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Dual-stream flows are common feature of turbofan engines in civil aviation. For jet flows
with a significant (i.e. proportional of total mass flow) bypass stream, transport of momentum
through mixing between streams may cause an apparent departure of axi-symmetric turbu-
lence conditions. One of the pertinent features of such departure is the difference in amplitude
of transverse diagonal components of velocity and Reynolds stress based correlation function—
that is correlation tensors of rank 2 and 4 respectively. Since these functions play a direct
role in, among other things, the sound generation process, their accurate representation into
an irreducible tensor form is vital in Engineering analysis. This paper builds on our previ-
ous work (ATAA 2020-2573, [1]) in which we assessed the kinematic structure of generalized
auto-covariance tensor using turbulence data obtained by highly resolved Large-Eddy Simu-
lations of complex dual stream jets. Now, however, we extend this work further by showing
how a generalized form of the axisymmetric representation theory of the appropriate tensor
correlation functions can be determined by exploiting the experimental observation that such
correlation metrics are localized in small azimuthal separations for axisymmetric jets. The
paper summarizes the new theory and shows initial comparisons of an appropriate tensor form
using LES data reported in our previous work.

I. Introduction

HE dual-stream jet flow represents the normal operating condition for most civil aircraft in which two co-axial
Tstreams emerge from the exit flow. The core flow is usually heated and of higher speed than the bypass flow, which
is unheated and slower than the main stream. The breakdown of the shear layers emerging from the nozzle exit plane is
complicated by large-scale mixing that takes places between both flows. The aim of this paper is to continue the work
initiated in AIAA 2020-2573 [1] where we used a general set of theoretical criteria to assess the axi-symmetric structure
of the exiting turbulent flow field. In the main, the auto-correlation of the high-order turbulence statistics possesses
remains approximately axi-symmetric in the sense that the invariants formed by this tensor are, more-or-less, the same
when they approximated by supposing the appropriate definition of axi-symmetric turbulence. In this paper, we extend
this work to consider two pertinent effects. (1). We show that while the amplitudes of the said correlation functions
(i.e. the auto-correlations) remain approximately axi-symmetric following the group-theoretic definition of this, the
space-time structure of the tensor can show wide variation from this definition. In other words, at a fixed time-delay
and/or fixed vector spatial separation (usually the streamwise is selected owing to the fact that the correlation lengths
in this direction are larger than that in the transverse directions) the normalized correlation can depart from its value
predicted when supposing that its scalar form remains invariant possesses an appropriate rotation group symmetry and
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Operating Point (OP)  Description My TR Ma
OP 1.3 Dual stream heated ideally expanded 0.86 2.7 1.4
OP 1.7 Single stream unheated subsonic 0.64 1.0 0.64

Table 1 Gryazev ef al (2019) [2] test cases

therefore its components are related in some manner. (This could be in the form of the generalized Millionshchikov
identity for example). (2). We show that effect of introducing a non-axi symmetric approximation to the Reynolds stress
auto-covariance.

As in ATAA 2020-2573 [1], we use data obtained from a Large-Eddy Simulations of a high Reynolds number
(0(10%)) heated and non-heated co-axial round jet flow that operates at conditions shown in table 1. The large-eddy
simulation data was reported in previously in Gryazev et al. (2019) and involves two static single-stream co-axial jets
as depicted in Fig. 1. The LES calculation is based on the Monotonically Integrated LES (MILES) approach. The
calculation domain includes the axi-symmetric nozzle geometry as well as the jet flow with grid volume of almost 20
million cells of the implicit-multi-block hexagonal type. For the calculations, the high-resolution CABARET method
was used (see Semiletov et al. [3]).

I1. Definitions, symmetries and approximations

Consider a region of non-homogeneous turbulence bounded within a high speed jet of order-1 acoustic Mach
number, Ma = Uj [c and order-1 temperature ratio, 7R. Pressure fluctuations within the jet propagate to the far field
where they are perceived as sound. We use Goldstein’s generalized acoustic analogy [4] to represent this process in a
manner whereby the wave propagation is calculated via a propagator tensor that depends on ALEE solution and the
Reynolds stress auto-covariance tensor. The latter is modeled appropriately (see appendix). Let the pressure p, density
p, enthalpy &, and speed of sound c satisfy the ideal gas law equation of state p = pc?/y and h = ¢?/(y — 1), where y
denotes the ratio of specific heats.

The acoustic spectrum at the observation point, x = (x,,x, ) = (x,, X,, X,), given by the Fourier transform

(e8]

1 .
I(x,w) = E/e’“’”’p’(x,t)p’(x,t+ro) dTo, (1)

—00

of the far-field pressure auto-covariance, p’(x,t)p’(x,t + 79), can be expressed as a volume integral over a unit volume
of turbulence aty = (y,,y,.) = (¥,,¥,,y;) in the jet via

I(x;w) = / I(x,y;w)dy, 2)
Veo (y)
where, V., (y) is the entire source region and the triple integral over the elemental volume dy is defined in Cartesian
co-ordinates by dy = ﬁl dy,.

n=
The pressure fluctuation in (1) is defined as p’(y, 7) = p(y, 1) — p(y) where over-bars are denote time average,

$(x) = lim % / o(x,1)dt, 3)

such that e in (3) is a place holder for any fluid mechanical variable, T is the time period of averaging and, by definition,
o =0.

Goldstein & Leib (2008; hereafter referred to as G & L) showed that I(x, y; w) on right side of (2) depends on the
turbulence through the scripted tensor, H jul (¥, ; w), which is related to the Fourier transform

(e8]

1 .
Haju(y, nsw) = E/e MOTOR A (¥, 15 70) dTo “4)

—00
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of the generalized auto-covariance tensor,

T

o1
Raju(y.m:70) = lim 57 / eaj(y, ey +n,7 +7) dr, S)
-T
of the stationary random function, e,;(y, T) = —[pv:lv;. - pv v 1(y, ), by the linear transformation Hy . (¥, 7; w) :=

€xjomH emyn (¥, 0; w)€uryn. Comparing (5.12) to (5.13) in G & L (2008) and using appropriate outer products of unit
tensors in suffixes (4, j, o, m) allows definition of the tensor as, €1jo0m = 0100 jm — 04j0om(y — 1)/2 in the linear
relation for ) j,; above. The four-dimensional perturbation velocity, v/,(y,7) = va(y, 1) — ¥a(y) in which v/, = v/ is
the ordinary fluid velocity perturbation when suffix, 1 =i = (1,2, 3), otherwise v/, = v} is proportional to enthalpy
fluctuation. The latter denotes v}, := (y — 1) (A’ +v%/2) = (¢*)’+ (y — 1)v’?/2 where I’ is the fluctuating static enthalpy
and (c?)’ is the fluctuations in the sound speed squared such that v;/(y = 1) denotes the moving frame stagnation
enthalpy fluctuation (discussed further in [5]).

The tensor Ry;,(y,1,,7,; 7o) possesses 144 components (3 X 4 x 3 X 4), however, owing to its two pair symmetry
property —inasmuch as R;jx; = Rjiz; and R;jx; = R;jix when (4, ) = (1,2,3) —not all of these are independent. Afsar
et al. (2011) (see table 1 on p.2525 of their paper) show that 144 reduces to 63 independent components when these
symmetries are taken into account. Further reducing this number of components then involves achieving an “irreducible
representation” of the tensor using its symmetry approximations, such as isotropy for example.

In this paper, we use an axisymmetric turbulence model that is a much more realistic kinematic representation for
jets and which reduces the 63 components to a manageable number. The approximation assumes that the transverse
correlation lengths are small compared to that in the streamwise flow direction. This is a well founded assertion in
jets (see, for example, Pokora & McGuirk’s measurements[] in Figs. (19-21) and also Fig. (10) of their conference
paper, AIAA 2008 — 3028). Afsar ef al. [6] used Pokora & McGuirk’s data to propose that Ry, (y,n,,1,;7) is
an axisymmetric tensor where 7, = [p | and = (n,,n,). The spectral equivalent of this (Lemma’s 3.1 and 3.2
in Afsar[7]) requires that ®,;,;(y, k,, kf ; w) is axisymmetric with the streamwise direction, k,, being the principle
direction of invariance. This tensor is defined below; see (19). The physical space approximation is consistent with
experiments by Morris & Zaman [? ] who show in their Fig. (15) that the transverse and azimuthal correlation
lengths are virtually constant across range, St = (0.01 — 1.0) for an isothermal axisymmetric jet. The real space (i.e.
non-spectral tensor) equivalent of Eq. (3.20) in reference [8] is:

[6:0k1 — 6116 j16k1 — Sk16116:; + 6116 j16k1611 | Ro222 (¥, M1, 1115 T0)

+ [0k ji+ 6u6jk — 26;;0k1 + 2616 10k1 + 26k16116:;

— 5110110k — 616116k — 6 j10k1611 — 8;16k16 1| Ra303 (¥, 11,115 T0)

[6:16116 jk + 68161185k + 6 j16k1041

6:16k10 1 — 46716 j16k1611 | Ri212(¥, 11,113 T0)

[6:16 16k = 6116 16k1611 | Rir22 (¥ 71,115 70)

[6k16116:7 — 6116 j16k1611 | Raa11 (¥, m1. 113 70)

0:1610k1611 R1111 (Y, 11,1715 T0) (6)

Rijri(y, 11,115 70)

+ 4+ 4+ 4+ 4+

We can analyze the amplitude structure of R;jx;(y,0;0) in an obvious way that includes the complete set of 36
independent terms by computing the scalar (technically, quartilinear form), R;jx(y,0; 0)R; ki (y, 0;0)/ R%l 11(3,0;0).
Comparison of the exact spatial distribution of this scalar to its reduction given by using (6) will then indicate, among
other things, the relative importance of the 30 remaining independent components of R; jx; that are different from six
primary (viz. axisymmetric) components: (Rj111, R2222, R1122, Ro211, R1212, R2323), in the representation in Eq. (6).

