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Abstract

In string musical instruments, the sound is radiated by dh@dboard, subject to the strings
excitation. This vibration of this rather complex struetus described here with models
which need only a small number of parameters. Predictiortheimodels are compared
with results of experiments that have been presented in Egk p/ibroacoustics of the
piano soundboard: (Non)linearity and modal propertieshm low- and mid- frequency
ranges, Journal of Sound and Vibration 332 (5) (2013) 1ZB®] The apparent modal
density of the soundboard of an upright piano in playing domd as seen from various
points of the structure, exhibits two well-separated reginbelow and above a frequency
fim that is determined by the wood characteristics and by thartis between ribs. Above
fim, most modes appear to be localised, presumably due to dwpiiarity of the spacing
and height of the ribs. The low-frequency regime is predidig a model which consists
of coupled sub-structures: the two ribbed areas split byrtam bridge and, in most cases,
one or two so-called cut-off corners. In order to assess ¥imardical properties of each
of the subplates (considered here as homogeneous plategyopose a derivation of the
(low-frequency) modal density of an orthotropic homogerseplate which accounts for the
boundary conditions on an arbitrary geometry. Abgig, the soundboard, as seen from
a given excitation point, is modelled as a set of three atrattwave-guides, namely the
three inter-rib spacings surrounding the excitation pdad#ased on these low- and high-
frequency models, computations of the point-mobility ahthe apparent modal densities
seen at several excitation points match published measmtsmThe dispersion curve of
the wave-guide model displays an acoustical radiationreehehich differs significantly
from that of a thin homogeneous plate. It appears that piamertsioning is such that the
subsonic regime of acoustical radiation extends over a naidar frequency range than
it would be for a homogeneous plate with the same low-frequeibration. One problem
in piano manufacturing is examined in relationship with gussible radiation schemes
induced by the models.
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1 Introduction

The piano soundboard (Figl. 1) is a large, almost plane, vebadture. It includes
a thin panel made out of glued spruce strips. A series ofesigfs — the ribs —
are glued across the grain direction of the main panel’s wobd ribs (also made
of spruce, sometimes sugar pine) are only roughly equitist&e define ther-
direction as the grain direction of the panel and ghdirection as that of the ribs.
On many pianos, one or two "cut-off" bars (in fir), much widedahicker than
the ribs, form, together with the sides of the soundboare,sitrcalled "cut-off
corners".

Two maple bars — the bridges — thicker than the ribs, slightlyed, and eventually
partly connected, are glued on the opposite face, roughtiien:-direction. The
strings of the lower and the upper notes are attached tohbe)®ass-bridge and to
the main bridge, respectively. The soundboard of uprigim@s is rectangular (the
strings and thec-direction running diagonally). The soundboard of granahpis
looks like a backward slanted "L". The width of the soundidoarmore or less
140 cm, corresponding to that of the keyboard. The heigh¢rgth ranges from
more or less 60 cm for very small uprights to more than 2 m faepkonally
large concert grands. The panel thickness s 8 + 2 mm, the inter-rib distance
ranges from 10 to 18 cm in average (depending on pianos) sasigjhtly irregular
from rib to rib.

Playing one note corresponds roughly to the following seqeef events: the pi-
anist gives some kinetic energy to the hammer; the hammapesdts mechanism
and interacts very briefly (less than 5 ms) with one, two, ce¢hunison strings; the
strings vibrate and exert a localised force at the bridgenefsoundboard, which
makes the soundboard vibrating and radiating sound towstethers. In the rest of
this paper, "unison strings" will be shortened in "string".

A part of the initial kinetic energy of the hammer is very Ifiegiven to the strings
and then slowly transmitted to the soundboard and to thesticalifield. The spec-
trum of one note (associated with a given pitch) includesrees®f almost har-
monically related partials: one partial consists of thghly different modes of
the strings and therefore, decays in time with a slow, corpédtern. For a given
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Figure 1. (a): both sides of the soundboard of a grand piano.

(b): the rib side of the soundboard of the Atlas upright pisnalied in[[1], with the bridges
superimposed as thick red lines and the locations of theleroraeters (in black). The
grand soundboard had one cut-off bar, eventually removid. upright soundboard in-
clude one ribbed zone and two cut-off corners (blue-desichibwer-left and upper-right
triangles).

note, the overall decay-time of each partial must not vaoywtalely between two
consecutive partials. Musically, the timbre must also Hari@ed from note to note.

The main objective of this paper is to present a semi-armalmnodel of the sound-
board from which one can predict the main characteristigssofibration when it
is excited by one string. More precisely, we focus on theatibn as seen by the
string and by the acoustical field. The quantity that reprssine coupling between
the string and the soundboard is the point-mobility. Acawgdo Skudrzyk([2], the
average of the real part of the point mobility is directlyateld to the modal density,
which explains in part the emphasis on this parameter thmowigthe paper. The
models presented here have no adjustment parameters arat deynon the re-
sults of dynamical experiments (except for the value of dag)p They are meant
to explore the changes in vibrational (and partly in rad&toverall properties of
the soundboard or in string/soundboard coupling that wbaloshduced by changes
in wood characteristics or in the geometry of the variousspaf the soundboard.
Compared to a finite-element model, our purpose is to pravioiee understanding
and extreme numerical easiness, at the evident price opisijpletails, both in
space and partly in frequency.

We assume the following approximations:

e The soundboard represents a nearly fixed end for the strimggs and sound-
board are dynamically weakly coupled and can therefore baeiten indepen-
dently. In particular, it is considered that they have irefegent normal modes.
Therefore, after the end of the hammer-string interaceach string vibrates on
its normal modes and forces the vibration of the soundbaoair@guencies that
have no relationship with the soundboard eigenfrequencies

e Effects due to the shell aspect and to the internal stressecfdundboard will be
ignored.



e Only bending waves are considered in the soundboard ang koiistituents
(plates, bars), with motion in thedirection.

e The mechanical function of the bridge where the string iachieéd (as seen by
the string) is represented by a mechanical admittance,iot pwbility:

§(w) =Y (W)F(w) (1)

where F and¢ are, in the Fourier domain, the force exerted by the strirdy an
the velocity of the soundboard. For a thin strifgand¢ are vectors and” is
a matrix. Only the vector components in thalirection (normal to the plane
of the soundboard) and the corresponding matrix coeffidgienare considered.
The impedancég,(w) analysed in Sectidd 4 must be understoodgs= ngl.

e All structures (plates, bars) are considered as weaklypdisge, with damping
values given by experiments or chosen arbitrarily.

In an experimental study [1], we analyse several featurdbefibration of the
soundboard of an upright piano in playing condition: lingamodal dampings
and modal frequencies up to 3 kHz, experimental modal shape®s 500 Hz,
boundary conditions, numerical modal shapes given by afglgment modelling
up to 3 kHz. As far as modal analyses are concerned, two expatal techniques
were employed. At low frequencies, the soundboard was h2@points on a rect-
angular grid covering the whole soundboard and five acoeleters were installed
as marked in Fig.]1-b. Results were obtained with a recentairahlysis tech-
nique [4] based on parametric spectral analysis rather Fidn Results are good
up to about 500 Hz. Above this limit, the energy transmittgdtz impact hammer
to the structure is limited by either its weight (for lightrheners) or by the duration
of the impact which is ruled by the first returning impulsenfrethe soundboard,
in the order of magnitude of half the longest modal periodother experimental
technique had to be employed, namely to excite the soundiimaan acoustical
field. The vibration was measured as before. Although theahetcoustical exci-
tation was continuous in time, it was processed by decotieolas to make use
of the same modal parametric spectral analysis technigbhefage. However, only
the modal frequencies and dampings could be reached byeithsigue but not
the modal shapes. Since the excitation was not local, na-poatility could be
derived with this technique. In these experiments, the oreasents are localised
responses to the extended excitation by an acoustical fiéld.piano vibrating
scheme of a piano is that of an extended response to a latais#ation. Since
these situations are linked by physical reciprocity, ressobtained in one situation
are the same as in the other one.

1 By definition, Y, is € in response to a unit forcg, combined with zero-forces in the
plane Ozy of the soundboard. Therefor&, = Y_.! is different, in general, fronZ,.
which is the response force to a unit imposeahd zero-velocity (that is: blocked motion)
in the Oxy plane. For a detailed discussion of differences betweenrtrability and true
impedance measurements, se€e [3] for example.



