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The synchronization phenomena in thermoacoustic systems leading to oscillatory insta-

bility can effectively be modeled using Kuramoto oscillators. Such models consider the

nonlinear response of flame as an ensemble of Kuramoto phase oscillators constrained to

collectively evolve at the rhythm of acoustic fluctuations. However, these high-dimensional

models are analytically intractable and computationally expensive. In this study, we reduce

the dimensionality of such a high-dimensional model and present a low-order, analyti-

cally tractable model for predicting transitions to thermoacoustic instability. We reduce

the dimensionality of the phase oscillator model coupled to the acoustic field using the

Ott-Antonsen ansatz [Chaos 18, 037113 (2008)]. Using the reduced-order equations, we

estimate the transitions to thermoacoustic instability and compare these transitions with

the experiment. We validate the model for two combustor configurations, viz., the bluff-

body stabilized dump combustor and the swirl-stabilized annular combustor. The low-

order model accurately captures the continuous and abrupt secondary transitions observed

experimentally in these distinct combustors.
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Combustion in confined spaces leads to the manifestation of oscillatory instabilities under

specific conditions. These instabilities are often encountered as large-amplitude periodic

pressure oscillations in combustors used for power generation in gas turbine and rocket en-

gines. These instabilities are known as thermoacoustic instabilities in the combustion com-

munity and arise as a consequence of a positive feedback between the acoustic field in the

combustor and the heat release rate of the flame. Such high amplitude oscillations may

cause severe damage to the combustors. The acoustic pressure fluctuations are aperiodic

and low-amplitude during the stable combustor operation. However, when a control param-

eter such as the Reynolds number or the equivalence ratio is varied, the system transitions

to the state of thermoacoustic instability. Depending on the operating parameters, this tran-

sition can be continuous or abrupt. To predict the onset of instability, a model for the heat

release rate of the flame is required. Traditionally, the flame response to incoming perturba-

tions is modeled using transfer functions obtained experimentally or numerically. Recently,

synchronization theory has been used to study and model the synchronization phenomenon

between the acoustic field and the heat release rate fluctuations from the reactive flow field.

One such model based on the synchronization theory is the mean-field thermoacoustic model,

which considers the flame as a population of Kuramoto phase oscillators coupled with each

other and the acoustic field. The mean-field thermoacoustic model effectively captures the

nature of transitions; however, the model is inherently high-dimensional and analytically in-

tractable. We demonstrate a method to reduce the dimensionality of the mean-field model

using the reduction method proposed by Ott and Antonsen [Chaos 18, 037113 (2008)]. We

show a way to approximate the frequency distribution obtained from the heat release rate

spectrum with Lorentzian distributions and the capability of the reduced-order model to

capture the nature of transitions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Combustion in a confinement, such as a combustor, may lead to the occurrence of thermoacous-

tic instability, as a consequence of the positive feedback between the heat source and the acoustic

field in the confinement.1–3 The occurrence of thermoacoustic instability leads to large ampli-

tude pressure and velocity fluctuations. The unsteady flow in the combustor causes fluctuations in

2



flame, generating sound waves that get reflected from the boundaries of the combustor. In turn, the

reflected sound waves affect the flame, creating a positive feedback and amplifying the pressure

and heat release rate oscillations.1 When heat is added during the compression or removed dur-

ing the rarefaction phase of the pressure oscillations, respectively, energy is added to the acoustic

field.4 If this energy addition into the acoustic field exceeds the net acoustic losses, the acoustic

oscillations get amplified.5 These high-amplitude pressure oscillations have been a major issue in

gas turbine and rocket engines, hindering their development and performance. Such high-pressure

oscillations may cause severe structural damage to the combustor. The high amplitude oscillations

lead to increased heat transfer, which overwhelms the thermal protection system. Due to the large

amplitude vibrations, electronics, guidance and control systems may get damaged.

In a turbulent combustor, the stable combustor operation is characterized by aperiodic low-

amplitude pressure fluctuations, called combustion noise in the combustion community.6 The time

series of acoustic pressure fluctuations during combustion noise exhibits a broadband amplitude

spectrum. On the other hand, the periodic pressure oscillations during thermoacoustic instability

exhibit a narrowband amplitude spectrum.

The system transitions from stable combustor operation to the state of thermoacoustic insta-

bility when a control parameter such as the Reynolds number (Re) or the equivalence ratio (φ ) is

varied. Lieuwen 7 described this transition as a Hopf bifurcation from a stable, noisy fixed point

to a distorted elliptic limit cycle, which can either happen in a continuous manner (supercritical

bifurcation) or through an abrupt jump (subcritical bifurcation). Lieuwen observed these two tran-

sitions in the same system under distinct operating parameters. This description of the stable state

(combustion noise) as a fixed point is valid for laminar systems. However, in turbulent combustors,

Nair et al. 8 and Tony et al. 9 showed that the stable state is high-dimensional chaos.

Through a systematic variation of Reynolds number, Nair, Thampi, and Sujith 10 showed that

the transition from combustion noise to thermoacoustic instability happens via a route of inter-

mittency in both swirl-stabilized and bluff-body-stabilized configurations of backward-facing step

combustors. During intermittency, the time series of acoustic pressure fluctuations exhibits bursts

of periodic high-amplitude oscillations interspersed between epochs of low-amplitude aperiodic

fluctuations. Ananthkrishnan et al. 11 theoretically hypothesized about secondary bifurcation to

large amplitude limit cycle oscillations. Later, such secondary bifurcations were observed in var-

ious thermoacoustic systems.12–15 In such cases, the system transitions from combustion noise to

low-amplitude thermoacoustic instability via intermittency and subsequently undergoes an abrupt
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jump to high-amplitude thermoacoustic instability.

Various models have been developed to study the transition of thermoacoustic systems from

stable combustor operation to the state of thermoacoustic instability. One of the ways is to use

computational fluid dynamics (CFD) to model all the relevant turbulent combustion processes.