Expanding the suffixes (i, j, k,[) = (1,2, 3) shows that the scalar form, R;jx;(y,0; 0)R;;xi (¥, 0; 0), expands into 5
different groups involving square components inasmuch as

7
Rijki(y,0;0)R; ki (y,0,0) = ZPmAm(R%lll’R%lll’R%112’R%113""R%jkl)' )
m=1
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The numerical pre-factors in the set, P,, = (1,1,1,2,4,4,8), can be expressed as 2" where the base 2 is related to
the fact there being an even multiplicity in the components of R;;i; owing to the pair symmetry at each point in the
geometric configuration formed by the tensor in (5) at y and y + i via R;jx; = Rjix; and R;jx; = R;jix. The two-pair
symmetry property exists at non-zero space-time separation in (5) and reduces the number of independent components
from 81 (3x3x3x3 =81)to 36 (6 x 6 =36). When (77, ) = 0 (and the auto-covariance tensor, R; jx;(y, 1, 7), reduces

7
to its auto-correlation), 36 independent components reduces to 21 where >, P,, = 21. The latter reduction in number
m=1
of components is because of the additional ’pair-interchange’ symmetry where R;x; = Ryz;; ensures all components

above the leading diagonal of a 6 X 6 matrix of independent components is equal to the components below the diagonal
(that runs from 1111 to 2323). The exponent, r, can then be formed by comparing the suffixes at y compared to y + .
That is, for the group of components for which i # j or k # [, r = n where n is the minimum number of independent
suffixes at y compared to y + 5. E.g., for Ry12, n = 2; Ro3p1, n = 3; Ri212, n = 2. The remaining components for
whichi=jork=[,r=n—-1. E.g, for Ri111,n=1and r = 0; Ry»33, n =2 and r = 1. Expanding the tensor suffixes
(i, j, k, 1) = (1,2,3) in (7) allows the coefficients A,,(A1, Az, ...As) in (7) to be expressed by the the appropriate sum
of squares of R;jx; inasmuch as:

. . 2 2 2 2 2
Rijk1(y,0;0)R;jki(y, 0;0) Z PrAm (RS 15 RYy 1 R RY s Riap)

7
L [R%m] (¥.0;0)
1

m=1

N

+ [Roam] (,00)

+ 1 [R3] (0,0:0)

+  2-[Rijp + Rij5s + Rays3] (9,00)

+ 4 [Riy + Rizs + Risps | (3,0;0)

+ 4R+ R+ Ry + Ry,

+ Royy3+ Rayps + Rzpp + Ragys +R§323](y,0;0)

+ 8- [Rbys + Riyps + Rapy | (0,050) 3)

Normalizing (8) by R%l 11 gives a formula for scalar, R; (7,05 0)R; jki(y, 0;0), that we compare against its axi-symmetric
reduction. That is, we compare:

RiinRi: [R2_ +R2
111:21 ijkl (7.0:0) = 1+ 222;2 B3 (3, 0:0)
1111 1111
[R? +R2 .. +R2
+ 0. | S R;l33 23 | (5, 0:0)
] 1111
[R%,,+R%, .+ R2
+ 4. |ten R;m 223 | (5.0:0)
1111
[ 52 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
- Ry 1o + Riji3+ Rijp3 + Ry 1p + Roy3 + Ry + Rigpn + Ry 3 + Rigps (y,0:0
. = y,0,0)
| Ri
[ 52 2 2
+ 8. R1213+R§313+R2321 (y.0:0) ©)
R

to its axi-symmetric reduction where R;jx;(y, 1, T) is approximated by (6) and fourth and fifth square brackets in (9)
are identically zero. In addition, Ry22 = R3333 & Rj212 = Ri313 (axi-symmetry) and Rj122 = Rpp;; (pair interchange
symmetry when (77, 7) = 0). Hence, (9) reduces to:

2 2 1 p2 2 1p2
2 Ry +4- (R1122 + ER2233) +8- (R1212 +3R )

RijklRijkl 2323

2
Rllll

»,0,0) = 1+

(y,0:0) (10)

2
Rllll
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Fig. 1 Axial variation of square norm R?j w/ R%m given by Eqs. (9) (LES data - no approximation) and (11)
(LES data - axi-symmetry given by 6) for OP1.3 at the core shear layer radial location, /D ; = 0.18.

We can further simplify this expression by taking the square of the Millionshchikov identity, inasmuch as R%zzz =
(Roo33 + 2R2323)2, and inserting this latter result into (10), to give

RijkiRij R; Ry )2 R, +R?

RUMBGK (0 0:0) = 14—22 |[142238) o (14 222 Tim )] 6.0 (11
2 5 R 5
Rim (R1111/2) 2323 R%,,

Since Figs. (10a) & (10b) in [9] show that amplitude ratio Ry33/R»323 = 0 along the shear layer at the streamwise
location of the end of jet potential core (the acoustic Mach number in this case is 0.75 and the flow is isothermal). The
amplitudes (of the auto-correlations) at y; /Dy =4 & 6 in Fig.10 of [9] appear as a ratio of Ry111: R2233/R1111 being
almost zero at these locations and R»3»3/g,,,, between (0.15 —0.18). Hence, (11) can be approximated by the deviatoric
components Rz and R;33 related to the in-plane and out-of-plane shear (i.e. in the 1 — 2 co-ordinate plane and the
perpendicular, 2 — 3 plane). That is:

RijiiRij R? R?
ljk; ijkl (y’o, 0) — 1 + 2323 > 1 +2 1 + é212 (y,o’o)’ (12)
R1111 (Riin/2) R2323

(where we have made use of the results in Fig. 10 in [9] and Fig. 6.6 in Afsar (2008) showing auto-correlation
amplitude Ri122/Ri111 = Roz11/Ri111 remains less than 0.1 at the end of the jet potential core). LES data of R;jx
components usually appears normalized with respect to largest component, R1;. We can re-write (12) slightly in this as
follows: R?jkl — 1+4R%,,; - (3+ R3,,/R3,,;) where Rijii(y,0:0) = Rijri(y,0;0)/Ri111(y, 0;0) is the normalized
auto-correlation amplitude component. The auto-correlation amplitude data in Figs. (10) in [9] and (6.6) in Afsar (2008)
indicate that ratio Rj512/R2323 ~ 2 along the shear layer at y; /D equals 4 and 6 (where R1212/Ro323 = Ri212/R2323).

Figures 1-3 show the axial variation of the square norm R; jx;/ R%m comparing (9) (LES data without approximation)
to (11) where the axisymmetric representation (6) is used. We show this at 4 azimuthal locations ¢ = (0°,90°, 180°,270°)
for OP1.3 (core/bypass) and OP1.7 (bypass). In general there is about a 10% or more difference between axi-symmetric
theory Eq. (11) and LES data. Further approximation given by 12 performs similarly across azimuthal circumference
and for both OPs; see Figs. 4-6.
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Fig. 2  Axial variation of square norm R?j w/ R%m given by Eqs. (9) (LES data - no approximation) and (11)

(LES data - axi-symmetry given by 6) for OP1.3 at the bypass shear layer radial location, /D ; = 0.38.

I11. Extended axisymmetry: reduction of Eq. (A.6) in [8]

In reference [10] we show that the general expression for a rank-4 axi-symmetric tensor derived in [8] (Eq. A.6 in
that paper) can be used to obtain an approximation for R;jx;(y, 1, 7o) in which the number of independent components
(n.) in the irreducible representation lies in the range 6 < n. < 22. In this way the new approximation includes further
components beyond the 6 terms required by streamwise invariant representation in (A.9) of [8], given by (6) for the
physical space auto-covariance tensor and, moreover, will allow examination of the importance of "non-axisymmetric’
components to the representation of (5).

Although the expansion below can be used on the full generalized auto-covariance tensor (i.e. on Ra;.:(y,1; 70)
and its spectrum ®,;,,;(y, k; w), we give the result only for the momentum flux or Reynolds stress auto-covariance
associated manifold of the full tensor Ry, (or, @) where the 4th component of the Greek suffixes, (4, u), is zero and
(A, 1) = (i, k) = (1,2,3). The momentum flux term enters term / { 'l in the exact decomposition of the acoustic spectrum
given by (15) in [6]. The complete expansion of ®,;,;(y, k; w) involves determining the irreducible representation
formed when the following quartilinear, trilinear and bilinear scalar forms (dDijkllzil;,-lgklgl) , (Dy jkﬂQ jleklgl) and
(D4 j4112j k;) remain invariant to the full rotation group at fixed (y; w) = O(1) point/values. That is, determining the
minimum number of permutations possible using the unit tensor (the alternating tensor is excluded for proper rotations
of the vector configuration) and the independent vector arguments: k and the unit vector, A. The latter vector represents
a type of principal direction about which the vector configuration defined by the scalar forms is rotated and/or reflected
for improper rotations. By the invariant theory, each permutation is multiplied by a scalar field that is an even function
of vector arguments and can be related to components of the original spectral tensor. This appears in App. C of
[6]. As explained in that paper, the invariant representation of the tensor @ ,;,;(y, k; w) has to considered when the
Greek suffixes take point values (4, u) = (4,i) and (4,4) respectively because the pair symmetries property exists
only when Greek suffixes are equal to Latin ones, (4, 1) = (i, k) in @,,; (i.e. the total number of objects in @, is
3x4x3x4=144reduces to (6 X 6+ 3 X 6+ 3 X 3) = 63; see Afsar et al. [6] for more details). While axi-symmetry
considers the streamwise direction, A = e; to be the so-called principal direction about which the above scalar forms
remain invariant (i.e. unaltered after rigid rotation), the authors of reference [6] showed that ®,;,; depends on the
transverse wavenumber vector, k|, through the square of its magnitude, ki =k ¢|2 (Lemma 3.2 in [8]) when the
physical space auto-covariance tensor, R ;. (¥, 1; 7o) is approximated by its azimuthal average and, therefore, depends
on the transverse correlation 77, only through the magnitude n, = |5, | (Eq. 16 in [6]).



