∝ g(−ωt)2.
The characterization and reliable generation of soliton
and cnoidal-like waves have, individually, been reported
in [41, 45, 52].

Figure 1 displays the spatio-temporal evolution of a
soliton overtaking a cnoidal-like wave. At t = 0, we have
prepared the conduit as a nonlinear cnoidal-like wave (the
carrier) that abruptly terminates at the injection site to
a constant flow rate for t > 0. The carrier propagates up-
ward for positive z and experiences a modulation region
as it transitions from periodic to a constant background
(Fig. 1a for t > 20s, Fig. 1b) [47]. This modulated region
consists of a dispersive shock wave (DSW) [53], a con-
stant region whose value Amin coincides with the mini-
mum of the adjacent carrier, and a carrier modulation
[53, 54]. The averaged carrier’s amplitude (acn), mean
(Acn), and dimensional angular frequency (ω̃ = ω/T ) are
reported in Fig. 1c. The measured angular wavenumber
(k̃ = k/L) is k̃ = 2.35 ± 0.01cm−1. After terminating
the carrier, a large-amplitude soliton is injected, which is
transmitted through the DSW [55] and the constant re-
gion Amin. Because the soliton speed on the constant re-
gion Amin exceeds the carrier’s phase speed (ṽph = ω̃/k̃),

the soliton overtakes the carrier and forms a new coherent
structure. The amplitude of the coherent structure ex-
tracted from experiment (aBB(z) = maxt A(z, t)−Amin)
oscillates with propagation. In Fig. 1c, we plot aBB(z),
its envelope, and the carrier’s properties extracted from
each spatial slice of Fig. 1b to characterize propagation
up the conduit. The amplitude, mean, and frequency of
the carrier and the coherent structure’s amplitude enve-
lope exhibit small fluctuations with height z. We con-
clude that the coherent structure is a BB consisting of
the nonlinear superposition of a soliton and a cnoidal-
like wave.

Next, we extract the BB’s maximum value for z̃ ≳
40cm in Fig. 1b that follows a zig-zag path with con-
stant speed regularly interspersed between regions of
rapid acceleration/deceleration. The BB speed across
the entire zig-zag path is ṽBB = 0.63 ± 0.01cm/s [47],
which exceeds the measured carrier phase speed ṽph =
0.319 ± 0.005cm/s. This is consistent with KdV BB so-
lutions [1, 39]. A more thorough analysis of the BB tra-
jectory [47] shows that it can also be viewed as a soliton
undergoing a sequence of phase shifts while interacting
with a soliton lattice that composes the cnoidal-like wave
[1, 56].

In Fig. 1d, we extract experimental time and spatial
slices of A(z, t). The measured BB’s phase shift in space
and time ∆θ ∈ (−π, π] is defined as the difference be-
tween the left and right carrier phases. We find that
∆θBBz = 0.72π in space and ∆θBBt = 0.75π in time are
comparable, as expected. This BB with a positive phase
shift is consistent with large amplitude BB solutions of
the KdV equation [39].

To generate a DB, the cnoidal-like carrier is set to over-
take the soliton. So that the carrier fully absorbs the soli-
ton, it is essential to increase the mean flow rate of the
carrier relative to the soliton. This approach is reported
in Fig. 2a,b where, now, soliton-cnoidal-like wave inter-
action results in a depression defect, a DB. For each fixed
z, we define the DB amplitude aDB(z) as the difference
between the maximum of the carrier and the minimum of
the DB upper envelope. The measured averaged carrier
parameters are given in Fig. 2c and k̃ = 1.95±0.03cm−1.
In contrast to the BB case, the carrier frequency shown
in Fig. 2c increases up the conduit. The carrier with a
larger mean than the soliton leads to more carrier fluctu-
ations than in the BB case. Near the top of the conduit,
we observe a 5% increase in the carrier mean and a corre-
sponding change in other DB properties. Generally, the
injected interior fluid is suspended at the top after rising
through the exterior fluid. We attribute DB modulations
for z̃ > 110cm to the slow diffusion of interior fluid from
the top, which lowers the exterior fluid’s density ρe. The
observed 5% mean increase can be explained by a corre-
spondingly small 2.5% decrease in the exterior to interior
density difference via the Hagen-Poiseuille law in which
A ∝ (ρe−ρi)

