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Abstract

The propagation of acoustic disturbances in a slowly-varying duct with mean swirling flow and non-
uniform mean entropy is considered. This is representative of the region of swirling flow downstream of the
rotor in aeroengine applications where variations in mean entropy can be significant. The duct is assumed
to vary slowly in axial cross section and a consistent multiple-scales solution is derived. The variation in
axial wavenumber and amplitude of the duct modes is determined as part of the solution.

Comparisons are made between the cases of isentropic and non-isentropic flow. The cut-on/cut-off
characteristics of a given mode are altered by any form of non-uniform mean entropy, with modes pushed
closer to cut-off resulting in larger variations in amplitude. The greatest departure from the baseline
isentropic result occurs for a positive entropy gradient. Increasing the swirl velocity at the duct inlet leads to
increasing levels of mean entropy.
© 2005 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The way in which acoustic disturbances propagate through sections of an aeroengine is crucial
for understanding and predicting the generation of noise and instabilities within the engine. The
geometry of the aeroengine duct and the region of mean swirling flow downstream of the rotor
have a significant impact on both of these phenomena. The propagation of unsteady disturbances
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in a slowly-varying duct with mean swirling flow was addressed by Cooper and Peake [1]. This
analysis was carried out under the assumptions of isentropic flow and no entropic disturbance
generation. However in turbomachinery applications, variations in mean entropy can be
significant. The aim of this paper, therefore, is to address what effect different mean entropy
distributions have on the propagation of disturbances in mean swirling flow in a duct which varies
slowly in axial cross section.

There is natural interest in sound transmission through ducts of varying cross section since in
practical applications it is likely that ducts will not be exactly uniform. The problem of a circular
duct with varying cross section carrying irrotational flow was considered by Nayfeh and co-
workers [2-4], and more recently by Rienstra [5] who developed a consistent multiple-scales
solution based on the assumption of a slow axial scale X = ex, where ¢ is a small parameter
related to the axial slope of the duct walls and x is the standard axial coordinate. This method was
compared very successfully with a fully numerical solution by Rienstra and Eversman [6]. The
consistent multiple-scales approach was extended by Peake and Cooper [7] to consider acoustic
propagation in ducts with slowly-varying elliptic cross section. This was then followed by a
generalized solution for acoustic propagation in ducts of arbitrary cross section by Rienstra [8].
Cooper and Peake [1] derived a multiple-scales solution for a slowly-varying circular duct where
there exists non-zero mean vorticity. The analysis for ducts carrying mean vortical flow is more
complicated than the one for irrotational flow since the acoustic and vorticity equations become
coupled and the system of equations is not self-adjoint.

Little work has been carried out on the effects of mean entropy gradient in mean swirling flows
even for the case of uniform ducts. For homentropic flow in a uniform duct Golubev and Atassi
[9] showed that unsteady disturbances have both a potential and vortical part and as a result the
solutions to the governing equations are coupled acoustic—vorticity waves. Two distinct families
of solutions exist; one which is pressure-dominated, analogous to acoustic waves in irrotational
flow and well-defined by a modal decomposition, and a second which is vorticity-dominated.
Golubev and Atassi [9] showed that for the vorticity-dominated waves a critical layer exists in the
eigenmode spectrum and as such it is not generally appropriate to describe these vortical waves in
terms of modes, but instead as the solution to an initial-value problem [10]. Under the assumption
of non-isentropic flow the energy equation is also coupled to the acoustic and vorticity equations,
and the solution must be expressed in terms of potential, vortical and entropic components. The
two distinct families of eigensolutions are still found to exist. This paper is concerned with sound
propagation and attention is therefore restricted to the pressure-dominated waves. The analysis of
Tam and Auriault [11] assumed, indirectly, a mean flow with non-zero mean entropy through the
assumption of uniform mean density. However, the governing equations for the disturbance did
not account for any entropic disturbances. Entropy generation has been investigated for swirling
jets impinging onto an adiabatic wall [12,13], where it was found that increasing the swirl velocity
enhanced the entropy generation.

