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Recent experimental studies reveal that the near-wake region of a circular cylinder at hypersonic
Mach numbers exhibits self-sustained flow oscillations. The oscillation frequency was found to have
a universal behavior. Experimental observations suggest an aeroacoustic feedback loop to be the
driving mechanism of oscillations. An analytical aeroacoustic model which predicts the experimen-
tally observed frequencies and explains the universal behavior is presented here. The model provides
physical insights and informs of flow regimes where deviations from universal behavior are to be
expected.

The wake of a 2D circular cylinder in the incompress-
ible flow regime is a celebrated canonical problem in fluid
dynamics [1–3]. Historically, the cylinder wake problem
was at the forefront of research in fluid dynamics, with
motivation coming partly from practical issues in under-
standing and predicting hydrodynamic drag force on bluff
bodies [2–4]. The canonical cylinder wake contains many
of the key elements of a generic bluff body wake. In
the incompressible flow regime the physics of the wake
is governed by a single non-dimensional parameter: the
Reynolds number ReD = (ρ∞ U∞D)/µ∞. Here U∞ is
the freestream flow velocity, D is the cylinder diameter,
and ρ∞ and µ∞ are the density and dynamic viscosity,
respectively, of the freestream fluid.

Periodic vortex shedding from the aftbody of the cylin-
der, which is a commonly observed flow feature in incom-
pressible cylinder wakes, gives the flow a visually appeal-
ing character. (This is popularly known as the Kármán
vortex street ; see Fig. 1a.) As ReD is increased start-
ing from ReD ≪ 1, the phenomenon of vortex shedding
manifests at Re ≈ 47 [5]. Vortex shedding gives the wake
a characteristic timescale, which is written in the form of
a non-dimensional frequency referred to as the Strouhal
number St = (f L)/U . Here f is the characteristic fre-
quency of flow oscillations in the wake region, and L and
U are characteristic length and velocity scales, respec-
tively. It is noted that St is a function of ReD. An
interesting and fundamentally important aspect of St is
its universal behavior; when the shedding frequency is
scaled using the wake width and a characteristic wake
velocity, St attains invariance for ReD > 300, with a
value of approximately 0.164 [3, 6–9]. This universal be-
haviour holds across a broad range of Reynolds numbers
for cylinders and also for other bluff body shapes in the
incompressible flow regime [9–11].
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Relaxing the incompressibility condition presents a
more general problem of the wake flow in the compress-
ible regime, where the Mach number becomes an addi-
tional (and independent) governing parameter along with
the Reynolds number. The freestream flow Mach number
is defined as M∞ = U∞/a∞, where a∞ is the acoustic
wave speed. The 2D cylinder wake at supersonic and
hypersonic Mach numbers, where the flow is compress-
ible, is very distinct from its incompressible flow regime
counterpart. As a representative example, Fig. 1b shows
an instantaneous flow density gradient map for a cylin-
der at M∞ = 6. Distinction between incompressible and
compressible cylinder wake flows are qualitatively very
evident in Fig. 1. For M∞ > 1, shock waves appear
in the flow and the vortex shedding phenomenon disap-
pears. The near-wake region is characterized by the for-
mation of two shear layers, which are symmetric about
the cylinder centerline.

The canonical compressible cylinder wake problem has
received much less scientific attention as compared to
the incompressible problem. The near-wake periodic flow
unsteadiness in the incompressible regime has been the
subject of several detailed studies [2, 3], which span a
period of over a hundred years [12], and the unsteadiness
mechanisms are reasonably well understood [3, 13–15].
Whereas for the supersonic/hypersonic flow regime, it
is only within the past decade that the near-wake flow
region was discovered to exhibit coherent and periodic
oscillations [16–18] [19]. The oscillations were found to
have a single characteristic frequency. Interestingly, the
oscillation Strouhal number, formed using the shear layer
length and freestream velocity, exhibits universal behav-
ior. At high-supersonic and hypersonic Mach numbers
and across a range of Reynolds numbers, the Strouhal
number was found to be invariant, taking a value of ap-
proximately 0.48 [16, 17].

