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ABSTRACT

We consider the scattering of sound by turbulence in a jet shear layer. The turbulent, time-varying
inhomogeneities in the flow scatter tonal sound fields in such a way as to give spectral
broadening, which decreases the level of the incident tone, but increases the broadband level
around the frequency of the tone. The scattering process is modelled for observers outside the
cone of silence of the jet, using high-frequency asymptotic methods and a weak-scattering
assumption. An analytical model for the far-field power spectral density of the scattered field is
derived, and the result is compared to experimental data. The model correctly predicts the
behaviour of the scattered field as a function of jet velocity and tone frequency.

1. INTRODUCTION
Spectral broadening is a phenomenon whereby a tonal sound field interacts with a
random scattering medium, with the result that power is lost from the tone and
distributed into a broadband field around the tone frequency. An example of the
spectrum from a tonal field which has undergone spectral broadening is shown in
figure 1, which is taken from the experimental work of Candel, Guedel, and Julienne [1].
The spectral broadening effect can be observed in measurements of the far-field power
spectra generated by modern aeroengines operating at certain flight conditions.
Typically, the effect is largest on turbine tones, though some spectral broadening of fan
tones has also been observed. The effect is caused by the interaction of the tones
radiated from the engine exhaust duct with the turbulence in the jet shear layer. The
resulting scattered broadband field, known colloquially as a ‘haystack’, can be measured
well above the jet-noise broadband at some engine conditions.

The modification of tone levels and the redistribution of the energy from tones into
broadband noise can significantly affect the perceived noise level of the engine. It is
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Figure 1: Spectrum of a tone having undergone ‘weak’ spectral broadening by a jet
shear layer, for various incident frequencies f,, measured by Candel et al [1].
©1975 IEEE.

possible that with sufficient understanding of the scattering process, spectral broadening
could be deliberately used for noise reduction. However, a detailed analytical model of
the process, in terms of the characteristics of the jet shear layer and of the turbulence,
has so far been unavailable. In this paper we present such an analytical model, valid for
tones radiated through a circular jet, for observers outside the cone of silence. This work
is based upon a model derived by A. Cargill [2] in an internal Rolls-Royce report.

Experimental studies into acoustical haystacking in turbulent jets have been
published in the public domain, but the range of results is limited. The results fall into
two groups: the studies by Mathews et al [3]-[4] on the scattering of turbine tones in
full-scale engine tests, and the laboratory experiments of Candel et al [1]-[5]-[6] on
both small-scale jets and large wind-tunnel flows.

Mathews and Peracchio [3] carried out a series of tests on a JT3D turbofan engine
with the intention of studying core and turbine noise. Their results show the presence
of broadband haystacks in the spectrum, centred around the turbine tones. By
comparing in-duct and far-field measurements they show that the haystack is not a
product of broadband core noise, and must be a propagation effect on the turbine tones.
Measurements of the spectra emitted from engines with various lengths of bypass duct
fitted show that shorter bypass ducts give higher haystack levels, with correspondingly
lower tone levels. This fact illustrates that the haystacking is caused by the shear layer
turbulence: when a short-cowl bypass duct is fitted, the bypass shear layer has more
distance upstream of the core nozzle in which to develop, so the the shear layer ‘seen’
by the turbine tones is thicker and more turbulent compared to the flow from a
coplanar duct. The extra turbulence leads to greater haystacking, with more energy



aeroacoustics volume 10 - number 1- 2011 19

scattered from the tone to the haystack. Mathews, Nagel and Kester [4] give additional
results to support the same conclusion.

The laboratory experiments of Candel et al [1]-[5]-[6] were designed to study the
shielding effects of a jet flow, and the spectral broadening of the incident tones. Candel,
Julliand and Julienne [6] placed a tonal source and a microphone array on opposite sides
of a rectangular jet, and studied the blockage effect of the jet and the spectral
broadening of the tones. The experimental results show that the scattered acoustic field
is related to the behaviour of the turbulence. Cross-spectral analysis of the signal from
two microphones reveals a time delay in the fluctuations of the scattered acoustic field:
this time delay was proportional to the separation of the two microphones, and by
projection of the geometry of the system was shown to be related to the convection
velocity of the turbulent eddies. Correlation of the acoustic phase fluctuations with the
velocity fluctuations in the shear layer (measured with a hotwire probe) offer further
support for the conclusion that the spectral broadening was caused by the acoustic field
interacting with the turbulence. The results also highlight the importance of the
observation angle in determining the spectrum of the scattered field: at angles close to
90° from the jet axis, the haystack is symmetrical about the source frequency, but away
from 90° the haystack becomes skewed. Candel, Guedel and Julienne [1]-[5] conducted
an experiment in which a source was placed inside a circular jet and a microphone was
placed outside; in this instance the dependence of the haystack on tone frequency and
jet velocity was measured, but results were reported only for a microphone placed at 90°
to the jet axis.

The scattering of waves by turbulence is of general interest to researchers in many
fields: for example, in astronomy atmospheric turbulence presents a problem for
ground-based telescopes, and in underwater acoustics sonar signals are scattered by
large-scale turbulence in the oceans. The general phenomenon of wave scattering by
turbulent media has been examined in detail in the classic texts of Tatarski [7] and
Chernov [8], whose primary interest was in the electromagnetic scattering problem.
Among their results, they have shown how inhomogeneities in the propagation medium
can generate random modulations of the amplitude and phase of a propagating wave.

A review of aeroacoustical work on sound propagation through turbulent flows is
given by Cargill [9], who details interesting results from other fields. Cargill shows that
at low frequencies, the magnitude of the scattered field is small, and the scattering is
almost omnidirectional, whereas at high frequencies, the amount of scattering becomes
large, and the scattered field is confined to a small angular range about the propagation
direction of the incident wave. Thus in the high-frequency case, the process is essentially
one of phase modulation: the sound propagates straight through the turbulence and
undergoes a phase shift due to an effective fluctuation in the local refractive index.

The fact that the turbulence scattering leads to amplitude and phase modulation of
the field has been used in previous analytic models of the acoustic haystacking process.
A model based solely on amplitude modulation has been proposed by Hardin and
Priesser [10]; however, they offer no method for relating the statistical properties of their
supposed amplitude fluctuations with the physical properties of the shear layer.
Experimental evidence that turbulence causes phase modulation of high-frequency
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acoustic fields is given by Schmidt and Tilmann [11]; this supports the general idea of
modelling high-frequency scattering as a phase-modulating rather than an amplitude
modulating process.