In this paper a multiple-scales analysis, based on the techniques used by Rienstra [5] and
Cooper and Peake [1], is carried out on the coupled system of acoustic, vorticity and energy
equations. The general problem is set out in Section 2. In Section 3 the steady mean flow solution
is determined in terms of a steady streamfunction and calculated as a numerical solution, given a
prescribed set of initial conditions. In Section 4 the O(1) approximation to the unsteady flow is
determined by solving an eigenvalue problem at each axial location. The variation of the axial
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wavenumber along the duct is calculated at this order which determines which modes are cut-on
(propagate) or cut-off (evanescent). The equations which determine the O(¢) correction to the
unsteady flow are used to define a governing equation for the amplitude variation of the leading-
order solution. In Section 5 the results based on two sets of initial conditions are presented.
Firstly, in order to determine the effects of mean entropy on the propagation of disturbances,
different initial mean entropy distributions are prescribed at the duct inlet. It is shown that both
the cut-on/cut-off behaviour of the modes and the variation in amplitude are affected significantly
by the form of the mean entropy distribution. Secondly uniform mean density is prescribed at the
inlet, together with different swirl distributions. The level of mean swirl is found to affect the level
of mean entropy generated, as well as the characteristics of the disturbance propagation.

2. Problem formulation

Consider a cylindrical duct, with coordinate system (x, r, ), which varies slowly in axial cross
section and contains a compressible, inviscid, polytropic gas. Lengths are non-dimensionalized by
a reference duct radius, R, velocities on a reference sound speed, ¢, density by p,, and pressure
by psc%, and all quantities used subsequently are non-dimensional.

The duct is defined in terms of a slow axial scale X = ex, where ¢ is a small parameter which
characterizes the slope of the duct walls, such that

0<Ri(X)<r<Ry(X). (1)

The parameter ¢ is used as an asymptotic parameter to determine a consistent multiple-scales
solution. The general flow is described in terms of the velocity field v, sound speed ¢, density p,
pressure p and entropy s. The fluid motion is governed by the equations for conservation of mass,
momentum and energy

op
—+ V- =0, 2
5tV (V) 2)
0
p<—v+v-Vv> = -Vp. 3)
ot
0
=V Vs =0, )
together with the relations
P e, 2= (5)
P p

where y = ¢, /¢, is a gas constant, ¢, is the specific heat capacity at constant volume and ¢, is the
specific heat capacity at constant pressure, both taken to be constant. Note that if s, is the
reference entropy value then y = exp(seo/c,;). The state s = 0 then reduces the problem to that
obtained by standard isentropic flow assumptions (see Ref. [1] for rotational flow and Ref. [5] in
the limit of zero mean vorticity).
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The total flow field is assumed to be composed of an axisymmetric steady mean flow and a
small unsteady perturbation such that

[v,c,p,p,sl(x,r,0,t) =[V,C,D, P,S|(X,r)+ [V, ¢ p, p,5](x,r,0,1). (6)

3. Mean flow

Assuming the flow field takes the form in Eq. (6) the governing equations (2)—(4) are linearized
to yield the following equations which govern the mean flow:

V- (DV) =0, (7
DV .VV = -VP, (8)
V.VS=0. )
If the mean velocity field is of the form
V=U(X,ree,+ V(X,r;6)e, + W(X,r;¢e)eg, (10)
then with
0 0
L me 11
ox Cax’ ()

the steady continuity equation (7) shows that O(¢) axial variations must be balanced by O(¢) radial
variations. This leads to the following expansions in terms of the asymptotic parameter &:

[U,W,C,D,P,S|(X,r;e) = [Ug, W, Co, Do, Py, Sol(X, ) + O(e?), (12)

V(X,r;e) =eVi(X,r)+ O(&). (13)

The calculation of the mean flow field is based on the analysis given in Section 7.5 of Ref. [14]
for incompressible flow in a variable-area pipe. This was modified in Ref. [1] to include
compressibility and is further modified here to include non-zero mean entropy.