−1/2 [46]. Note that a similar mean increase
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FIG. 1. Bright traveling breather (BB) in a viscous fluid conduit formed from a soliton overtaking a cnoidal-like periodic
traveling wave. (a) 90◦ clockwise rotated time-lapse. (b) Space-time contour of the cross-sectional area. (c) Background
cnoidal-like wave and BB measurements at different heights. (d) Spatial and temporal profiles (black solid) and the cnoidal-like
wave solution of the conduit equation (1) corresponding to measured parameters (dashed).
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FIG. 2. Absorption of a solitary wave by a larger-mean, larger-amplitude cnoidal-like periodic traveling wave resulting in a
dark traveling breather. (a) 90◦ clockwise rotated time-lapse images. (b) Space-time contour. (c) Background cnoidal-like wave
and DB measurements. (d) Spatial and temporal profiles (black solid) and the cnoidal-like wave solution of (1) corresponding
to measured parameters (dashed).

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Experiment (light gray) compared with simulation of
the conduit equation (1) (black) with initial conditions from
experiment, and the KdV traveling breather solution (blue).
(a) BB from Fig. 1d. (b) DB from Fig. 2d. The top four
panels in (a,b) present the evolution over one period.

near the top is observed for the BB in Fig. 1c. Despite
this, propagation of the DB is robust over a large por-
tion of the conduit z̃ ∈ [80, 110]cm where carrier and DB
fluctuations are modest.

The measured DB speed is ṽDB = 0.27±0.01cm/s over
z̃ ∈ [80, 110]cm while the carrier phase speed is larger
ṽph = 0.45 ± 0.01cm/s, a characteristic feature of KdV
DBs [1, 39]. Figure 2d shows spatial, temporal slices and
the determination of the carrier phase shift. The phase
shifts are ∆θDBz = 0.24π in space and ∆θDBt = 0.25π in
time.

While qualitative features of observed BBs and DBs
agree with KdV theory, KdV is a quantitative model only
for small amplitude a ≪ 1, long waves k ≪ 1 subject to
the dominant balance a ∼ k2, where a and k are the

nondimensional amplitude and wavenumber of the car-
rier, respectively. Since a ≳ 1 and k ≈ 0.4 in our exper-
iments, the dominant balance and smallness conditions
are not satisfied. Consequently, we perform numerical
simulations of the strongly nonlinear conduit equation (1)
with periodic boundary conditions and an initial condi-
tion extracted from the time sliced experimental sections
in Figs. 1d and 2d. Figure 3 depicts a comparison of the
simulations, experiment, and a KdV traveling breather
with fitted carrier and phase shift in the comoving ref-
erence frame [47]. In Fig. 3a, an oscillation period of
the BB (T̃BB = 2π/(ṽBBk̃ − ω̃) ≈ 9s) is shown in the
top four panels with the, much smaller than observation,
KdV BB solution. Viewed as a soliton-soliton lattice in-
teraction, the BB exhibits the unimodal interaction ge-
ometry according to the Lax categories of two-soliton in-
teractions [57–59]. For longer times, the simulation and
experiment agree very well, demonstrating the stability,
robustness, and accuracy of conduit BBs relative to ob-
servation. Small carrier discrepancies are due to unphys-
ical periodic boundary conditions and the acknowledged
diffusion issues. The DB in Fig. 3b has period of oscil-
lation T̃DB = 2π/(ω̃ − ṽDBk̃) ≈ 17s, depicted in the top
four panels. The dimensional time scale T from eq. (1)
used here is 5% smaller than the nominal, measured T ex-
tracted from separate linear wave measurements [47]. We
attribute this small discrepancy to interior fluid diffusion
and limitations of the conduit equation as a model [41].
The KdV DB solution differs from observation, which
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FIG. 4. Observation of traveling breather scattering on a fixed
carrier background. (a,c,e) Space-time contour revealing con-
duit dynamics. (b,d,f) Traveling breather trajectories (blue
and red solid) in the z-t plane with linear fits (dashed) and
spatial shifts ∆z̃j . Subfigures provide representative spatial
profiles at specific times. (a,b) BB-BB scattering. (c,d) DB-
DB scattering. (e,f) BB-DB scattering.

