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We derive the Helmholtz–Korteweg equation, which models acoustic waves in Korteweg fluids.
We further derive a nematic variant of the Helmholtz–Korteweg equation, which incorporates an
additional orientational term in the stress tensor. Its dispersion relation coincides with that arising
in Virga’s analysis of the Euler–Korteweg equations, which we extend to consider imaginary wave
numbers and the effect of boundary conditions. In particular, our extensions allow us to analyze the
effect of nematic orientation on the penetration depth of evanescent plane waves, and on the scatter-
ing of sound waves by obstacles. Furthermore, we make new, experimentally-verifiable predictions
for the effect of boundary conditions for a modification of the Mullen–Lüthi–Stephen experiment,
and for the scattering of acoustic waves in nematic-Korteweg fluids by a circular obstacle.

PACS numbers: 61.30.Cz,62.60.+v

A Korteweg fluid is one that incorporates a term in the
stress tensor that depends on density gradients [1]. For
example, an inviscid Korteweg fluid has stress tensor

σ(K) = pI − u1ρ (∇ρ⊗∇ρ) , (1)

where σ(K) is the stress tensor, p is the pressure, and
u1 > 0 is a material constant. For a van der Waals fluid,
the pressure can be expressed as

p = ρc20 − ρ∇ · [ρu1∇ρ] , (2)

where c0 > 0 is the isotropic speed of sound. The Euler–
Korteweg system is the combination of the usual Euler
equations with the constitutive relation (1).

At first, Korteweg’s theory had little application, as
remarked upon in Truesdell et al. [2]:

Korteweg, [. . . ] did not feel the second re-
quirement of modern work, namely, to get
different and new results as well. His the-
ory seems not to have been taken up by any
later writer.

Later authors have found many applications and new re-
sults based on Korteweg’s theory. While the Korteweg
term is often neglected for rarefied gases and nearly in-
compressible fluids, the Korteweg stress is important
when we seek to model the behavior of fluids near liquid-
vapor interfaces, where the density gradient is large.
For example, Korteweg fluids have been used to model
phenomena such as capillary waves and gas-saturated
magma melts [3, 4]. Furthermore, Korteweg’s theory
has been the starting point for the development of ne-
matoacoustic models [5], which are used to describe the
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propagation of sound waves in nematic liquid crystals. In
fact, nematic liquid crystals can be regarded as Korteweg
fluids on an acoustic length scale, where the stress tensor
is augmented with a term related to the nematic director
field n⃗ ∈ S2

σ(V ) = pI − u1ρ (∇ρ⊗∇ρ) + u2 (∇ρ · n⃗)∇ρ⊗ n⃗, (3)

where u2 > 0 is a material constant related to the ne-
matic liquid crystal and the pressure is now given by

p = ρc20 − ρ∇ · [ρ (u1∇ρ+ u2(∇ρ · n⃗)n⃗)] . (4)

Virga has given a full derivation of the stress tensor (3)
[5].
A classical derivation of Korteweg’s model can be

found in Toupin [6, 7], where continuum equations are de-
rived from a classical principle of virtual work. The Ko-
rteweg equations can also be derived from a non-standard
variational principle [8], can be cast within the framework
of hyperelasticity [9], and derived from the kinetic theory
of gases [10].
The continuum thermodynamics of Korteweg fluids

has been extensively studied by many authors, leading
to the development of new concepts such as interstitial
work, balance of self-equilibrated forces, and multipolar-
ity [11–13].
Korteweg fluids have also been extensively studied

from a mathematical point of view. For example, under
certain assumptions, the Euler–Korteweg equations can
be formulated as a Hamiltonian system [14, 15]. Further-
more, the well-posedness of the Euler–Korteweg system
has been studied in detail [16–18]. Lastly, the Euler–
Korteweg system has also been studied from a gradient
flow perspective [19].
In this work we consider the propagation of time-

harmonic pressure waves in Korteweg and particularly
nematic-Korteweg fluids. Acoustic waves in such fluids
can exhibit anisotropic phenomena: the speed of sound
depends on the orientation of the nematic director. Con-
versely, ultrasonic waves can change the nematic field,

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

13
35

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 2
0 

N
ov

 2
02

4

mailto:patrick.farrell@maths.ox.ac.uk
mailto:zerbinati@maths.ox.ac.uk


2

and thereby change the observed color of liquid crystals,
under appropriate conditions. Moreover, the subject is
somewhat controversial in the literature, with no consen-
sus on the physical mechanisms behind these phenom-
ena [20].