The mean vorticity, &, for the velocity field in Egs. (12) and (13) is

1 a(}’ W()) aWo an
ST TR Y T %
The continuity equation (7) can be satisfied by writing the velocity components Uy and V' in
terms of a streamfunction, Y(X,r), such that

1 oy 1 oy

= = Vi =—-——— 15
rDg or’ ! rDo0X (15)

Using Bernoulli’s equation, the f-momentum equation, and the entropy equation, the enthalpy
(H) the circulation (C) and the mean entropy () can be written as arbitrary functions of

ey + 0(82). (14)

Uy

| 2 Dgil So/ex
E(Uo‘*‘ W0)+V_71=H(lﬁ), (16)
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rWo = C(), (17

So = L W) (18)

Eqgs. (17) and (18) state that the circulation and mean entropy are constant along a streamline. For
non-isentropic flow Crocco’s relation,

Vx&=VH-TVY, (19)

where 7' = Py/(RD,) is the temperature (R = ¢, — ¢,), which can be used to obtain an expression
for the azimuthal vorticity, &y, in terms of H, C and .%. Taking the r-component of Eq. (19) leads
to the identity

Wole — Undy = ot = T = rDyUNH () — T (), 0)

where ' denotes differentiation with respect to . Substituting for &, from Eq. (14) and using
Eq. (17) gives

o = WoDoC'() — rDo[H'(Y) — TS (). 21

Using the expression for &, in Eq. (14) the following equation governing  and Dy is obtained:
o/ 1 oy , , . C

or <rD06r> =rDo[H' () — TS (Y)] — DyC (W)7 (22)

Writing the Bernoulli condition (16) in terms of ¥ and Dy gives a second equation governing the
evolution of Y and Dy:

2 rZD%

11 (op\* € Dj'e”le
or

22 — = HW). (23)

The associated boundary conditions which, together with Egs. (22) and (23), govern the mean
flow field are

Y(X,r=R) =0, Y(X,r=Ry)=constant. (24)

For a hollow duct the first condition is replaced by o r? as r — 0. The constant in Eq. (24) is
determined from initial conditions specified at the inlet of the duct. Note that the dependence on X
occurs only through the variation in the boundary condition.

Egs. (22) and (23) can be solved numerically for any set of inlet conditions. Here two cases are
analysed which enable the functions H, C and % to be determined analytically. Under standard
isentropic flow assumptions only initial conditions for the velocity components need be prescribed
since the initial density can be obtained from the radial momentum equation. For non-isentropic
flow an additional condition must be prescribed. In the first case the initial mean entropy
distribution is chosen as the additional prescribed inlet condition. The second case involves
prescribing uniform density at the inlet. Results of the computations are given in Section 5.
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4. Disturbance field
4.1. Governing equations

In order to determine the evolution of the unsteady disturbance field the unsteady, rotational,
disturbance velocity is decomposed, following Goldstein [15] into potential, vortical and entropic
components as follows:

V=V¢+uf+3V/2c, (25)
The unsteady pressure is expressed solely in terms of the potential by

D¢
p=—Dy—, 26
p 0Dy (26)
where D/Dt = (0/0t) + V - V is the convective derivative. The linearized equations obtained from

Egs. (2)—(4) can then be written in the form

D (DyD¢ R D3 1D, _
Z (2= - v(DyVe) = V- (D V.V([=—2=) —-—=(D
Dt (C(z) Dt) (DoV) (Dou™) + <2cp> ¢p Dt( 0%)
DyD$  Dys
— | =224+ vy 27
(C(Z)Dz+2cp> ’ @)
Duf DoVSy, V Ds
bl .VV =V - 28
b M O X & D T2 Di° 28)
D3 3V
— 4+ (v Ry Z).VS,=0. 29
Dt+< ¢+u +2c,,> 0 (29)

The boundary conditions implemented allow for the inclusion of acoustic lining on the duct walls.
The inner and outer duct walls are taken to have complex impedances Z; and Z,, respectively,
with hard wall boundary conditions given by the limit Z; — oo. The boundary conditions for an
arbitrary mean flow along a curved wall, defined originally by Myers [16] and implemented by
Rienstra [5] and Cooper and Peake [1], are

—iw({-n) =[-lw+V-V—n;-(n;-VV)] <§> atr=Ri(X), j=1,2, (30)
j

where n; are the outward-directed normal vectors at the wall.