Effect of tensor representations for high-order turbulence correlations in complex axi-symmetric flow fields

OP1.7 Bypass, 0 =0°

OP1.7 Bypass, 0 = 90°

41 —Eq.(9) ‘ —— Eq. (9)
—Eq. (11) , 35| ——Eq. (11) 3%
3.5 r
zm ﬂfﬂ\v\/\/\m/
3 o 5 1 0 5 10
25 3 5
3
2 2.5] .
AVl AAA_A
15 5 6 7 8 9 Z5 6 7 8 9 1
0 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20

x/Dj

OP1.7 Bypass, 0 =180°

x/Dj

OP1.7 Bypass, 0§ = 270°

——Eq.(9) —Eq.(9) ‘
35 U—Eq- (1 3M a5 —FQ-(ﬁ) 3
2
3 0 5 1 V V 5 1
3
2.5
zs\v/v\,/\/
) Z,A//v\,
5 6 7 8 9 1 6 7 8 9 1
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
x/Dj x/Dj

Fig. 3  Axial variation of square norm R?j w/ R%m given by Eqs. (9) (LES data - no approximation) and (11)
(LES data - axi-symmetry given by 6) for OP1.7 at the bypass shear layer radial location, /D ; = 0.38.

But the above approximation on R, (y, 17; 7o) follows automatically and self-consistently using simple asymptotic
arguments. It has long been known that the transverse correlation length is an order of magnitude smaller than the
streamwise for turbulence correlations in jet flows. This result was found by Pokora and McGuirk in water jets and
subsequently confirmed by LES data in a high-speed isothermal air jet simulation; see Fig. 19b and cf. Fig. 20b
in [11] for the Ry111 component at a streamwise location of 4D ; downstream of the nozzle exit (this coincides with
Harper-Bourne’s measurements in [12]; p. 238 in [11]) along the shear layer at r = 0.5D .

The P&M dataset shows that when 7 is fixed, only very small increases of the 7, result in a non-zero value
for the Ry correlation component. P&M indicate (p.241) that the streamwise separation, 77; was non-zero in the
initial auto-correlation measurement of Ryj;; when 1, = 0 (i.e. at the largest value of R;;1; which de-correlates in 7,
thereafter) to allow comparison with the hot-wire data in [12] and Davies et al. in [13] who took a similar initial r7; value
when 77, was varied in Ry111(n2). As well as a reduction in magnitude, each correlation curve for Ry;11 (1) in their Fig.
20 occurs at a much smaller value of the normalized separation (175) /D compared to Ry111(n1) in P&G’s results. This
extends to a maximum of (772)/D; ~ 0.078 before Ry111(n = fixed, 7,) — 0 as 79 — oo compared to (r71)/Dy ~ 0.6
or so in Fig. 19b at which point Ryj;; = Ry111(n1,72 =0) — 0 as 79 — oo. If /Dy = 0.1 in their measurements for
the transverse auto-correlation, i.e. Ryj11(n1, 12, 70) at gz = 0, then the intercept of normalized correlation, Ry, on
the ordinate axis is about 0.2 when (172) /D ~ 0.039. On the other hand, an intercept of the same magnitude (i.e. 0.2)
in the streamwise correlation Ry111 (171,72 = 0) will occur at a streamwise separation i1 /D = 0.3. Hence the ratio of
distances (streamwise to transverse) from where the correlation function reduces to the same normalized value is equal
t0 0.3/0.039 ~ 8. In other words a reduction in correlation length from the transverse to the streamwise direction of
order of 0.1. The second order correlation function shows similar trends in P&M’s data (Figs. 19a cf. 20a) but with a
slight increase in the ratio above.

A. Natural dependence of R;;,; on a strained separation vector
The above experimental findings can be naturally recovered when we suppose that R, (y, 7; 7o) depends on the
separation 7 via the strained vector with components:

n = {1, €, €03} = (5171 + e + 5i3€7H3) e, (13)
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Fig. 4 Axial variation of square norm R?j w/ R%m given by Eqgs. (11) (LES data - axi-symmetry given by 6)
and (12) (LES data - further approximation) for OP1.3 at the core shear layer radial location, »/D; = 0.18.

where ¢;; is the usual Kronecker delta function (unit tensor), (71, 72, 73) = O(1) and € < O(1) (see reference [10])

3
and (13) possesses square-distance, 77 = Y, €2(""D5/2. We suppose that the latter parameter (i.e. €) is asymptotically
n=1

small in that it strains the separation vector in the arguments of the auto-covariance tensor, R (y, ;7o) such
that for an arbitrary increase in the normalized transverse separation i, = O(1), R, jut(¥,1m; ) is non-zero when
1n2/l. = O(€) but is bounded at large time-delays inasmuch as R, jui — O at any fixed y positiAoned in the turbulence
energy-containing region of the jet when 7j(; 3y = O(1). At values of 1, (i.e., 72 > O(€)), Ryju(y,n;70) — 0 for
all 7y = O(1). P&M'’s data shows that further increases in 1, where 1, ~ D (and of the same order as j; = O(1))
results in zero correlation; i.e., R jul (¥, 15 70) = 0 in this region of the correlation volume. (This corresponds to the
€ — 0 ‘elongated eddy’ limit discussed below Eq. 15). The normalized time delay here is defined as 7y = 7oU; /D
and I@,Uﬂl(y, n;70) = Raju (¥, 15 70)/Raju(y,0;0) (no sum across suffixes (4, j, u, ) in the latter ratio). Similar rapid
de-correlation of R, jut occurs with 7j3 = O(1) separations. That is, we assume via the scaling above in (13) that finite
non-zero values of the normalized correlation function R, jut is measured over short 773 /1. = O(€?) separations. The
data in Figs. (20b) & (21b) in P&M confirms this and we discuss its implication further below.

An alternative way to think about the dependence on the strained vector (13) in the rapid variation of R, jul (¥, 15 70)

also implies that the normal/spanwise correlation lengths (I 5,2), [ 5.3)) are much less than (i.e. asymptotically disparate
with respect to) the streamwise correlation length; hence, [ Ez) <l él) and / 9 < El). Using the definition of the radial

length, 15’) = \1152)2 + 153)2 = el + O(€?), physically € can now be defined more concretely as the ratio of the radial
correlation length to streamwise correlation length; i.e. € := li.r) /e = lﬁ.r) / lg.l) since {li.l), 15.2), 123)} =1.{l,¢,€} by
(13) and zﬁ.’) = {{lﬁ.l), 15.2), 123)} = zﬁ.’) (¥, 70) is a function of 7 and therefore the rapid variation of I?/m,l(y, 1; T9) over
the (2, 3)/(r, ¢)-directions in the finite (bounded) correlation volume V (5); Latin suffixes as before, i = (1,2, 3).

The length scale, /., has the upper bound: max{l.}(y,n) ~ l%llm(y,n) where l%llll((y,q) = |l,(,ml)|(y,n) is
the magnitude of the vector of correlation lengths, l,(]1 1 (y,m) = (157‘1‘ ! 1), 157121 ! ]), l%“ l))(y, 1), along the Cartesian

directions 1 = (171,12, n73) for the correlation function R;y11(y, 17; 79) (the largest corﬁponent of R, Jjul> as mentioned
above, defines the upper bound). The former (non-dimensional) length scale is defined by (4, j, u, 1)) = (1,1,1,1)
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Fig. 5 Axial variation of square norm R?j w/ R%m given by Eqgs. (11) (LES data - axi-symmetry given by 6)
and (12) (LES data - further approximation) for OP1.3 at the bypass shear layer radial location, »/D ; = 0.38.

component of the integral over 7y:

(o8]

l](]/lj#l)(y,q) = {l(/ljlll) lg;;]ﬂl) lg;;],ltl)} (y,n) :/ﬁﬂj#l(y,n;fo) dty (14)
0

The (4, j, u,1)) = (1,1,1,1) component of the non-dimensional length scale, ;' = |l§1m)|, associated with the
auto-covariance tensor R jut(¥,m; 7o) lies between an upper bound defined by the jet diameter, D, and a lower bound
(i.e., [;!!! is much less than) the maximum acoustic wavelength, max(d.) ~ O (k) for the sound radiated at the
lowest frequencies (where the non-dimensional frequency w < 1) representing the largest acoustic wavelengths. Hence,
le~1 }7“1 is bounded by the inequality: k7! < [. < D and can be taken as, I = O(1), when the length scale defined

by (14) is normalized by the fixed transverse spatial extent, D ;.