exhibits a bimodal interaction according to the Lax cate-
gories [59]. The DB simulation closely tracks experiment
subject to some carrier discrepancies.

The reliable creation of single BBs and DBs in vis-
cous fluid conduits enables the investigation of travel-
ing breather scattering. We create multiple traveling
breathers on a fixed carrier background by nonlinear su-
perposing the periodic wavetrain with two solitons of dif-
fering amplitude. Figure 4a depicts the scattering of two
BBs. The BB created from the larger-amplitude soliton
travels at a faster speed and overtakes the smaller ampli-
tude BB. Both BBs are observed to propagate coherently
before and after interaction, maintaining essentially the
same shape. Figure 4b tracks BB peak trajectories. We
separately fit the trajectories before and after interac-
tion with linear functions to derive BB speeds ṽj and
spatial shifts ∆z̃j (j = 1, 2) occurring as a result of the
interaction (see Tab. I). For each BB, the speeds pre and
post interaction are the same, within very small error tol-
erances, indicating that BB-BB scattering is physically
elastic. The faster (slower) BB experiences a positive
(negative) spatial shift.

Figure 4c presents DB scattering. The larger ampli-

tude DB originating from the larger amplitude soliton
moves faster than the smaller amplitude, slower DB. Tra-
jectories in Fig. 4d trace the positions of the DB upper
envelope minima. Again, DB spatial shifts are observed
and DB speeds pre and post interaction are conserved
(Tab. I). The faster (slower) DB undergoes a positive
(negative) spatial shift.

Since all BBs (DBs) are faster (slower) than the car-
rier, a BB must overtake a DB for them to interact as
shown in Fig. 4e. The carrier must have finite spatial
extent in order to concurrently overtake and be over-
taken by a soliton to create a BB and DB. The speed
measurements of BB, DB trajectories (Tab. I) depicted
in Fig. 4f again indicate that the scattering is physically
elastic. The DB spatial shift is negative but the posi-
tive BB spatial shift is an order of magnitude smaller,
hence the BB is scarcely affected by the DB. In all cases
of observed traveling breather scattering, we find that
they are physically elastic and faster (slower) traveling
breathers experience a positive (negative) spatial shift
due to the interaction. This observation is consistent
with KdV traveling breather scattering characterized in
[1, 38].

In Fig. 4, we launch traveling breather pairs on the
same carrier background. By considering each traveling
breather independently, we can infer their nonlinear dis-
persion relation. In Fig. 4a, individual BB phase shifts
after interaction are ∆θBB1 = −1.08π and ∆θBB2 =
−0.85π. Note that it is standard for a phase shift be-
low −π to be shifted to (0, π) by adding a 2π period.
However, by maintaining the phase shift sign, we can
deduce that an increasing BB speed corresponds to an
increasing BB amplitude and decreasing BB phase shift.
This is consistent with the KdV BB dispersion relation
[39, 47]. In Fig. 4c, we measure the DB phase shifts post
interaction to be ∆θDB1 = 0.61π and ∆θDB2 = 0.52π.
An increasing DB speed corresponds to an increasing
DB amplitude and phase shift. For KdV DBs, there
are two branches of the DB nonlinear dispersion rela-
tion, slow and fast associated with positive and negative
phase shifts, respectively [39, 47]. Our experimental ob-
servations are qualitatively consistent with the nonlinear
dispersion relation’s slow branch of KdV DBs.