4.2. Leading-order solution

For the acoustic modes found in mean swirling flow the method of multiple scales is used
to obtain the perturbation solution. The solution is assumed to have a slowly-varying amplitude
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with a phase variation of the form

(q’), u,, r,uH,s/cp)(x r,0,t 8)— [(Ao,%o,%(), (),S())(X r; 8)+8(A1,3{1,%1,J 1,S1)(X r; 8)
+ O(e*)] exp <; / k(n)dn+im9—ia)t>, (31)

where k is the axial wavenumber, m the circumferential wavenumber and w the frequency. The
unknown axial wavenumber and amplitudes are determined as part of the solution. (Note that for
the vortical disturbances not considered here the amplitudes would depend on both x and X.)
Substitution of the disturbance form in Eq. (31) into the governing equations (27)—(29) and taking
O(1) terms gives

0’4 1 0lnDy\ 04 A2 2 OR 1 dlnD
—°+<—+ °>—°+<——T—2—k2)/1 +—°+(—+ . °>%

or? r or or C} 0 r or
9' IS()
—I———I—lk&‘”o—l-(co /1)— (32)
oU, (04 Up. .
AT+ —2 (2224 By | 4+ —=2iA5) = 0, (33)
or \ or 2
2WoTy Timd, dU iA1A4¢0S
Ay — 22070 L0 OGP0 404 LEA0E0 (34)
r or y or
, 0A4 Wo. .
14T o + F(—O + go) + —OIASO =0, (35)
or 2
i430 + (aAO + % ) 138 =0, (36)
or Y o
where S, = So/cy, T'=(1/r)o(rWy)/or and A =kUy— o+ mWy/r. The O(1) terms in the
boundary condition (30) are
. {04, DoA* A,
7 fred
1w< 5 + Qo> F Z 0, (37)
where F refers to evaluation at Rj(X) and R,(X), respectively.
Comparing Egs. (33) and (35) gives
_@U()fo @U()Wo 3'0
%O_VT_(UO_FT)? (38)

Following the elimination of Eq. (33), the remaining Egs. (32) and (34)—(36) can be expressed in
the form of a linear eigenvalue problem

(& — kA Wy = Ty =0, (39)

where i, = (Ao, 1y, 0,17 9, 150), with n, = kﬁvo and ﬂo =1- U%/Cé. The operators . and
are defined in Appendix A.
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The O(1) linear eigenvalue problem in Eq. (39), together with the boundary conditions in
Eq. (37), is solved numerically using a Chebyshev spectral collocation method with a staggered
grid as described by Khorrami [17]. The eigenvalue problem is solved at each axial location to
determine the axial wavenumber k(X) and a normalized numerical eigenfunction \|10(X r). The
leading-order unsteady solution is then given by

Yo(X, 1) = N(XW(X, ), (40)

where N(X) is an arbitrary function which is determined from the fact that the O(¢) problem is
solvable. Any solvability condition which gives y, without having to determine 1/, can be applied.
Here the approach based on the adjoint operator is used [5,1]. The solvability condition and the
solution for N(X) is described in the next section.

4.3. First-order solution

The O(¢) terms in the governing equations for the unsteady flow can be written in the form
(& = kAW =7V, =T, (41)

where f is defined in Appendix B and W, = (41,1, %#1,171,151), with 7, =kﬂ§A1. The
corresponding O(¢) boundary conditions are

04 DyA*A OR; iV 8
iw<a—r1+@1)¢ 0 1=icoa—X’(ikAo+9{0+U0§0/2)—lw il

Z 2
i 0 o 0V, OR;0U,
U Vi ———
Ao[ vox Ve " tox o
DoAA} ,
2024 =1,2 42
X( ZJ ) ] 5~ ( )

where F refers to evaluation at j = 1, 2, respectively.

The system of equations in Eq. (39) is not self-adjoint and in order to determine the solvability
condition the leading-order adjoint eigenvector \|1(T) is required. If # 7 is the adjoint operator and
(-,-) defines a suitable inner product, then the following identity must be satisfied:

Wb, ) = (7 W) (43)
Taking \|/E§ =(Y,Y,, Y3, Yy Ys) and using the inner product

JrK,rdr, (44)
K= /"3

where * denotes the complex conjugate, then the adjoint eigenvector is determined by solving
Fhl =0, (45)
subject to the boundary conditions

DoAY o r oS
0 >+ rrY: + - 0

o7, TRE =0, atr=R(X), j=12. (46)

}"Do (:}:
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Owing to the form of the governing equations, analytical expressions can be found for the adjoint
solution in terms of the eigenfunction ;. The adjoint operator and the adjoint solution are given
in Appendix B. The solvability condition is then obtained from the relation