The nature of cylinder wake unsteadiness in the com-
pressible flow regime is fundamentally very different from
the incompressible flow scenario. Driven by experimen-
tal observations, literature proposes the following hy-
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FIG. 1: (a) An instantaneous snapshot of cylinder wake
flow in water at M∞ = 0.01 and ReD = 1.4× 105 [20].
The shedding vortices from the top and bottom of the
cylinder aftbody, with opposing sense of rotation, are

visualized by controlled cavitation [20]. (b) An
instantaneous density gradient map around a circular
cylinder at M∞ = 6 and ReD = 2.8× 105 obtained
using the optical imaging technique of schlieren [17].

pothesis: an aeroacoustic feedback mechanism in the
near-wake causes and sustains flow oscillations [16, 17].
Based on this hypothesis, here we develop a quantita-
tive aeroacoustic model with no empiricism to explain
oscillations observed in the supersonic/hypersonic cylin-
der wake. The model successfully predicts the oscillation
frequencies reported from experiments, and thereby pro-
vides a clear physical understanding of the phenomenon.
Further, the model also explains the experimentally ob-
served universal behavior and informs of flow regimes
where deviations from universal behavior are to be ex-
pected. Table I summarizes the experimental data avail-
able in literature for near-wake oscillations at high Mach
numbers. S is the shear layer length (see Fig. 1b), and
two Strouhal numbers are defined as StD = (f D)/U∞
and StS = (f S)/U∞. Data from Table I are used for the
present model development exercise and for validation of
model predictions.

We begin with a brief description of the key flow fea-
tures (see Fig. 2). Given the flow symmetry about the
cylinder centerline, only the top half of the cylinder and
flow are depicted in the figure. A steady bow shock wave
forms upstream of the cylinder, and the flow downstream
of the shock wave in region 2 is subsonic. The subsonic
fluid accelerates as it moves around the cylinder, attains
Mach 1 at the sonic line, and further accelerates to su-
personic Mach numbers as the flow expands around the
cylinder. Further downstream the flow separates from
the cylinder surface (due to the limitation on the max-
imum turn angle of supersonic flows) and generates a
separation shock wave. Flow separation on the top and
bottom surfaces of the cylinder results in the formation

M∞ ReD

(
×104

)
S
D

StD StS

Schmidt and
Shepherd [16]

4

2 1.52 0.299 0.45

4 1.84 0.308 0.56

5 1.23 0.339 0.42

9 1.28 0.368 0.47

13 1.35 0.398 0.53

21 1.27 0.459 0.58

29 1.07 0.448 0.48

49 0.97 0.478 0.46

Thasu and
Duvvuri [17]

6

23 1.49 0.341 0.5

28 1.39 0.346 0.48

30 1.38 0.349 0.48

40 1.38 0.355 0.49

43 1.3 0.361 0.47

50 1.27 0.372 0.47

TABLE I: Strouhal number data from experiments.

FIG. 2: A schematic illustration of the flow structure
over the top half of a supersonic/hypersonic cylinder.

of symmetric supersonic shear layers on either side of the
centerline. The region of intersection of the two shear
layers is referred to as the “neck” of the wake (marked
in Fig. 1b). The shear layers and the cylinder surface
enclose two regions of subsonic recirculating flow with
opposing sense of rotation. Downstream of the neck the
flow turns parallel to the freestream through tail shock
waves that are generated at the neck region.
The physical picture of flow oscillations that we build

on is the following: interaction between the two shear
layers in the neck region leads to an aeroacoustic feedback
loop and sustains periodic flow oscillations. The inset in
Fig. 2 illustrates this mechanism, which comprises of four
distinct phases:

1. downstream propagation and amplification of vor-
tical disturbances (generated by flow instabilities)
in the shear layers;

2. scattering, or generation of acoustic disturbances,
at the neck region due to interaction between the
two unsteady shear layers;
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3. upstream propagation of acoustic waves along the
subsonic portion of the shear layers;

4. receptivity of the shear layers to the acoustic waves,
resulting in the excitation of vortical disturbances
in their upstream regions.

It is noted that a broadly similar mechanism to the one
outlined above is at play when air flows at high subsonic
or supersonic speeds over open cavities, and leads to pe-
riodic unsteadiness and emission of acoustic tones. Some
insights from open cavity flow literature, particularly the
modeling framework used therein [21–23], are leveraged
for the present effort.

By considering the feedback loop to be linear, and
matching the wavespeed to wavelength ratio (i.e., fre-
quency) between downstream-propagating vortical dis-
turbances and upstream-propagating acoustic distur-
bances, the following expression can be obtained for the
disturbance frequency f [21–23]:

f =

(
1

S

)(
m− ϕ
1
ar

+ 1
kUi

)
. (1)

Here Ui is the flow velocity downstream of the separa-
tion shock wave (see Fig. 2), kUi is the propagation speed
of vortical disturbances (with k being a constant), ar is
the speed of the acoustic waves that propagate upstream
along the shear layer of length S, integer m is the mode
number for the oscillations, and ϕ is the phase differ-
ence between the vortical and acoustic disturbances at
the neck region. The flow oscillation timescale is taken
to be the same as the vortical and acoustic disturbance
timescale, i.e., f also denotes the wake oscillation fre-
quency. The Strouhal number StD of wake oscillations
can then be written as

StD =
fD

U∞
=

(
D

S

)(
m− ϕ

U∞
ar

+ U∞
kUi

)
. (2)