Many observations can be summarised in Eig. 2, presentmfrélquency depen-
dency of the observed modal density, and in the followingctasions:

(1) The vibration is essentially linear.
(2) Except at very low frequencies, the boundary conditemesfixed.
(3) Below= 1.1 kHz, the modes extend over the whole soundboard. Thelmoda

density slowly increases and tends towards a constantebhmut).06 modes Hz!.

The evaluation of the modal density is the same everywheossathe sound-
board.

(4) Forfrequencies abowve 1.1 kHz, the ribs confine wave propagation and inter-
rib spaces appear as structural wave-guides (wave-nuraleetisn in ther-
direction), as already shown by Berthdut [5], § V.5. Morgpweodal shapes
appear in Fig. 15 of_ 1] as localised in restricted areas efdhundboard,
presumably due to the slightly irregular spacing and gepnuéthe ribs, in all
pianos that we have observed. Localisation implies thattimeber of detected
modes per frequency band may vary across the soundboardji\sraplace
anapparent modal density is estimated. This phenomenon is furtheudised
at the beginning of Sectidn 3.

(5) The loss factor isz 2% =+ 1% over several kHz, without strong systematic
variation.

In Section 2, devoted to the low-frequency regime, we molelrtbbed part of

the soundboard as a homogeneous plate and the whole southdlsaaset of sub-
plates with clamped boundary conditions, and one bar reptieg the main bridge.
In Sectior 8, devoted to the high-frequency regime, we mtdekoundboard as
a set of three structural wave-guides and also describedhsition with the sub-

plate model. In Sectidn 4, we derive the local mobility of foeindboard from the
model. In Sectiol5, we analyse the implications of the maahethe acoustical

radiation and we discuss the consequences in terms of pianafacturing.
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Figure 2. Modal densities observed on one piano soundbaiatd, (data taken froni.[1])
and evaluated with the model proposed in this article (Jin€ke estimated values are the
reciprocal of the moving average of six successive modatisgs, and reported at the
mid-frequency of the whole interval.

Observed values at poinds; (), Az (A), Ag (¥), andAsj (+), whose locations are given in
Fig.[1 (b). The choice for averaging explains why the firsineated point is well above the
first detected mode of the soundboard, at 114 Hz.

Sub-plate model in the low-frequency regimé18§ 2): graydine

—_—— = : "Norway spruce". ———— : "Sitka spruce".

------------------------ : "Mediocre spruce” (see TaHlé 1 for parameter values). Ydange(s) model
in the high-frequency regime [8 3), with Norway spruce pagtars: colored lines.
Lower———— line : modal density of the (&)-modes in one single inter-rib space en-
closing pointA; (see Eq.[(18)); the horizontal line at the right hand-sidehef figure
corresponds to the asymptotic value of the modal densithignwrave-guide, with all pos-
sible (m, n)-modes.

Group of thin lines: modal density in the set of three adjag@ve-guides——— : set
of wave-guides in the vicinity oAy; ——— : vicinity of As.

------------------- s vicinity of Ag; —-—-—- :vicinity of As.

Thick ——— line: transition between the three-waveguide model andstlieplate

model (§3.8), for poinAs.

2 Low-frequency behaviour: the sub-plate model

2.1 General presentation

On almost all pianos, the main bridge extends throughouwgiee soundboard and
nearly reaches the rims. As shown in Hi§j. 3, we consider foneg of the sound-
board: each side of the main bridge, with a fictitious ext@msip to the rim (ribbed
areas RA1 and RA2) and the two cut-off corners (CC1 and CO2bled except
on some large grand pianos). On some pianos, mostly granlyspime or even no
cut-off corner may exist. It is assumed that the cut-off kard the main bridge
are stiff and massive enough to keep modes nearly confinddwone of these
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Figure 3. Geometry of the subplates: cut-off corners (CGlL@€2), ribbed areas of the
soundboard (RA1 and RA2, the latter including the bass bjidghe main bridge is con-
sidered as one of the sub-structures. The orthotropy @hgl@efined here as the angle
between the keyboard-side of the soundboard and the mano&xrthotropy) is equal

to —32.5°. The panel thickness and cut-off corners thickness aretamonand equal to

w=8mm.

regions. As discussed at the end of this section, this hygsaths not fulfilled by
the bridge, for the first modes. In the model proposed fordheffequency regime
(below= 1.1 kHz), the main bridge is also considered as a vibratingsire. The
bass bridge is considered as adding mass to the ribbed aieg @hort and thick,
its first eigenfrequency is relatively high). The dynami¢she cut-off bars is ig-
nored. The main bridge and the different regions of the sbaact are considered
as weakly coupled homogeneous structures. We tested thel impdomparing the
predicted and the measured modal densities. In the hypstbeweakly coupled
subsystems, the modal density of the soundbedyd is the sum of the modal
densities of each structure considered separately ([6],(%), referring to (7],
Chapter VI, §1.3):

n(f) = Nmain bridge + "RA1 + MRA2 + Ncc1 + Nccz (2)

Given the hypotheses presented in Secfibn 1, the platesohgpose the piano
soundboard are characterised by their surface dengitiegh = M /A (in generic
Eh?
12(1 — 12)
their areasA and their shapes and boundary conditions. As mentloneobaltim@/
surface density of RA2 includes the mass of the bass bridge: = (Mga2 +

Mbass bridg;/ARAZ-

terms), their rigiditiesD = (idem) or dynamical rigiditiesD = 2

The cut-off corners are modelled as orthotropic plates {sdde[1 and Fig.13 for
the values of the parameters).

Each side of the main ribbed zone of the soundboard is camsides a homo-
geneous orthotropic plate with similar mass, area, and deynconditions. Ho-
mogenisation is done according to Berthaut (Appendix bf, [&]th values of the
densities, elastic moduli, and principal Poisson’s ratibthe wood species given



E, (GPa)| Er (GPa)| Gir (GPa)| vir | p (kgm™?)
"Sitka spruce” 11.5 0.47 0.5 0.3 392
"Mediocre wood" 8.8 0.35 0.4 0.3 400
"Norway spruce" 15.8 0.85 0.84 0.3 440
Fir 8.86 0.54 1.6 0.3 691
Maple 10 2.2 2.0 0.3 660
Table 1

Mechanical characteristics of spruce and fir species seldor piano soundboards. The
data of the first and fourth lines are given by Berthaut [8hwitethodology given in[]5]
§ V.2.1, those of the second line by French piano maker Steplaelello, and the others
by Haines|[9]. The subscripts "and 'r" stand for "longitudinal" and "radial" respectively.
The radial and longitudinal directions refer to how stripsMood are cut and correspond
to the "along the grain" and the "across the grain" diresti@spectivelyy r is called the
principal Poisson’s ratio.

In the geometry of the soundboard, theandy- directions correspond toandg respec-
tively for the spruce panel, = £, £, = ER, G,y = GLR.

in Table[1. The choice for the values of the elastic constantsdensities of the

woods is discussed in[§2.3. Since the ribs are slightly ileety spaced along the
z-direction and have varying heights in thedirection, we adopt the approxima-
tion that the flexibilities of the equivalent plate (inverdeigidities) are the average
flexibilities in each direction. In the piano that we haveearved, the orthotropy ra-

tio DY/ D! of the homogenised plate is ordy 1.4.

The frequency limit of the low-frequency regime is reachdtewthe ribbed area
of the soundboard cannot be considered as homogeneousodtiss when the
wavelength in the spruce panel (considered without ribsplmes comparable to
the inter-rib spacg. Given the generic dispersion equation Eg. (4) in an ortpotr

plate, it comes:
\? —panel/?
o pane
o = @ D? ®
and the frequency limit of the reginyfg, = min(fg) is approximately 1.1 kHz.

2.2  Modal densities of the separate elements

In an orthotropic plate with thickness densityp, Young’s moduliE, and £,
orthotropic angled, # 0 (defined as the angle between the long side of the rect-
angular plate and the main axis of orthotropy, see [Figl Ahgar modulus-,,,
principal Poisson’s ratio,,, and modelled by the Kirchhoff-Love theory, the dis-



persion equation writes, in polar coordinates:

k* {Dx cos* (0 — 0,) +2D,, cos*(0 — 6,) sin®(0 — 0, ) + D, sin*(0 — Hl)} = phw?