~ R,
04 oYt Yird
Yo (S ) + 4, (v — rpy X1 T30S0 | g
or or y or R
1

W, 7)) = (F ) +

By using the relations #V\, =f, # T\|/(T) = 0, and the boundary conditions in Eq. (42) to eliminate
Ay and 2, the solvability condition can be written in the form

R, Uodo\ Vido i 0 o oV
N 0%\ V150 o oV
(W, ) [RzDvo{ 5% <1kA0 + %o+ > > 2 4 {Uo aX + & o
OR, 30U\ DoAA} OR, (. Uoo\  Vido
Tox or ) iy J |, KPP ax Ko +L0+ =7 ) =
i ) 0 Ay | OR3Uy\ DoAA;
LR {UO ax Ve o Tox o ) iwZ J],_n’ “8)

After some algebra the solvability condition can be rearranged to generate a governing equation
for the amplitude function N(X) of the form,

FOO S IV 0N] = GEON(X), 49)

where expressions for F(X) and G(X) are given in Appendix B. The general solution is then

N3(X) = N2exp ( / FE”; > (50)

where N, is a normalization constant. X

Under the isentropic flow assumption (Sy = 0) the expressions for F(X) and G(X) reduce to
those given in Ref. [1], and in the further limit of zero mean vorticity the solution becomes exactly
that derived by Rienstra [5].

In the final governing equation (49) there is no explicit dependence on ¢, and since both sides
contain only single X-derivatives the equation is invariant under tranformation back to the
physical variable x [5], i.e. x can be substituted for X in Eqgs. (49) and (50). It is therefore
convenient to consider axial variations in the example calculations in terms of the physical
variable x rather than the slow variable X.

5. Results

The following duct shape is used as an example throughout:
Ri(x) = 0.5482 4+ 0.05tanh(2x — 2), R(x) = 1.1518 — 0.05 tanh(2x — 2). (51)
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The unsteady pressure is characterized by the axial wavenumber k(x) and the cross-sectionally
averaged potential amplitude

R, 1/2
A(x) = [/ |Ao(x, r)|2rdr] . (52)
R

For a hard-walled duct the pressure-dominated family of eigenmodes consists of a finite number
of propagating (cut-on) modes and an infinite discrete set of cut-off modes. Each eigenmode is
associated with a radial order and the cut-on modes occur at the lowest radial orders. Only the
first radial-order is considered here.

5.1. Comparison between isentropic and non-isentropic flows

In order to compare with the results obtained from the standard isentropic flow assumption the
initial mean entropy distribution is chosen as a prescribed initial condition, together with the
initial mean velocity. At the inlet (x = 0) the flow conditions are then given by

Ux=0,n=U;, Wyox=0,r=Qr, V(x=0,r)=0, S’o(x =0,r)=— ln(ocrﬂ), (53)

where o and f§ are constants to be specified. The form chosen for the mean entropy enables
comparison between isentropic (o arbitrary, § = 0) and non-isentropic («, f arbitrary) flows to be
established.

At the duct inlet the radial momentum equation and the first relation in Eq. (5) become

1orPy, Wi D)
Dy or r B0 yorh’ (54)
which can be used to determine an equation for the initial mean density
13Dy B oo _
2 pu — p—1 2.
G—1) or o o W (55)
This has solution
. 1/G=1)
oy — QAN
Dy(X =0,r) = rﬁ/’{ 3 , (56)
2+ B/y

where K3 is an arbitrary constant chosen such that Do(x =0, Ri(0)) =1 when f=0,a=1.
Integration of the first term in Eq. (15) then gives

Ui OC('}) _ 1)Q2r2+/j/y y/(y—1)
o [ 2+ B/ ]

where the constant K4 is chosen such that yy(x = 0, R;(0)) = 0. The expression for the streamfunction
is then rearranged to provide an expression for  in terms of ¥ which is used to obtain expressions for
H, C and ¥ in terms of y alone. The coupled Egs. (22) and (23), together with the boundary
conditions, are then solved iteratively to determine the evolution of  and Dy downstream.