Nevertheless, CFD simulations are computationally expensive. Therefore, the flame transfer func-

tion (FTF) is used to model the response of the flame to the incoming perturbations. FTF es-

tablishes a link between the heat release rate fluctuations and the perturbations in velocity and

equivalence ratio.16 However, FTF assumes the interactions to be linear and hence cannot de-

scribe the underlying nonlinear behavior of the system. The flame describing function (FDF)

considers the nonlinear interactions by considering the amplitude and frequency of the incoming

perturbations.17

Thermoacoustic systems often comprise acoustic interactions between various components

such as ducts, nozzles, burners, flames, etc. These components can be approximated as a net-

work of acoustic elements.18–20 This approach of approximating the components as acoustic el-

ements is called low-order network modeling and is a useful tool for analyzing the stability of

thermoacoustic systems. In the low-order network models, the transfer matrix is constructed by

using the coupling relations for the unknowns across each element. The system matrix is ob-

tained by combining the transfer matrix coefficients. The system matrix is then used to obtain the

eigenfrequencies and evaluate the stability characteristics of the system. Another way to study

the transition from stable combustor operation to thermoacoustic instability is to model the flame

dynamics using analytical models. The most widely used model is the n− τ model21 which takes

into account the time lag associated with combustion. However, the n− τ model does not account

for the nonlinear nature of flame dynamics. Models such as the modified King’s law22 and the

Levine-Baum model23 take into account the nonlinear relation between the heat release rate and

the velocity fluctuations as well as the time lag associated with combustion. Once the heat release

rate is modeled, the equations governing the flow field in the system can be set up and solved using

various methods, such as the Galerkin modal expansion24 and the Green’s function method.25

Dutta, Ramachandran, and Chaudhuri 26 proposed a heat release rate model using phase oscil-

lators, where the flame is considered as an ensemble of Kuramoto phase oscillators. In this model,

the phase oscillators are coupled to the phase of the acoustic field, and the coupling strength

depends on the normalized acoustic amplitude. This model is based on the mean-field synchro-

nization of the phase oscillators and captures the various dynamical states (combustion noise,
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intermittency, and limit cycles) observed experimentally in a swirl-stabilized rotating swirler com-

bustor. More recently, Singh et al. 27 introduced the effect of acoustic coupling on the heat re-

lease rate, modeled using Kuramoto oscillators to develop a thermoacoustic model. This model

explains the temporal and spatiotemporal aspects observed in distinct combustor configurations,

viz., swirl-stabilized annular combustor, swirl-stabilized, and bluff-body-stabilized configurations

of backward-facing step combustor. The natural frequencies of the oscillators were obtained from

the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) of the heat release rate oscillations during the dynamical state of

combustion noise. Using parametric optimization, they found a linear relation between the equiv-

alence ratio and the coupling strength. The model could accurately predict the various dynamical

states observed experimentally for all the combustors. The mean-field model can predict not only

the transition to thermoacoustic instability but also its suppression. This was demonstrated by

Singh et al. 28 where the model accurately predicted the suppression of thermoacoustic instability

observed in experiments when the swirler rotation rate was systematically increased.

The mean-field model of synchronization accurately predicts the nature of the transition. How-

ever, the number of oscillators considered for modeling the heat source is fairly high, making the

model computationally expensive and analytically intractable. From Singh et al. 27,28 , we observe

that the nature of transition depends on the natural frequency distribution, or in other words, the

FFT of heat release rate fluctuations during the occurrence of combustion noise. To predict the na-

ture of transition, we propose an analytically tractable low-order model obtained by applying the

Ott-Antonsen29 reduction method on the mean-field thermoacoustic model. We derive the low-

order model by approximating the experimentally obtained natural frequency distribution using

Lorentzian distributions.30 Using the low-order model, we estimate the nature of the transition,

the bifurcation points and the normalized amplitudes.

The subsequent paper is structured as follows: Section II illustrates the experimental setup for

two lab-scale turbulent combustors. Section III describes the mean-field thermoacoustic model,

the Ott-Antonsen method for obtaining a low-order model, and a method for approximating the

experimentally obtained natural frequency distribution using a mixture of Lorentzian distributions.

We validate the low-order model using the N-oscillator model in Sec. IV. Section V shows the

comparison of experimental and model results. Finally, Sec. VI summarizes the paper.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the bluff body stabilized dump combustor. Schematic of (b) the cross-section, (c)
the burner tube and (d) the dump plane of the swirl stabilized annular combustor.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

A. Bluff-body stabilized dump combustor

The combustor comprises a settling chamber, a mixing duct, a combustion chamber, and a

circular bluff body (see Figure 1a). Air passes through the settling chamber, where the flow irreg-

ularities are removed, and enters the mixing tube. The fuel (liquified petroleum gas, 40% propane

and 60% butane) enters the mixing tube via radial injection ports on the central shaft. Both air and

fuel mix in the mixing tube and flow into the combustion chamber.

The length of the combustion chamber is 1100 mm with a square cross-section of dimensions

90 × 90 mm2. The combustion chamber near the bluff body has a backward-facing step. The

reactants enter the combustion chamber from this side and are ignited with the help of a spark

plug. The other end of the combustion chamber embodies a decoupler of dimensions 1000 × 500
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× 500 mm3, which isolates the combustion chamber from the ambient fluctuations outside. The

flame is stabilized by the circular bluff body having a thickness of 10 mm and a diameter of 47

mm. The bluff body is located 32 mm downstream of the backward-facing step. A fixed fuel flow

rate of 48 SLPM is maintained, with the airflow rate varying from 752 SLPM to 1446 SLPM. This

leads to a variation of the Reynolds number Re from 3.9 × 104 to 6.4 × 104 and the equivalence

ratio φ from 1 to 0.52. Here, the Reynolds number is given as Re = V d/ν , where V is the mean

velocity of the flow, d is the bluff-body diameter and ν is the kinematic viscosity. The equivalence

ratio is defined as the ratio of the actual fuel-air ratio to the stoichiometric fuel-air ratio.

The heat release rate fluctuations are measured using the fluctuations in chemiluminescence

intensity.31,32 These intensity fluctuations are acquired using a high-speed camera equipped with

a CH∗ filter and a 100 mm Carl-Zeiss lens. The images were acquired at a sampling rate of 2

kHz at a resolution of 520 × 520 pixels. The noise effects were removed by coarse-graining the

images by combining 10 × 10 pixels. A detailed description of the dump combustor setup and the

measurements can be found in Sudarsanan et al. 33 .

B. Swirl-stabilized annular combustor

Figure 1(b) shows a schematic of the annular combustor. The annular combustor comprises

16 burner tubes, each 30 mm in diameter and 150 mm long. A technically premixed fuel-air

mixture enters the settling chamber through twelve equally spaced inlet ports. The fuel used was

liquified petroleum gas. A honeycomb mesh in the settling chamber removes the non-uniformities

in the flow. The flow is then guided uniformly in the 16 burner tubes through a hemispherical

divider. Each burner tube has a swirler on the top for flame stabilization and a flame arrestor at the

bottom for preventing flashback. Swirlers mounted on each burner comprise a central shaft (15

mm diameter) and six guide vanes, each making a 60◦ angle with the shaft axis (see Fig. 1c).