An analytical model for acoustic haystacking in turbulent jet flows has been
developed by Campos [12]-[13], based on the idea of turbulence scattering being a
phase-modulation process. The model incorporates mean-flow refraction effects,
modelling the shear layer as an oscillating vortex sheet, and the convection velocity of
the turbulent eddies is taken into account. Predictions made with this model match the
behaviour of the measurements of Candel, Guedel and Julienne [1]-[5] at angles
near 90° to the jet axis. Possible problems with Campos’s model are highlighted by
Cargill [2], who points out that the theory is applied outside its region of validity (values
are taken which are incompatible with the Rayleigh-Born hypothesis used in modelling
the vortex sheet), and that at high frequencies the vortex-sheet model of the shear layer
is not applicable.

An alternative analytical model for spectral broadening in jet shear layers was
derived at Rolls-Royce by Cargill [2]. He applies a weak scattering theory, based on
methods used in the underwater acoustics literature by, among others, Brown and
Clifford [14]. In this treatment, the acoustic/turbulent interaction is modelled using an
acoustic scattering equation, but the source terms in this equation require knowledge of
the acoustic field. For a weak-scattering model, it is assumed that the scattered field will
be of small amplitude compared to the incident field, and so one can approximate the
acoustic field in the source terms by using only the incident field.

Cargill [2] begins his analysis from the point of view that the shear layer is a
continuous medium through which the sound propagates, so derives a scattering equation
with the Pridmore-Brown operator on the left-hand side. The mean flow is thus modelled
as parallel, and refraction effects are accounted for in the propagation operator. The
source terms in the scattering equation are a function of the acoustic and turbulent
perturbation quantities, and the weak-scattering assumption is used to approximate the
acoustic terms. The equation is then solved for the far-field power spectrum of the
scattered acoustic field, using transform methods and Green’s functions. The result is an
analytic model which gives relationships between the turbulence properties and the
scattered field, for a two-dimensional jet.

In the present paper we shall describe a new and extended version of Cargill’s
model. The analysis presented here is based on the same assumptions and asymptotic
regimes as Cargill’s, but is valid for a circular jet. The primary difference that this
introduces into the analysis is the presence of scattering between azimuthal orders: an
incident field consisting of a single azimuthal order will be scattered into a multi-order
sound field. A secondary difference in the analysis arises in the treatment of the WKB
modelling: where Cargill’s model has but a single turning point, the current analysis
must account for the fact that there exists a separate turning point for each order (see
sections 2.2-2.3 below).

The weak-scattering model described here is useful for describing the spectral
broadening in cases where the haystack peak is much lower than the tone level, as has
been seen in experimental data from the papers of Mathews et al [3]-[4] and Candel et al
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[1]-[5]-[6]. In cases where the scattering is likely to be strong, an alternative model will
be required, possibly based on analysis of phase-modulation by the turbulence.

An alternative method for modelling the spectral broadening is through numerical
simulations. Ewert et al [15] describe computational aeroacoustic simulations in which
the wave equation for sound in fluids with unsteady inhomogeneous flow is integrated.
In this calculation the unsteady turbulent base flow is modelled using a stochastic
method to generate turbulence features as provided by time-averaged RANS
calculations. The result is a prediction of spectrum shapes which agrees with experiments.

In the current paper we shall derive an analytic weak-scattering model for the
scattered field, valid for observers outside the cone of silence, and test this model
against the available experimental results. First, we consider the scattering equation,
and study the nature of the homogeneous solutions and Green’s function of this
equation. These results are then used with a weak-scattering assumption to provide the
scattering source terms in the governing equation. The scattered field is then derived
through the application of transform methods to the governing equation, and from this
result the power spectrum in the far field is found. This result is then converted, through
a stationary phase analysis, into the far-field spectral directivity. To provide validation
of the model, predictions are made for the large jet studied experimentally by Candel,
Guedel and Julienne [1]-[5], and it is shown that the predictions agree with the
experimental results. Note that the work in this paper has been discussed in conference
papers [15] and [16].

2. DERIVATION OF MODEL

2.1. Governing equation and solution method

The fluid flow in the jet is described in terms of a steady mean flow upon which a small
perturbation, the sum of turbulent and acoustic fields, is superimposed. Mean flow
properties are denoted with a bar, and perturbation quantities denoted with a dash. The
mean flow is modelled as parallel (non-spreading) and axisymmetric. We define
cylindrical coordinates (z, r, ¢) such that the mean flow is in the positive z direction
and the mean-flow parameters are functions only of the radial coordinate . The mean
flow pressure, velocity, density and speed-of-sound profiles are then given by

P = constant, (1
u=(w,u,1,)=(Ur),00), 2)
p=p(r), 3)
c=2c(r) “

respectively. It is assumed that the flow contains a shear layer of finite width, within
which the turbulence is contained, and in the limit » — oo, the mean fluid parameters
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Figure 2: Cylidrical and spherical coordinate systems defined by equation (5).

tend to constant values, so p — p_,U— 0, p — p_,and ¢ — ¢__. In order to describe
the sound in the far field, where spherical spreading is expected, we define also a
spherical coordinate system (R, 6, ¢). The cylindrical and spherical coordinates are
related to cartesian coordinates (z,, z,, ;) = (=, ¥, 2) by

(2,y,2) = (z,rcos¢,rsin @) = (Rcosd, Rsin 6 cos ¢, Rsin fsin ¢), 5)

as shown in figure 2.

The scattering is modelled with an approximate form of Lilley’s equation, a full
derivation of which for brevity is omitted here; note that a very similar version of this
equation is derived by Goldstein [17] (see his equation (1.24)). In Cartesian coordinates,
the scattering equation is

)= =

_0

F
p—
8137:

17

08,08,
81’7 axi D¢*

(©)

where L denotes the Pridmore-Brown operator (see equation (10)), and the mean-flow
convected derivative operator is

9,59 7
ot oz

D
Dt
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The source terms F'; and () are

0 — 71
F =2 (pu'u)), 8
N (puu;) @®)
1 0 11
= — ) 9
“ c) 8%(3%) ®

where s’ is the entropy fluctuation and C’p is the specific heat capacity at constant
pressure. Note that equation (6) neglects viscous effects, and assumes that terms
involving Ds/Dt are negligible (where s is the specific entropy). The perturbation
terms “1/ and s’ are the sum of acoustic and turbulent fields, and the acoustic field is
itself described as the sum of two parts — the ‘incident’ field and the ‘scattered’ field.
By the ‘incident’ field, we mean the acoustic field, say a turbine tone, which is incident
on the shear layer, but described in the absence of turbulence (i.e. then ‘incident’ field
is a solution to the homogeneous form of equation (6)). The ‘scattered’ field is then
that field generated by the interaction of the ‘incident’ field with the turbulence:
interaction between the scattered field and the turbulence is not considered, as we are
deriving a weak scattering theory. When describing the incident and scattered fields
mathematically, we shall use lower-case variables for the incident field and upper-case
variables for the scattered field.