This work experimentally verifies that traveling
breathers in a continuum system can be generated from
the interaction of solitons and periodic cnoidal-like trav-
eling waves. While continuum traveling breather theory
has been developed for integrable systems, our observa-
tions and numerical simulations of the two-fluid system
suggest that traveling breathers exist in non-integrable
systems as well. Traveling breathers appear to be natu-
ral, practical and common phenomena that occur in con-
tinuum environments accompanied by a possibly large
amplitude oscillatory background, distinguishing them
from localized breathers. While spectral data analysis
techniques have been developed to extract this type of
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Traveling Breather 1 Traveling Breather 2
ṽ1 before (cm/s) ṽ1 after (cm/s) ∆z̃1 (cm) ṽ2 before (cm/s) ṽ2 after (cm/s) ∆z̃2 (cm)

BB-BB 0.65± 0.01 0.64± 0.01 1.54 0.55± 0.01 0.53± 0.01 -2.69
DB-DB 0.25± 0.01 0.24± 0.01 1.75 0.20± 0.01 0.19± 0.01 -1.97
BB-DB 0.61± 0.01 0.62± 0.01 0.15 0.22± 0.01 0.21± 0.01 -1.22

TABLE I. Speed and spatial shift measurements of traveling breather scattering.

information from complex signals using IST-based non-
linear Fourier analysis [60, 61], we have physically real-
ized this nonlinear superposition principle with a simple
method. The scattering of traveling breathers is observed
to be physically elastic (energy conserving) while exhibit-
ing a spatial shift. This work lays the foundation for ex-
ploring traveling breathers in other continuum systems
such as optics, fluids, condensed matter and anywhere
nonlinear waves occur.
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I. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND METHOD

The experiments are conducted in a 180 cm tall square acrylic column with a cross-sectional area of 5× 5 cm2 (see
Fig. S1 for a schematic illustration). The column is filled with high-viscosity pure glycerin as the exterior fluid, and
the interior fluid, made of a mixture of glycerin (∼ 70%), water (∼ 20%), and black food coloring (∼ 10%), which
is less viscous and dense, is injected into the column using a computer-controlled piston pump. Table S1 reports
nominal fluid properties. The interior fluid rises to the top and forms a floating thin layer that very slowly diffuses.
We focus on the dynamics of the two-Stokes fluids’ interface away from the top and consider the wavemaker problem
with only one boundary condition at the injection site. Prior to imaging, a straight conduit is created by the steady
injection rate

Q(i)(t) = Q0q(t), q(t) = 1,

where the superscript (i) represents quantities for the interior fluid, q(t) is a time-dependent dimensionless boundary
condition, and Q0 is a constant injection rate. We obtain various interfacial wave dynamics by programming the
injection rate q(t).

The conduit interfacial waves are imaged by a high-resolution digital camera with a sample rate of 2 Hz for Fig. 1
of the main text and 1 Hz for the remaining datasets. The camera is positioned slightly above the injection boundary
and captures the interfacial waves in a fully established conduit. We identify the starting point in the camera view
as z = 0 and the imaging starting time as t = 0. Conduit diameters D are extracted by measuring the local extrema
of centered differences of grayscale images in the direction normal to the interface. Conduit diameters approximately

follow the Hagen-Poiseuille relation D = αQ(i)1/4 [S1, S2], where α =
(
27µ(i)

)1/4
/ (πg∆), µ(i) is the interior viscosity,

g is the acceleration due to gravity and ∆ = ρ(e)−ρ(i) is the difference in the exterior and interior densities. However,
as reported in [S3], the conduit diameter in the upper portion of the fluid column is found to be slightly larger than
that near the bottom, which leads to changes in the interfacial wave profiles as discussed in the main text.