(4)
with:
3 3 3
D, — E.h D,y - Vya Erh N Gayh
12(1 — vyyys) 12(1 — vyyvys) 6 5
Eyh3 E E ( )
D, = ey — Vg
VTR0 - vy Yoy By
We adopt the following notatiolt
E D
(=7 = —=¢ (6)
Ey Dy
D,,
V= (7)
\/ Dz Dy
1 D 1
a? =g - == o1y ®
2 2,/D,D, 5! )

It is shown in the Appendik A that the asymptotic modal dgnefta rectangular
orthotropic plate is independent of the orthotropy arigle

A [Cph _ A (PFa) A F(o)
Noo orth = - \/ZF(OZ) == 2D_x1/2 F(O) - 2D_x1/4D_yl/4 F(O) (9)

-1/2

with F(a) = /OW/2 (1-a’sin®0) " do (10)

We did not find in the literature an established formula fa libw-frequency cor-
rection accounting for the boundary conditions of an ortbyit plate with arbitrary
0, . Since it is a problem of practical importance (many modeatemals are or-
thotropic and modal analysis is applicable in the low-freaey range), we give a
calculation of this correction in the AppendiX A, for the eaxf a rectangular plate.

L

n(f) = oo | 14+ ——— (11)
VAT Af

wheref = f n., andL are given by Eq[{A.16). As for an isotropic plate, the cor-

rection is negative for constrained boundary conditiens (—1). For an arbitrary

2 ( is the square root of the orthotropy ratip.is called the orthotropy parameter. The
orthotropy is said elliptic when = 1. For most materials[10}y is less than 1.



contour geometry, we propose Hq. (A.18) as a generalise@ssipn of Eq.[(A.T6)
for L.

The main bridge is modelled by a bar of length and dynamical rigidityDy, its
modal density is independeng( ) of the boundary conditions [11]:

Ly
n = 12
b(f) Fb1/4 (27rf)1/2 ( )

2.3 Discussion

For a given geometry, the model presented above is preeliotily if the density

and elastic parameters of wood are known. This was not theefoashe piano that
we have analysed experimentally. [n [1], we presented tesila finite-element
model with various values for wood parameters. Even thobglvalues of elastic
parameters, on one hand, density on the other hand, mayyligpbe variations
(say, up to 40%), the span of their ratio is much more restlisince, for a given
species, denser comes along with stiffer. We present inZ-ige modal densities
predicted by Eq[(2) and the models derived above for theetbets of values indi-
cated in Tab 1. The values predicted by the model are systeiiyahigher than

those displayed by the FEM, which is to be expected sincesfglgment models
have generally a stiffening bias.

As shown by the modal shapes displayed in Fig. 14 bf [1], amrgig the main
bridge as a separation between two zones of the soundbaartiassalid hypothe-
sis for the very first modes but is acceptable as early as 258I8a, the boundary
conditions for the very first modes are not fully constrain®hce assigning a nu-
merical value to the modal density requires averaging citigept is not applicable
to the lowest modes anyway. Upper in frequency, some moeesoafined to one
side of the bridge whereas others extend on both sides, ithgebrepresenting a
nodal line. Therefore, the assumption of separate cougbdgpmight appear as
not fully valid. However, weakly coupled plates or one pleteluding both yield
almost the same asymptotic modal density singéf) is proportional to the sur-
face of the plate. Only the low-frequency correction wouilfled since the overall
perimeter is less than the sum of the two perimeters. Thenalie model of a plate
stiffened by a bar (the bridge) presented in Sedtion 4, ahdrst also presented
in [12], do not exhibit better matches with experimentalitsof the observed
modal density in the low-frequency regime.

The influence on the modal density of the internal stress segdo the sound-
board by downbearing by the strings and constrained boyraarditions at the
rim has not been modelled here. The FEM modelling present§l] showed that
the magnitude of these effects is small, in the range of tipecjmations made
in this paper. Including these effects in the model, presynay an approximate
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analytical approach, is left for future research.

3 High-frequency behaviour: coupled wave-guides

For frequencies above 1.1 kHz, mode counting yields different results depend-
ing on the way modes are detected. As shown by numerical &stins of modes in
Fig. 16 of [1], counting all the modes of the soundboard tssnla modal density
continuing the low-frequency trend. However, countingyottle modes detected
at one given point results in a modal densityf) depending on the point where
it is evaluated and decreasing with frequency. It must beedtin Fig.[2 that the
apparent abruptness in the fall of f) depends on how it has been estimated: if
the average mean had been calculated over less than 6 madalgpé 120 Hz),
the curve would have been less regular in general and thetaass more pro-
nounced. However, the main phenomenon responsible forgperdiency of.( f)

on the point where it is evaluated is the localisation of nsade¢hex—direction, as
shown in [1]. For non-localised modes (low-frequency regjinthe vibration has
the same order of magnitude everywhere, except in veryicestrareas (nodes).
For localised modes (high-frequency regime), the ampditafivibration outside
the region of localisation decreases rapidly with distafh@ealised modes are as-
sociated with evanescent waves). Therefore, the detectitime non-detection of
a localised mode in a given point is much more robust to measemt conditions
(exact position of the measuring device or excitation, aigo-noise ratio, etc.)
than it would be for an non-localised m.eAItogether, the observations and as-
sumptions presented above for the high-frequency regiem seasonable enough
to refer ton( f) asthe apparent local modal density.

It is shown below that the confinement of the waves betwees (ilavenumber
selection) together with localisation are responsiblelierfrequency dependency
of n(f) abovefim. The vibration inside one wave-guide is described In 8 34, t
association of adjacent wave-guides is discussedin § 8.2 &ransition zone with
the low-frequency regime is proposed in Secfion 3.3.

3.1 The wave-guide model

One inter-rib region, schematically represented in[Bigehaves like an orthotropic
plate of high aspect ratio, with special orthotropy. It imiied in width by the ribs
and in length by the rim of the soundboard or by the cut-ofEbas a structure
coupled to the rest of the plate, the rib should normally besatered with its

3 The non-detection of a non-localised mode requires thatrtbasuring device be set
exactly at a node. Additionally, the amplitude at the nodgetiels strongly on damping.
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Figure 4. Partial scheme of the soundboard between two ssigeaibs. The thickness of
the spruce panel ig, the height of the rib igs, the width of the rib isz. Lq is the average
length of one inter-rib region (inter-rib spaces are notaegular) and varies considerably
among inter-rib spaces.

full dynamics, including rotation. It is assumed here tladtove fii,, the ribs are

heavy enough to impose a nearly fixed condition to the bendlargsverse waves
in the inter-rib region. Although this is true to a lesseresit it is also assumed
that torsion in the ribs do not influence significantly thesading waves. In other
words, we assume that the dynamics of the ribs can be ignockthat they repre-

sent hinged lines for the vibration in each inter-rib spdde propagation model is
that of a structural wave-guide where transverse modes digtrete wavenumbers

kym = mz, propagate in theg-direction.
p

For a givenk, ,,, the dispersion law{4) in the orthotropic portion of the glan
between two ribs becomes an equatiorkgonly:

9 2Dy,
Yy Dy

&/{;4 —

kX k
v D, D,

k2 + =0 (13)
where theD; coefficients are given in Eq$.](5). With, = ™ and notations intro-
P

duced in Eq4.13.]16 arid 7, it comes:

2
w
k;g + 207k, k§ + Pk (1 - m%S) -0 (14)
g

Introducing then-dependent normalisation relationships:

~ k w
L R S 1
mk, Wm = e w§ (15)

y7m
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a dispersion equation of propagating waves in the waveegudentical for all
transverse modes, is obtained:

= {\/wz —(1—-92) — v (16)

Each angular frequenaey? wg appears as low cut-off angular frequency associated
with them-th transverse mode propagating in the wave-guide of widihe dis-
persion curves:,(f) for the two first propagating transverse modes= 1 and

m = 2 of an inter-rib space with = 13 cm are represented in Fig. 8. They differ
noticeably from the succession of pass-bands (separatstbpybands) that is ob-
served in a more general treatment of the dynamics of thedilpganel (see [13]
for example).

In the piano soundboard, the wavenumbigrs (in the y-direction, parallel to the
ribs) are determined by the lengily of the wave-guide and by the boundary con-
ditions at the soundboard rim or at the cut-off bars. The déBning an inter-rib
space have not the same lengths. We assume clamped bounddiijons (as in
Sectiori 2) and take fakq the length of the longest rib. The wavenumblkeys are

thus approximated b{n + %) Ll with n € N*. The modal density in the wave-

guide, defined as the reciprocal of the interval between twecessive modal fre-
guencies, can be estimated analytically by the usual methi@dly outlined below.