2.2. The incident field
In order to solve the scattering equation (6), we require solutions p’ to the homogeneous
equation L[p’] = 0, describing the incident acoustic field. In cylindrical coordinates the
Pridmore-Brown operator is

D
Dt

1D
> Dt?

ﬁv{;v i

. (10)

dr | 0zdr

p

dU] 9?

In order to derive a solution to the homogeneous equation, we introduce a Fourier
transform in time ¢ and the axial coordinate z, and a Fourier series in the azimuthal
angle ¢. For the incident acoustic field, the transform pair is defined by

pkrw)= [~ [ [ plerenere dzdodt, ()

/ 1 - [ Ly —i(ke—wt) —im¢
p'(z,r,¢,t) = D (k,r,w)e dkdwl|e ™, (12)
( ) (27T)3 m:z—oo "[_00 ']:OC m< )
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where k£, m and w denote the axial wavenumber, azimuthal order, and frequency
respectively. This transforms derivatives as follows:

i—>—ik 9 im, 2—>iw, and Bﬂi(w—kU):id. (13)
Or 0¢ ot Dt

Application of the transform to the homogeneous equation leads to

od® O (9 5 B
£ [ LB+, =0, (14)

r Or|pd® or

where vy, is an effective wavenumber in the radial direction, given by

d’ m’
C r

It is assumed that a high-frequency solution (limit as w — o0) exists of the form

Bl =A, (e, (£ (1), (16)

where A (r) is a slowly-varying amplitude function, and ® (¢ ) is a rapidly varying
phase function. The amplitude function can be choosen in such a way as to simplify
equation (14); specifically, we choose A (7) as

1/2
1| pd’
A (r)oc —| L2 . (17)
" Jr | g jdr
Substitution of the solution (16) into (14) leads to
d*® 2 A
m ’ym @ + m q) — O’ (18)
dg; - (dg, /) " (dg fdr)t "
where
1d| d4 | dA 1 d _
A =—|-—|r—= __m_z_(de) (19)
A |rdr| dr dr pd° dr
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In the high-frequency limit, 72 is O(w?) as w — 0o, so assuming that y2 >>A
equation (18) reduces to

d*® o
m + m (b
dg; - (dg, fdry "

~ 0. (20)

Equation (20) is recognized as being of the form where WKB theory is applicable.
However, a classical WKB solution will not be valid near a turning point, say 7 = r,
where y2 = 0. If m = 0, then from equation (15)

2
2

. . 2 d 2
limy = —oco and lim~y =—-—Fk". 2D
r—0 M r—oo M E

Since d_ = w, in the high-frequency limit v — w?/¢% as r — oo. It follows
immediately that for all m == 0 there exists a turning point 7, € (0, 00). To take account
of this turning point, equation (20) is solved by introducing the Langer transformation,
which in this case is

7‘2
n__ ¢ (22)
(e ary

Assuming a flow profile with a single turning point at r = r

s then solving
equation (22) leads to

2/3
3 pr

2 . ! l
7">7"mr, /ym >0’ fm _[2']:‘%77"(7.)(17‘ >07
r=r., 7,=0 ¢ =0 (23)

’ 3 2/3

2 _ 2™ / /

r < ijn, ’ym < 07 5m - [2 ﬁ |’Ym(r )‘ dr < 07

where r/ is a dummy integration variable. Equation (20) then becomes

d’®

2 m-m
d§7f 1

~ 0, (24)

which is a form of Airy’s differential equation, the general solution of which is

O (€ )=cAi(={ )+c,Bi(=€ ), (25)
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where Ai and Bi are Airy functions, and ¢, and c, are arbitrary constants. The functions
Ai(x) and Bi(z) are oscillatory if 2 < 0, and non-oscillatory if x > 0. Application of
the radiation condition as r — oo leads to ¢, = — ic,, s0

<I>m(§m) = cz(Bi(—Em) —iAi(—ﬁm)). (26)
Then, as 7 — oo (and §,, — 00), for observers outside the cone of silence,

1/2

c, |p & 1 r
N X —e“/“exp{—if m(r')dr’]- @)

S G

A far-field transformed pressure is defined as

i):n (k,w) = lim \/;ﬁ:n(k, T,Ww)exp {if‘r vm(r')dr'j; (28)

7—00

evaluation of the limit, with equation (27), leads to an expression for c,:

1/2
’YHZ i
¢, =, (kw)|—=% e (29)

Substitution of this value for c, into equation (26) leads to

N2
P! (krw)=p’ (k,w)\/E e [L] [i

In the current analysis, we shall derive a solution for observers situated outside the
cone of silence. In this case, the scattering points are likely to be well above the turning
points of the WKB solution, so & is large and positive; the pressure field given by
equation (30) then reduces to the asymptotic form

2
Bk w) ~ B (hw)ﬁi] [i
m m,x T ﬁoc d

oo

) 1/2 4
T* & [Bi(—¢,) —iAi(=¢ ). (30)

1/2

| exp {—ij;r v, (r") dr']. 31

Vo

v
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2.3. The Green’s function
To derive the scattered field, we require a Green’s function G which describes radiation
from a point source: this function is a solution to the equation

L[G] = 8(t)6(x — xO)M S 66 — ¢, — 2mn). (32)

n=-—00

The required Green’s function, and its relation to geometrical acoustics, has been
discussed in detail by Wundrow and Khavaran [18]. Since the jet is parallel and
axisymmetric, we can without loss of generality set x, = (x,, 7,, ¢,) = (0, r,, 0). To
solve this equation, we define a Fourier transform as above; however, we note that to
describe the scattered field we shall use upper-case variables, where for the incident
field we used lower-case variables. Thus the transform pair in this case is

G, (K,r,Q)= f b f ’ f ¥ Gz, 7, ¢, 1) MMz dgdt, (33)

1 - <A —i(Ka— —iMo
Claron = (2r) Z [fmfmGM(KmQ)e WK AQle ™, (34)

where K, M and 2 denote the axial wavenumber, azimuthal order, and frequency
respectively. This transforms derivatives as follows:

2—>—i[(,i—>—iM,£—>iQ, and2—>i(Q—KU):iD. (35)
Ox 0¢ ot Dt

Application of the transform to equation (32) leads to

~ ~ i O(r—
G, +12C :DLM7 (36)

MM

ﬁDza[r d

roor ;‘)DZE

0 0

where T, is an effective wavenumber in the radial direction,

2 2
Ly="mK —— (37)

-2 2 )
C T

and subscript 0 denotes a value at the source position x,,.
The Green’s function can be derived by the same method as that applied above for
the incident field. Application of the high-frequency approximations and the Langer
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transformation allows the solution to be written in terms of Airy functions, and with a
radiation condition at » — oo and a finiteness condition at » — 0 it can be shown that

1/4 1/4

S

0

rs (38)

1/2

D

DO

S

I

GM(r\rO):

T
1D0

I
rr

x [Bi(=(,,.) —1Ai(=(, )JAI(=C,, ).