Obtaining the exact conditions downstream of the sep-
aration shock waves requires detailed flow computations.
However, with certain simplifications, the flow conditions
can be estimated reasonably well without resorting to
computations. An acceptable modeling approximation is
to consider flow along the stagnation streamline (marked
in Fig. 2) downstream of the bow shock wave to be isen-
tropic. Flow stagnation properties downstream of the
bow shock wave (region 2 in Fig. 2) are obtained by as-
suming the bow shock wave to be locally normal in the
region close to the cylinder centerline [24]. The pres-
sure minimum location on the cylinder surface, marked
as θpmin in Fig. 2, occurs slightly upstream of the region
where the separation shock wave forms [25]. Flow proper-
ties at θpmin are obtained using the Prandtl-Meyer expan-
sion fan theory [24] with the flow turn angle given by the
difference in angle between θpmin [25] and the sonic point
location θs [26]. The solution of the separation shock

wave requires information on at least one flow property
downstream. From earlier studies of compressible cylin-
der wake flows aimed at understading the mean (time-
averaged) flow structure [25, 27–29], the base pressure
ratio is consistently observed to be pB/p02 = 0.03± 0.01,
where pB denotes the pressure at the base of the cylin-
der (denoted as ‘B’ in Fig. 2), and p02 represents the
pressure at the forward stagnation point. Measurements
from recent experiments at Mach 6 show a pressure ratio
pB/p02 = 0.025 [30], which is in good agreement with ear-
lier literature. Since significant pressure gradients are not
expected in the recirculation region, the pressure down-
stream of the separation shock wave (pi) is taken to be
pi = pB. By using the flow properties at the pressure
minimum location as the upstream conditions and pi as
the downstream condition, a solution for the separation
shock wave angle (β) and strength can be obtained using
standard oblique shock wave relations [24].

In the recirculation region the flow velocities are rela-
tively very low, and hence the region is regarded as stag-
nant. The acoustic speed in this region, denoted as ar, is
estimated by determining the average local temperature
Tr within the recirculation region. The recovery tem-
perature is a good estimate for Tr since it accounts for
viscous losses in the shear layer [31, 32]. The recovery
temperature is given by

Tr =

[
1 +

√
Pr
(
γ−1
2

)
M2

i

1 +
(
γ−1
2

)
M2

i

]
T0 , (3)

where T0 is the stagnation temperature, Pr is the Prandtl
number, γ is the ratio of specific heats for the fluid, and
Mi is the Mach number downstream of the separation
shock wave. With R as the gas constant, ar is then writ-
ten as

ar =
√

γRTr . (4)

The propagation speed of the vortical disturbances
(kUi) is estimated by modeling the compressible shear
layer as a 2D mixing layer, with supersonic flow on the
top and stagnant fluid on the bottom. Extensive litera-
ture is available on compressible mixing layers, including
studies on growth rate of shear layer thickness and the
convection speed of disturbances [33–38]. Flow instabil-
ities in mixing layers consist of three families of waves,
labeled as “Kelvin-Helmholtz,” “supersonic,” and “sub-
sonic” instability waves [39–41]. Propagation speeds of
these waves can formally be obtained through linear sta-
bility analysis of the mixing layer [39]. For the present
purpose, however, a simple vortex train model of these
instability waves [42] is used to obtain reasonably accu-
rate estimates for the propagation speeds. The vortex
train model gives the propagation (or convection) speeds
wsup, wKH, wsub of supersonic, Kelvin-Helmholtz, sub-
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FIG. 3: A map of dominant instability waves in the
[Mi, α] parameter space. Square and circle markers
correspond to experimental data given in Table I.

sonic instability waves, respectively, as

wsup

Ui
=

1

1 + α

wKH

Ui
=

1 + α
(

wsup

Ui

)
1 + α

=
1 + 2α

(1 + α)
2

wsub

Ui
=

1− α
(

wsup

Ui

)
1 + α

=
1

(1 + α)
2 .

(5)

Here α = ai/ar is the ratio of sound speeds between
the supersonic flow side and the stagnant flow side of
the shear layer (see Fig. 2). It is noted that all three
non-dimensional propagation speeds (wsup/Ui, wKH/Ui,
wsub/Ui) are solely a function of α.
Based on harmonic analysis of linearized governing

equations of compressible inviscid mixing layer flow [39],
some key observations of the instability wave character-
istics are made here. At low supersonic Mach numbers,
only the Kelvin-Helmholtz and subsonic instability waves
are active, with the Kelvin-Helmholtz waves dominat-
ing the flow. Supersonic instability waves emerge only
when Mi > 1 + (1/α) [39]. The growth rates of Kelvin-
Helmholtz and supersonic instability waves depend on
Mi and α. Specifically, as Mi increases, the dominance
of Kelvin-Helmholtz instability waves decreases while the
growth rate of supersonic instability waves steadily rises.
The Mach number Mi above which supersonic instabili-
ties become dominant is termed the critical Mach num-
ber. Subsonic waves are active only when the mixing
layer has a finite (but small) thickness. Their growth
rates are small, and hence they are considered to be the
least unstable of the three wave families [39]. Fig. 3 shows
a map of the [Mi, α] parameter space, wherein the Mi

and α values for the experimental data points given in
Table I are estimated using the modeling approach out-
lined earlier in this paper. The figure clearly shows that
Kelvin-Helmholtz instability waves are expected to be