For a givenk,, = m k,, the (m, y)-modes with angular frequency less than a given
valuew*, have the eigen-wavenumbers less thgngiven as a function ab* by
Egs. [15) and(16). In the,-space, these modes occupy the lerjgth Since each

mode occupies a segment of Iengﬁh there areN* = &} Ly/m such modes. Dif-

ferentiating with regard to the frequency yields the modadsity:

AN dN*_ dky dk, do dE,

mnlf) = KF = do ragr, do do )

L f ¢ v
p m
= _91/2 ~5 ( ) (18)
mDq m\/fm - \/fm (1—=72%) —v
:f
wheref,, = m2fgs'

For the first transverse mode:(= 1), the theoretical modal density of one of the
wave-guides is reported in Fig. 2 (lowest solid thin blug)in

As frequency increases, transverse modes correspondalypossible values of

13



m gradually appear in the wave-guide:

- - 1/2

Lgp & fuH(fm—1) S

n(f) = —= = ( - ) (19)
7D, SR — (142 \Wf2 —(1—72) —4

whereH (u) is the Heaviside function. However, since the second tienrsevmode
appears abover 4.4 kHz, no jump inn(f) appears in Fid.12. Those will be seen
in the next sections, devoted to the synthesis of the mglahd to the acoustical
radiation scheme.

Asymptotically, the modal density of the wave-guide, withpeopagating trans-
verse modes, is that of a narrow orthotropic plate of widind lengthZ, (see
Eq. (9) withA = p Lg), represented as an horizontal line at the right of Hig. 2.

3.2 Discussion

If the ribs were regularly spaced, the waves (with discretieies ofk,) would
extend throughout the entire soundboard and the observelndensity would
be the same everywhere. As discussed above, irregulamgpiaca very probable
cause for modal localisation. Inspired by Anderson’s thiedr(weak) localisation
in condensed matter systems, the localisation of vibratiarregular mechanical
structures has been extensively studied: see [14] for aaduttion. We did not
find established theoretical means for predicting the Isatbn areas in the piano
soundboard but there is no theoretical reason either ftniatsg the vibration to
one structural wave-guide. Moreover, the shapes of thdisechmodes reported
in Fig. 15 of [1] show that they extend over more than one, lmly a very few
inter-rib spaces. Following a remark made earlier on the $patial attenuation
of localised modes, we propose a simplified model in whichvibeation extends
over three adjacent wave-guides, as represented ilJFidi§.assumption is also
consistent with the fact that bending waves in adjacent vganvees are coupled by
the finite impedance of bending waves in ribs, particulaggmthe rim where the
ribs are lower (smallef).

Altogether, we consider that (a) modes are mainly locatezhim wave-guide and
selected according to the dimensions of this each waveeg(i}l they have a con-
tribution in the two adjacent wave-guides, (c) more remegans can be con-
sidered as quasi-nodal. When the whole soundboard vibuaidsr an acoustical
excitation, one accelerometer must be sensitive, in thathto the modes located
in three wave-guides. The modal density observed at that pthe sum of the

modal densities in each of the three wave-guides, as givefgbyl9). As shown

by Fig.[2, this simplification is in excellent accordancehtihe experimental re-
sults above 1.5 kHz. One notices also that the model and g&radttions coincide
on the differences between points. Moreover, multiplyimg modal density in one
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wave-guide by three (not represented in Elg. 2) would nat giva good fit with ob-
servations as that obtained here by accounting for thetfatthe two neighbouring
wave-guides have different lengths.

| pég ®y T
i1 Citl
VFQ
Zi1 Z; Zita

7777777777‘777777777777;777777777777%777777777'

Figure 5. Coupling between the bending waves (in gkdirection) in wave-guides sur-
rounding thei-th one, as excited aP, chosen here at the middle of tii¢h wave-guide
(width p;). Wave-guides are separated by ribs (grey rectangles)nWharcefy, is applied

at point@, only the: — 1-th, thei-th, and the + 1-th wave-guides are excited (see local-

isation effect in text) and vibrate in their first transvemsedek, ; = —. The impedance
D

J
Zj(w) is the effect of the bending waves dynamics in fkte wave-guide. Coupling results
by the summation of the impedances (see text).

We analyse now the implications of the three-wave-guide ehodterms of the
mobility or impedance measured at one point, within the liypses and approxi-
mations given in the Introduction. Mechanically, couplbgfween bending waves

in the wave-guides operates via the transverse mode. Byitawfiran impedance

Z; (considered here at the mid-line of wave-gujges created by the dynamics
of the bending waves in thewave-guide (Figll5, see Sectibh 4 for the analytical
treatment). As a thought-experiment, cancelling the Y&ingdulusE, (but not

E,) and the density in the central and right wave-guides would annihilate ferce
corresponding to these waves, thus cancelingnd 7. ;. In such a circumstance,
imposing a motiorg; ¢ at() would still create the shape of the first transverse mode
in the central wave-guide and thus create a mogjon, by coupling between the
transverse modes gt= y; bending waves would therefore be generated in the
left wave-guide. The force needed to establish the trassverode in the central
wave-guide is purely static and the corresponding impeglaii¢, —, can be ne-
glected aboveus. Assuming perfect coupling an@ at the centre of the central
wave-guide, the impedancg, would then beZ;_;. In turn, these waves in wave-
guidei — 1 would induce a motion in the central wave-guide, oppositeéanotion

in the left wave-guide. In normal circumstances (fiditeandp), it follows that the
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impedance created étis
i+1
Zo=Y Z (20)

j=i—1

The sort of independence between the dynamics in-tlieection (dealing with the
transverse modg, = ™ and its extension in the two adjacent wave-guides only)

and in they-direction (Zr)Jropagation of bending waves in one wave-guek@lains
the somewhat unusual circumstance in which modal motiodsaual forces add,
yielding the addition of the modal mobilities inside a waygide (see Sectidd 4)
and the addition of wave-guide impedances.

Apparently, the three-waveguide model cannot accounthi®robserved situation
of sympathetic strings: playing a low note excites strina bigher note (with its
damper up) having common partials with the low note (usu#hy fundamental
of the high note). However, this situation implies a numbigsleenomena that are
not examined in this paper. In the sympathetic strings stnathe vibration of the
soundboard is forced at frequencies defined by the strintp@jefore combining
several modal shapes. In particular, a low-frequency mibde is: with a low value
of the eigenfrequency) does respond, although weakly, iglafrequency excita-
tion and can therefore excite a remote string. Another itgmbfeature is probably
that modal dampings are much lower for string modes thandiengboard modes.
Finally, it must be noticed that the coupling of remote gisioccurs via the motion
of the main bridge. In the model, its transverse motion issadered as small com-
pared to that of the rest of the soundboard but some signiftoasion may well
occur. In turn, parametric excitation of transverse stiwayes by the slight vari-
ations in string tension induced by the motion of the bridgée string direction
may also play a role in the generation of the sympathetingsdreffect.

3.3 Transition between the plate and the wave-guide models

Between 1 and 1.5 kHz, a more elaborate model taking intauaxt¢be dynamics of
the ribs would be necessary in order to describe the trandietween the sub-plate
and the 3-wave-guides models. We present here a crudertestrAs explained
at the end of & 2]1, the sub-plate model breakgatthe smallest off5), given by
Eq. (3)), defining the same upper bound of the sub-plate nfodelll measured
points. We define the centre of the transition zone (noted tguble grey arrow
in Fig.[2) as the frequency for which the sub-plate model &ediiree-waveguide
model have the same modal density(, at~ 1310 Hz for pointAs, as shown by
the intersection of the corresponding modal density curvegy.[2). This supposed
"centre" also defines, somewhat arbitrarily, the upper dafrihe transition zone.

Starting at the upper bound of the transition zone (wherentee-guide model
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becomes fully valid) and decreasing frequency, the modesx@pected to extend
gradually throughout the soundboard. Guided by the expariat results, we can
expect that this makes the region of the central wave-gumie memote, and there-
fore, more nodal (for modes located in remote wave-guides) Wwhen modes are
localised in the adjacent wave-guides. In consequencendigal density should be
less than what it would be if the model was still holding. Araiily, we consider
that the modal density keeps the same value as the frequenmeses, down to the
frequency at which the modal density of the single centraleaguide is reached.
From there, we took a linear transition toward the lower lwbohthe transition
zone (upper bound of the sub-plate model)fatThe transition is represented by
the thick plain broken line in Fid.] 2.