B. Azimuthal dependence of R ,;,; in the limit as e — 0

Three-component PIV measurements (3C-PIV)) of jet turbulence were conducted by P&M (see [11], [14], [9], [3],
[6] & among others) to determine the appropriate correlation function components at various azimuthal separation angles
at fixed streamwise/radial separations. In reference [8] the invariant representation of R, jut(¥,1; 10) was formulated for
an arbitrary vector configuration of (y, 1; ) that reduced to Eq. (6) when A = e for turbulence evolving in a so-called
‘cylindrical shell’. That is, at a fixed streamwise point, the azimuthal (Ay) dependence of the auto-covariance tensor is
neglected in a cylindrical interrogation volume that separates field points y and z = (y +7) (with y fixed in the definition
given by Eq. 5) and the azimuthally averaged tensor assumed to be axi-symmetric; this is assumption 3.2 in [8].

In cylindrical co-ordinates,the field points are given by y = (y1,7,¥) and z = (z1, 7, ) where radial locations are
specified by 72 := |r|?> = (y2 + y3) and 7 = |F#|> = (z2 + z3) and azimuthal angles at these points are by tany = y,/y3
and tany = 2, / z3. Moreover, at any streamwise location a vector in the r = (y;, y3) plane lies parallel to a vector in

7 = (22, z3) plane in a manner such that the Jacobian for this isometry is unity: J(z,7) = H |0z;/0n;i| =1 (i.e., a

dilation). The separation vector that defines the cylindrical interrogation volume, (z —y) =g 1s then specified uniquely
by the triad, n = (171, 172, 773) in Cartesian co-ordinates and by = (171, 7., A¥) in this cylindrical co-ordinate system
where 71 = (z1 — y1), 7. = (F —r) and Ay = (J — ). But the latter assumption 3.2 introduced in [8] follows naturally
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Fig. 6 Axial variation of square norm R%j ! R%m given Eqs. (11) (LES data - axi-symmetry given by 6) and
(12) (LES data - further approximation) for OP1.7 at the bypass shear layer radial location, r/D; = 0.38.

after inserting (13) into Ay = tan~!(1,/n3)* and using the Taylor expansion formula (1.644 2) in Gradshetyn & Ryzhik
[15] gives the following expansion for the azimuthal angle, Ay :

3 0

T ~ € ~ T
AU (72, m3) = AU (ha, €)= E—ecotAw+?cot3At//+...—5—2( 1)m-n/2E_ cot Ay (15)
r P 3
- E—ecotAz//+O(6)

where, after using (13) and the line below it, arbitrary variations in the re-scaled azimuthal angle Ay are defined via
A = tan™! A3, /3 = O(1) and the integer m in the summation formula in (15) takes on odd positive integral values:
m=2n—1(n € Z"). In this sense, Ay (72, fj3; €) expands as a Poincaré series with algebraic gauge functions in odd
powers of the small parameter, €, multiplied by a pre-factors of the form: cot”™ Ays/m for the m’th odd term in the
series. That is, Ay (72, 3; €) = O(1) — e cot Ay + € (cot® Af/3) + ... For angular separations where Ay < O(1), the
remainder term in (15) expands like ~ €/Ay: the latter of which makes an asymptotically small o(e/Ay) contribution
to (15) in the limit as € — 0.

More generally, the remainder term in (15) is easily bounded for variations in (7, /73) using formulas (1.644 2)
and the Taylor expansion for coti in (1.411 7) in G&R [15]. The e-prefactor is then bounded by the magnitude,
| cottan™! (52 /73)|. But since, cotz = 1/z — z/3 + O(z?), the next order term in (15) will remain O(e) when tan™! z
(that enters above) is expanded for z = (72 /73) = O(1) transverse separations. But still, in the limit as € — 0, this
contribution goes to zero like o(¢€) in (15) when € — 0 faster than the increase in cot Ay for O(1) changes in Ai.
Physically, this limit corresponds to turbulent structures (measured by the auto-covariance tensor in Eq. 5) that remain
elongated (i.e. infinitely long) in the streamwise correlation length at lowest order in € when Ay > 0 inasmuch as

lo > O(1) — oo with O(e) depth in the radial direction in which 7, expands as 7}, = /5> /I = effa + O(€?).

For long elongated streamwise turbulence structures that we are considering here, and for which € < O(1) (or
I. > O(1) — o), these simple asymptotic considerations can be interpreted by saying R, jut(¥,1; 7o) remains
azimuthally correlated over a relatively short range of angular separation, Ay ; i.e., the value of the normalized
correlation function will remain non-zero for only relatively small azimuthal angles (compared to 27 — the latter is

*Simple co-ordinate geometry shows that Ay = tan™! (172/173) = tan~! (22 — y2) /(23 — y3) is equivalent to Ay = tan™! (z2/23) — tan™' (y2/y3).
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the upper limit of the azimuthal average introduced in [8]). This is clear from Fig. 21b in P&M-‘s paper for the
largest component Ry111(y, 71,71, AY; 79). That is, they find that at an azimuthal angle of Ay = 10°, the normalized
Rin(y,n1,n.1, AY; 19) reduces by almost ~ 80% (from 1.0 for the auto-correlation of Ry1(y,n; 1) to ~ 0.2 at
Ay = 10°); the amplitude at this Ay is also very small, running from 0.2 to 0.1 across the range of normalized time delay
(i.e., from 1oU./D; = 0 to approximately 5 respectively). At Ay = 20°, there is negligible variation of Ry111(y, 175 7o)
across the range of time delay and the amplitude is basically at zero.

This data is consistent with Harper-Bourne’s [12] turbulence measurements (the red dots in Fig. 21 in P&M). Indeed,
on p. 241, P&M write that: “These azimuthal correlations (i.e., R11 and Ry111) are significantly flatter than the axial or
radial correlations for quite small increases in the separation vector”. Note that, Fig. 15 in M&Z’s data shows the
Fourier transform of the Ry111(y, i; 70) possess an integral length scale that remains basically constant over a frequency
range of covering the peak jet noise (that is St ~ (0.02 — 0.7)) must be for values of Ay < Ay where Ay # 0° is the
minimum (non-zero) azimuthal angle above which R, jut(¥,1m1, 11, Ay 19) de-correlates to zero for all time delays,
70; 1.€., Ié,lj#l(y, NN, Ay > Ag;19) = 0 Vg € [0, 00). (The “0” subscript indicates that the magnitude of the
auto-covariance is finite at this maximum azimuthal separation which obviously lies between Ay = 0° to Ay = 20°; at
the former (autocorrelation location) R, jut = 1 and at the latter azimuthal angle R, jut has de-correlated to 0). P&M’s
data indicates that Ao =~ 10° or so.

Fig.7 indicates that for OP1.3 at the core shear layer location, the amplitude of Ry does not vary that significantly
over the 4 azimuthal planes: ¥ = (0°,90°, 1800°,2700°). See Fig.8 also which shows the point values of the amplitude
at the start and end of the potential core region for OP1.3. We might expect, therefore, that R111; will have a similar
small variation in azimuthal separation Ay in the core region. It is interesting that at the bypass radius for OP 1.3
and 1.7 in Fig. 7, the variation in amplitude for Rii1; is about 10% at the axial location, x/D; = 6; this is shown
more clearly in the barcharts in Figs.8 & 9 where the azimuthal variation appears to increase for OP1.3 at the bypass
radius location further along the streamwise axis at the location 12D ; (note that “x/D;” in the figures and captions
corresponds to y; /D in the analysis).

o
‘*:,/\ 4\ OP1.7 Bypass .
AW\ [

\J\ o
Fls

W, .
\__)T/\\H\/‘\ OP1.3 Bypassn“ !

4 T
TR Zas | R T

02 AN :L \%\P\ 1 02 \\/\\:\\ o \S/—\\
‘ ) SO I

o . B S S S R 0 .
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20

X/Dj

XIDj

Fig. 7 Axial variation of R at 4 azimuthal planes: ¢ = (0°,90°,180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the core/bypass
shear layer radial locations r /D ; = (0.18, 0.38) respectively. OP1.7 is at the bypass radial location, /D ; = 0.38.

C. An asymptotically exact ‘cylindrical shell’

The azimuthal average of R, jul(¥,m1,11, Ay 19) over Ay € [0, 27] reduces to the much shorter interval [0, Ay
where Ay # 0 is a small non-zero wedge as P&M and HB ‘s data in [11, 12] both indicate. In ref. [10] we show that
the azimuthal average:

2 Ay

_ 1 ~ 1 N
Rajui(¥,m1,mL:10) = g/RamI(y,m,m,Alﬂ;To) dAy — Ao / Rajui(¥,m1,mL, AY; 10) dAY. (16)
0 0

11
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Fig. 8 Variation of R||| at 4 azimuthal planes: y = (0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the core/bypass shear
layer radial locations r /D ; = (0.18, 0.38) respectively.
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Fig. 9 Variation of R |, at 4 azimuthal planes: ¥ = (0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.7 at the bypass shear layer
radial locations r/D; = 0.38.