Here ;. denotes ¢, for r > r; and ¢ M, for r < r1,; likewise (,,_ denotes ¢ My for
r > r,and ¢, for r < 7. Note that (;, in this case behaves similarly to &, in equation
(23). For observers outside the cone of silence in the far field, and for scatterers above
the turning point (i.e. ¢ M, large and positive), this solution can be written in the
approximate form

12 1/4 1/4
ENGIAES 1 ! [ﬁx Do)l L .
m\" o) ™ — |72 Tz
_2D0 \/;\/g 0 Do FMX FMn (39)
X exp|—i fI‘M(r’)dr' X(r,)

The function X(1,) is given by

X(r)=1+e"exp , (40)

-2 f ", (rde

where 7, denotes the turning point; this function describes the fact that for the given
source and observer, there are two possible ray paths between source and observer. The
first term in X(r,) describes the direct path to the far field, while the second term
describes a ray radiated down towards the jet centreline and then reflected at the turning
point: these paths are sketched in figure 3. The solution (39) describes the Green’s
function, composed of coherent contributions from two ray paths, derived for a steady
mean flow. In the presence of turbulence (both in the shear layer and atmospheric) we
expect that the two rays will not sum coherently: for this reason, we omit the reflected
ray (ray 2 in figure 3) in the Green’s function, by letting X(7,) = 1. This assumption
will simplify the following analysis, albeit the predicted far-field sound power level will
be 3 dB lower compared to adding the direct and indirect rays incoherently.
At high frequency the derivatives of the Green’s function (39) are approximated as

oG . 2°G -
8—TM%1FMOGM, and 87"2M %—FJZMOGM. 41)

0 0
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Figure 3:  Two rays propagate from the source towards the same far-field point.
Left: velocity profile with turning point r,, Right: rays paths. Ray 1

propagates straight to the far field, while ray 2 is reflected at the
turning point.

2.4, Modelling source terms

The solution of the scattering equation is derived using a high-frequency approximation,
which means that source terms involving gradients of mean-flow quantities can be
neglected. Thus, the source terms to be utilized in this analysis reduce to

ﬁDEt axi(;xk (u'u))|— CEP 1];); %(s’u:) . 42)
These source terms may be expressed in cylindrical polar coordinates, as
e RN XL RO vl
+12 ry %(u;u;) +22 4L af;¢ (') + r%%w:up )
: az;x )+ 52;7" (1) + :70% o)+ riz 86@; ) %% )
_CEI' 1135; %(S/U;) * 887’ (S/U:) * %(S/UZ) - %% (S/U;) '

The double divergence term aZ(u; u,)/0x;0x,, expressed in cylindrical polar
coordinates, was derived originally by Tester and Morfey [19].
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The source terms (43) are written simply in terms of the pertubation quantities u’ and
s'. These perturbations are each the sum of a turbulent and an acoustic field, which we
denote by subscripts ¢ for turbulence and s for sound. Since we are interested in
the scattering of the acoustic field by the turbulence, rather than the jet noise for
example, we shall study only those terms which contain acoustic and turbulent
contributions. Thus

8
\y:\
|

_ / / / /

j (uit +uis)(ujt +ujs)’
/! !, ! 1,

=vu +uu +uu +uul, (44)
i gt it Js is gt s js

! ! !
AU +u U,
it js is gt

s'ui’ = (s: + s:)(u; + u;),

/.1 /.1 /.1 i
—S’LL+8U.+SU.+SU', (45)
t it t s s it 5 s

where subscripts 7 and j denote z, 7 or ¢. The acoustic entropy fluctuation s’ is assumed
to be negligible.

In order to solve the scattering equation with the above source distribution, we
require the acoustic velocity field u/. This is derived using the weak-scattering
assumption: if the magnitude of the scattered acoustic field is small compared to that of
the incident acoustic field, then u/ is approximated using only the incident field (31).
The velocity is related to the pressure through the linearised momentum equation

D, ,
—u =-Vyp/, 46
"o b (46)

which in the incident field transform domain defined by equations (11)—(12) is

k,ii,@] B (k). (47)

ror m

a (kyr,w)= 1
[5"1 ﬁd

In the high-frequency limit, this transformed incident velocity can be approximated
as

1
a/ (k,T,LL)):_— kvrymvﬂ
).

P (k,rw). (48)
n pd s

m

2.5. The scattered pressure field
The source terms in the scattering equation (6) are now, in principle, known quantites,
so we may proceed to solve the equation for the scattered acoustic field P'(z, r, ¢, t).
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Application of the scattered field Fourier transform (33)—(34), denoted here with an
JF operator, to the scattering equation (6) with approximate source distribution (43),

leads to
/ 2 D
PM + FM})M

~8,(r), (49)

DpDza[r 9

r Or|\pD? or

where S (1) denotes the Mth azimuthal mode of the transformed source distribution:

2iK 2MK

o = _ 2 I N i /! e /! _ ! !
S, (r)=ipD|-K*"Fluu } — 21K & Fluu'} . Fluu'} - F{u@u[}

2 . .
r r ‘

(50)

— 2
M vy - Ly s 22 ik + Ly
r? C ’ dr "

o} rdr R

P

+lf{s'u7/_} - %}"{s'ug}].
r T ‘

The solution to this transformed equation (49) can be found using a Green’s function,
with the general result

]5][; :fr OGM(T’|’I“0)§M(’I”O)’I’Od’I’O. (31

0

Expressing the perturbation quantities in S in terms of turbulent and acoustic parts,
as in equations (44) and (45) leads to

(&)= | OioéM(ﬂro)[iﬁoDo(fZKZ]:O {uu! } - 21K = f{ wlu! |

V= dr,
_21Kd%}‘{ ' ;}—Z;)Kf{ ! ;}—2:(?{ Ll }
A i} B Al 2 )
e AU e A U B e A U
2 (ol )Pt () T o)
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— D2
e AU i LA AR e ALY
+%fo {stul }- %f s, }] iy (52)

where F, { } denotes F { }| _ .