4 Synthesised mechanical mobility and comparison with published measure-
ments

In this section, we evaluate the point mobility at differpotnts of the soundboard.
The point mobility at the bridge, where a string is attacluebcribes the coupling
between the string and the soundboard. It is a key point forarical sound syn-
thesis based on physical models and more generally, fortierstanding of sound
characteristics: crucial musical parameters such as timpidg of coupled string
modes depend on the mechanical mobility and on the misturébgeen unison
strings [15]. In very generic terms, the modal density imesl a ratio between
mass and stiffness whereas mobilities involve their praddgood model should
therefore be able to predict both.

Under the assumptions presented in Se¢fion 1, the mobiligt a point)(z¢, yo)
of the soundboard can be expressed as the sum of the mobility normal modes,
considered as generalised coordinates, each having taeiysof a linear damped
oscillatoll

2

. éQ(w) o = gv,Q
Yolw) = 7o) =9% X o =) (21)

v=1

wherem,, is the modal mass;, the modal loss factoty, the modal angular fre-
quency the transverse displacemen@tandEV,Q the normalised displacement
at @ for the moder (modal shape). In this article, the modal mass is definedeas th
mass that gives the same maximum kinetic energy to the hacmwudal oscillator

as that of the actual plate when both vibrate at the correpgmmodal frequency
with a unit maximum displacement.

With a modal density of roughly 0.02 HZ, about 200 modes are potentially in-

4 The convention for time-dependencyeisp (jwt).
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volved in the [0,10] kHz frequency range. The modal desimiptioes not bear
any musical significance in itself and it is hard to think oésuhat would help to
sort out this huge number of modal parameters or to establsararchy between
them. If the quality of a piano was depending on the partrogdgemetry of (some)
modal shapes or on the particular values of (some) modalémjes, those would
be adjusted by piano makers. This is not the case, exceppeet very particular
locations like string-crossing, bridge ends or where thealoer of unison strings
changes. Therefore, it seems reasonable to derive thesvallilee modal parame-
ters from physical models, which depend on a much smallebeu@f parameters.
We present a mode-by-mode synthesiE (8 4.1) and a meana@weach (§412)
based on Skudrzyk’s theorly|[2].

We are not interested here in specific point-locations. Mgtapes can thus be
described by random distributions:

(22)

{ Plate: £, = sin2ra sin2n3

Wave-guide: ¢, o = sin(27k,,, 7g) sin 273

where the random quantities and 5 are uniformly distributed in [0,1]. Fo€)
near the centre of a waveguidéy (27k, ., x¢) is approximately 1 forn odd and
approximately O forn even. With the chosen definition of the modal mass and
normalisation of modal shapes, it follows that all modal sess whether for a plate
or a wave-guide, are given by, = Mpjate waveguidd 4-

4.1 Synthesised mobility at the bridge

In the model described in Section 3, the main bridge is camettlas a nodal line
for most modes of the rest of the soundboard. Therefore, msilde value of, ¢
can be assigned for these modes whkeis on the bridge. We follow an other ap-
proximate model given by Skudrzyki[2, p. 1129, second agpration presented]
for a plate stiffened by a bar:

e The impedance of the soundboard at the bridge is the sum afnihedance of
the bridge, considered as a beam (see next points belowsfoharacteristics),
and that of the central zone of the soundboard, consideragkde (idem).

e The coupling between the bridge and the plate is describedgdified modal
density of the bridge and by an added stiffness on the plate.

e The modified modal density of the bridge is obtained by adthrthe bridge the
mass of the plate.

e In its direction, the bridge imposes its stiffness to thag(aodified orthotropy
compared to § 211, taken arbitrarily as elliptic).
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A synthesised impedance (reciprocal of the point-molilét/the bridge is pre-
sented in Fig.16, according to Egs.]21) and (22).

2

10 4

10° 10
Frequency (Hz)
Figure 6. Synthesised impedance at the bridge (blue satid) land characteristic
impedances (red lines, seé §l4.2).
Dashed line: characteristic impedance of the soundbdare: 1/Y¢, resulting from the
sum of the characteristic impedances of the ribbed zone & doridge.
Dash-dotted line: characteristic impedance of the ribbmtezof the soundboard, with a
stiffness in the bridge direction imposed by the bridge (s&8.
Dotted line: characteristic impedance of the bridge carsid as a beam mass-loaded by
the plate (see text).

The first two values of the modal frequencies are those medsxperimentally
(114 and 134 Hz) but any physically reasonable choice woelddzeptable since
we are not interested in specific modal values. Beyond honisggon that has
been done in the low-frequency regime, a significant degfeeregularity re-
mains in the soundboard, which must be considered here astaimty. According
to [16], the spacing of the modal frequencies obeys a Rdyldigtribution instead
of the Poisson distribution which rules modal spacings glilar structures. The
values of the modal frequencies are determined by the ramtistnibution and the
modal density given by the model presented in Section 3:

1
fort = Jot s (23)
wherer is a random number with the following probability distrudti
™ 7T1'2
pa(z) = - exp (— T) (24)
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.4 L :
of mean 1 and variance — 1. The same randomisation of the modal spacing was

chosen by Woodhouslél]l?] for his statistical g@aWhenQ is outside the cut-off
corners, it must be considered as a node for the modes of thedffazorners: the
modal density in EqL(23)) is restricted to that of the ribkede of the soundboard.
The modal frequencies of the bridge have not been randomised

In accordance with the experimental values that have baamdféor the loss fac-
tor [1]], we attribute the following values to the modal dangs:
o, 2.3
= = —7
7w f, 100

My (25)
wherer i a random number following a chi-square probability dlmation, as pro-
posed by Burkhardt and Weaveér [18, Eq. 8].

As long as the wavelength in the bridge is large comparedeaanter-rib spacing,

the bridge is coupled to the whole soundboard and the effdotalisation is ex-

pected to be lost. It is expected to reappear when the haiéleragth in the bridge
becomes equal to the inter-rib spacing. We have limitedréguiency range of the
synthesis to this limit.

4.2  Comparison with experiments: the mean-value approach

The only reliable and well-documented point-mobility m@&a&snents of a piano
soundboard available in the literature are those by Giaxdds]. This author
presents his measurements in the form of impedances. Gedsoundboard dif-
fers in size from ours by only a few centimetres. We form thpdikiesis that these
pianos are dynamically comparable. This hypothesis isrgted by the observation
that different pianos that have been measured in the litexaeem to display com-
parable equivalent isotropic rigidities (see ApperdixABpne-by-one comparison
between modes, peaks, etc. between two pianos would be mgézss. We have
adopted the mean-value approach of Skudrzyk [2]. His thpaaglicts the value of
the geometrical mean of the real part of the mobility of a edissipative struc-
ture as a function of the modal density and the mass of thetateu It also shows
that weak damping has no influence on the average level of tdity. An outline
and the main results are given below.

For a given mode, the geometrical mearfgl ;) (w)) is:

n(f)

2
G, — with M, = m =5

2
V7Q

(26)

=

5 See Eq. 5, where it seems ttfay ) has been written instead ¢ /7)"/2.
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where)M is the total mass of the structure.

For a plate or a beam, averaging on the modal shape and thée amodes yields
the real part of the so-called characteristic mobility:

n

GC —
,plate,beam
4 Mplate,beam

. The geometrical mean of the imaginary part of the mobilitieds between plates
and beams. Finally, the characteristic mobilities are:

Nplate( f) Npeant f )
4 Mplate 4 Mbeam

Y;:,plate(f) = Y;:,bean{f) = (1 - ]) (27)

In a waveguide, averaging on the modal shapes yields adliffeesult:
Nqui .
Geguidem= €Q.m 29]‘\“;6, where, as shown above, ,,, is shared by all modes corre-
9

sponding to a given propagating transverse mode and depenti® location of

(. Near the middle of the wave-guidg, ,,, is approximately 1 for odd values of

and approximately O for even valuesmaf All the dispersion branches in the wave-
guide (corresponding to the successiwth propagating transverse modes) behave
asymptotically like the dispersion equation of a beam (sggE8) and Fig.B). We
consider therefore thabB g,ige =~ —Gc guide ACcounting for the coupling of three
wave-guides described by EQ.120), it comes:

Ly |y el (28)
Yc,3guidee{f) k=1 |m=1,2,... 2-]\4guidek Qm

At the bridge, the characteristic impedances (reciprot#i® mobilities given by
Eq. (27)) add, for the beam and plate modified as describedddl 8They are
represented in Fid.] 6 and their sum is reported in the lefhéraf Fig.[T, taken
from Giordano.