In refs. [8] and [6], R, jut (.11, 1L, A 19) was approximated to be independent of Ay without rational justification.
However, assumption (3.2) in ref.[8] now follows automatically when the streamwise and transverse turbulence length
scales are asymptotically disparate and € — 0. We show in ref.[10] that the lowest term in the Taylor expansion of
R, jut(¥,m1, 11, Ay 1) in (17) is then formally azimuthally independent inasmuch as,

R (v mi, AW 10) = Raju(y,m1,1., 0;70) + 0(1), (17)
to within an algebraically small remainder term in the limit as € — 0. The azimuthal average of R, jul (Y., 1L, AW T0)
in (16) is therefore given by

1 Ay
R/lj[,ll(yvnlarll;‘ro) - A_'J/() Iédjul(y,nlan,Alﬁ;TO)dAl/’=Ié/ljul(y,7]1,7h_,0;70)a (18)
0

where R (¥, 11,115 70) = Rajpu (¥, 1,915 70, €). X
We validate the issue of azimuthal variation of R,; ,11( ¥,n1,1., A;19) in ref. [10] using LES data, for now we
consider the effect of including the O(e) correction to the representation in (6) where R ;i (y,71,7.; 7o) depends on

Ay viafi, = n2 /12 = e + O(€®). As shown in ref. [8], this is done more transparently using the spectral tensor
because the shell theory models of turbulence (ch.3 in [16]) are derived from this starting point.

D. Homogenization of the averaged spectral tensor in transverse wavenumber co-ordinates
Following (3.1) in ref. [8], we assume that R, jul(¥,1m1,11L, Ar; 19) is an axi-symmetric tensor. This means that
the scalar form defined by R,;,, is invariant to the full rotation group with respect to the streamwise unit vector,

12
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A = e;. That is a 3D rotation/reflection of the vector configuration (connecting y and z = y + 1) about the streamwise
direction. This is equivalent to the scalar forms (see paragraph at the bottom of p.7): (R,ka,njnkm, R4kaj e &
Ry Jj417 j71) remaining invariant to the O(2) symmetry group about A = e; where 7j; = 1;/|n|. Since App. (A.2) in
[8] and App. A in [17] both show that the symmetry group can also be projected down to SO(2) sub-group without
changing its representation of R, jul- (Note the error in Lie group designation on pp.132 & 137 of ref. [8]). Since
Ié,ljﬂl(y, M1, A3 70) = Raju(y.h1,1 15705 €) for € < 1 (see line below 18), the latter tensor is also axi-symmetric.
The temporal Fourier transformed tensor, H, jut(¥,71,71; w, €) in (4) is also, therefore, an axi-symmetric tensor as is
its linear multiple, ‘Iv_(,wl (y,71,71; w, €), defined below (5).
We now define the spectral tensor, @41 (y, k, w),

Dy, k, w) 1=/( )ﬁxlj,ul(y»ﬁl’ﬁl;w» e)e * M qp (19)
Vn

is equal to (27)3 times the usual 3-dimensional spectrum defined by Eq. (2.4.3) on p.23 in Batchelor [18] and its complex
conjugate enters the acoustic spectrum formula; see, for example, see formulae given by Eqs. (34) & (36) in Afsar et al.
[17]. The localized volume, V(n) defined about the field point, y with triple integral over an elemental volume, dn,

3
defined in Cartesian co-ordinates by dnp = [] dn,. Inserting (13) shows that the O(1) normalized correlation volume
n=1

given by dn = dn /1> = €3dij where dif = O(1) in which the correlation length, [, possesses an upper bound, /. ~ D ;
3

see paragraph below (14). In cylindrical co-ordinates the normalized volume, dij = [] d#, = diji7.df, dAy extends
n=1

along a line in the streamwise direction of O(1) length; a radius, 77, of O(e€) extent and over a wedge, Ay, in the

azimuthal direction of asymptotically small thickness that goes to zero like 0(61/ 2) (see ref.[10]).

From the definition of the Fourier transform, as a limit of a Fourier series (see Eqs. 7.3 & 7.4 on p.302 in Carrier
et al. [19]), the integral over separation vector, 5, in (19) is defined over the continuum of wavenumbers, which in
Cartesian co-ordinates is kK = (k1, k) = (ky, k2, k3). The theory of Fourier integrals expounded by Carrier e al. shows
that the argument of the kernel of (19) is such that k. = O(1). . Hence, if we insert (13) in k.5p = O(1) we obtain:

k-n=0(1)

(8171 + Sin€iiy + Si3€%3) ki (20)
kini + (ey2) ko + (€2y3) k33,

where the normalized wavenumber vector is k = [.k. But since the (n1,1m2,13) integrals in (19) are independent,
(k - ) = O(1) requires that (e - y2) = O(1) and (€ - y3) = O(1). The natural result is, therefore, that the —Fourier
transform of the auto-covariance (5), ®@,;,:(y, k, w), depends on transverse wavenumbers via gauge functions (y2,y3)
in (20) that scale like, y, ~ 1/€ and y3 ~ 1/€%. This implies that if I?,U,,l(y, 11,12, 13; 7o) depends on 7 through the
strained separation vector in (13), its spectrum, ®,;,,;(y, k, w), must depend on k via the following richest possible
asymptotic scaling:

k = {/21, e ]22, 672123}151 = ((Sillgl + (5,‘2671 ]22 + 61‘3672]23)5] s 20
that is slowly-varying along co-ordinate directions in the transverse (2 — 3) plane at arbitrary points in space/frequency
(y;w) = O(1) and where (ky, k2, k3) = O(1). The dependence of Dy, k,w) = (iJ/lj,,l(y, k:w,e€) on (ka, k3) in
(19) remains (at most) as large as O (1/€2); anything less than this (i.e., the O(1/€) scaling in the normal k, direction)
is asymptotically smaller than this as € — 0. The latter corresponds to the emergence of a distinct scale separation
occurs for the physically-measured auto-covariance tensor (5) through the definition of the € below (14). The magnitude
of the slow-spectral decay of &, jut in the (ko, k3) co-ordinates at any fixed spatial field point and frequency (y; w)
must, in a sense, correspond to a ‘stretching mechanism’ (being the linguistic antithesis of straining) — but this only
results because of the aforementioned straining (i.e., spatial reduction) of the physical turbulence in the (1, 73) (or,
(n., Ay)) spatial separations in (13).

It is easy now to recover the Leib & Goldstein result (Egs. 39 & 40 in [21]) and (B.10) in [17] (see details in
[10]). That is, (i)/*lju / (y, 12; w, €) is proportional to the streamwise Fourier transform of the following Hankel transform
(Eq.8.5.7 on p.962 in Morse & Feshbach [22]):

£ (3 R 0, €) = 21 / FHj (31 0, o (Rufi )AL ds 22)
0

"The limiting form of this defining property of Fourier transforms is exploited in the Abelian theorem as summarized on p. 36 of Noble [20]
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where the exponent, m, on the left side of (22) scaling the k 1 —dependency of the Hankel transform I Al (P71, Ig’f; w, €)
of the turbulence defined through the scripted tensor, jui- This exponent is given by m = 2 because the zeroth-order
Bessel function, Jo(k.7.), is an even function and therefore expands as even powers of its argument (Eq. 4.1 in
Bowman [23]). Hence, the complex conjugate of (19) reduces to the single integral:

(e8]

.k k0, €) = / Fjut (3,01, k35 w, €)™ dip,y (23)
0

that is formally independent of the azimuthal separation, AY, in the transverse wavenumber (k», k3) space defined
above. Whence, it follows from Lemma 3.2 in Afsar [8] that the left side of (23) can be replaced by its azimuthal average.
Namely, ﬁDfljﬂl(y, kq, ki; w,€) = (D;j#l(y, ky, ki; w, €) + o(1) up to an error that, commensurate with (17), remains
o(1) to the order of magnitude of the analysis (in other words, as € — 0). The azimuthal average of the spectral tensor
(19) over a AW (k», k3) wedge is given by (3.18) in Ref. [8]. Moreover, the functional dependence of ijﬂl on k2 can
obviously reduce to a dependence on k 1 = |k .| since the latter maintains that Hankel transform I, (Y, 171, IET; w, €)
in (22), is an even function of k; when inserted into the remaining axial transform, (23).

E. Asymptotic structure and expansion of tensors 5’/"11.# , and R;j,u with next-order corrections

N A 3 A
Since the square magnitude of the wavenumber vector k; = I2'k; is given by k% = 3 € 2=V k2 after using (21), we
n=1

easily find that the square of its transverse components then scale like k> = (y%l%% + 7%12%)!;2 or ]22L = (6‘2125 + 6_4123)
via (20) & (21). Inserting this into Eq. (A.6) of Afsar [8] (when the principal direction is A = e;) then shows that the
spectral tensor CDfl].ﬂl(y, kq, ki; w, €) expands increasing powers of gauge functions (y3,y3) = (e’] ,€72) in (20); i.e.,

(1 7~

o) (v, k1,00, €)
=) o 7 120

+ <Dd(jlzl(y,k1,ki(kz;yz);w,e)

—(3 foayn
+ <I>/l(jl31(y,k1,ki(kz,kﬁ)’z,)’s);w,f)-

Egjyl(y, Izl,lgi;a), €)

(24)
This result can be written much more succinctly as the following sum of sub-spectral tensors: E;M (s ki, /23; w,€) =
3 — A A A A PO A
2 (Dfl(jr;ll)l(y’ ki, (k2)™; w, €). The third argument denotes (k1)) = 0%; (k3)? = k2 (k2:72) = v3k% + O(¥3) and
n=1 3