In this work we neglect effects on timescales longer
than the acoustic timescale. The long-time asymptotic
behavior of waves in Korteweg fluids has been studied by
Benzoni-Gavage and coworkers [4, 21].

I. HELMHOLTZ–KORTEWEG EQUATION

Following the well-known derivation of the wave equa-
tion from Euler’s equations, we begin considering the
continuity equation and the balance law of linear mo-
mentum in the absence of external body forces, i.e.

∂tρ+∇ · (ρv⃗) = 0, ρ
[
∂tv⃗ + (∇v⃗)v⃗

]
= −(∇ · σ) ,

(5)

where v⃗(x⃗, t) is the fluid velocity and σ is the Cauchy
stress tensor.

We are interested in disturbances in the density field
of the form ρ(x⃗, t) = ρ0 (1 + s(x⃗, t)), where s(x⃗, t) is a
time-harmonic condensation, i.e.

s(x⃗, t) = ℜ
[
S(x⃗)e−iωt

]
, (6)

with ω being the frequency of the disturbances. Further-
more, we will assume that the condensation is a small
perturbation of the density field, i.e. |s(x⃗, t)| = O(ε),
with ε ≪ 1. Lastly, we will assume that the veloc-
ity field is a small perturbation around the stationary
regime, i.e. ∥v⃗(x⃗, t)∥ = O(ε).
Under these assumptions, we can rewrite (5) as

ρ0
[
∂ts+∇ · v⃗ +O(ε2)

]
= 0,

∂tv⃗ +O(ε2) = −ρ−1(∇ · σ) .

Neglecting terms of order O(ε2) and observing that since
|s(x⃗, t)| ≪ 1 we have ρ−1 ≈ ρ−1

0 , we end up with the
linearised balance law, i.e.

ρ0 [∂ts+∇ · v⃗] = 0, ∂tv⃗ = −ρ−1
0 (∇ · σ) . (7)

Taking the time derivative of the continuity equation and
substituting for ∂tv⃗ yields a general wave equation, i.e.

ρ0∂
2
t s−∇ ·

(
∇ · σ

)
= 0. (8)

Substituting the ansatz (6) in the general wave equation
(8) yields

ℜ
[
−ρ0ω2S(x⃗)e−iωt

]
= −ℜ

[
∇ ·

(
∇ · σ

)]
. (9)

We first consider Korteweg fluids. Neglecting terms of
higher order in the Korteweg constitutive relation (1)
yields

∇ · σ ≈ ∇p = c20∇ρ−∇ [ρ∇ · (ρu1∇ρ)] , (10)

i.e. we consider a purely spherical response. Using the
time-harmonic ansatz (6), we obtain

ℜ
[
∇ · σ

]
≈ ℜ

[
c20ρ0∇S(x⃗)e−iωt − ρ30u1∇

(
∆S(x⃗)e−iωt

)]
.

(11)
We can now substitute (11) in (9) and divide by ρ0e

−ωt.
Assuming S(x⃗) is analytic, we can extend the equation
just derived to the whole complex plane and obtain the
Helmholtz–Korteweg equation, i.e.

