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ABSTRACT

This work derives a variant of the perturbed convective wave equation based on the acoustic pertur-
bation equations for compressible flows. In particular, the derivation reformulates the relation of
Helmholtz’s decomposition to the acoustic and source potential definition. The detailed roadmap of a
possible implementation is presented algorithmically. Finally, initial results on the sound prediction
capabilities concerning a mixing layer example are presented.
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1 Introduction

Aeroacoustic analogies (e.g., Lighthill’s) compute noise radiation efficiently. However, the obtained fluctuating field
only converges to the acoustic field in steady flow regions. As first recognized by Phillips [1] and Lilley [2], the source
terms responsible for mean flow-acoustics interactions should be part of the wave operator. This can also be achieved
for Lighthill’s analogy, which can be adapted for a uniform background flow to account for convection effects inside the
wave operator [3].

Another approach for computing aeroacoustics is based on a systematic decomposition of the field properties assumed
to be related to acoustics and the ’pure’ fluid motion. This approach circumvents that sources depend on the acoustic
solution and provides a rigorous definition of acoustics inside flow regions (at least for nearly incompressible flows,
as shown in [4]). Ribner [5] formulated the dilatation equation such that the fluctuating pressure is decomposed in a
pseudo pressure and an acoustic pressure part p′ = p0 + pa. Hardin and Pope [6] updated this idea and formulated their
viscous/acoustic splitting technique expansion about the incompressible flow (EIF), where they introduced a density
correction ρ1. The EIF formalism was modified over the years substantially in [7, 8, 9].

Being more general, applicable for a wider Mach number range, and starting from the linearized Euler equations
(LEE), the field variables (ρ,u, p) are Reynolds decomposed in a temporal mean component ⟨⋆⟩ and a fluctuating
component ⋆′. Bailly et al. [10, 11] indicate important aeroacoustic source terms on the momentum equation of the
LEE. Over the years, the LEE were modified to guarantee that only acoustic waves are propagated [12]. Significant
contributions based on the LEE were derived by [13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. Ewert and Schröder [18] proposed a different
decomposition technique, leading to the acoustic perturbation equations (APE). Instead of decomposing the flow field,
the source terms of the wave equations are projected onto the acoustic modes obtained from LEE. Hüppe [19] derived
a computationally efficient reformulation of the APE-2 system and named it perturbed convective wave equation
(PCWE). Several aeroacoustic low Mach number flow applications have been addressed using the PCWE model
successfully [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. The PCWE is valid for obtaining near-
field acoustics of incompressible flows [4]. Focusing on a two-way coupling of the flow and acoustic variables, Ewert
and Kreuzinger developed a computational workflow for low Mach numbers recently [37]. A first attempt to establish a
scalar wave equation for intermediate subsonic Mach number flows was made by the AWE-PO [32, 38, 39, 40] recently.
In this sense, seeking a rigorous definition and an accurate formulation for a large variety of Mach number flows is still
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a challenge worth investigating. Kempf and Munz [41] use a high-order DG method for a compressible flow solver with
the APE-4 for accurate sound predictions. With the idea of APE and Helmholtz’s decomposition, this work aims to
extend the PCWE equation for subsonic Mach number flows (the so-called cPCWE).

Regarding the state-of-the-art, we will derive a wave equation based on the fundamental ideas of [18]. First, the ideas
for incompressible flows are collected and joined to a valid concept (methodological generalization). Second, we extend
the concept to compressible flows (physical generalization). The derived aeroacoustic model leads to a stable scalar
wave equation that solves an (approximated) compressible potential for subsonic flows. The wave operator only excites
longitudinal wave modes (acoustic modes) and includes mean convection effects. The goal of this new wave equation is
that it holds for subsonic Mach number flows and recovers the PCWE in the incompressible limit. The investigation
on the cPCWE is beneficial to increase further the theoretical understanding of flow-induced sound of subsonic Mach
number flows.

2 Wave equation

In this section, a convective wave equation based on compressible flow data (cPCWE) is derived. The cPCWE can be
derived efficiently from the APE-1 system [18] and the use of Helmholtz’s decomposition [42]. Firstly, the variables
are defined by linearization to distinguish between steady and fluctuating flow components. Secondly, vortical and
acoustical perturbations are separated such that the following definitions are obtained

p = p0 + p′ = p̄+ pv + pa (1)
ρ = ρ0 + ρ′ (2)
u = u0 + u′ = u0 + uv + ua = u0 +∇×A−∇ψa , (3)

with the pressure p, the mean pressure p0, the perturbation pressure p′, the fluid dynamic perturbation pressure pv,
the acoustic perturbation pressure pa, the density ρ, the mean density ρ0, the perturbation density ρ′, the velocity
u, the mean velocity u0, the perturbation velocity u′, the fluid dynamic perturbation velocity uv = ∇ × A, the
acoustic perturbation velocity ua = −∇ψa and the vector potential A. To eliminate the compressible part of the flow
velocity, the Poisson equation ∆ s = ∇ · u′ has to be solved and the vortical fluctuating velocity can be obtained by
uv = u′ −∇s . We define the acoustic field as irrotational by the acoustic scalar potential ψa. Considering a general
compressible flow, we arrive at the following perturbation equations