(/21)(3) = 123(122, k3:7y2,7v3). The latter two arguments of the sub-spectral tensors are found using the expansion for
k? above (24), where (l%i)m includes both O(y%) and O(y%) contributions. But since the asymptotic expansion for
the Fourier-type integrals (p.256 of Carrier et al. [19]) shows that large (infinite) transverse wave-number, ]in — o0
corresponds to small 77, = |if,| — 0; i.e., infinitesimally small transverse correlation length. Therefore, retaining
only terms O(y;) = O(1/¢€) in the sub-spectral tensor 53(321@, ki, ]2%_(]22; v2); w, €) since the P&M/HB turbulence
data indicates that the transverse 7, correlation length, ailthough small, is non-zero, commensurate with the small
but non-zero value of the e—parameter . The O(7y,) retention corresponds to only keeping terms linear in &, in the

complete axi-symmetric expansion formula, (A.6) in Afsar [8]). Inasmuch as Ejﬁjl(y, ki, l%i(l%z; v2); w, €) depends
on /23(122; v viak, = k.| = yolko| + O(y%)l. Eq. (A.6) in [8] still shows that even this retention to lowest order in
0%) iAn the scaling for l%i(l%z; 7v2) produces a permutative expansion as a power series in increasing algebraic powers
of k, of the form ) &rkg where the index r runs between the integral range, r € [1,4] and &, is scalar function of
(y, k1, k2, w). Higiler powers of v, in (A.6) of ref. [8] will tend to infinity faster like O(1/€") (where r > 1) by (20) &
(21). Slow spectral variation of 6;%2 ; (and therefore 53].# ;) in transverse wavenumber space of this type will result in
the physical space tensor R,;,; to immediately de-correlate with 77, ([19] & [20]) or have an amplitude that is much

less than unity since such O(7§>1) terms equate to components of the physical space auto-covariance tensor (Eq. A.10
and p.137 in [8]) that are of very small magnitude; see, for example, [24].

“This corresponds to the fully ‘k; —independent’” Afsar result, Eq. (A.11) in ref. [8].
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These arguments imply that d)*(z)l(y ki, k2 (k2 v2);w, €) = O(y2) + O(y )+ .+ O(y ). In [10] we show that

the O(y,)—truncated form of the sub-spectral tensor <I>*(2) =o' y, k 1,Y2 k2 w, €) in (24) can be expressed in the
p D@, k1 P

following form for the (4, i) = (i, k) momentum-flux assomated tensor:

-2
z;(kz(y’kl,yﬂkzl w, €)

[6:7(6116k2 + 6k1612) + 6k (826 51 + 6 26:1)| As(y, kv, yalkal; w, €)

+  [6ik (6162 +61612) + 6 (6126k1 + 0k26i1)
+ 61(8,20k1 +6x20 1) + 0,k (511012 + 611612) | As (v, k1, yalkals w, €)
+  [6:161(6116k2 + 6k1612) + 611011 (8:1 12 + 625 11) | A1o(y, k1, v2lkals w, €) + O(¥3).

(25

Egs.(19), (23), (22), (4) and the linear relation below it now show that each term in (24) is defined by a physical-space
auto-covariance that has the same tensorial structure. This immediately suggests that, commensurate with (24),
Raju(y, i, 0, €) = Z RV l(y 1,1 (0n21f2, 00373); w, €) where (8,2, 0,3) are unit tensors. In full form this

takes the form:

AJu

Rjut (s, 150, €) = R (501,00, €) + R (00,1 () 0, €) + R, (0, AL (s 3)s 0,€) (26)

7 4

where R( kl(y 1, 0; w, €) is given by (6) for the momentum flux (4, i) = (i, k) components and using (25), ik @

lowest order in €, expands as:

Eg,)d(y,ﬁl,ﬁi(ﬁzﬁw, €) = [6ij(6116k2 + 0x1012) + 6k1(6126 1 + 6 12611) | Raz12(y, 1. AL (h2); w, €)
[6ik (116 j2 + 6;1612) + 6 j1(8i20k1 + 6k2611)

8i1(8j26k1 + 0k261) + 8k (811012 + 6:1012) | Ra31 (y, A1, 11 L (12); w, €)
[6:16;1(8116k2 + Sx1612) +

§x1011 (811072 + 628 71) | (Ri112 — R3312 — 2R3031) (3, 11, 1. (112); w, €) + O(€7),
27

+ + + +

to within an O(e?) remainder and, therefore, generalizes Eq. (A.11) in [8] to include the O(¢€) correction for a
turbulence field within the jet that depends on the transverse separation with magnitude that expands as 4, = |fj | =
effy + O(€?). In other words, the first two terms of the functional decomposition in (26) can be re-arranged to read,

R/lml(y 1,0 w,€) — Rfllj)ﬂl(y 71,0, w, €) = Eq.(27) + o(€) where R( ) is given by (6). This then provides a

two-term asymptotic expansion formula for R ju1 Which we validate next using LES data for the momentum flux
components (4, u) = (i, k).

IV. Using LES data to validate the 2-term asymptotic expansion formulae (26) & (27)

The quartilinear tensor form (or, square norm) of R;;z; can now be re-computed using (26) & (27). That is,

RiiiRiiki 2R? R?  +1R2 R, +1iR2
zJRz UKL 0:0) = 1+ R22222(y’0;0)+4. 1122R22 23 | (4 0:0)+8- 1212Rzz 22 |, 0:0)
111 1111 1111 11
2 2 2
R - R - 2R R
4 42 ;312 3031y, (Ri112 %3212 3231) (7.0:0) + 16 3312 WL 0:0)
Rim 1111 Ri i
R R - R - 2R R R - R - 2R
. 8. 3312 1112R2 3312 3231) (7.0:0) + 16 - 3231 ( 1112R2 3312 3231) (5.0:0)
1111 1111
(28)

Figs. (10)-(12) show much closer agreement between the direct LES formula for the square-norm Rl?j il R%“ ,in(9)
and (28) compared to the previous calculation of (11) that represents the leading term in the general asymptotic formula,
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Fig. 10  Axial variation of square norm R%j ! R%m given by Eqgs. (9) (LES data - no approximation) and (28)
(LES data - axi-symmetry given by Eqs. 6, 26, 27) for OP1.3 at the core shear layer radial location, /D ; = 0.18.

(26). The results in Figs. (9)-(12) indicate a difference of less than 1% between Eqgs. (9) and (28) at the locations at
almost all locations from the nozzle exit to the end of potential core. This agreement is closer in the core radius for
OP1.3 compared to the bypass radius for both OPs. However, here too, the difference is considerably better than in Figs.
(1)-(3). But the LES data (in Figs. 13-21) also shows that the components R3315 and R3y3; are largely negligible (i.e.
R3312, R3231 < 1 at the core radius and bypass radius locations (/D 7 =0.18 and r/D; = 0.38 respectively) where the
turbulence kinetic energy is largest. The component R}, appears to retain a significant amount of turbulence energy
relative to Ry this is evidently owing to the fact that 3 of tensor suffixes are contracted in the axial direction for this
component. The bar charts in Figs. (16-21) show that the amplitude ratio Ry;12/R;11 remains bounded between 0.15
and almost 0.3 for both operating points at streamwise locations at the start and end of the potential core with an almost
uniformity across the azimuthal planes — particularly at the streamwise locations closer to the start of the potential core
(i.e., at ~ 6D ). This is consistent with the numerical results of Karabasov et al.[25].

Hence, using this information, the sub-tensor E;Jz.;d(y, N1,7. (1,12); w, €) in (27) can be justifiably approximated
to the following:

Eg,ll(ysﬁl,ﬁl(ﬁlsﬁﬁ;w’6) —  [61161(6116k2 + 6x1612)

+ Ok1011(616 2 + 6128 ;1) | (Ri112 = R3zin — 2R3031) (y, 1, 1. (1, 112); w, €) + O(€2),
(29)

since the difference in small O(€) ~ (R112, R3312, R3231) quantities for the red coloured terms in (29): (R111o — R3312 — 2R3231)
could _potentially be larger than the small quantities (R332, R3231) themselves due to the fact that ‘almost-streamwise’
term Rp11 is significantly larger than the latter auto-covariance components. Our LES data (discussed below) confirms
this. The natural follow-on to this approximation is that the momentum flux (2, i) = (i, k) components of the asymptotic
expansion in (26) can be commensurately approximated to the following form:

- PR (1 .

Rijr(y, N1, w,€) = Rﬁj,)(,(y,m,O;w,e)

[6:161(6116k2 + 6k1012)

Sk1611(8110 2 + 6120 11) | (Ri112 = R3312 = 2R3031) (3, A1, L (1, 12); w, €) + 0(€)
(30)
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OP1.3 Bypass, 0 =0° OP1.3 Bypass, 0 = 90°
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x/Dj

OP1.3 Bypass, § =180°

Fig. 11  Axial variation of square norm R?j /! R%m given by Eqs. (9) (LES data - no approximation) and
(28) (LES data - axi-symmetry given by Eqgs. 6, 26, 27) for OP1.3 at the bypass shear layer radial location,
r/Djy =0.38.

where E;fl.,)d(y,ﬁl,O; w, €) is again given by (6) for the momentum flux components, (30). Finally, the square

norm (28) may be approximated to retain only the term linear in the difference |R;jx| = Rii114 /R%jk ; /R%111 ~
(Ri112 = R3312 = 2R3231):

RiixiRi; 2R? R? . +iR2 R? +1R?
UIS ijkl (y.0:0) — 1+ Rzzzzz(y’0;0)+4' 1122Rzz 2233 (y,0:0) +8 - 12121322 2323 (y,0:0)
1111 1111 1111 1111
Ri112 — R3312 — 2R3031 )?
. 4. (Ri112 — R3312 3231) (y,0:0)
R2
1111

€1y

to within an O (€?) remainder term. We can make one further approximation now, which is to retain only the Ry, term
in the pre-factor for the term in red. That is,

RijuiRi; 2R? R?, +1R2 R%, . +1R2
kIR ikl (y,0:0) — 1+ 2222(y,0;0)+4- 1122 " 272233 (y,0:0) +8 - 1212 " 272323 (y,0:0)
R%m R%m R%m R%m
R2
1112
+ 4[R2_ (y,0;0)
1111

(32)

In other words, the square-norm of the auto-covariance tensor, R;j; in (32) is equal to the sum of (11) (given
by the leading term in the expansion formula, Eq. 26 for (u,A = i, k) only) and the extra contribution from the
‘almost-streamwise’ term, R;112 in form of (2R1220/Ri111)>.