The normalized conduit cross-sectional area A is obtained as A = (D/D0)
2, where D0 is the constant conduit

diameter at the steady injection rate q0. The initial-boundary value conditions for the wavemaker problem in terms
of the conduit interfacial area A are

A(z, 0) = 1, z ≥ 0,

A(0, t) = f(t), t ≥ 0,

where f(t) = q(t)1/2.
Determination of the nondimensionalization scales L,U and T = L/U utilizes the method discussed in [S4]. After

setting up each experiment, we generate trials of linear periodic waves in the fluid conduit and measure their dimen-
sional wavenumber k̃ (rad/cm) and frequency ω̃0 (rad/s). Fitting (k̃, ω̃) with the conduit equation linear dispersion
relation

ω̃ =
2Uk̃

1 + L2k̃2
,

we obtain the vertical length scale L (cm) and velocity scale U (cm/s). The corresponding time scale is T = L/U (s).
The resulting scales for each experiment of the main text are reported in Table S2.

II. GENERATION OF SOLITONS AND CNOIDAL-LIKE PERIODIC TRAVELING WAVES

Viscous fluid conduit interfacial waves have been shown to exhibit solitons that stably propagate along the conduit
with constant speed and possess physical elasticity (speed conservation) after interaction with another soliton [S5, S6].
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FIG. S1: Schematic of the experimental
apparatus.

TABLE S1: Example fluid properties (measured in the
experiment of Fig. 1): viscosities µ(i,e), viscosity ratio ϵ, densities
ρ(i,e), background flow rate Q0, associated conduit diameter D0

computed by Poiseuille’s law, outer wall diameter Dout, and
Reynolds numbers Re(i,e) for interior and exterior fluids.

µ(i) 0.045 Pa s

µ(e) 1.10 Pa s
ϵ 0.041

ρ(i) 1.21 g cm−3

ρ(e) 1.26 g cm−3

Q0 1.00 cm3 min−1

D0 0.56 cm
Dout 5.00 cm

Re(i) 0.21

Re(e) 0.0087
Camera resolution 39.36 pix cm−1

Fig
Carrier wave Scales

region a ω k Ā kn(a, ω, Ā) L (cm) T (s)
Fig. 1b z ∈ [40, 100]cm, t ∈ [1, 50]s 0.94± 0.08 0.71± 0.05 0.42± 0.02 1.00± 0.03 0.43 0.18± 0.01 0.95± 0.06
Fig. 2b z ∈ [80, 110]cm, t ∈ [400, 500]s 3.72± 0.14 1.21± 0.08 0.31± 0.02 2.64± 0.05 0.33 0.16± 0.01 1.38± 0.09
Fig. 4a z ∈ [100, 140]cm, t ∈ [1, 100]s 0.96± 0.07 0.68± 0.04 0.39± 0.02 1.00± 0.04 0.40 0.18± 0.01 0.95± 0.06
Fig. 4c z ∈ [40, 70]cm, t ∈ [300, 500]s 2.98± 0.19 1.22± 0.08 0.36± 0.02 2.31± 0.04 0.39 0.19± 0.01 1.55± 0.10
Fig. 4e z ∈ [100, 120]cm, t ∈ [400, 450]s 2.52± 0.16 1.25± 0.07 0.37± 0.02 2.40± 0.05 0.36 0.15± 0.01 1.43± 0.08

TABLE S2: Nondimensional carrier wave parameters for each reported experiment in the main text. Column 2:
selected windows for measurements. Columns 3-6: measured wave parameters. Column 7: numerically computed
solution kn at measured (a, ω, Ā), compared with measured k. Columns 8,9: nondimensionalization vertical length

and time scales.

Experimental generation of solitons in a conduit uses pre-computed soliton solutions of the conduit equation f(t) =
asoli(−csoli(t− t0)), where csoli = (1+a20(2 ln a0−1))/(a0−1)2 is the wave speed, a0 = asoli(0) is the soliton amplitude,
and asoli(z) is the soliton profile.