The combustion chamber consists of two concentric ducts with inner and outer diameters of

300 mm and 400 mm, respectively. The length of the outer duct is 400 mm, and the inner duct is

200 mm. A non-premixed pilot flame (see Fig. 1d) ignites the main combustor. The pilot flame is

later extinguished after flame stabilization. The airflow rate is fixed at 1400 SLPM. The fuel flow

rate is increased from 40 to 48 SLPM (φ = 0.82 to 0.98) in the forward direction and decreased

from 48 to 36 SLPM (φ = 0.98 to 0.73) in the reverse direction. Considering the fixed airflow rate,

which is much larger than the fuel flow rate, the Reynolds number is calculated to be Red ≈ 8600
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using the exit diameter of the burner tube (d = 15 mm).

The CH∗ chemiluminescence intensity fluctuations of swirling flames were captured using a

high-speed camera. These intensity fluctuations are used to obtain the heat release rate oscillations.

Images were acquired at a resolution of 1280 × 800 pixels at a sampling rate of 2 kHz. Only one-

half of the combustor backplane (the shaded portion in Fig. 1d) was imaged with the help of an

air-cooled mirror 1 m above the combustor. The camera lens used was Nikkon AF Nikkor with 70

- 210 mm f /4 to f /5.6. Additional information about the annular combustor setup can be found in

Roy et al. 12 , and Singh et al. 34 .

C. Instrumentation

The mass flow controllers (MFCs) used to regulate the flow rates of fuel and air in both the

annular and dump combustor setups are Alicat Scientific MCR Series. These MFCs have an

uncertainty of ±0.8% of the measured reading and ±0.2% of the full-scale reading. The maxi-

mum uncertainties in Re and φ are ±0.8% and ±1.6%, respectively. A piezoelectric transducer

PCB103B02, having a sensitivity of 217.5 mV/kPa and an uncertainty of ±0.15 Pa was used to ob-

tain the pressure fluctuations. The signal is recorded for a duration of 3 s at a sampling frequency

of 10 kHz for both combustor configurations. The chemiluminescence images were obtained us-

ing the high-speed camera (CMOS Phantom V12.1) fitted with a CH∗ filter. The fluctuations in

global heat release rate were acquired using a photomultiplier tube (PMT) equipped with a CH∗

filter. The CH∗ filter used in both the camera and the PMT has a bandwidth of 435 ± 10 nm.

III. APPROACH AND METHODS

A. Governing equations for the acoustic field and the heat release rate

The linearized momentum and energy equations in a one-dimensional thermoacoustic system

with the negligible effect of temperature gradient and mean flow, driven by an oscillatory heat

release rate, are35,36

1
ρ̃0

∂ p̃′

∂ z̃
+

∂ ũ′

∂ t̃
= 0, (1)

∂ p̃′

∂ t̃
+ γ p̃0

∂ ũ′

∂ z̃
= (γ −1) ˙̃q′δ (z̃− z̃ f ), (2)
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where p̃′ and ũ′ are the mean subtracted fluctuations of the acoustic pressure and velocity, respec-

tively. p̃0 and ρ̃0 are the pressure and density of the mean flow, z̃ denotes the axial distance along

the duct, γ is the ratio of specific heat capacities, and t̃ is time. ˙̃q′ represents the unsteady heat

release rate fluctuations per unit area. These fluctuations are assumed to be acoustically compact

with concentration at z̃ = z̃ f , represented by the Dirac delta function δ (z̃− z̃ f ). (̃) indicates that

the terms are dimensional.

The above partial differential equations can be transformed into ordinary differential equations

by employing the Galerkin technique24. In this method, the acoustic pressure and velocity fluctua-

tions are expanded as a superposition of spatial basis functions (sine and cosine) with time-varying

coefficients (η(t̃) and η̇(t̃)) that satisfy the given boundary conditions. We choose the basis func-

tions satisfying the boundary conditions of an open-closed duct.

p̃′(z̃, t̃) = p̃0

n

∑
j=1

η̇ j(t̃)
Ω̃ j

cos(k̃ j z̃), (3)

ũ′(z̃, t̃) =
p̃0

c̃0ρ̃0

n

∑
j=1

η j(t̃)sin(k̃ j z̃). (4)

Here c̃0 is the average sound velocity in the duct, k̃ j = (2 j−1)π/(2L̃) is the wavenumber, Ω̃ j =

c̃0k̃ j represents the natural frequency for the jth mode of the system, and L̃ is the duct length.

Substituting the expansions for p̃′ and ũ′ in Eq. (2), we get

n

∑
j=1

η̈ j(t̃)
Ω̃ j

cos(k̃ j z̃)+
γ p̃0

c̃0ρ̃0

n

∑
j=1

k̃ jη j(t̃)cos(k̃ j z̃) =
(γ −1)

p̃0
˙̃q′δ (z̃− z̃ f ). (5)

The resulting equation is projected onto the basis functions by computing an inner product of Eq.

(5) with cos(k̃ j z̃). This involves multiplying both sides of Eq. (5) with cos(k̃ j z̃) and integrating

over the spatial domain from 0 to L̃. As a result, the second-order ordinary differential equations

for individual modes are given as

η̈ j(t̃)
Ω̃ j

+ c̃0k̃ jη j(t̃) =
2(γ −1)

L̃p̃0

∫ L̃

0
˙̃q′δ (z̃− z̃ f )cos(k̃ j z̃)dz̃. (6)

Here, we use c̃0 =
√

γ p̃0/ρ̃0 and the identity,
∫ L̃

0 cos2(k̃ j z̃)dz̃ = L̃/2. We neglect the effects of

higher modes and assume that the single-mode analysis captures the transitions reasonably well,37
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to obtain

η̈(t̃)+ α̃η̇(t̃)+ Ω̃
2
0η(t̃) =

2(γ −1)
L̃p̃0

Ω̃0

∫ L̃

0
˙̃q′δ (z̃− z̃ f )cos(k̃z̃)dz̃, (7)

where we introduce the term α̃η̇(t̃) for accounting the acoustic damping of the system38 with α̃

being the damping coefficient.