Equation (52) involves radial derivatives of unknown turbulence functions, but it is
possible, through integration by parts, to make these derivatives act on the Green’s
function, whose derivatives are given by equation (41). For example,

f G Tlr J”:{\If}dr f:%( ~M(T|7”0)).7';{\1/}d7“0 (53)
0 07 ?
~ _i\];:o FMOGM (T|7”())j-"() {‘l'} dro, (54)

assuming that the turbulent quantities equal zero at » = 0 and r — oo. Further,
equation (52) contains many terms which are Fourier transforms of products of
perturbation quantities: such terms can be written in terms of the transforms of the
individual perturbations by application of a convolution. For the velocity terms this is

AUTASS

the expression for entropy terms is similar. Note that the products of turbulent and
acoustic quantities are ordered such that all acoustic quantities are evaluated at the
incident values (%, 7, w), and turbulent quantities are evaluated at difference values
(K —k, 1y, 2 — w). Finally, we recall that the acoustic velocity perturbation terms can
be written in terms of the incident pressure field, as in equation (48).

Upon application of the integration by parts, convolutions, and substitution discussed,
equation (52) becomes

K kyr,Q— w)u’ (kr w)dk dw; (55)

100 770?

(K 7, Q) = —21—rG (r| )pm X
F, M/r
Kk+T, SR e NV /% u'
My, r() _D0 Tpr—m DO T —m _DO Dty
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i m| ., i | M m -
g g g MmO M L my
TbDO Mofym ,rbz ] m TZ)DO T ’}/mo T My | oty 56
)
HKE+T, 2 Ly 4 dk d.
0 0 /rA "M-m
0 P

In the high frequency limit, two of the terms in the square brackets in (56) can be
neglected, as they are small compared to the remaining terms. Then

1 o0, )
P (K,r,Q) ~ > f

(27-(-)3 Moo W=

o % D?
f?wfr:O—Zid—OQGM(ﬂTO)p:%A(TO)><
0 0

(57)
r M/r

Eu't 4 M !, —|—#u"t —Q—Lst' dr, dk dw,

D Puen D Trr—m D Porr—m 20 M-m

0 0 0 P

where expressions for #' and G, (r|r,) are given by equations (31) and (39)
p o u\"o

respectively, and we define

M
A(ro):Kk+FMoy + mn (58)

mgy 2
0

Evaluation of equation (57) requires knowledge of the turbulent velocity and entropy
fluctuations. In general, we only know the statistical properties of these fluctuations,
which we consider below.

2.6. Turbulence correlation functions
The turbulent velocity and entropy cross-correlation functions are defined as

Ry = (u) (2,16, 1)) (5,7, 0,01,)), (59)

R = (8@, 8,,1)5] (2,700, (60)

respectively, where ( ) denotes the ensemble average, and * denotes the complex
conjugate. Note that we assume the velocity and entropy fluctuations are uncorrelated
with one another, so

(us")=0. (61)
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Since the mean flow is steady, parallel, and axisymmetric, we assume that the
turbulence is statistically stationary in the variables z, ¢, and ¢. Then Ri]. and R_ are
functions only of the separation variables

B, =T, =Xy B =T =Ty By = ¢1 7¢27 T= t] 7t2’ (62)
and the mean radial position variable

_ 1
7= E(rm +7,)- (63)

A correlation function of the transformed turbulent velocity can be defined, and it can
be shown that

<ﬂ1’twml (K —Fk,r,Q—w, )ﬂ:';[,mz (K =k, — w2)> =

2m)’ 8k, — k,)6(m, —m,)8(w, —w, ) x (64)

o0 ™ o0 (K —(k,+ky) /2, A(M=(m+my) /2, —i(Q—(w,+w,)/2)T
L}OCZ‘/;‘}WJ‘T;OORUQ R e e ! deuq)d,ux.

We thus define a function

@éj(K—k,F,ur,M—m,Q—w) =

00 ™ 0 (K—k)p i(M-=m)p, _i(Q—w (65)
f f f R oK Mmoo Ddrdp dp ;
p,=—00 S p=—mJ T=—00 Y 4 z
this function is related to the turbulence velocity cross-spectrum <I>Z,j by
i):?j([{ - k7 T, FM - 7n,,7M - maQ - w) = f i)vif'ei(F“ﬁ%)“v , (66)
J, =—00

A function S for the turbulent entropy fluctuations is defined in the same way as d
for the velocity fluctuations; S'is the turbulent entropy cross-spectrum.

2.7. The power spectral density of the scattered field

The far-field power spectral density f’M (K, r, Q) is defined in terms of the transformed
pressure field P, (K, r, Q) as

P, (K,r,Q)= (P P (67)
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For observers outside the cone of silence, equation (67) can be evaluated using the
high-frequency solution (57), to give

B (K.r9) =< ; L L f jj . G,,(rln, )P, (1, JA(T, ) %
m=—00 0‘
Fw
K Kk Qo) (K k0 w,)
D0 Z[M, DO ”,u, u
M/
2 (kawroﬁfwwis’ (K = kyr, Q= w)|dr, dhde, |
Pertmy | 20 ‘uem 0 1
o (68)
L L f j +21—r G, (vl )L (7, A" (1, )
K T
Dfﬁ: " (K k Q w ) + 02 ﬂ:: (K - kz,’r()? ) Q- wz)
o, 02 )
M/TO 1
+ 2@l (K—k,n ,Q—w)+—35" (K—Fk, Q w,)|dr, dkdw, | ),
Dy, 2 M—m. 2
Do QY 2770 2 20[) By 0, 272

2

where k,, m,, w,, ky, m,, w,, 7, and 1, are all dummy variables.

On assuming the interchangeability of ensemble averaging and integration in
equation (68), and applying the equation (64), we find

DN R A

(TI?‘ )G, (rlry ), (1, ). (1, JA(r, JA” (1 2)><

2 | 4KT, | AK(M/r )| .
4K q)rz + MOZ ¢)1Vr + 02 ¢z®
DO‘ D02 DOI D02 DOI D02

DD2

(KTQ

4r, K| - [40, T | (4T, (M/r)|. (69)
: ¢71 + ‘ ) ¢)rr + 1 ¢7‘d)
D, D, D, D, D, D,

AM/r K| [ AMTOT (a4 ) (M )]
+ Be—— (b(f).’r, + —_— ¢d)r + I - ¢O¢
DO. D02 ‘ DO1 DO2 ‘ DO. D02 ‘

—S|dwdk dr, dr, .
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From equation (31), the pressure terms are
12 1/2 1/2