FIG. 4: Strouhal number comparison between
experimental data and predictions from present model.

the dominant instability waves in the wake shear layers
across all the experimental data points considered here.
Hence, the propagation velocity of vortical disturbances
(kUi) in Eqns. (1) and (2) is taken to be the convection
velocity of the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability waves wKH

(Eq. 5); we have

kUi = wKH =
1 + 2α

(1 + α)
2 Ui. (6)

The shear layer length S for use in Eq. (2) is obtained
from experimental data given in Table I. The mode num-
ber in Eq. (2) is taken as m = 2 [43]. Based on open
cavity flow observations [44], the value of ϕ is set to 0.25,
which corresponds to a phase difference of 90◦ between
the acoustic and the vortical disturbances at the neck.
With that, the modeling exercise is complete, and StD
can be predicted using Eq. (2). The Strouhal number
predictions from the model are compared against exper-
imental data in Fig. 4. The model is seen to perform
well in predicting the experimental measurements at both
M∞ = 4 and 6. Hence, this exercise lends clear support
to the hypothesis that the aeroacoustic mechanism out-
lined here drives the near-wake oscillations.
We now consider StS :

StS = StD

(
S

D

)
=

m− ϕ
U∞
ar

+ U∞
kUi

. (7)

Unlike StD, StS does not depend on the geometric pa-
rameters S, D. The numerator (m− ϕ) in the above
equation is a constant, and the first and the second terms
of the denominator account for the roles of acoustic waves
and vortical disturbances, respectively, in the feedback
loop. From Eqs. (3), (4), (6), it is seen that the de-
nominator in Eq. 7 depends only on the flow conditions
downstream of the separation shock wave (region i) and
α, both of which in turn depend on M∞ and ReD. Hence
we write

StS = g (M∞, ReD) , (8)

where g indicates functional dependence. The above
equation essentially reiterates the fact that the Mach and
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FIG. 5: Model prediction for Strouhal number variation
with the two governing parameters, M∞ and ReD.

FIG. 6: Variation in propagation speeds of vortical and
acoustic disturbances.

Reynolds numbers are the two governing parameters for
the cylinder wake in the compressible flow regime. The
function g constructed using the aeroacoustic model (i.e.,
by using Eq. 7) is shown in Fig. 5 [45]. StS shows a
considerable dependence on M∞ at low values of M∞,
whereas the dependence becomes increasingly weaker at
higher M∞. ReD has a relatively smaller effect, with StS
showing only a small variation across four orders of ReD.
The model predicts that StS attains an invariant value of
0.45 at large M∞ and ReD. Considering the simple na-
ture of the model [46], the prediction is found to be very
close to the value of 0.48 reported in literature [16, 17].
Further, the model predicts that the universal behavior
breaks at lower supersonic Mach numbers, where StS is
expected to be sensitive to M∞.

It is noted that the vortical and acoustic disturbance
propagation speeds (kUi and ar, respectively) are the ve-
locity scales relevant for the feedback loop. We now con-
sider behavior of these disturbance propagation speeds
when scaled by the freestream flow velocity, i.e., the
quantities (kUi/U∞) and (ar/U∞). Fig. 6 shows the vari-
ation of (kUi/U∞)−1 and (ar/U∞)−1 with M∞ and ReD
obtained from the model [47]. It is seen that at high
Mach and Reynolds numbers, the disturbance propaga-
tion speeds scaled by U∞ become invariant (and thereby
the quantity [U∞/ar + U∞/kUi] in Eq. 7 also becomes

invariant). Therefore, U∞ can be treated as the single rel-
evant velocity scale for the feedback loop. Further, it is
noted that the length over which both vortical and acous-
tic disturbances propagate is S, which naturally makes
it the relevant length scale for oscillations. From these
arguments we conclude that U∞ and S are the appropri-
ate velocity and length scales, respectively, to form the
Strouhal number (i.e., StS). And, when the oscillation
frequency f is scaled with S and U∞, we should expect to
see invariant behavior at high Mach and Reynolds num-
bers. This explains the universal behavior of StS ob-
served in experiments.
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