In Figs. (22-24), we show that the amplitude pre-factor (R15> — R3312 — 2R3231) in 30 (and its analytic consequence
31) remains of the order of (0.1 — 0.2) when normalized by R;;; (Figs. 22-24) or (0.4 — 0.6) when normalized by
R1>1> (the auto-covariance component that is dominant for the peak noise radiation; see [7] & [9]). This is shown in Fig.
25.
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Fig. 12  Axial variation of square norm R?j /! R%m given by Eqgs. (9) (LES data - no approximation) and
(28) (LES data - axi-symmetry given by Eqs. 6, 26, 27) for OP1.7 at the bypass shear layer radial location,
r/Djy =0.38.

V. Discussion and Conclusions

On p. 241 of their paper, Pokora & McGuirk [11] wrote that: “These azimuthal correlations (i.e., Ryy and Ry111)
are significantly flatter than the axial or radial correlations for quite small increases in the separation vector". The
smallness of this variation has analytical consequences for the Reynolds stress auto-covariance tensor (R; ;) in round
jet flows. We have shown that it naturally implies that the latter tensor depends on a strained separation vector with
richest asymptotic balance between transverse components 2 and 3 given by Eq. (13). Extending this definition to
wave-number spectral space for the spatial Fourier transform of R;x; in (21) allows an extended 2-term asymptotic
formula for the auto-covariance tensor to be developed. This is given by our Eqs. (26) & (27). The latter formulae when
expressed by the square-norm (i.e. the quartilinear tensor form) in Eq.(28) compares very favorably with LES data
for complex jet flow fields of our interest in this paper. Indeed the extended the theory of axisymmetric turbulence
developed herein recovers the numerical results uncovered by Karabasov et al. [25], namely that the auto-covariance
tensor component R, remains sizeable at the end of the potential core region where the turbulence kinetic energy is
large. Future work will aim to explore the impact of this term in acoustic analogy models of jet noise.

Acknowledgments
MZA would like to thank Strathclyde University for financial support from the Chancellor’s Fellowship. The
LES data for this work was performed in a previous project that was been supported by the Aero Acoustic Research
Consortium and the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EP/S002065/1). The authors gratefully
acknowledge their support.

References
[1] Afsar, M. Z., Gryazev, V., Markesteijn, A. P., and Karabasov, S. A., “Effect of large-scale mixing on the axisymmetric structure
of turbulence correlations in complex dual-stream jets,” 26th AIAA Aviation Conference, 2020.

[2] Gryazev, V., Markesteijn, A. P., and Karabasov, S. A., “Low-Order models of dual-stream jet noise with temperature effects
based on the Goldstein generalised acoustic analogy,” 25th AIAA Aeroacoustics Conference, 2019.

18



Fig.

Effect of tensor representations for high-order turbulence correlations in complex axi-symmetric flow fields

0.05
002

-0.04

=00 ~o°
Rag1/Ria19 0= 0 0 Rig2/Ry141: 0= 0
K = —90° ~90° 006
0.06 —Ryg1oRyq19 =90 Riga/Ry149: 0= 90 oo { \
=180° ~ 180°
-0.08 - Rag1/Rqp 0= 180 4 RyapgRyq1y0 0 = 180 0.02
- 270° JE— =270°
M -0.06, Ria2a/Ryq110 0= 270 0
01 . 56 7 8 9 10 ] ——— 56 7 8 9 10
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
X/Dj x/Dj
0.5 T T T 0.15

04 ,\ -
L ; i 01r A w1
04 j\ 0.35 / A o[ v \N/\ AN
\ / 03
WA rJ\ 4
0.3 A AR | o2 A y 1 0.05 - -0.05
A .
02t \ o ] off A |
: A 0 5 10
03[ -0.05
/R 9=0

)
: —o°
™ //\ Riz1aRysppe

0.1

- —0° \ A
Ri12Rqq19: 0= 0 \ 02 o4 o “r\_ /\ INAY
O 7| ——RyyiRypqy 0= 90° /\/ 1 - Riz1a/Ryapp 0= 90
_ ran® , R, /R, ., 0=180° 005
-0.1 Ri12/Ryqqp 0= 180 oz -0.15 12131111 .,
——R, R, 0=270° —— R 13/Ryqqq 0 = 270 o
LA L — f L .

111271111

. « 7 8 9 10 02
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
x/Dj X/Dj

-0.2

13 Axial variation of extra components (R33i2, Ri323, Ri112, R1213 at 4 azimuthal planes: =

(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the core shear layer radial locations r/D ; = 0.18 respectively.

[3] Semiletov, V. A., Karabasov, S. A., and Markesteijn, A. P., “Empiricism-free noise calculation from LES solution based

(4]
(3]

(6]

(71

(8]

[9

—

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

(15]

on Goldstein generalized acoustic analogy: volume noise sources and mean flow effects,” 21st AIAA/CEAS Aeroacoustics
Conference, 2015.

Goldstein, M. E., “A generalized acoustic analogy,” J. Fluid Mech., Vol. 488, 2003, p. 315.

Afsar, M. Z., Sescu, A., and Sassanis, V. G., “Effect of non-parallel mean flow on the acoustic spectrum of heated supersonic
jets: Explanation of “jet quietening”,” Phys. Fluids, Vol. 31, 105107, 2019.

Afsar, M. Z., Goldstein, M. E., and Fagan, A. M., “Enthalpy flux/Momentum flux coupling in the acoustic spectrum of heated
jets,” AIAA J., Vol. 49, 2011, p. 2522.

Afsar, M. Z., “Asymptotic properties of the overall sound pressure level of sub-sonic air jets using isotropy as a paradigm,” J.
Fluid Mech., Vol. 664, 2010, p. 510.

Afsar, M. Z., “Insight into the two-source structure of jet noise using a generalized shell model of turbulence,” Euro. J. Mech.
B/Fluids, Vol. 31, 2012, pp. 129-139.

Karabasov, S. A., Afsar, M. Z., Hynes, T. P., Dowling, A. P., McMullan, W. A., Pokora, C. D., Page, G. J., and McGuirk, J. J.,
“Jet noise: acoustic analogy informed by Large-Eddy Simulation,” AIAA J., Vol. 48, 2010, p. 1312.

Afsar, M. Z., Gryazev, V., Markesteijn, A. P., and Karabasov, S. A., “Effect of large-scale mixing induced by complex flow
fields on the axisymmetric representation of high-order turbulence correlation functions,” In prep. for J. Fluid Mech., 2021.

Pokora, C. D., and McGuirk, J. J., “Stereo-PIV measurements of spatio-temporal turbulence correlations in an axisymmetric
jet,” J. Fluid Mech., Vol. 778, 2015, p. 216.

Harper-Bourne, M., “Jet noise turbulence measurements,” 9th AIAA/CEAS Aeroacoustics Conference, Hilton Head, SC, USA.,
2003.

Davies, P. O. A. L., Fisher, M. J., and Barratt, M. J., “The characteristics of turbulence in the mixing region of a round jet,” J.
Fluid Mech., Vol. 15, 1962, p. 337.

Moirris, P. J., and Zaman, K., “Velocity measurements in jets with application to noise source modeling,” J. Sound & Vib., Vol.
329, 2010, p. 394.

Gradshetyn, I. S., and Ryzhik, I. M., Tables of Integrals, Series and Products, chapter and pages.

19



Fig.

Effect of tensor representations for high-order turbulence correlations in complex axi-symmetric flow fields

0.2
ot 0.15
&‘
A
0.1+ /
-0.05 - \/\/ o
RygizRypqye 0= 0° 0.05 R.R —° W
R.R = 00° 1223/Rq119 0=
o1H— 0= ~90°
0.1 Ram/RMH o 1800 ——Ry34/Rq4q4: 0= 90
3312 110 0T or R353/Ryqqp0 0= 180°
~ 2700
Ragto/Raqay 0= 270 —— R, R, 0= 270°
-0.15 0.05 f— ‘ 0
0 5 10 1 o 5 10 15

0.1 T T T

—0°
RiniaRy11q 00

- 90°
TRy Rygqq 0290

~o°
01+ Rip1aRyqqp 0=0

~90°
T RizgRyq49 0290

0.1+ = 180° - o
Ry112Ryqq 0= 180 -0.15 Riz1a/Rypqp 0= 180
- _ = 270°
Ry yqqy0 0=270° Rig1Rypyy 0= 270
0 ' 0.2 : - : °
0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15
x/Dj x/Dj

14  Axial variation of extra components (R33i2, Ri323, Ri112, Ri213 at 4 azimuthal planes: =

(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the bypass shear layer radial locations r/D ; = 0.38 respectively.

(16]
(17]

(18]
[19]
(20]
(21]
(22]
(23]

[24]

[25]

Ditlevsen, P. D., Turbulence and Shell Models, chapter and pages.