A model for the heat release rate ˙̃q′ is required to obtain the acoustic field in the system. The

mean field thermoacoustic model considers the flame response as a combined effect of a population

of Kuramoto phase oscillators coupled with the acoustic field.26,27 The dynamical equation for the

jth phase oscillator having a phase (θ j) at time t̃ and having a natural frequency (ω̃ j) is

θ̇ j(t̃) = ω̃ j + K̃R̂(t̃)sin(Φ(t̃)−θ j(t̃)), (8)

where R̂ is the normalized amplitude of the acoustic variable (η) and Φ is its phase. In this

model, the term K̃R̂ represents the effective coupling strength of the oscillators with the acoustic

field, which signifies that high-amplitude acoustic fluctuations enhance coupling. The individual

contribution of each Kuramoto phase oscillator is summed to obtain ˙̃q′ as

˙̃q′ = q̃0

N

∑
j=1

sin
[
Ω̃0t̃ +θ j(t̃)

]
, (9)

where q̃0 represents the heat release rate amplitude of individual oscillators and N denotes the

number of oscillators. Equation (9) indicates that the heat release rate fluctuations are high (low)

when the oscillators are synchronized (unsynchronized). The level of synchrony is quantified by

the order parameter z, defined as

z = reiψ =
1
N

N

∑
j=1

eiθ j , (10)

where ψ and r are the phase and magnitude of the complex order parameter z. Substituting the

heat release rate from Eq. (9) in Eq. (7), the equation governing the acoustic field can be written

as

η̈(t̃)+ α̃η̇(t̃)+ Ω̃
2
0η(t̃) = β̃ cos(k̃z̃ f )

N

∑
j=1

sin
[
Ω̃0t̃ +θ j(t̃)

]
, (11)

where β̃ = 2q̃0(γ − 1)/L̃p̃0 is the measure of flame strength. Equations (8) and (11) are non-
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dimensionalized using

t = Ω̃0t̃, α =
α̃

Ω̃0
, β =

β̃

Ω̃0
, ωi =

ω̃i

Ω̃0
, k = k̃L̃, z =

z̃
L̃
, K =

K̃
Ω̃0

. (12)

This leads to the following non-dimensionalized equations:

θ̇ j(t) = ω j +KR̂(t)sin(Φ(t)−θ j(t)), (13)

η̈(t)+αη̇(t)+η(t) = β cos(kz f )
N

∑
j=1

sin
[
t +θ j(t)

]
. (14)

Assuming the fluctuations to be quasi-harmonic, we decompose the acoustic variable η(t) as39

η(t) =−R(t)cos(t +Φ(t)), (15)

where Φ(t) and R(t) are the phase and the envelope amplitude, which evolve slower as compared

to the fast time scale 2π/Ω0. Using this decomposition in Eq. (14) yields a second-order ordinary

differential equation in R and Φ. Further, the sines and cosines can be expressed in complex

form using Euler’s representation, and the fast time scales can be eliminated using the method of

averaging40. Equating the imaginary and real parts of the resulting differential equation leads to

(see Appendix A for detailed derivation)

R̈ = 2RΦ̇+RΦ̇
2 −αṘ−β cos(kz f )

N

∑
j=1

sin(θ j −Φ), (16)

RΦ̈ = β cos(kz f )
N

∑
j=1

cos(θ j −Φ)−2ṘΦ̇−αRΦ̇−2Ṙ−αR. (17)

By multiplying both sides of Eq. (10) by e−iΦ and equating the imaginary and real parts of the

resulting equation, we can express the summation of sines and cosines in terms of r and ψ as

1
N

N

∑
j=1

sin(θ j −Φ) = r sin(ψ −Φ) (18)

1
N

N

∑
j=1

cos(θ j −Φ) = r cos(ψ −Φ) (19)
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Using Eqs. (18) and (19) in Eqs. (16) and (17) leads to

R̈ = 2RΦ̇+RΦ̇
2 −αṘ−β N cos(kz f )r sin(ψ −Φ), (20)

RΦ̈ = β N cos(kz f )r cos(ψ −Φ)−2ṘΦ̇−αRΦ̇−2Ṙ−αR. (21)

We now normalize the envelope amplitude (R) using the amplitude of limit cycle oscillations

(RLCO) at K → ∞. To compute RLCO, we transform Eqs. (20) and (21) to Cartesian coordinates

using the following transformation:

A = Rcos(Φ), B = Rsin(Φ). (22)

The transformed equations become

Ä =−αȦ+2Ḃ+αB−β N cos(kz f )r sin(ψ), (23)

B̈ =−2Ȧ−αḂ−αA+β N cos(kz f )r cos(ψ). (24)

The limit cycle solution is given by Ä = Ȧ = 0 and B̈ = Ḃ = 0. For K → ∞, the oscillators will be

synchronized, and the magnitude of the order parameter will be r = 1. Using these conditions in

Eqs. (23) and (24) leads to the following:

ALCO =
β N cos(kz f ) cos(ψ)

α
, (25)

BLCO =
β N cos(kz f ) sin(ψ)

α
. (26)

By using Eq. (22) and expressing A and B from Eqs. (25) and (26) in terms of R, we obtain,

RLCO =
β N cos(kz f )

α
. (27)

The acoustic amplitude is normalized as R̂ = R/RLCO in Eqs. (20) and (21), resulting in the

following equations,

¨̂R = 2R̂Φ̇+ R̂Φ̇
2 −α

˙̂R−α r sin(ψ −Φ), (28)

R̂Φ̈ = α r cos(ψ −Φ)−2 ˙̂RΦ̇−αR̂Φ̇−2 ˙̂R−αR̂. (29)
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The system of equations (13), (28) and (29) represent the mean-field thermoacoustic model and

can be integrated in time to obtain the bifurcation diagrams.