Conduit periodic traveling wave solutions satisfying A(z, t) = g(θ), θ = kz − ωt, g(θ + 2π) = g(θ) for θ ∈ R exhibit
cnoidal-like patterns in the strongly nonlinear regime. In experiments, we use pre-computed conduit periodic traveling
wave solutions f(t) = g(−ωt) to launch waves from the boundary. The wave propagating into a quiescent, straight
conduit is subject to a developing dispersive modulation region. It is stabilized after sustained, periodic injection, at
which time a periodic conduit is established. Investigation of its reliable creation and agreement with the conduit
equation nonlinear dispersion relation have been realized in [S4]. Table S2 presents the averaged cnoidal-like carrier
wave parameters extracted over a window of each reported dataset. Windows of measurement are chosen to focus on
the periodic region solely. We scaled the bright traveling breathers (BBs) to have unit mean since the soliton and
the carrier wave are on the same mean. On the other hand, we did not perform such scaling for the dark traveling
breathers (DBs) since the DBs were intentionally created by interacting two waves with different means. The cnoidal-
like wavetrain is subject to a larger wave amplitude a = Amax − Amin and a larger wave mean Ā. The wavenumber
is obtained as k = 2π/l, where l is the averaged wavelength in the spatial domain, and the frequency is ω = 2π/p,
where p is the averaged wave period in the temporal domain.
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Zoomed in

FIG. S2: Comparison of speeds for the bright traveling breather (BB) in Fig. 1b of the main text and the soliton
before interacting with the carrier. The space-time trajectory is fitted with linear functions for each sector, and the

colors correspond to the different states of the soliton and the BB.

III. SPEED OF THE BRIGHT TRAVELING BREATHER

The bright traveling breather (BB) in Fig.1b of the main text consists of a soliton overtaking a cnoidal-like periodic
carrier wave, both of which are on unit mean. We now investigate the BB speed, compared with the associated soliton
speed before interacting with the cnoidal-like carrier. In Fig. S2, we track the trajectory of the BB by extracting the
position of the breather peak at each time slice.

We consider the trajectory in three regions. The fitted green curve in Fig. S2 presents the speed of the soliton on
unit mean. The soliton then propagates into a constant state Amin that connects the unit mean and the minimum
of the adjacent, localized carrier wave A(z, t) = g(θ), θ = kz − ωt. The speed of soliton propagation in this region
is fitted in blue in Fig. S2. A BB is constructed after t̃ ≈ 40s when the soliton penetrates the carrier, tracked in
black. As explained in the main text, the BB follows a zig-zag path with constant speeds in between the spatial shifts.
We, therefore, obtain the breather’s local speed ṽ∆BB by fitting the local trajectories in between each spatial shift.
The speed of the BB across the entire zig-zag path is ṽBB = 0.63 ± 0.01cm/s, faster than the averaged local speed
ṽ∆BB = 0.53± 0.03cm/s because of the forward spatial shifts. We also observe that the soliton on unit mean (green)
has a faster speed than that on the constant, lower state Amin (blue), as expected. More importantly, the soliton on
the constant state Amin has speed ṽsoli = 0.53± 0.01cm/s, the same as the averaged BB local speed ṽ∆BB, implying
that the periodic carrier wave can be interpreted as a soliton train and the interaction of the soliton with the carrier
consists of free propagation followed by an elastic interaction spatial shift periodically repeated.

IV. COMPARISON OF CONDUIT TRAVELING BREATHERS WITH KDV BREATHER SOLUTIONS

In [S7, S8], two varieties of exact, traveling breather solutions of the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation - bright
and dark - are obtained, representing soliton-cnoidal wave interactions. These breathers impart a phase shift to the
cnoidal wave. Herein, we compare both bright and dark traveling breathers from conduit experiments with the KdV
traveling breather solutions by selecting a KdV solution that possesses the same cnoidal background and the same
phase shift as the experimental data. Before that, we first need to derive the KdV equation from the conduit equation
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in the weakly nonlinear, long-wavelength regime.
The conduit equation