∂p′

∂t
+ u0 · ∇p′ + ρ0c

2
0∇ · ua = 0 (4)

ρ0
∂ua

∂t
+ ρ0∇

(
u0 · ua

)
+∇p′ = ρ0∇Φp (5)

with the isentropic speed of sound c0 and the source potential Φp. In this preliminary derivation, we neglect viscous
effects and discard the vorticity mode according to [18]. Rewriting equation (5) yields the definition of the fluctuating
pressure

p′ = ρ0
∂ψa

∂t
+ ρ0 u0 · ∇ψa + ρ0Φp = ρ0

Dψa

Dt
+ ρ0Φp . (6)

The first part accounts for the acoustic pressure pa and the second part is a result of the following Poisson equation [18]

∆Φp = −∇ · [((uv · ∇)uv)
′ + (u0 · ∇)uv + (uv · ∇)u0 + T ′∇s0 − s′∇T0] . (7)

The first part of the source term includes the self-noise of vortical structures, the second and third terms the shear-noise
interactions, the fourth and fifth term account for thermal effects. Substituting (6) into (4) yields the cPCWE

1

c20

D2ψa

Dt2
−∆ψa = − 1

ρ0c20

DΦp

Dt
. (8)

This convective wave equation describes acoustic sources generated by compressible flow structures and their wave
propagation through flowing media. In addition, instead of the original unknowns pa and va, just one scalar ψa unknown.
As shown in [38] and consistent with the pressure correction equation, the fluctuating vortical pressure in the overall
domain can be recovered by

pv = ρ0Φp . (9)

Finally, we have derived a scalar wave equation that separates the source generation processes of compressible flows
and the linear acoustic propagation.

2



cPCWE

3 Computational workflow

The algorithm 1 can be used to compute the acoustic results. From an algorithmic view, we have to do four tasks.
Firstly, we are solving the compressible flow equations. Secondly, we solve Poisson’s equation to obtain the filtered
velocity in every time step

∆ϕ = ∇ · u′ with uv = u′ −∇ϕ . (10)
Every time step can be processed independently. The filtered velocity is used to assemble the cPCWE source. Thirdly,
we filter this source with the same operator matrix (7). Finally, we are solving the wave propagation simulation for the
time series. To sum up, depending on the number of processors and processes one can submit, the algorithm 1 is of

Algorithm 1 Compressible PCWE (cPCWE)
Require: Compressible Flow Simulation
(ρ,u, p) = fun(Setup)

Require: Source computation
(uv) = Laplace− filter(u′) using (10)
(Φp) = Laplace− filter(u0,uv, s0, s

′, T ′, T0) using (7)
(Du0

Φp) = fun(Φp) compute the source term field of (11)
(fe) = integrate(Du0Φp) using the methods in [23] to compute the nodal finite element force vector in openCFS-
Data[43]

Require: Acoustic simulation
(ρa,ua, pa) = fun(fe, Setup), based on the convective wave equation using the finite element method [32]

similar complexity than the original PCWE or any other aeroacoustic wave equation. The solution processes for the
Laplace equations can be highly parallelized. In the presence of internal wall boundaries near the sources, proper wall
boundary conditions must be found for Poisson’s equation.

4 Alternative formulation of the cPCWE

By inserting the definition of the fluctuating pressure (6) again into the wave equation (11), a Poisson equation similar
to Doak’s idea for time-stationary momentum fluctuations [44, 45] can be derived

ρ0∆ψa =
1

c20

Dp′

Dt
. (11)

5 Preliminary results

As in the previous study [40], this two-dimensional isothermal mixing layer application is considered to assess the
validity of acoustic wave equations. The acoustic intensity

LI = 10 log
I

I0
(12)

is used, with I = ⟨p′2⟩/(ρ0c0) and I0 = 10−12W.m−2 to compare the cPCWE results to the acoustic predictions of
Lighthill’s equation (LH) and the conservation equations (DNS) as reference. In figure 1, the intensity predicted by
cPCWE shows good agreement with the one predicted by LH and the DNS. The deviations of the cPCWE and LH
results are less than 1.5 dB in the rapid flow region and less than 2 dB in the slow flow region.

6 Future Work

This short working paper presents the derivation of the cPCWE, and we are happy to receive feedback. First results
are presented for a two-dimensional isothermal mixing layer. The convergence of the numerical algorithm is assessed
next. Furthermore, we are looking forward to collaborations on the topic to advance the theoretical understanding of
flow-induced sound for subsonic flows.

References

[1] O. M. Phillips, On the generation of sound by supersonic turbulent shear layers, Journal of Fluid Mechanics 9 (1)
(1960) 1–28.

3



cPCWE

a) b)
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