B. Ott-Antonsen reduction

The equations (13), (28) and (29) have a dimensionality of N, 2 and 2, respectively, resulting

in an overall dimensionality of N+4, where N is the number of oscillators. For a large number

of oscillators, the model becomes analytically intractable and the simulations become computa-

tionally expensive. In this section, we utilize the Ott-Antonsen method to derive a reduced-order

model. To reduce the dimensionality of the system, a continuum limit of N → ∞ is considered,

and a probability density function ( f ) is defined such that at any time t, f (θ ,ω, t)dθdω represents

the fraction of oscillators having natural frequency between ω and ω +dω and phase between θ

and θ +dθ . The probability density function satisfies the normalization,

∫
∞

−∞

∫ 2π

0
f (θ ,ω, t)dθdω = 1, (30)

which leads to, ∫ 2π

0
f (θ ,ω, t)dθ = g(ω). (31)

Here, g(ω) is the time-independent natural frequency distribution of the oscillators. Since the

number of oscillators is conserved, f satisfies the continuity equation,29

∂ f
∂ t

+
∂ ( f v)

∂θ
= 0, (32)

where v = θ̇ is the angular velocity of the oscillators given by Eq. (13). The probability density

function f (θ ,ω, t) can be expressed as a Fourier series expansion in θ as

f (θ ,ω, t) =
g(ω)

2π
[1+

∞

∑
n=1

(a(ω, t)neinθ +a(ω, t)ne−inθ )], (33)

where a(ω, t) is the Fourier series coefficient and a(ω, t) is its complex conjugate. We assume

|a(ω, t)| < 1 for ensuring convergence. This form of the probability density function, with the

Fourier coefficients as a power series of a(ω, t), naturally connects the incoherent and partially
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synchronized states.29 Substituting f and v from Eqs. (33) and (13) in Eq. (32) gives

∂a
∂ t

− iωa− KR̂
2

eiΦ +
KR̂
2

e−iΦa2 = 0. (34)

In the continuum limit (N → ∞), the order parameter defined in Eq. (10) is expressed as

z = reiψ =
∫

∞

−∞

∫ 2π

0
f (θ ,ω, t)eiθ dθdω. (35)

Substituting the Fourier expansion of f (Eq. 33) in the above equation leads to

z = reiψ =
∫

∞

−∞

a(ω, t)g(ω)dω. (36)

The natural frequency distribution g(ω), which represents the density of oscillators with a natural

frequency ω , must be known to compute the above integral. Singh et al. 27 utilized the FFT of

chemiluminescence data during the combustion noise state as the natural frequency distribution

of the oscillators. This distribution can be effectively approximated using a weighted sum of

Lorentzian distributions41 as

g(ω) =
n

∑
k=1

ck

π

γk[
(ω −ωk)2 + γ2

k

] , (37)

by minimizing Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence. Here, ωk is the peak location, γk is the half-

width at half-maximum and ck is the weight for the kth Lorentzian distribution. n denotes the total

number of Lorentzian distributions used to approximate the experimental distribution. The natural

frequency distribution satisfies the normalization,
∫

∞

−∞
g(ω)dω = 1 which leads to

n

∑
k=1

ck = 1. (38)

Lorentzian distributions are chosen for the fitting because they contain simple poles, which makes

the computation of integrals straightforward. Using the frequency distribution from Eq. (37), the

integration in Eq. (36) is computed with the aid of the residue theorem. A closed contour (Fig.

2) is selected, consisting of the real ω-axis and a semi-circle with a large radius (R → ∞) in the

upper half of the complex ω-plane (ℑ(ω)> 0). The poles of the frequency distribution inside this

contour are given by Zk = ωk + iγk. Using these poles in the residue theorem, the integration in
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FIG. 2. Schematic of the closed contour in complex ω-plane considered for performing integration. The

contour includes the line on real ω axis from −R to R (R → ∞) and the semicircle (Γ). The arrows on the

contour indicate the direction of the integration path.

Eq. (36) simplifies to

z =
n

∑
k=1

ck a(ωk + iγk, t). (39)

The complex Fourier coefficients a(ωk + iγk, t) are expressed in polar forms as rk exp(iφk) and

substituted in Eq. (34). By comparing the imaginary and real parts on both sides of the resulting

equation, we obtain the following set of equations

ṙk =−rkγk +
KR̂
2

(1− r2
k)cos(φ0k), (40)

φ̇k = ωk −
KR̂
2rk

(1+ r2
k)sin(φ0k), (41)

where,

φ0k = φk −Φ. (42)

The fixed-point solutions of the system are obtained by equating the time derivatives to zero. For

the system of Eqs. (28), (29), and (40) - (42), the fixed point corresponds to the state where ṙk, φ̇0k,
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˙̂R, ¨̂R, and Φ̈ are zero. These equations are nonlinear and require numerical methods to solve them.

We use the arclength continuation method,42,43 where the solution curve is traced iteratively. The

initial guess is computed by taking a small step along the tangent of the curve for each iteration.

This guess is then updated along a circle with a radius equal to the step length until convergence.

Once the rk and φk at the fixed point solutions are computed, the order parameter can be obtained

using Eq. (39). One key advantage of the arclength continuation method over the commonly

used Newton-Raphson method is its ability to obtain all solutions, even when the function exhibits

folds44. This enables us to capture the unstable limit cycle solutions.

C. The trivial solution

The system has a trivial solution rn = R̂ = 0, which cannot be numerically computed using the

arclength continuation method due to ill-conditioning of the Jacobian matrix. To obtain the sta-

bility characteristics at these trivial fixed points, we transform the system to Cartesian coordinates

using a(ωk + iγk, t) = xk + iyk in Eq. (34). This transformation leads to

ẋk =−γkxk −ωkyk +
KÂ
2

− K
2
[
Â(x2

k − y2
k)+2B̂xkyk

]
, (43)

ẏk = ωkxk − γkyk +
KB̂
2

− K
2
[
2Âxkyk − B̂(x2

k − y2
k)
]
. (44)

Equations (22), (23) and (24) can be normalized using the limit cycle amplitude (RLCO) as

Â = R̂cos(Φ), B̂ = R̂sin(Φ), (45)

¨̂A =−α
˙̂A+2 ˙̂B+αB̂−αr sin(ψ), (46)

¨̂B =−2 ˙̂A−α
˙̂B+αÂ+αr cos(ψ). (47)

From Eq. (39), we have

z = reiψ = r cos(ψ)+ i r sin(ψ) =
n

∑
k=1

ck(xk + iyk). (48)
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Using Eqs. (46), (47) and (48), we obtain

¨̂A =−α
˙̂A+2 ˙̂B+αB̂−α

n

∑
k=1

ckyk, (49)

¨̂B =−2 ˙̂A−α
˙̂B+αÂ+α

n

∑
k=1

ckxk. (50)

Equations (43), (44), (49) and (50) have a trivial fixed-point solution at xk = yk = Â = B̂ = 0,

where the time-derivatives become zero. The stability of these fixed points can be evaluated by

calculating the eigenvalues of the Jacobian at these points.