At + (A2)z − (A2(A−1At)z)z = 0, (1)

can be reduced to the KdV equations for T = δ1/2t, Z = δ1/2z, and A(z, t) = 1 + δu(Z, T ), δ ≪ 1. Insertion of this
ansatz into (1) and keeping the leading and first-order terms results in the Benjamin–Bona–Mahony (BBM) equation
uT+2uZ+2δuuZ−δuZZT = 0. Since uT = −2uZ+O(δ), uZZT = −2uZZZ+O(δ) so that uT+2uZ+2δuuZ+2δuZZZ =
0 to the same order of accuracy. Hence, both the BBM and KdV equations are asymptotically equivalent to the conduit
equation (1) in the weakly nonlinear, long wavelength regime. Taking δ = 1, we arrive at the unscaled KdV equation

ut + 2uz + 2uuz + 2uzzz = 0. (2)

Letting u(z, t) = 6v(x, τ), where x = z − 2t and τ = 2t, (2) is scaled into the normalized form

vτ + 6vvx + vxxx = 0 (3)

as given in [S8], which possesses the normalized cnoidal solution v(x, τ) = 2mcn2(x− c0τ,m), where m is the elliptic
parameter of the Jacobi elliptic cosine function and c0 = 4(2m − 1) is the speed. Know that the KdV equation is
subject to the scaling symmetry ṽ = µ2v, x̃ = x

µ , τ̃ = τ
µ3 , where µ > 0 and a Galilean boost so that the solution can

be shifted to zero mean. We obtain the scaled, shifted cnoidal wave solution of the KdV equation (2) on zero mean

u(z, t) = −6u+ 12mµ2cn2
[
µ(z − 2(1− 6u+ c0µ

2)t),m
]
, (4)

where u = 2mµ2

K(m)

∫K(m)

0
cn2(x,m)dx = 2µ2 (E(m)/K(m)− (1−m)). In addition, the conduit solution A(z, t) =

1 + u(z, t) admits the scaling A∗ = ĀA, z∗ = Ā1/2z, t∗ = Ā−1/2t that leaves (1) invariant, where Ā > 0. Here we
use asterisks to refer to the solution on mean Ā. Applying this scaling invariance to (4), we obtain the approximate
cnoidal solution of the conduit equation

A∗(z∗, t∗) = Ā(1− 6u) + acn2
[ √

a

Ā
√
12m

(
z∗ − 2

(
Ā− 6Āu+

a(2m− 1)

3m

)
t∗
)
,m

]
, (5)

where u = a
6Ām

(E(m)/K(m)− (1−m)). The solution (5) has mean Ā, amplitude a, wavenumber k = π
√
a

K(m)Ā
√
12m

and phase speed C0 = 2
(
Ā− 6Āu+ a(2m−1)

3m

)
. The corresponding frequency is given by ω = C0k. We now fit (5) to

experiment by measuring (a, Ā, k) to determine m.
The top panels in Fig. 3 of the main text present comparisons of the BB and DB from experiment and the KdV

traveling breather solutions approximated in the same way. In what follows, we provide the theoretical details from
weakly nonlinear KdV theory as predictions for the experimental observations. The normalized KdV equation (3)
admits BB and DB solutions in the form [S8]

v(x, τ) = 2

[
m− 1 +

E(m)

K(m)

]
+ 2∂2

x log ν(x, τ),

where the ν−function for the BB is given by

ν(x, τ) := Θ(x− c0τ + αb)e
κb(x−cbτ+x0) +Θ(x− c0τ − αb)e

−κb(x−cbτ+x0)

with breather speed cb > c0, inverse width κb and phase shift −2αb ∈ (−2K(m), 0], and the ν−function for the DB
is given by