Far from the bridge (right frame of Filgl. 7), the charactegistobility was computed
according to Eq.[(27) for the low-frequency regime and to @§) for the high-
frequency regime, at a point similar to point "X" in Giordaspiano (see Fig. 1 (a)
in [19]). The low-to-high transition for the modal densitydescribed in E313. At
the high-frequency end, the contribution of the second@gafing transverse mode
is somewhat arbitrary since the precise location alongthgis is unknown.

Given the approximations made in the models and their agipdic to a piano that
we did not measure directly, one may consider that the matsitriking, except

in the transition zone, as could be expected. The excelgeeaent in the upper
frequency range may be considered as a partial confirmattitwe coupling scheme
devised in Section 3.2. Above the frequency for which hathefwavelength in the
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bridge becomes comparable to the inter-rib spaciag KHz), the bridge begins
to "see" the ribs. This might be an explanation for the impedadecrease at the
bridge, above 3 kHz (left frame of Figl. 7). Again, irregulpasing is likely to cause
localisation, coming along with a decrease in impedanah{rirame of Fig[T,
abovex1 kHz.

T T T

12| (kgs™1)
1Z| (kg-s™")

)’ 10 10 10° 10

10° 10
Frequency (Hz) Frequency (Hz)

Figure 7. Magnitude of measured point-impedances by Gimid®] (solid black lines)
and characteristic impedances modeled on a similar picashétl red lines, see text). Left
frame: at the bridge, where strings C4 are attached. Rightdr far from the bridge, be-

tween two ribs ("X"point in Fig. 1 (a) of [19]).

5 Some features of the acoustical radiation

In this section, we examine how the soundboard acoustidétian differs from
the standard radiation scheme of a plain plate with the airexaimining some
allegedly critical factors in piano making. For the sake iofifdicity, we restrict
our attention to the dispersion equations. Acoustical anttiral waveumbers are

denoted with "a" and "s" superscripts respectively.
5.1 Radiation regimes

Waves in a plate radiate efficiently (that is: far from thet@lplane) when their
wavelength is larger than that in air (supersonic waves)skactural waves prop-
agating in a direction with a dynamical rigiditp, this occurs at a frequency

= %1/2 For an orthotropic plate, the transition from the subsaoithe su-
2w D
personic regime is gradual, beginning at the frequencyesponding to the larger
rigidity. For the values of the spruce parameters adoptedyeghthe dynamical
rigidities are larger in the-directions:~ 150 in spruce plates (cut-off corners,
usually ribless) and 100+s2 in the homogenised central zone. The coincidence

frequencies are 1.5 and 1.8 kHz respectively, both aboveipiper limit of the
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low-frequency regime. In this regime, the soundboard bef#verefore like a set
of plates in their subsonic regime (analysed/inl [20], forregke). For the ho-
mogenised ribbed zone of the soundboard (main area of acalustdiation), the
lowest of the dispersion curves is represented in[HBig. 8Ktkolid red line), with
f. defined as the lowest frequency corresponding to coincalemthis orthotropic

plate:
ca

fe (29)

9 DR

Above f3, the soundboard vibrates similarly to a set of three adjavame-guides.
We suppose that the rest of the soundboard is at rest, moes®ehsuring a baf-
fle for the acoustical field. Acoustical radiation by ribbexhpls has been studied
extensively since the 60’s and 70’s by Heckl, Maidanik, Mdddce, and many
others since. With regularly spaced ribs, the vibratioreeds all over the plane.
The localised modal shapes are not known with precisionen:ttlirection but in
any case, their spatial spectrum in this direction is maxmgwith a more or less

strong peak) at® ~ mr
p

The structure-borne and the air-borne waves have the satalgpectra in they-
plane. Imposing a stationary field in thedirection (withk2 = mx/p) yields the
following dispersion equation for the acoustical planesegaadiated in a direction
belonging to theyz-plane with wave numbét; . :

2
2y (mr) e
@@)+<p> : (30)

The first two dispersion branches: (= 1 andm = 2) are drawn in Fig[18 (thin
dashed and dotted blue curves). Defining

Ca

&= 31
=5 (31)
these dispersion branches intercept.thaxis atfg and4 f§. Their asymptots are
the air dispersion lingé? = 27 f /c, (thin dash-dot blue curve). Due to the breadth of
the k>%spectrum (corresponding to localisation), these curvestie considered

as the mean-lines of dispersion bands.

The k, components of the spatial spectra are also equal. The faret@ustical
radiation in thez-direction exists only if£2| is positive. For waves propagating in
they-direction (which are radiated by the structural waves éwlave-guides)/?|
must be less that2,|: this is the usual "supersonic condition" for the radiatadn

Y
a structure-borne wave.

It is clear in Fig[8 that the subsonic or supersonic naturthefstructural waves
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Figure 8. Dispersion curves of structural and acousticalewagenerated inside and ra-
diating outside the piano soundboard: supersonicubsonic structural waves. Thick red
curves: bending waves in the homogenised plate equivaléhétribbed zone of the sound-
board and in a structural wave-guides. Thin blue curvesesponding radiated acoustical
waves. The acoustical radiation is efficient (supersonieespfor frequencies at which a
blue curve is above the red curve with the same motive.
and === LS(f)] for the fastest bending waves-(lirection, lowest
fc) in the homogenised plate equivalent to the ribbed zonee$thundboard, respectively
below and abovég (crossing the dispersion line of plane waves in aift
mmmme= o |ko(f)| for bending waves in the wave-guide between the second and
third ribs for the first transverse mode of the guide, stgrtn f5 (see Eqs]3 and 16).
. [k (f)| for bending waves in the wave-guide between the second amtribs for the
second transverse mode, starting fg

and —-—-—- . |k3(f)| for plane waves in air, respectively below and be-
yond f§ (also the asymptot of the other dispersion curves in ai)——— [k, (f)] for
acoustical waves radiated by the main spatial compokgnt £, of the first propagating
transverse mode in the wave-guides, startinffdsee Eqd. 31 arid BO).
------- : |kS,(f)| for acoustical waves radiated by the main spatial component
k. = 2k, of the second propagating transverse mode in the wavegjistiting ap f3.

depends on the relative values f§f(given by Eq. [(3) andg (given by Eq. [(B)).
We examine now what is the condition ghfor the structure-borne wave to be
supersonic. With the following notations and normalisasi¢identical to Eq.(15)

only form = 1):
2 2
S
k, wg

the dispersion curves Eg$.{16) afdl(30), respectively wevgaiides and air, are
transformed into:

Ky = (/0 = mi(1-92) = m?(y (33)
a Q . 2
K2 = 5" (34)
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Figure 9. Dispersion curves for structural and air-wavesied by the first transverse
mode of the wave-guider{ = 1), in normalised, squared coordinat@s= (w/w§)2 and
K = (kp/m)2.

Red solid parabola: structural waves in a wave-guide (E3))(®vith z-intercept af) = 1.
Blue straight lines: air waves (Ed. (34)) withintercept aﬁg.

The structural parameter/w determines the position of the blue lin@, is the value
of Qg for which the blue line is tangent to the red parabola. Theusiical radiation is
efficient (supersonic waves) for frequencies at which a biugght line is above the red
parabola.

Solid: f§ < fL. Dashedifi < f§ < f§. Dash-dot:f§ > f (as usually observed in pianos).

The two equations are graphically represented in [Hig. 9ice 1 and various

~ (,ua 2 p 2

H _ ¢}

instances of)} = <_§> x (E) . The red parabola represents Hqg.l(33) and
has a fixedz-intercept at) = 1. The straight blue lines represent Eq.1(34) and
their z-intercept a2} varies with the structural parametgfw. Two cases must be

distinguished.

€)) Qg > 1 & f§ > f5 dash-dotted line in Fig.]9, with only one intersection
point between the dispersion curves. This is obtained witinger-rib spacing of

p =13 cm with a spruce panel of ~ 8 mm thick: f7 is about 1.3 kHz, slightly
above the frequency limifi, ~ f3 of 1.1 kHz (see EqL{3)), as shown in Fig. 8
(dashed blue curve). The structural waves are subsonigviiak frequency cor-
responding to this intersection poirft (~ 13 in Fig.[@, f ~ 7 kHz in Fig.[8),
and supersonic abd@k In other words, the subsonic regime occurring naturally in
the low-frequency regime and up #§ in the high-frequency regime (evanescent
waves: see EqL(84)) has been considerably extended bybtiiagiof the sound-
board. With a homogeneous plate equivalent to the ribbeddimard (in plywood,
for example), the supersonic regime would have ceasé¢d-atl.8 kHz. Knowing

6 One notes here that the structural waves corresponding=02 are supersonic as soon
as they appeatr.
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how piano manufacturing has evolved, it is hard to think thé is the result of
chance.