The mean flow solutions for three different initial mean entropy distributions are shown in
Fig. 1. The initial mean entropy profiles used are the isentropic case Sy = 0 given by f =0, o = 1,

Y(x=0,r) = — Ky, (57)
?
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Fig. 1. Mean flow field generated by the inlet conditions Uy(x = 0,r) = 0.3, Wo(x = 0,r) = 0.3r, and the entropy
distributions given by: (a) So = 0; (b) f = —0.5; (¢) f = 0.5. The first row shows the mean axial velocity Uy, the second
row Wy, the third row Dy and the fourth row Sj.

the positive entropy gradient given by f = —0.5, « = R;(0)™?, and the negative entropy gradient
given by f = 0.5, « = R»(0)’. In each case U; = 0.3 and Q = 0.3. Note that the initially uniform
axial velocity develops some radial variation as it moves along the duct, and the radial profiles
downstream depend on the form of the initial mean entropy profile. The main differences to the
flow patterns resulting from the different initial entropy distributions occur in the form of the
mean density. A very different initial profile is generated which affects the subsequent evolution,
with much larger density variations observed for the non-isentropic (ff #0) cases.

The unsteady flow field is now determined for initial mean entropy distributions corresponding to two
case of isentropic flow (Sy = 0 and 0.24) and two cases of mean entropy gradient specified by f = £0.5.
Results are presented for a hard-walled duct with 2 = 12 and w = 18. These initial entropy profiles give
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Fig. 2. (a) Initial acoustic eigenvalue spectra for the entropy distributions given by So=0 (black circles), f = 0.5 (grey
crosses), So = 0.24 (black crosses); (b) initial mean pressure distributions; (c) initial mean sound speed distributions.
Bold black line: Sy = 0, thin grey line: f = 0.5, bold grey line: f = —0.5, thin black line: Sy = 0.24 (m = 12, w = 18).

rise to different initial distributions of the mean density (and mean pressure) as well as affecting the
subsequent evolution. The changes to the initial conditions are reflected by differences in the initial
eigenvalue spectra which are shown in Fig. 2(a). This shows that the Sy = 0 case has a cut-on mode
furthest from cut-off, and the mode for the f = —0.5 case is closest to cut-off. This trend appears to be
related to the relative levels of initial mean pressure (see Fig. 2(b)) where the highest/lowest levels of
mean pressure correspond to the entropy distributions giving rise to modes closest to/furthest from cut-
off. For isentropic flow the move toward cut-off with increasing mean entropy value can be attributed
directly to increases in the mean sound speed (see Fig. 2(c)). Modes closest to cut-off exhibit the largest
variation in amplitude (see Fig. 3) with significant differences observed between zero mean entropy flow
and the positive entropy gradient flow. Similar trends are observed for all values of m, including negative
values of m which correspond to modes counter-rotating to the mean swirl. Note that for isentropic flow
the O(1) energy equation (36) reduces to A5y = 0. The purely convected solution, corresponding to
A =0, is not found but instead no entropic disturbance is generated (5 = 0).

The effect of varying the initial mean entropy across a range of entropy gradients is now
considered. The evolution of the axial wavenumbers for upstream and downstream-propagating
modes in a hard-walled duct when m = 12, @ = 18 is shown in Fig. 4(a) for initial mean entropy
distributions given by —0.6 < <0 with the value of « chosen such that Sy = 0 at the inner radius.
The effect of increasing the mean entropy gradient is to move the cut-on modes closer to cut-off.
When the level of mean entropy is sufficiently high the upstream and downstream modes coalesce
at some axial location and the modes become cut-off (see results for f = —0.6). The move toward
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Fig. 3. Cross-sectionally averaged amplitudes for initial mean entropy profiles given by Sy = 0: bold black line; p=0.5:
thin grey line; f = —0.5: bold grey line; Sy = 0.24: thin black line: (a) downstream-propagating modes with amplitudes
normalized to 1 at x = 0; (b) upstream-propagating modes with amplitudes normalized to 1 at x = 2.

cut off is reflected in the cross-sectionally averaged amplitudes shown in Figs. 4(b) and (c), where
as |f| increases (and the modes become closer to cut-off), the amplitude undergoes significant
variation along the duct. If § is taken to be positive, with « chosen such that Sy = 0 at the outer
radius, then there is still a trend toward cut-off as f§ increases, but the effect is much smaller as
demonstrated in Fig. 5.