ν(x, τ) := Θ(x− c0τ + αd)e
−κd(x−cdτ+x0) +Θ(x− c0τ − αd)e

κd(x−cdτ+x0),

with breather speed cd < c0, inverse width κd and phase shift 2αd ∈ [0, 2K(m)). x0 is a spatial shift of the
traveling breather relative to the carrier. In Fig. 3a of the main text for the BB comparison, to match the measured
nondimensional wave parameters (a, Ā, k) = (0.94, 1.00, 0.42) requires m = 0.82 in the cnoidal solution (5). The BBs
are on the same carrier with phase shift ∆θBB = −1.28π. The amplitude of the KdV BB is nearly half of the conduit
BB. The measured carrier phase speed is vph = 1.68, compared to the predicted phase speed of the cnoidal solution
C0 = 1.74. The first time displayed in Fig. 3b of the main text has carrier wave parameters (a, Ā, k) = (3.72, 2.64, 0.31)
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and phase shift ∆θDB = 0.24π for both the experimental DB and the KdV DB solutions. Fitting (a, Ā, k) to (5)
determines m = 0.83. Similar to the BB comparison, the KdV DB has a smaller amplitude than the conduit DB. The
experimental DB exhibits a bimodal structure during a period of oscillation, but the KdV DB is unimodal [S9]. The
measured and predicted cnoidal phase speeds are vph = 3.94 and C0 = 4.33, respectively.

The nonlinear dispersion relation of the KdV traveling breathers solutions is given by [S8]

αb = F (φγ ,m), κb =

√
1− λ−m

√
−λ−m√

1− 2m− λ
− Z(φγ ,m), cb = c0 +

4
√
1− λ− 2m

√
1− λ−m

√
−λ−m

κb

for the BB, where φγ ∈ (0, π
2 ) is found from sinφγ =

√
−λ−m√

1−2m−λ
, and

αd = F (φα,m), κd = Z(φα,m), cd = c0 −
4
√
λ+m

√
λ− 1 + 2m

√
1− λ−m

κd

for the DB, where φ ∈ (0, π
2 ) is from sinφα =

√
1−m−λ√

m
. The normalized phase shift of the background cnoidal wave

can be written as

∆θBB = − 2παb

K(m)
∈ (−2π, 0], ∆θDB =

2παd

K(m)
∈ [0, 2π).

Figure S3 demonstrates the dependence of breather-phase speed difference versus breather normalized phase shift
of the KdV breather solutions. We then compare the BB-BB and DB-DB interaction experiments in Fig.4 of the
main text with the KdV traveling breather nonlinear dispersion relation in Fig.S3. The BB-BB interaction in Fig.4a
of the main text is on a nondimensional carrier background of (a, Ā, k) = (0.96, 1.00, 0.39) so that m = 0.87. The
measured cnoidal phase speed is vph = 1.74, while the predicted is C0 = 1.81. The BB speeds and phase shifts are
(v1,∆θ1) = (3.38,−1.08π), (v2,∆θ2) = (2.81,−0.85π). In Fig. S3a, we plot the observed BBs’ breather-phase speed
differences against their phase shifts. The predicted solution corresponds to the curve at m = 0.87, but we observe
that the experimental BB lies on the curve at m = 0.975. This means that if we fix the carrier background for
the same phase shift, the experimental BB has a smaller breather-phase speed difference than the approximate KdV
BB. Nevertheless, our conduit BB-BB interaction experiment agrees qualitatively with the KdV traveling breather
nonlinear dispersion relation since an increasing BB speed corresponds to an increasing BB amplitude and decreasing
BB phase shift.

On the other hand, the DB-DB interaction in Fig.4c of the main text is on a carrier of (a, Ā, k) = (2.98, 0.36, 2.31),
implying m = 0.76. Again, we obtain the measured and predicted carrier phase speeds vph = 3.39 and C0 = 4.71,
respectively. The measured DB properties are (v1,∆θ1) = (2.16, 0.61π), (v2,∆θ2) = (1.73, 0.52π). In Fig. S3b, we find
the speed-phase shift relation of the experimental DBs is close to the KdV nonlinear dispersion relation at m = 0.995.
Qualitative agreement is achieved with the KdV prediction since an increasing DB speed corresponds to an increasing
DB phase shift.
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(a) (b)

FIG. S3: Representative KdV traveling breather nonlinear dispersion relation curves for the BB (left) and DB
(right) solutions. Markers are the measured conduit BB (left) and DB (right) speed-phase shift relation.