- P 0, P 0, dol doZ 1 1
Py'f" * ><

-/
p m (T )pl” "7
" 01 \/7\/7 dozo * ,ynlu ’Ymo
1 2 (70)
exp [ifio2 v, (r’)dr/],

and from equation (39), the Green’s functions terms are

1/2
P D: |1
X

1
o e e

1/2 1/2

1 1 . [ ’
—_— expi—i| T (r)dr
r Fz*u P { fT“I M( )

M(Jl

G, 09 G5 =

} ()

Thus the far-field power spectral density is

271r)3 :imf foofkcxﬁ _of _O|N;

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2

P (K,r,Q)=

M

4KFZ*W02 5 4K(M/7"02) .

xrr ar +
D, D D, D, D, D, o)
av, K| far, T | (4T, (M)
+ : (bm + I - (I)rr + 1 - o
D, D D, D, D, D,

4M/r K . AM [r, 05, | AM[r (M),
+H 2, ||, |2,
D, D D, D, o D, D, ”

1 4 . [,
+ES exp {{ﬁ0 (T, ("=~ (")dr' dwdk drb]droz.

p

To further simplify equation (72), we make an assumption that the correlation length
of the turbulence is small. To this end, we change the variables in equation (72) from
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radii 1”0‘ ,7‘02 to the seperation 4 and mean position 7 given by equations (62) and (63).

Under this change of variable, the double integral in equation (72) transforms as

00 00 00 00 _
f B f B dr,dr,, — f: f B drdu,.
’!'01—0 rnz—O r=0J p =—00

(73)

It is assumed that the radial turbulence correlations in (72) are negligible unless p,
is sufficiently small. Let the evaluation of a function at 7 be denoted with an overbar on

the function, so for example D(7) = D. Then for a general function f(r),

i, )f(r,) = [fF +0),

and

Under these approximations, equation (72) becomes

- 1 =) 00 0 00 ) 1 D ’}/m
P (K,r,Q)~ plI—| == :
1/2 1/2 2
L2 % Kk + ]':Mﬁm + M_,’zn _iz

v | 7D
N - 2. S M
2 2 T
K¢ +1, TT—|——<I>¢¢+KFM¢‘ —|—FMK<I)W+K?
n2
+Mgs +FM%<I>‘ +%1_“M + D4
7 bz 7 rd a or 405

(74)

(75)

(76)

(77)
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The integral over i, in this expression is equivalent to a Fourier transform, and from
equation (66) can be evaluated to give

2
i v,
PKr )~ P o =[x
r
]Wx
1/2 1/2 2
% Ll gyt 5 M)A
— FZ M 'm FZ D2
’ym M (79)

2

_ M _ _
qu)xz + Fil(p'rr + F_2¢O(7 + Kr‘ﬂf@ﬂ + FAIK@m

N2
—l—K%(I) +%Kq>,+f %é +Mr i) +D
F TP F oz M~ or 40

S| dwdk dF,

p

where @ and S are the turbulence velocity and entropy cross-spectra, evaluated at the
difference wavenumbers and frequencies (K — k, 7, T'), — v, , M — m, Q — w). This
solution can be written in the form

P (K,rQ)~ H(K,M,Q,km,w)dwdk, (80)

w=—00
m=—00

where H (K, M, Q, k, m, w) is given by an integral over the source region:

2 1/2 1/2 2
o0 D /7777, =
H(K7MaQ7kamaw):f —= — L _L Kk+FA[’7 +@ _ix
=0 doc FMX 7,2’) Fzzu i 'm 72 D?
2 72 M2 T =
K @zz + F1W¢TT‘ + F(PQO + KFM(I)M +FMKq)7‘z (81)
N2
kMo Mgy 4T, %¢> +%r o +2 slar
3 ¢ T o M~ or 2
p

2.8. Far-field directivity

Equation (80) gives the far-field power spectrum of the scattered field, outside the cone
of silence, in terms of the wavenumber K and cylindrical radius 7. In general however,
we will be interested in evaluating the spectrum at a given polar angle © at a spherical
distance R from the source. To write the power spectrum in such a form, we first show
how to transform the scattered pressure P’ u (K, 7, ) to a function P’ v (R, 0,9Q).
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In the far field, outside the shear layer, the turbulence intensity is zero, so the
scattering equation is homogeneous: thus the scattered field must in the far field be of
the form of the homogeneous solution (31). Thus we may write, as 7 — o0,

A, (K,Q)
P’ (K, r,Q) ~ T exp{—il',, 7}, (82)
N .

where I~ > 0. The inverse transform of equation (82) is defined as

S

0 A (K7Q) —i(Kz T
P’ ! (2,7,Q) ~ L LS e )dK, as r — oo. (83)

21 J K=—00 \/;

Note that since U = 0, equation (37) leadsto I', = Ki — K, where K_=9Qf .

Thus in practice the limits on the integral in equation (83) can be taken as —|K_ | and
|K_|, since for other values of K the field is evanescent and does not propagate to the
far field. Conversion in equation (83) from cylindrical to spherical coordinates gives

—iR(K cos©+T,, sinO)

K| ~ "
PRrROY~— L [ (k) wMOGK, as R — oo (84)

_ M
27 R sin © Y K=K

The integral in this equation is of a form suitable for evaluation by the method of
stationary phase, a high-frequency asymptotic method described by Bleistein and
Handelsman [20]. The result is

. JIK O . .
P]LI[(R’ @70) ~ %% (‘K | COS@ Q) I‘KX|RQIW/4, (85)
2w

where the stationary phase point is K = [K_ | cos ©
The far-field power spectral density is defined by

PM(K, r,Q) = <pz:1(K’ nQ)]s;;(K, T, Q)> as r — 0o, (86)
which, from equation (82) is equivalent to

B0 =~ (A, (K0, (K.0). (87)
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Define PM (©, ) as the far-field directivity of the mean-square pressure (azimuthal

order M) of the scattered acoustic field; then

P, (0,9 = B* (P, (R,6,0)P}(R,0,9), (88)

1 . ~ -
~ o |K_| sm®<AMx(|Km| COS@,Q)AMX (K| (:OSH,Q)>7 (89)
as R — oo. Then comparison of equations (87) and (89) gives the relationship
- 1 ) -
P, (©.9)~ —|K | sin©(rP, (|K_| cos®,r,Q)) (90)

between the scattered spectrum and directivity. An identical analysis for the incident
field leads to

my

- 1 . -
D (0,w)~ —|koc|sm9(rpm(\koc|cos@,r,w)). 91)
2w
For the above results to be substituted into equation (80), the integral over k& must be
transformed into an integral over 6, by the change of variable k= [k_| cos 6, with 0 <
0 < 7. The integral transforms as

o0 k| 77
R dk — [ |k |sin6do. (92)
k 6=0 o0

=—00 k=—|k_|

With this change of variable, equations (90) and (91) can be substituted into equation
(80), to give

~ . 1 =) %) T
PMD (6,Q) ~ |Kx| bln@(zw)3 m;mj;:ioofg:opmd (0,w) x

H(|K®O| cos©, M, |k _| cosﬁ,m,w)dw dé.