The general effect of varying the initial mean entropy gradient and the influence of frequency is
assessed by plotting the cross sectionally averaged amplitude at the duct end points as a function
of . This is shown in Fig. 6 for m = 12 and the frequency values w = 16-18. Also shown are the
corresponding results for the equivalent isentropic case, where the value of the uniform mean
entropy is chosen to be the mean value of the entropy gradient given by

2 R>(0)
R3(0) — R}(0) Jr,(0)

This attempts to identify whether the variation from the So =0 (x =1, = 0) case occurs as a result
of the increase in value of the entropy or as a result of the entropy gradient. Negative
values of f§ (positive entropy gradient) always push the modes furthest toward cut-off resulting in
strong amplitude variation. For positive values of f (negative entropy gradient) the trend is also
toward cut-off but the amplitude variation is less than that for the corresponding mean isentropic

mean(Sy) = — In(er?yrdr. (58)
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Fig. 4. (a) Evolution of axial wavenumber k(x) with values of f = —0.6 to 0, in steps of 0.1. Bold black lines are for
p =0, bold grey lines are for f = —0.5. Upper/lower lines correspond to downstream/upstream-propagating modes.

For f< — 0.5 the mode becomes cut-off (k;#0) at some point along the duct. (b) Variation in cross-sectionally
averaged amplitude for downstream-propagating modes. (c) Variation in cross-sectionally averaged amplitude for
upstream-propagating modes.

value. The positive/negative mean entropy gradient appears to enhance/diminish the effect brought
about by non-zero uniform mean entropy. Fig. 6 also demonstrates the trend brought about by
frequency variation. For a given level of mean entropy amplitudes at the duct end points increase as
modes become closer to cut-off. The strong variation with frequency in Fig. 6 can be explained by the
fact that as the frequency increases modes move further away from cut-off. This effect is enhanced
as the entropy gradient increases. For each frequency the mode produced when Sy = 0 is the most
cut-on and exhibits the least amplitude variation.

5.2. Uniform initial density, effect of swirl

In order to determine how the mean swirl affects the entropy distribution the following
conditions are now applied as the initial mean field at the duct inlet:

Ux=0,r)=U;, Wox=0,r)=Qr+1Y/r, V(ix=0,r)=0, Dy(x=0,r)=1. (59)
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Fig. 5. (a) Evolution of axial wavenumber k(x) with values of # = 0 to 0.6 in steps of 0.2. Bold black lines are for f = 0.
Upper lines correspond to downstream-propagating modes (only lines for f =0 and 0.6 are shown). Lower lines
correspond to downstream/upstream-propagating modes. (b) Variation in cross-sectionally averaged amplitude for
downstream-propagating modes. (c) Variation in cross-sectionally averaged amplitude for upstream-propagating
modes.

The radial momentum equation defines the initial mean pressure as

QZ YZ 2 _ .2 1
Pox=0,1) == =) +20rin( L)+ (200) 42, (60)
2 r 2\ rirs Y
where r; = R;(0). The initial mean entropy is then determined from Sy/c, = In(yPy). Integration
of the first expression in Eq. (15) with respect to r determines the streamfunction as

Y(x=0,r) = %(r2 -, (61)

which can again be rearranged to express r in terms of i, and used subsequently to obtain
analytical expressions for H, C and .% in terms of s alone. The mean field for U; = 0.3, 2 = 0.3
and Y'= 0.2 generates a mean entropy distribution with positive gradient as shown in Fig. 7. If the
initial mean swirl is increased then this results in an increase in the level of mean entropy as shown
in Fig. 8. It is also evident that the rigid-body component of the mean swirl increases and the free-
vortex component decreases as x increases.
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Fig. 6. Variation in cross-sectionally averaged amplitude at x = 1 with initial mean entropy profile: (a) downstream-
propagating modes; (b) upstream-propagating modes. Bold black line: @ = 18, dashed black line : @ = 17, thin black
line: w = 16. Grey lines are the corresponding results for uniform mean entropy. Circles denote where the mode
becomes cut-off (m = 12).