D. Bifurcation points

The stability of a fixed-point solution is determined by computing the eigenvalues of the Jaco-

bian at that point. For a stable fixed point, all eigenvalues must have a negative real part. As we

move along the solution branch, the eigenvalues vary smoothly, and some will cross the imaginary

axis when the stability of the system changes. Therefore, the locations on the solution branch

where the real part of any eigenvalue becomes zero correspond to the locations of bifurcation

points45.

Consider a dynamical system Ẋ = f (X), where X = [x1,x2, ...,xn]
T is the state of the system at

any time t and f = [ f1, f2, ..., fn]
T is a differentiable function. The fixed-point solution X∗ is given

as f (X∗) = 0. The Jacobian J(X) of f (X) and its eigenvalues λ (X) at any state X are given by

J(X) =
d

dX
f (X), (51)

|J(X)−λ (X)I|= 0, (52)

where I is an identity matrix of order n× n. The product of the real parts of the eigenvalues for

any fixed-point solution X∗ is

F(X∗) =
n

∏
i=1

ℜ(λi(X∗)). (53)

If the real part of any eigenvalue corresponding to X∗ is zero, F(X∗) will be zero. Therefore, the

fixed-point solutions satisfying F(X∗) = 0 correspond to the bifurcation locations.
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E. Minimizing Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence

We obtain the bifurcation plot by solving the system of equations (28), (29), and (40) - (42) for

the fixed-point solutions. These equations require the parameters ck, ωk and γk of the Lorentzian

distributions in Eq. (37). For accurate results, we learn these parameters by minimizing Kullback-

Leibler (KL) divergence between the experimentally obtained and model frequency distributions,

using an optimization algorithm. The KL divergence, also known as relative entropy, is commonly

used in information theory to quantify the similarity between two density functions.46 Let E and

M denote the experimental and model frequency distributions, then the KL divergence between

them is expressed as

D(M||E) =
N

∑
i=1

Mi log
(
Mi

Ei

)
, (54)

where Ei and Mi are probabilities corresponding to the frequency fi ∈ { f1, f2, ..., fN }. Here,

f1 = 0 and fN is the maximum frequency. Ei is obtained for discrete frequencies fi from the FFT

of the experimentally obtained heat release rate data. The model frequency distribution depends

on the frequency fi and the vector of parameters a = [c1,c2, ...,cn−1,γ1,γ2, ...,γn,ω1,ω2, ...,ωn] as

Mi =M( fi,a), where M is given by Eq. (37). Here, cn is eliminated from a using Eq. (38). The

parameter vector a is obtained by minimizing the KL divergence D using the gradient descent

method47

ai+1 = ai −σL∇aD , (55)

where σL is the learning rate. We use learning rates of 10−6 and 10−5 for frequency distributions

of the annular and dump combustor, respectively. The gradient (∇aD) of D with respect to a was

evaluated using automatic differentiation.48

IV. VALIDATION OF THE REDUCED ORDER MODEL

In this section, we validate the reduced order model by comparing the bifurcation plots of

fixed point solutions and the numerical simulations of the N-oscillator model. The fixed-point

solutions are obtained by solving the system of Eqs. (28) -(29) and (40) -(42) using the arclength

continuation method. We perform the simulations of the N-oscillator model by using the fourth-

order Runge Kutta (RK4) method on Eqs. (13), (28) and (29) for N = 5000 oscillators and a time

step of 0.01. The phases of the oscillators are initialized to be randomly distributed on a circle.
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FIG. 3. (a) Numerical (light green shaded) and model (orange line) natural frequency distributions (g(ω)) of

the Kuramoto phase oscillators. The model distribution is given by a sum of three Lorentzian distributions

(Eq. 37). The parameters for each Lorentz distribution are (ω1, ω2, ω3, γ1, γ2, γ3) = (-0.8156, -0.3292, -

0.2112, 0.1208, 0.2476, 0.3588) and each Lorentz distribution is weighted by (c1, c2, c3) = (0.3236, 0.2906,

0.3858). (b) Continuous bifurcation of the magnitude of the order parameter (r) vs. the coupling strength

(K). The solid blue and dashed red lines correspond to the stable and unstable fixed-point solutions of the

reduced order model (ROM). The light blue circles and the pink plus correspond to the forward and the

backward paths, respectively, for the N = 5000 oscillator model (NOM).

After each time step, the magnitude of the order parameter (r) is computed using Eq. (10) to obtain

a time series of r. After removing the initial transience from this time series, we compute the time

average and plot this time-averaged value of r with coupling strength (Figs. 3(b) and 4(b)). The

coupling strength is increased to obtain the forward path and subsequently decreased to obtain the

backward path of the bifurcation diagram in steps of 0.1, with the final state taken as the initial

state for the next coupling strength.

Figure 3(a) shows the frequency distribution used to obtain the bifurcation plot shown in Fig.

3(b). The numerical frequency distribution (light green shaded) and the model frequency distribu-

tion (orange line) shown in Fig. 3(a) are used in the N-oscillator model (NOM) and the reduced

order model (ROM), respectively. We increase the coupling strength from 0.55 to 2 for the for-

ward path and decrease it from 2 to 0.55 for the backward path. The system shows a continuous

transition from an incoherent state to a synchronized state, which is validated by the absence of
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FIG. 4. (a) Numerical (light green shaded) and model (orange line) natural frequency distribution (g(ω)) of

the Kuramoto phase oscillators. The model distribution is given by a sum of three Lorentzian distributions

(Eq. 37). The parameters for each Lorentz distribution are (ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4) = (-0.9232,

-0.0993, 0.7966, -0.5786, 0.1557, 0.3531, 0.4419, 0.4431), and each Lorentz distribution is weighted by

(c1, c2, c3, c4) = (0.4063, 0.2056, 0.1986, 0.1896). (b) Secondary bifurcation of the magnitude of the order

parameter (r) vs. the coupling strength (K). The solid blue and dashed red lines correspond to the stable

and unstable fixed-point solutions. The light blue circles and the pink plus correspond to the forward and

the backward paths, respectively, for the N = 5000 oscillator model (NOM).

hysteresis in forward and backward paths in Fig. 3(b).

Figure 4(a) shows the frequency distribution used to obtain the bifurcation plot shown in Fig.