93)

2.9. Summary of results
Equation (93) expresses the far-field mean-square pressure directivity of the scattered

field, PM (©, ), in terms of the far-field mean-square pressure directivity of the
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incident field, p (6, w). The result has the incident field directivity multiplied by a

My

function H, specified by equation (81), which is an integral over the turbulent shear
layer of a function dependent on the mean-flow properties and the turbulence cross-
specta. The result is integrated over the incident frequency w and over the range of
incident angles 6, then summed over all modes of the incident field. The theory on
which equation (93) is based is valid for observers in the far field, outside the cone of
silence of the jet, in the case of weak scattering.

3. COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENT
3.1. The Candel experiment
There are few published examples of experimental data on tone haystacking, and of the
results available, that most suitable for validation of the current model is the work of
Candel et al [1]-[5]. In reference [1], the authors describe an experiment conducted at
the von Karman Institute in the 3m diameter open jet wind tunnel. A sketch of the
expermental setup is shown in figure 4. A monochromatic source was placed at the
centreline of the jet, and the radiated sound passed through the turbulent shear layer to
reach the microphone placed outside the jet. The microphone was positioned at a polar
angle of 90° from the source. Measurements were taken with this configuration of
source and microphone at two positions along the jet, the first at a distance of 0.5 m
from the nozzle, the second at a distance 1.95 m from the nozzle. The haystacked field
was measured for a range of source frequencies from 4 kHz to 20 kHz, and the jet
velocity was varied from 20 ms~! to 60 ms~!.

Further, Candel et al [1] provide estimates of the mean-flow velocity profile U(r), the
turbulence convection velocity U,, and the turbulence lengthscale; measurements of the

ﬁ + Microphone
|
I

Turbulent
l shear layer

Open jet
wind tunnel

§=01Am TR T
T =03m T
PN
U,= 20, 40, 60 m/s
o ="
/—l—\ I
T T s T T T T T ®ointsouce” T T T

Figure 4: A point source is placed on the centreline of a jet, and a microphone
placed outside the jet at a polar angle approximately 90° from the source.
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the axial and radial turbulence intensity are also given (peak levels approximately 15%).
For the mean-flow velocity, we take

U(T)—UJ%(lftanhn), nz%(rﬂ;), (94)

where U, is the jet centreline velocity, ¢ is the shear layer vorticity thickness, and r, is
the jet radius. In reference [S5], Candel et al estimate the shear layer thickness and jet
radius as

§=0.17z, r =147+ 0.048z, (95)

where z is the distance in metres downstream of the nozzle; the convection velocity of
the turbulent eddies is estimated as U, ~ 0.5U;, and the turbulence correlation
lengthscale is estimated to be [ ~ 3.256, though this seems very large. In addition, the
measured far-field radiation pattern is shown to be fairly omnidirectional, so in our
simulations we assume the incident-field directivity is uniform outside the cone of
silence. Since the jet is isothermal, ¢ and p are assumed to be uniform.

To model Candel et al’s experiment with our analytical solution (93), we must apply
the cross-spectra of the turbulent velocity and entropy fluctuations. Since the jet is
unheated, we assume that the turbulent entropy fluctuations are negligible, and that the
velocity fluctuations are the primary scattering mechanism. We shall present two
possible models for the turbulent velocity spectrum <I>i].; the first is a standard Gaussian
correlation, and the second we refer to as a Gaussian-HIT correlation, since theory
related to Homogeneous Isotropic Turbulence is used to derive this function. In both
instances, we shall apply a frozen turbulence model, assuming that the turbulence
convects downstream at velocity U, but is otherwise time-independent. This should be
a reasonable approximation so long as the real turbulence correlation timescale is
sufficiently large. Candel’s measurements show that the turbulence is not truly isotropic,
but the difference in radial and axial intensities is small. We model the turbulence as
isotropic (using Candel’s @ to determine the intensity) and axially homogeneous, and
confined within the shear layer.

3.2. Study 1: Gaussian correlation
In the first instance we take a standard Gaussian turbulent velocity cross-correlation
function. Then, in terms of the separation variables (62), the correlation function is

=2 2

(b, =UT) +p +7p
l2

= ur’/u:j(F) expi—

(96)
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Now we assume that u,/lu; = 0 for 7 = 7; measured values for 7 = j are given by
Candel et al [1]. The cross-spectra are then given by a Fourier transform as

1ol (= 3 2 —m)’
P = ula:ulx({r) 137-(-21—_[ exp —ZZ[(K — k)z + (F - 7)2 + M ’
—_ 7

7

TT -

T

o )
= et

r

(M —m)’

—2 )
T

(98)

3
P21 exp —Z[(K -k} +(T—7) +

2

Ut () ZBTF%H exp {—%[(K —k’+ T =)+ (M;—WL)Z”, 99)

b — _tow

[z 2
r

where the function II arises from the frozen turbulence assumption, and is given by

I = 278((Q —w) — (K —k)U). (100)

Given the spectra (97)—(99), the solution (93) has been evaluated for the cases
considered in Candel et al [1]. We use the measured values from the experiment for
most of the required parameters, but given the very large correlation length reported by
Candel, we instead assume a more reasonable value of [ = § (see discussion below,
section 3.4). Results are shown in figure 5, for a sum of scattered azimuthal orders
M = —100 to M = 100. Note that the absolute level of the source used in the experiment
is not known; in both the experiment and the model analysis the broadband levels are
plotted relative to the incident tone level, which is normalised to O dB.

In general for these results, the ‘double-humped’ shape of the noise spectra are not
reproduced, the absolute levels of the broadband do not match the experimental
measurements, and the spectra are too narrow. However, the relative levels between
predictions, say for different frequencies, are correctly predicted. We will now show
how an alternative choice of correlation function improves these results.