Swirl is known to cut-off co-rotating modes (m>0) which are cut-on in the absence of swirl
[18]. For modes which are counter-rotating (m<0) the effect of swirl is to cut-on modes. The
effect of the different levels of initial mean swirl on the unsteady field is shown in Fig. 9. This
shows that the trend toward cut-off with increasing swirl is also observed when non-uniform mean
entropy is included. The effect of placing an acoustic lining on the outer wall is shown in Fig. 10.
The downstream/upstream-propagating cut-on modes are pushed into the upper/lower halves of
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Fig. 8. Effect of different levels of initial mean swirl: (a) mean swirl distribution Wy; (b) mean entropy distribution So.
Solid lines: Q = 0.3, Y= 0.2, dashed lines: Q = 0.25, Y= 0.15, dash—dot lines: Q = 0.2, Y= 0.1. Black lines correspond
to the profiles at x = 0, the grey lines at x = 2.

the complex k-plane. In order to interpret how damped the modes become account must be taken
of both the variation of 4 and the exponential factor exp[i [*(k(17)/¢) dn]. This is accomplished by
considering the function

50 = Aexp( 1 [ k) (62

Fig. 10(c) shows that the upstream-propagating modes are the most damped owing to larger
values of |k;|. The acoustic lining is most effective for modes which are closest to cut-off in a
hard-walled duct.
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Fig. 9. (a) Evolution of axial wavenumber k(x) for different levels of initial mean swirl; (b) corresponding cross-
sectionally averaged amplitudes. Black solid line: Q = 0.3, Y'= 0.2, black dashed line: Q = 0.25, Y= 0.15, grey solid line:
Q=02,Y=0.1 m= 12,0 = 20).

5.3. Turning-point solution

The general multiple-scales solution in Eq. (50) breaks down when F(X) = 0, and this occurs at the
transition from cut-on to cut-off at so-called turning points. The cut-on cut-off transition is found in
many flow cases including both swirling and irrotational flows. Here, and for isentropic swirling flow,
F? passes through zero at the turning point, so that on one side of the turning point F is real and on
the other side F'is complex. A non-singular solution for the isentropic case was derived in Ref. [1] by
including higher-order second derivatives in the solvability condition. The amplitude in the region of
the turning point is then governed by a form of Airy’s equation. The same process can be carried out
for non-isentropic flow and it is found that the inclusion of non-zero mean entropy does not change
the general structure of the solution in the turning-point region.

6. Concluding remarks

This paper describes how a systematic approximate solution is constructed for sound
propagation through varying ducts with a mean flow that contains swirl and non-uniform
entropy. Within this analysis a systematic mean flow solution for the slowly-varying duct is
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determined. It is shown that the propagation of acoustic modes can be affected strongly by non-
uniform mean entropy. Even in the case of a uniform duct the differences between assuming
isentropic and non-isentropic flows can be significant, particularly in the cut-on cut-off nature of
the acoustic modes. Any form of non-zero mean entropy is found to push modes toward cut-off.

Positive entropy gradients are found to have the most effect on the propagation of acoustic
modes, producing modes much closer to cut-off. Negative mean entropy gradients are found to
have less effect than the corresponding mean isentropic value. The slow axial variation in the duct
enhances the changes to the cut-on/cut-off nature of the duct modes since those modes which are
closest to cut-off exhibit much larger variations in amplitude. The importance of accounting for
the mean entropy distribution is therefore of two-fold importance. Since only cut-on modes
contribute to the generated noise field, the cut-on/cut-off nature of the modes affects the
propagation of noise along the duct. Suppose, under the standard isentropic flow assumption, a
mode is cut-on. If the mean entropy distribution is accounted for then this mode may still be cut-
on but undergo significantly different amplitude variation which would, in turn, affect the level of
noise. Alternatively the mode may actually become cut-off and therefore no longer contribute to
the noise field.

It has also been shown that as the level of mean swirl increases the mean entropy increases. It is
therefore essential that mean entropy variations be accounted for in strongly swirling flows. The
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effect of acoustic lining is also included in the analysis and results show that the liner is generally
most effective for modes closest to cut-off. Again, due to the effect of mean entropy on the

cut-on/cut-off behaviour of the modes this would have implications for the effectiveness of acoustic
linings.
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Appendix A

The operators . and ¢ defining the linear eigenvalue problem in Eq. (39) are
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Appendix B

The vector f appearing on the right-hand-side of the O(¢) linear eigenvalue problem (41) takes

the form f = (f 4,1,/ 4./ 7./ ;) where
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where F refers to evaluation at R; and R,, respectively, and
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