4(b). The numerical frequency distribution (light green shaded) and the model frequency distribu-

tion (orange line) shown in Fig. 4(a) are used in the N-oscillator model (NOM) and the reduced

order model (ROM), respectively. We increase the coupling strength from 1.55 to 2.55 for the for-

ward path and decrease it from 2.55 to 1.55 for the backward path. The system shows a primary

bifurcation followed by a secondary bifurcation to high-amplitude limit cycle oscillations. As the

coupling strength increases, the system continuously transitions from an incoherent state to a par-

tially synchronized state. On further increasing the coupling strength, the system shows an abrupt

transition. For stability analysis of the fixed point solutions, we compute the Jacobian matrix and

eigenvalues for the system of Eqs. (28), (29), and (40) - (42) using Eqs. (51) and (52). For a fixed

point to be stable, the real parts of all its eigenvalues must be negative. If any of the real parts are
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positive, the fixed point becomes unstable. The stability analysis of the solution branch (indicated

by solid blue and dashed red lines in Fig. 4(b)) shows the existence of a bistable region, which is

confirmed by the hysteresis in the RK4 simulations.

From Figs. 3(b) and 4(b), the bifurcation plots obtained from the reduced order model using

the arclength continuation match the bifurcation plots obtained from the RK4 simulations of the N

oscillator model for both smooth and abrupt secondary bifurcations. Furthermore, the stability of

the solution branch, as estimated using the Jacobian, also matches the results from the N-oscillator

model simulations, thereby validating the reduced-order model.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We start by comparing the model predictions with the experimental results for two combustors,

viz., bluff-body stabilized dump combustor and swirl-stabilized annular combustor. Figures 5(a)

and 6(c) (green lines) show the frequency distribution (g(ω)) obtained from the FFT of the heat

release rate data obtained from experiments during combustion noise (φ = 0.82 for swirl-stabilized

annular combustor and φ = 0.92 for bluff body stabilized dump combustor). These frequency

distributions obtained from experiments are approximated using model frequency distributions

(orange lines in Figs. 5(a) and 6(c)) given by Eq. (37) with n = 3 and n = 4 for dump combustor

and annular combustor, respectively. The parameters (ck,ωk and γk) of the model distribution are

obtained by minimizing the KL divergence. Using these parameters in Eqs. (28)-(29) and (40)-

(42), we compute and plot the fixed-point solutions. The method to obtain the normalized pressure

amplitude (p̂′rms) for the reduced model at the fixed point solutions is described in Appendix B.

Figures 5(a) and 5(b) show the natural frequency distribution for the oscillators and the cor-

responding bifurcation plot for the bluff body stabilized dump combustor. We assume a linear

relation between the coupling strength (K) and the equivalence ratio (φ ) of the form φ = mK + c.

The parameters m and c are obtained by matching K = 0 to φ = 0.92 which corresponds to the dy-

namical state of combustion noise and K = 0.998 to φ = 0.70 which corresponds to the bifurcation

point. In Fig. 5(b), the system transitions continuously from combustion noise to thermoacoustic

instability when the equivalence ratio is decreased. The stable fixed-point solutions after the bifur-

cation match the experimentally obtained bifurcation diagram, which confirms the linear relation

between K and φ .

Figure 6(a) shows the bifurcation of normalized pressure amplitude with equivalence ratio ob-
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FIG. 5. (a) Plot of natural frequency distribution (g(ω)) for phase oscillators. The green line represents the

experimentally obtained frequency distribution and the orange line represents the model frequency distribu-

tion obtained by using a sum of three Lorentzian distributions. The parameters for each Lorentz distribution

are (ω1, ω2, ω3, γ1, γ2, γ3) = (-0.8156, -0.3292, -0.2112, 0.1208, 0.2476, 0.3588) and each Lorentz distribu-

tion is weighted by (c1, c2, c3) = (0.3236, 0.2906, 0.3858). (b) Plot of continuous bifurcation of normalized

pressure amplitude ( p̂′rms) with equivalence ratio (φ ). Solid blue and dashed red lines represent stable and

unstable fixed-point solutions, respectively. Green squares represent experimental data for the forward path,

obtained from the bluff body stabilized dump combustor. Inset shows the linear relation between the cou-

pling strength (K) and φ , given as φ =−0.2115K +0.92.

tained from experiments. When φ is increased, the system transitions continuously from combus-

tion noise to low-amplitude limit cycle oscillations, followed by an abrupt jump to high-amplitude

limit cycle oscillations. Figure 6(b) shows the bifurcation plot of normalized pressure amplitude

with the coupling strength, obtained from the model using the frequency distribution shown in

Fig. 6(c) (orange line). The model predicts the secondary transition observed in the experiments.

However, unlike the continuous case, we do not observe a linear relation between the normalized

equivalence ratio and the coupling strength. Hence, to verify the quality of the prediction, we

define a ratio ξ as

ξ =
xF1 − xF2

xF1 − xH
, (56)

where x is the equivalence ratio (φ ) for the experimental case and the coupling strength (K) for

the model. xH , xF1 and xF2 correspond to the Hopf point (H), fold point (F1) and fold point (F2)
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FIG. 6. (a) Secondary bifurcation of normalized pressure amplitude (p̂′rms) with equivalence ratio (φ ) ob-

tained from swirl-stabilized annular combustor. Green squares and orange triangles represent experimental

data for forward and backward paths, respectively, obtained from the annular combustor. (b) secondary

bifurcation of p̂′rms with coupling strength (K) obtained from the model. Solid blue and dashed red lines

represent stable and unstable fixed-point solutions, respectively. (c) Plot of natural frequency distribution

(g(ω)) for phase oscillators. The green line represents the experimentally obtained frequency distribution,

and the orange line represents the model frequency distribution obtained by using a sum of four Lorentzian

distributions. The parameters for each Lorentz distribution are (ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4) = (-0.9232,

-0.0993, 0.7966, -0.5786, 0.1557, 0.3531, 0.4419, 0.4431), and each Lorentz distribution is weighted by

(c1, c2, c3, c4) = (0.4063, 0.2056, 0.1986, 0.1896).

of the bifurcations, respectively, as shown in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b). The ratio ξ calculated using the

experimental and model data is ξexpt = 1.5385 and ξmodel = 1.4893. The values of ξ for the model

and the experiment are close, which shows that it is possible to predict the location of the backward

jump (φF2) using ξmodel if the locations of Hopf point (φH) and forward jump (φF1) are known.

The model is able to capture the jump locations qualitatively. To check whether the model captures
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the jump in amplitudes, we compare the normalized pressure amplitude ( p̂′rms) just after the jump,

which comes out to be 0.521 and 0.505 for the experimental and model bifurcations, respectively.