Afsar, M. Z., Sescu, A., and Leib, S. J., “Modelling and prediction of the peak-radiated sound in subsonic axisymmetric air jets
using acoustic analogy-based asymptotic analysis,” Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A, Vol. 377, 2019.

Batchelor, G. K., The theory of homogeneous turbulence, chapter and pages.

Carrier, G. F., Krook, M., and Pearson, C. E., Functions of a Complex Variable, chapter and pages.

B.Noble, Methods Based on the Wiener-Hopf Technique, chapter and pages.

Leib, S. J., and Goldstein, M. E., “Hybrid Source Model for Predicting High-Speed Jet Noise,” AIAA J., Vol. 49, 2011, p. 1324.
Morse, P. M., and Feshbach, H., Methods of Theoretical Physics, Vol. I, chapter and pages.

Bowman, F., Introduction to Bessel Functions, chapter and pages.

Mohan, N. K. D., Dowling, A. P., Karabasov, S. A., Xia, H., Graham, O., Hynes, T. P., and Tucker, P. G., “Acoustic sources and
far-field noise of chevron and round jets,” AIAA J., Vol. 53, 2015, p. 2421.

Karabasov, S. A., Bogey, C., and Hynes, T. P., “An investigation of the mechanisms of sound generation in initially laminar
subsonic jets using the Goldstein acoustic analogy,” J. Fluid Mech., Vol. 714, 2013, p. 24.

20



Effect of tensor representations for high-order turbulence correlations in complex axi-symmetric flow fields

—0°
RiazaRypqy 020

—o0°
R1323/R||1|' =90

- 180°
RiazsRyq49: 0 =180

— =270°
Ria2gRyq41: 0 =270

-0.02 f 0.1 0 5 10]
R’ 015
-0.08 Rag2Rgpy 0= 0° 0.08 1
0.04 [T RagrzRigay: #290° | 0.06 o1 s 7 A
R, R, . 0=180°
0.05 ot T 0T 0.04 1
— Ragi/Ryqq 05270 005
-0.06 : 0.02 S5 6 7 8 9 10
0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15 20
x/Dj x/Dj
0.4 T T 0.06 T T T
A 0.04
0.35 \,/"
0.02

B Ll

0_27—Rnu/Rnn‘(":O0 —RypaRypqqe 0= 0°
—RypRygqy: 02907 -0.04 ——Ryp13Ryqqp 0=90°
0.15 Ry 11g/Ry gy 0= 180° 006 R51g/Rypypr 0= 180° o |
T RuneRye 02 270° —Ripg/Rypyy 0=270° 004
0.1 . . 0.08 n . 5 6 7 8 o 1
0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15 20
x/Dj X/Dj

Fig. 15  Axial variation of extra components (R332, Ri323, Ri112, R1213 at 4 azimuthal planes: ¢ =
(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.7 at the bypass shear layer radial locations r/D ; = 0.38 respectively.

-Razwsznw g=0" l:leawz'arw 0= 180° -Rwszamew 9=0° l:lﬁwazzmwm' 0=180°
-R3312"R1111’ 0=90° -R3312"R1111* 0=270° -Rmzammw v=80° -Rm:’Rmn' 0 =270°
0 0.08
-0.005 0.06
-0.01
0.04
-0.015
0.02
-0.02
0
x/Dj =6 x/Dj =6

-R1112"R1111’ 0=0° l:lRmz"Rnw o= 180° -Rmsmwm’ =0° |:|R12131R1m' #=180°
R Ry 7= 90° Ry 0= 270° R oo R 1 0= 90° IR 15 R g0 ¢ = 270°
03 %107
0 — —
02 =
-10
0.1
-15
0 -20
XDj=6 xDj = 6

Fig. 16 Variation of extra components (R332, Ri323, Ri112,R1213) at 4 azimuthal planes: ¢ =
(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the core shear layer radial locations r/D; = 0.18.

21



Effect of tensor representations for high-order turbulence correlations in complex axi-symmetric flow fields

—0° oo
-R3312"R|111'9_0 |:|R3312IR1111'9_ 180
- (=} _ o
R R0y 0= 20° IRy Ry 7 = 270

0 L]
-0.01 r

-0.02

-0.03

-0.04
x/Dj =12

Yy D
-R1112"R1111’f"0 l:anmfR"ﬁ- 0= 180
- (=} _ o
-R1112"R1111"9"ch -R1112"R11w #=270

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05 |:|
0

x/Dj =12

=]

Fig. 17

=n° _ o
-Rwazawam'e'o I:lﬁwaﬂmwm's‘mo
- 0 _ o
IR R0 0= 90° IR 05/, 0q0 0 = 270

0.06

0.04
0.02
0

-0.02

x/Dj =12

- ~ g0 oo
Riga/Riqq4: 050 l:lﬁmw’ﬁmﬂ. # =180

- o _ o
-szwamew 6=90 -Rm:’Rmn' =210

0.04

0.02

x/Dj =12

Variation of extra components (R3312, Ri323, Ri112, R1213) at 4 azimuthal

(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the core shear layer radial locations r/D; = 0.18.

—q° oo
-R3312"R|111’9'0 :|R3312fR11W9-1BD
- o _ 0
-Rszwz"Rnn’g'QD -R3312/‘R1m,9-270

-0.005

-0.01

-0.015

x/Dj=6

—q° oo
-Rmz"Rnu!a‘o l:lR111ng1m-9—150
- o _ 0
-Rmz"Rnn"g'gD -R1112"R11w5"270

0.3
02
0.1

0

x/Dj=6

Fig. 18

-Rmzamﬂﬂ'yzou l:lRHZ!]RMH's: 180°
P s
-Rmzawaﬁv ¢ =90 -Rmy’Rm,- # =270

0.1
0.05
0

x/Dj=6

=n° _ o
R, R, 0200 [T0R 0RO = 180
= o - o
-szwafRnw ¢=90 -Rmﬂ"ﬁﬁﬂ- =270

%107

: ]
-5 .

x/Dj = 6

Variation of extra components (R3312,Ri323, Ri112, R1213) at 4 azimuthal planes:

(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the bypass shear layer radial locations /D ; = 0.38.



Effect of tensor representations for high-order turbulence correlations in complex axi-symmetric flow fields

-R3312"R|111' 6=0° |:|R331EIR1111' o=180°
- (=} _ o
R R0y 0= 20° IRy Ry 7 = 270

0
-0.01
-0.02
-0.03
-0.04

x/Dj =12

Yy D
-R1112"R1111’f"0 l:anmfR"ﬁ- 0= 180
- (=} _ o
-R1112"R1111"9"ch -R1112"R11w #=270

03

0.2
) . I
0

x/Dj =12

Fig. 19

-0 P
-Rmza"‘Rﬂwb"o I:IRng’RM".ﬂ-IBD
- an® o
-Rmzammvy’go -RHMIRH".E‘—ZTD

0.1

) J_.
0

x/Dj =12

- ~ g0 oo
Riga/Riqq4: 050 l:lﬁmw’ﬁmﬂ. # =180

- o _ o
-szwamew 6=90 -Rm:’Rmn' =210

0.05
0
-0.05

x/Dj =12

Variation of extra components (R3312, Ri323, Ri112, R1213) at 4 azimuthal

(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.3 at the bypass shear layer radial locations /D ; = 0.38.

—q° PP
-R3312"R|111’9'0 l:lRaswszﬂwg' 180
- o _ 0
-Rszwz"Rnn’g'QD -R3312/‘R1m,9-270

0.01

-0.01

-0.02

-0.03
x/Dj=6

—q° oo
-Rmz"Rnu!a‘o l:lR111ng1m-9—150
- o _ 0
-Rmz"Rnn"g'gD -R1112"R11w5"270

0.4

0.3
0.2
0.1

0

x/Dj=6

Fig. 20

= Q° oo
-RmZSIR”M,B-O |:|R13231R11|1.9—130
- o _ o
-R1323IR1111'9'90 -RHMIRM".B—ZTO

0.15

01

0.05

x/Dj=6

= q° ~aro
-R1213IR11M'9'0 I:lﬁwzlszMn'g'mO
= o _ 0
-R1213IR1111’9'90 -R'\ZI.'}IRMH'S_ZTO

x/Dj = 6

Variation of extra components (R3312, Ri323, Ri112, R1213) at 4 azimuthal

(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.7 at the bypass shear layer radial locations /D ; = 0.38.




Effect of tensor representations for high-order turbulence correlations in complex axi-symmetric flow fields

-R3312"R|111’ o=0° l:le:uz'arw 0=180° -R1323IR1111* #=0° |:|R13231R1111' 7 =180°
R, Ry 0= 90° R, Ry 0= 270° R, ... R, 0= 90° R, o0 R . 0 = 270°
0 0.1
-0.01
-0.02 0.05
-0.03
-0.04 0
x/Dj =15 x/Dj = 15

R, R, 0200 TR, R, 0= 180° e - 180°
R1112IR1111 o R1112IR11M e -Rum/‘Rﬂﬂ,ﬂ—O I:lRm”jRﬂ".ﬂ—mD
[ | . [ | , o Jp—
11z 111t 1z i -szwawam’”’gn -Rmnﬁmrﬂ’zm
04
0.02
0.3
0
02 I
-0.02
0.1
0 -0.04
x/Dj=15 x/Dj =15

Fig. 21 Variation of extra components (R3312,Ri323, Ri112,R1213) at 4 azimuthal planes: ¢ =
(0°,90°, 180°,270°) for OP1.7 at the bypass shear layer radial locations /D ; = 0.38.
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