3.3. Study 2: Gaussian-HIT correlation

Though the Gaussian correlation function is commonly used to describe turbulent
flows, we here consider an alternative formulation. Batchelor [21] has shown that in
homogeneous isotropic turbulence, the longitudinal and lateral velocity correlations are
related to one another in a certain manner. This concept has been discussed more
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Figure 5: Scattered acoustic field at © = 90°. Measurements and predictions of
power spectra normalized by the total power. Prediction uses Gaussian
turbulence correlation function, (a—b) Effect of varying source frequency
at source position z = 0.5 m, with U; = 60 m/s. (c—d) Effect of varying
jet velocity at source position x = 0.5 m, with f, = 20 kHz. (e—f) Effect of
varying source frequency at source position x = 1.95 m, with U, = 60 m/s.
Figures a,c,e reproduced from Candel et al [1], ©1975 IEEE.
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recently by Ewert [22]. Through consideration of this relationship, a Gaussian-HIT
(Homogeneous Isotropic Turbulence) correlation function can be derived. This
correlation function is

= | p,=UT) +pl +70
R, =wu (7)1 77 - l2° expy— b, -0, )12 21t (101)
T P O o | PR (n, —U) 4 +70
RTT = U:Tut/r(r) 1_ 12 1_ l2 ’ eXp l2 - I (102)
- _ (p —UT) uw (, —Ur)y +p’+7°p
R, :u:(bu:é(r) 1-—== P2 - 1-=7| expi— 12 =t (103)
The corresponding spectra are
" (7 3 21 A2 2 N2
o - umufi(r)fn'zﬂ 14 F(T—7) 1+l (M 2m) "
4r 2 2r
I’ 2 > (M —m) (104)
expi1——|(K — k)" +('—~) +—1p
4 r
" (7 3 2077 1\2 2 N2
o =l p syl CEZR N M zm) ]x
: 4r o7
(105)
& M —m)
exp[——[(K— k) +(C—7) +%H
4 r
u' ! (F) |3 2y 22
— 6t t¢( )ZSTFZH 1+l (K k) 1+l (F 7) «
oo} —
47 2 2
(106)
I’ M—m)>
exp [_Z[(K k) +T =7+ %”’
T

where, as before, the frozen turbulence assumption gives the term II specified in
equation (100).

Given the spectra (104)—(106), the solution (93) has again been evaluated for the
cases considered in Candel et al [1]. Results are shown in figure 6, for a sum of scattered
azimuthal orders M = —100 to M = 100.
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Figure 6: Scattered acoustic field at © = 90°. Measurements and predictions of
power spectra normalized by the total power. Prediction uses Gaussian-
HIT turbulence correlation function, (a-b) Effect of varying source
frequency at source position z = 0.5 m, with U, = 60 m/s. (c—-d) Effect
of varying jet velocity at source position z = 0 5 m, with f; = 20 kHz.
(e—f) Effect of varying source frequency at source position z = 1.95 m,
with U, = 60 m/s. Figures a,c,e reproduced from Candel et al [1],
©1975 IEEE
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In these results, the ‘double-humped’ shape of the spectra are reproduced: this is
due to the fact that the turbulent velocity cross-spectra (104)-(106) are themselves
of a ‘double-humped’ form. The predicted noise spectra are now less narrow than
in the case of Gaussian turbulence, and this corresponds more closely to the
experimental data. At large separation frequencies /' — f, the predicted broadband
levels fall away more quickly than in the experimental data: this may be due to the
frozen turbulence assumption. In the predicted spectra, the absolute levels of the
predictions are too low compared to the experimental measurements. This may be
partially due to the approximation made at equation (40): recall that we essentially
ignored the reflected ray in making the approximation X = 1. Summing the direct
and the reflected rays incoherently would raise the predicted levels by 3 dB. Note
however that the relative levels between predictions, say for different frequencies in
part (a) of figure 6, are correctly predicted. In varying frequency or velocity, the
model correctly predicts the trends in the behaviour of the scattered field. Note that
both the Gaussian and the Gaussian-HIT models give similar predictions for the
relative levels of the scattering for different frequencies and velocities: the Gaussian
HIT model is an improvement over the Gaussian model only in that the shape of the
spectrum is more accurately predicted.

3.4. Spectral shape at ® = 90°

In the experimental results of Candel, it is noted that the power spectral density of
the scattered field is of a ‘double-humped’ form, with a local maximum at some
distance either side of the tone. This behaviour is also observed in the predictions
made using the Gaussian HIT turbulence model (see figure 6). The location of these
local maxima can be easily predicted using the turbulence spectra and the frozen
turbulence assumption.

The Gaussian HIT turbulence spectra (104—106) contain terms of the form

1+ —lz(KZ_ i ]eXp[— KR _4k)212 ]7 (107)

which have local maxima at wavenumbers (K — k)l = :I:\/E. The frozen turbulence
assumption gives the delta function in the turbulence spectra, relating frequencies and
wavenumbers by

(Q—w)—U (K —k)=0. (108)

¢

The tone-to-peak seperation in the spectrum of the scattered field can then be
predicted as

U
Af:iﬁ_c. (109)
27 1
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This result directly relates the shape of the haystack to the basic properties of the
turbulence, and can be compared to the result of Candel [1], who assumed that

Af:i%. (110)

Candel et al estimate that U, ~ 0.5U and [ ~ 3.25¢. Substituting these values into
(110) leads to reasonably good estimates of the measured values of Af for each test
case. In our prediction model, Af is given by (109), so we take [~ 6, which is smaller
than that suggested by Candel, but leads to predictions of the ‘double-hump’ spectrum
which have values of Af that are comparable with the measurements.

4. CONCLUSIONS

The spectral broadening effect of a turbulent shear layer has been modelled analytically
with a high-frequency weak-scattering approach. The principal result of this work is
equation (93), which gives an approximate expression of the far-field power spectrum
of the scattered acoustic field. Comparison between analytic predictions, made with a
frozen turbulence assumption, and experimental results, from an open flow wind tunnel,
show that general trends in the data can be well predicted.

A key application of this result concerns radiation of turbine tones from the exhaust
nozzle of a turbofan aeroengine: these tones propagate to the far field through one or
more turbulent shear layers. Equation (93) provides a direct relationship between the
field incident on the shear layer, due to the turbine tone, and the resulting scattered field.
This result is however only valid for observers outside the cone of silence: the extension
of the model to inside the cone of silence shall be presented in a future planned article.

It is important to note that the result derived here is valid only in the case of ‘weak’
scattering. In the model this is manifested through the fact that the source terms in the
scattering equation are modelled using only the incident field, so interactions between
the scattered field and the turbulence are ignored: this is a ‘single-scattering’ model.
Physically, such a model will be valid in the case where, after haystacking has occured,
the tone is still visible in the narrowband spectrum and is significantly higher that the
broadband haystack level. However, it has been observed on certain engines at certain
operating conditions that the haystacking may be so severe that the tone is no longer
visible in the far-field spectrum, as all the tone energy has been scattered into the
haystack. We refer to this as ‘strong’ scattering, which is beyond the limits of the current
model to predict. Cargill [2] has proposed a model for strong scattering in a plane shear
layer, which we intend to study and develop in the future.
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