Since both ξ and the jump amplitude closely match between the model and the experiment, we

conclude that the model has qualitatively captured the experimental bifurcation.

VI. CONCLUSION

We presented a reduced-order mean-field model to capture the transitions to thermoacoustic

instability with a minimum number of equations. The reduced order model captures the experi-

mentally observed continuous and abrupt secondary transitions in the bluff-body stabilized dump

combustor and the swirl-stabilized annular combustor.

We modeled the heat release rate as an ensemble of coupled Kuramoto phase oscillators. Using

the Ott-Antonsen ansatz, we obtain a reduced-order model, which is then validated by comparing

the bifurcations with the N-oscillator model. The natural frequency distribution for the oscillators

is obtained from the FFT of the heat release rate fluctuations during the occurrence of combustion

noise. This natural frequency distribution obtained from experiments is approximated using a sum

of Lorentzian distributions by minimizing KL divergence. We observed a linear relation between

the equivalence ratio and the coupling strength for the bluff-body stabilized dump combustor.

Such a linear relation is not followed in the swirl-stabilized annular combustor. A qualitative com-

parison between the experimental and model bifurcation diagrams, using parameters such as jump

amplitudes and the hysteresis width ratios, showed excellent agreement, confirming that the model

captures the experimental bifurcations accurately. The relation between the equivalence ratio and

coupling strength requires further investigation, as it may depend on the combustor geometry or

burner configuration.

The capability of the reduced order model to correctly capture the different bifurcations holds

the potential to study the effects of different frequency distributions on the nature of bifurcation

and develop control strategies for practical thermoacoustic systems. As demonstrated, the method

to approximate the natural frequency distribution observed in experiments using Lorentzian dis-

tributions is effective and can make the Ott-Antonsen reduction method applicable to other dy-

namical systems containing Kuramoto oscillators whose natural frequencies are obtained from

experiments.
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Appendix A: Derivation of second order differential equations for R and Φ

Equations (20) and (21) are obtained by substituting Eq. (15) in Eq. (14). Using Eq. (15) we

obtain the time derivatives of η ,

η̇ =−Ṙcos(t +Φ)+R(1+ Φ̇)sin(t +Φ), (A1)

η̈ =−R̈cos(t +Φ)+R(1+ Φ̇)2 cos(t +Φ)+2Ṙ(1+ Φ̇)sin(t +Φ)+RΦ̈sin(t +Φ). (A2)
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Substituting η̇ and η̈ from the above equations in Eq. (14) and rearranging the terms, we get the

left-hand side (LHS) and right-hand side (RHS) of the resulting equations as

LHS = [−R̈+R(1+ Φ̇)2 −αṘ−R]cos(t +Φ)+ [2Ṙ(1+ Φ̇)+RΦ̈+αR(1+ Φ̇)]sin(t +Φ),

(A3)

RHS = β cos(kz f )
N

∑
j=1

sin(t +θ j). (A4)

For convenience, we re-write the coefficients of sines and cosines in Eq. (A3) as

A =−R̈+R(1+ Φ̇)2 −αṘ−R, (A5)

B = 2Ṙ(1+ Φ̇)+RΦ̈+αR(1+ Φ̇), (A6)

which leads to

LHS = A cos(t +Φ)+B sin(t +Φ). (A7)

For an arbitrary angle Ψ, sines and cosines can be expressed in complex form using Euler’s repre-

sentation as

sin(Ψ) =
eiΨ − e−iΨ

2i
, (A8)

cos(Ψ) =
eiΨ + e−iΨ

2
. (A9)

Using this complex representation for sines and cosines in Eqs. (A4) and (A7) leads to

A

[
ei(t+Φ)+ e−i(t+Φ)

2

]
+B

[
ei(t+Φ)− e−i(t+Φ)

2i

]
= β cos(kz f )

N

∑
j=1

[
ei(t+θ j)− e−i(t+θ j)

2i

]
.

(A10)

Multiplying both sides by e−it leads to

A

[
eiΦ + e−2iteiΦ

2

]
+B

[
eiΦ − e−2iteΦ

2i

]
= β cos(kz f )

N

∑
j=1

[
eiθ j − e−2iteθ j

2i

]
, (A11)

26



computing the time average over a period of 2π , assuming the variation of R and Φ to be slow over

the period of T = 2π ,

A
eiΦ

2
+B

eiΦ

2i
= β cos(kz f )

N

∑
j=1

eiθ j

2i
. (A12)

Re-substituting A and B from Eqs. (A5) and (A6) and equating the imaginary and real parts

yields the second-order ordinary differential equations for R and Φ expressed by Eqs. (20) and

(21).

Appendix B: Extraction of normalized pressure amplitude (p̂′rms) from R and Φ

The Galerkin modal expansion of acoustic pressure fluctuations is given by Eq. (3). As dis-

cussed in Sec. III, we neglect the contribution from higher modes and non-dimensionalize Eq. (3)

using Eq. (12)

p′ = η̇ cos(kz), (B1)

where p′ = p̃′/p̃0. The normalized pressure fluctuations are given by

p̂′ =
p′

p′LCO,amp
=

η̇

η̇LCO,amp
, (B2)

where η̇LCO,amp and p′LCO,amp are the amplitudes of η̇ and p′ at limit cycle oscillations for K → ∞.

From Eq. (A1), η̇LCO is

η̇LCO =−ṘLCO cos(t +ΦLCO)+RLCO(1+ Φ̇LCO)sin(t +ΦLCO). (B3)

For the limit cycle and synchronization conditions discussed in Sec. III, we can show that Φ̇LCO =

0 from Eq. (29) and ṘLCO = 0 for the fixed point condition. This gives

η̇LCO = RLCO sin(t +ΦLCO), (B4)

η̇LCO,amp = RLCO. (B5)

From Eqs. (B2) and (B5),

p̂′ = ˙̂η , (B6)
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where η̂ = η/RLCO. From Eq. (A1), ˙̂η is

˙̂η =− ˙̂R cos(t +Φ)+ R̂(1+ Φ̇)sin(t +Φ). (B7)

At fixed point, ˙̂R = 0. Substituting Eq. (B7) in Eq. (B6) and computing the root mean square

(rms), we obtain the normalized pressure amplitude (p̂′rms) at fixed points as

p̂′rms =
R̂(1+ Φ̇)√

2
. (B8)
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