(b) Qg <1 & f§ < fg dashed and solid lines in Fig. 9. It can be seen graphically
and demonstrated by some algebraic manipulations that thene and only one
value). € [0,1] such that the air dispersion line is tangent to the waveeguid
dispersion parabola. This case could be observed for louegabf the structural
parametep/w. The two dispersion curves have:

e nointersection fof2a < ¢ (or f2 < f,): solid blue line in FigCP. Assuming that
fc remains abové,, structural waves would be subsonic in the low-frequency
regime and supersonic in the high-frequency regime.

o two intersections fofl < Q2 < 1 (or fi < f2 < f5): dashed line in FidJ9. In
this intermediate case, the radiation is alternativelyssalz and supersonic.

5.2 Discussion

The above observations may answer a puzzling question o pianufacturing:
why soundboards are not made out of plywood? Properly dedigtywood would
behave similarly in the low-frequency domain (homogenemusvalent plate, with
a low orthotropic ratio) and would radiate more efficienthose f., which might
be considered as desirable on a musical instrument. A gessiwer is that such
a strong change in the radiation regime is undesirable sirveeuld alter the ho-
mogeneity from note to note, both in level and in sustain dsaliatroduce a sharp
variation in the spectrum of each note. As shown above, theeigaide regime
extends the subsonic regime and may be a cure for this problem

Dimensioning a piano model is done for specified nominal wdwatacteristics. If
dimensioning is such that is adjusted too close tff}, there is a risk that the dis-
persion in wood characteristics confers the undesirabliatiag feature described
above (case (b)) to some pianos of a manufacturing seriés téimpting to es-
tablish a connection between the frequency range whereathiation pattern of
the piano may be strongly modified by the wave-guide phenoméhit is not
adjusted properly, and the so-called killer octave someufeaturers complain
about. The transition between the two vibratory regime$iefsoundboard and the
induced non-uniformity of the acoustical radiation may lakp why the sustain
is so difficult to obtain for piano manufacturers around tffiga fio sixth octa

(Cg ~ 1050 Hz).

Many attempts have been done to improve (or, more humblyjfyjdatde sound of
the piano instrument by changing some features in the agigin of its sound-
board. However, very few have been carried along with agmalsheasurements,

7 See for example comments of the Fandrich Piano Companyi® pisaker [21]
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and even less have been documented. The experimental studgdoout by Con-
klin on a concert grand investigates the influence of riblmnghe sound radia-
tion [22]. Conklin built a soundboard wits ribs (more than twice the usual num-
ber), reducing the spacingto a value of about 5-6 cm. The height of the ribs was
the same as those of a normally-designed soundboard. Thiir was changed to
aroundl.1 cm, approximately half of the usual value, in order to keepaat the
same rigidity and mass as that of a conventionally desigaeddboard. It follows
that /3 reaches the highest frequency at which Conklin was intedesbrrespond-
ing to the fundamental of the highest string of the pia@g: ~ 4200 Hz. In his
own words, Conklin’s new soundboard "has improved uniféyraf frequency re-
sponse, improved and extended high frequency respons$ertatjiciency at higher
frequencies, and improved tone quality". Of course, theselasions need to be
taken with some caution since no measurement was publisttetha soundboard
was not available for third-parties’ comments. With thesalifications, the coin-
cidence phenomenon is changed so that the supersonicioadiegime appears
between approximately 1 and 4 kHz: favourable to the "higlqdency response”
and the "efficiency at higher frequencies” but unfavourablsustain . ..on which
Conklin does not comment.

Suzuki [23] measured the radiation efficiency of a baby-dgiano from 10 Hz to
5.4 kHz. It is interesting to note that there is no sensitiveease of the average
radiation efficiency. A very smooth change appears in a #eecdransition range”
of 1-1.6 kHz, decreasing slowly beyond. This absence of Hapstransition in
radiation efficiency between the subsonic and the supersegimes is consistent
with what has been found above.

6 Conclusion

The piano soundboard is a challenging vibro-acousticaabgeveral more or less
independent structures, one of them with a complex ribbygjesn. In order to

gain insight on the vibration regimes that were revealedr@vipus experimental
studies, semi-analytical models have been proposed irpdpsr. These models
consider the different parts of the soundboard as elemestarctures: homoge-
neous plates, structural wave-guides, beam. The mode¢shiesan inspired by the
observation of experimental and numerical modal analyses.

The main part of the soundboard — a more or less regularledipate — has been
considered as a homogeneous orthotropic plate. The asthotatio obtained after
homogenisation is much smaller than that of spruce. The miidfieult problem
still consists in describing the coupled dynamics of thislbgenised plate and the
main bridge (a long beam glued on one side of the soundbcHnd)solution that
has been proposed — two plates on each side of the bridge wbighies them
— yields a modal density of the whole soundboard (includhregydut-off corners)
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in good agreement with previous experimental determinatitn order to derive
the modal density of the various plates involved in the mad#te low-frequency
range, the low-frequency correction due to the boundargitimm must be calcu-
lated. Two extensions to the existing literature on thigipalar subject had to be
derived (non-special orthotropy) or proposed (arbitraggmgetry of the contour).
It was also observed that pianos in the same range seem taydgmilar global
properties, namely the rigidity of the isotropic plate eqleént to the whole sound-
board at low frequencies.

In the high-frequency regime, the dynamics of the soundbeacounters a marked
change due to the ribbing system. Also, the slightly irragspacing of the ribs is
very likely to be the cause of the observed localisation efittodes in the direction
orthogonal to the ribs. In this regime, a simple model of ¢hceupled structural
wave-guides predicts an apparent (or local) modal densigxcellent agreement
with the experimental observations.

The point-mobility can be predicted by the models descrdietbst everywhere on
the soundboard. For points located at the bridge, these Imodenot predict the
point-mobility and a previously established model desoglplate-beam coupling
had to be used. Based on the above observation on dynamiuidritly between
pianos of similar dimensions, a comparison has been madeeetthe character-
isticimpedance predicted by the models on a piano that we m@asured in detalil
with the impedance that has been measured in detail on a fnandich only the
overall dimensions are known. The features of the chaliatitermpedance, both
at the bridge and far from it, compare very well, not only dpagively but also
guantitatively.

The vibration models which have been derived can also betogaetdict the dis-
persion curves of the structural waves and thus, the digpecsirves of the cor-
responding radiated acoustical waves. It appears thailibang systems consid-
erably extends the subsonic regime of sound radiation, aeoedo what it would
be on a homogeneous plate equivalent to the soundboard-fitdquencies. It also
appears that the ratio of the rib-spacing to the thicknesbeinain wood panel
rules the eventual appearance of the alternation of subaodisupersonic acousti-
cal radiation regimes. Avoiding an intermediate supersaadiation regime (which
would create a non-regular radiation pattern in the trefhge of the instrument)
seems to rely on a careful adjustment of geometrical paemhai the wood elastic
properties.
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A Appendix: Modal density of a homogeneous plate — Cases of non-special
orthotropy and of arbitrary contour geometry

For a plate of finite ared, the asymptotic modal density (reciprocal of the average
difference between two consecutive resonance frequgrafiéiansverse waves is
independent of the boundary conditions and, similarly,haf $hape of the plate
(see[[7] for examp). In low frequency, boundary conditions must be taken into
account.

For a rectangular plate with an isotropic material of dyreahrigidity Dis,, the
asymptotic value and the boundary conditions correctionafoectangular plate
with perimeterL are [11]:

A
Neoliso = —75 (A1)
1ISO 2 Disol/2
—1/4
L D' L
niso(f) = No,iso (1 +€— ) = Neo,iso (1 + € —/—— (A-2)
’ A\2r f ’ Jar AT

wheree depends on the boundary conditions: -1/2 for the hinged, casfer the
clamped case, +1 for the free case. The last expression ms&es the normalised

frequencyf = f n..iso-

Although the literature provides all the necessary inggetd to obtain the asymp-
totic modal density of orthotropic rectangular plates wathy orthotropic angle
0, # 0 (defined as the angle between the long side of the rectanpialte and
the main axis of orthotropy, see Flg._A.1), it seems to hawnkexplicitly given
in the case of special orthotropy onl§, (= 0: plate sides.y and Ly parallel to
the x- andy-directions respectively). The same observation apptiebd bound-
ary conditions correction at low-frequencies. This apperdns at filling these
small gaps. We also propose, without proof, a generalisatiaghe low-frequency
correction for arbitrary geometry of the contour.

8 In his textbookAcoustics: an introduction to its physical principles and applications,
p. 293, Allan Pierce dates this result back to Weyl [24].
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A.1 Asymptotic modal density

This section extends Wilkinson’s work [10] done in the cakspecial orthotropy.
With new polar coordinates and:

Kk costp =k DY cos(d —0)) A3)
ksing =k DY*sin(@—6,)

the dispersion law Eq.{4) becomes:

4 4 QDIZ/ 2 22 -4 2
K* | cos" Y+ ——=——=cos“ Y sin“¢Y+sin“ Y | =phw (A.4)

/DD,

and, as in[[10], can be factorised in:

h 2

KA w,9) = — (A5)

1 — a?sin?(2¢)

wherea? is given in [8). Adopting Courant[7] and Bolotin [25] appobes, the
asymptotic number of resonant mod€éw) below a certain angular frequency
is:

LxLy LxLy /2
N = 55T / / i(w, ) dip s = —%way)%/o w2 (w, ) dy

= Nw)= ‘;ﬂf@ (%) F (a) (A.6)

o £ = [0tz e [0 ) o

The last form of F is obtained using the even-parity and-thgeriodicity of the
functionsin? 1.

By derivation of N (w), the modal density is:

nc(f) = 2F (a)

dN(w)dw A |ph (Dx 1 (A7)

Fo) = >—=
do df 7\ D, \D, Y 9D, D,
where the last form is similar to Eq. (A.1).
Finally, the result in the case of the non-special orthatisghe same as that given
by Wilkinson [10]. Since the angle of orthotropy is, in effect, the orientation

of the plate boundaries with respect to the main axis of drtipy, it was to be
expected that,,, being independent from boundary conditions, does notrtkpe
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ond#, either. For the general non-isotropic case, see Langldy [26

90

159/

180

21

270 270
() (b)

Figure A.1. Constant frequency contours of a bidimensiar#hotropic system (Sitka
spruce plate). (a): in the wave-numbeplane, according to Ed.1(4); the blue axes cor-
respond tdc, andk,. (b): in the modifieds plane, according to EJ._(A.4); the blue axes
correspond ta:|g—y = Dl/ ky andklg—r /o = Dgl,/4 ky.

. special orthotropy 4, = 0).
6, ~ —32.5° (corresponding to the case of our piano).

. non-special orthotropy with

A.2  Low-frequency correction due to the boundary conditions

We derive the correction to be brought in low-frequency te thodal density of

the non-special orthotropic plate, due to the boundary itiomd. The approach

is based on the work of Xier al. [11] which yields Eq.[(A.R) in the case of an
isotropic plate.

Introducing

D(0,0,) = D, cos*(0—0,)+2D,, cos*(0—0,),sin*(@—6,)+ D, sin*(0—0,)
(A.8)
transforms the dispersion laiM (4) into:

D(0,60 )k (w,0) = phw? (A.9)

The correction terms on the mode count can be derived signtiaithe isotropic
case (exposed in details in [11]) by adding or removing (ddp® of the type of
boundary condition) the areas of two strips of modes aloegntiain axes of the
wavenumber diagram. Assuming that for simply supportedchdaty conditions,

the wavenumbers may be approachednlozL andnLl (m andn € N*), we
obtain the number of modes and the modal densny of a nonapathotropic
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plate as follows:

k(w, 0) 57— + k(w,7/2) 57— + 37—~
N(w) = No(w) — = —r A
Lx Ly
1/4 1/4
ph s ph s T T
= + - +
(D(O,GQ) \/C_UQLY (D(?T/2,8J_)> \/C_UQLX 2Lx 2Ly
= Noo(w) — T T
Lx Ly
1 1 2Lx 2Ly
= Ny ——(ph — — A.10
) =gl [D(o,mw " D(w/z,w“] Ve (A10)

1 2L 2L
o — ———(p )V | Y ~1/2 A.11
e lD(o,egw B(r/2, 0071 ! ALY

n(f) =

. . 1 1 .
With wavenumbers approximated h(yn + 5) LL and (n + 5) LL we obtain
X Y
in the case of the clamped non-special orthotropic plate:

1
V8T

) = =l | 2 Ly

+ — 2 (A2
D(0,0,)*  D(r/2, 8J.>1/4] ! ( )
In the case of free boundary conditions, with wavenumbepsagimated by%

X

and%, and accounting for the rigid and beam-modes [11] yields:
Y

) = o + (o) 5 2 2Ly

—1/2
N 50.6,)1 + D(W/Q,@l)l/‘l] f (A.13)

These formula can be written in more compact forms, simidtd. [A.2):

B e (DD)YV* w 2Lx 2Ly
e Y B w Ty (D(o,ew ’ DWM)M
(A.14)
= 1o%) \/ﬁ )

with n., given by Eq.[(AY).f = f n., € = given as in Eq.[{AR) and

™

2Ly 2Ly
2F(a)(Dny)l/8 (D( + ) (A.16)

L= .
0,0.)Y/4  D(r/2,0,)4
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Naturally, Egs. [(AIN)EAT3) yield EqC(A.2) wheP = D, = D, = D,,
(isotropic plate), for any . One notes also that for special orthotropy the expres-

. . 2L 2L .
sion in parentheses in Ed. (A]16) becom%s% + D—1Y/4 whenf, = ar (with
x Yy

2Lx 2Ly

a € N) and becomesb i+ D1/ for inversed axis of orthotropy (that is when
Yy T

0, =7/2+ an).

We form the hypothesis that E. (Al16) can be generalisedyshape ofd:

L= — j&u%D”V%s (A.17)

2F (a) D(©)1/4

1/4
T ¢
2F () 7{ ((2 cost©® + 2( cos?2Osin? O + sin’ @) ds  (A.18)

L

where© = 6 — ¢, is the polar angle ofdand¢* = D, /D, (see Eq.[(6)). In the
case of isotropyL would simply be the perimeter of.

B Appendix: Equivalent isotropic dynamical rigidity of piano soundboards

It has been suggested in the literature that the ribs andithgds compensate glob-
ally the anisotropy of spruce [27,28]. This hypothesis &dd here by computing

a dynamical rigidityD;s, for different piano soundboards. The literature on piano
soundboard offers data (reported(inl[29], p. 17, 18) thatmaanalysed according
to a simple equivalent isotropic plate model: SuzUki [233r&yis [30], Berthausr

al. [8], and ourselves 1] have published modal frequencieWw800 Hz or less
for the three first authors). It is out of question to applyitege instruments the full
sub-plate model developed in Sectldn 2 since only the dveiralensions of the
soundboards are reported.

We propose here to model each soundboard as a homogendoaysicseectangular
plate with the same arey modal density:iso( f) and clamped boundary conditions
along the perimetef. Combining Eqs. AII=A]2 (witlh = —1) one notes that the

quantityr = Do obeys the following equation:

r—A = (B.1)

The modal density of each soundboard has been estimated eectprocal of the
moving average on six successive intermodal-spacingssdhgions of Eq[B.1L
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Figure B.1. Estimations of the dynamical rigiditi€s, of the homogeneous isotropic
plates equivalent to different piano soundboards explorede literature. Estimations are
based on the measurements of the modal densities as theooatipf the moving average
on six successive intermodal-spacings. The horizontaklat the right side of the figure
correspond to the average vakieDis, > of each series of points.

x: Egeet al. [1], impact excitation on an upright piane, Dis, >= 105 m* s72. o: Egeet
al. [1], acoustical excitation (same piano, wider frequenaygs), < Diso >= 96 m* s72.

a: Dérogis [30], upright pianog Dise >= 100 m* s72,

.. Berthauter al. [8], baby grand pianos Diso >= 68 m* s72.

«. Suzuki [23], baby grand piano, one estimation only, duéhlow number of reported
modes,Diso = 73 m* s72.

are reported in Fid. Bl1. It appears that the dynamical itigisl of the two uprights
(Dérogis’ and ours) and the two baby-grands (Suzuki's andhRat’s) are very
similar.

What would possibly constitute a manufacturing rule may tesaered as what
piano makers have come to achieve with the dimensioningeofrthny parts of a
soundboard, over decades of empiricism or, possibly, wiegt kept from making
habits on earlier keyboard instruments.
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