−ω2S(x⃗)− c20∆S(x⃗) + ρ20u1∆
2S(x⃗) = 0. (12)

We believe that this equation has not been considered
previously in the literature.
We first comment on two limiting regimes of the

Helmholtz–Korteweg equation: the nearly incompress-
ible regime, with u1ρ

2
0 ≫ c20, and the nearly ideal regime,

with u1ρ
2
0 ≪ c20. As previously discussed, (1) can be de-

rived within the hyperelasticity framework, in particular,
the elastic energy density associated with (1) is given by

W (ρ,∇ρ) = c20ρ+
1

2
u1∥∇ρ∥2. (13)

This energy shows that as u1 increases, a larger penalty
is imposed on the gradient of the density field, and in
the limit this imposes a constraint of spatially-constant
density. Thus, for nearly incompressible fluids such as
water, we expect a large value of u1. However, the speed
of sound c0 also increases with incompressibility. Thus,
from (12), the limiting regime is determined by the den-
sity ρ0. With a sufficiently large density ρ0 and ω2 com-
parable to ρ20u1, the Helmholtz–Korteweg equation (12)
reduces to the time-harmonic Kirchhoff–Love equation,
i.e.

∆2S(x⃗)− µS(x⃗) = 0, µ =
ω2

c20u1ρ
2
0

. (14)

The previous equation suggests that sufficiently dense
and incompressible Korteweg fluids will behave as thin
fluid shells at sufficiently high frequencies. On the other
hand, for compressible fluids we expect that both u1 and
c0 will be smaller. Hence, for a sufficiently rarefied Ko-
rteweg fluid we expect to retrieve the classical Helmholtz
equation governing time-harmonic acoustic waves in com-
pressible fluids, i.e.

∆S(x⃗) + µS(x⃗) = 0, µ =
ω2

c20
. (15)

We must also consider boundary conditions. Since the
Helmholtz–Korteweg equation is a fourth-order partial
differential equation, we need to impose two boundary
conditions. Furthermore, for the Helmholtz–Korteweg
equation to be consistent with the classical Helmholtz
equation in the nearly ideal regime, we would like to con-
sider boundary conditions that incorporate the ones im-
posed for the classical Helmholtz equation. We will here
consider three types of boundary conditions that might
occur when the fluid is in contact with an obstacle along
an interface Γ.
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1. Sound-soft boundary conditions, which correspond
to imposing that the acoustic pressure vanishes
along Γ. From (2) we know that the acoustic pres-
sure is given by

c20ρ0S(x⃗)− ρ30u1∆S(x⃗) = 0, (16)

thus the sound-soft boundary conditions corre-
spond to imposing homogeneous Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions on S(x⃗) and on ∆S(x⃗).

2. Sound-hard boundary conditions, which corre-
spond to imposing that the normal derivative of the
fluid velocity ∂ν⃗ v⃗ vanishes along Γ. Using (7) and
assuming the fluid velocity is also time-harmonic,
we get

iωρ0(n⃗ · ν⃗) = c20∂ν⃗S(x⃗)− ρ20u1∂ν⃗∆S(x⃗), (17)

thus the sound-hard boundary conditions corre-
spond to imposing homogeneous Neumann bound-
ary conditions on S(x⃗) and on ∆S(x⃗).

3. Impedance boundary conditions, which correspond
to imposing that the normal derivative of the fluid
velocity ∂ν⃗ v⃗ is proportional to the excess pressure
along Γ. This boundary condition is equivalent to
imposing Robin boundary conditions on S(x⃗) and
on ∆S(x⃗). The proportionality constant is usually
denoted by ζ and is called the impedance of the
boundary.

II. NEMATIC HELMHOLTZ–KORTEWEG
EQUATION

We now consider nematic Korteweg fluids, with stress
tensor given by (3). Virga has studied the propagation
of sound waves in the most prominent such fluids, ne-
matic liquid crystals [5]. Historically the interaction of
acoustic waves with the nematic director field was first
explained by means of the minimal entropy production
principle [22, 23], i.e. the acoustic anisotropy is assumed
to be the result of calamitic molecules reorienting in or-
der to minimize the propagation losses. We here assume
the aligning torque acting on the nematic director field
is of elastic nature, rather than of a dissipative viscous
one. This idea was already proposed, and validated ex-
perimentally, by Mullen, Lüthi, and Stephen [24]. These
authors augment the elastic energy density with a term
representing the interaction of the nematic director field

with a planar acoustic wave with wave-vector k⃗, i.e.

Wa(k⃗, n⃗) = c1 |⃗k|2 + c2 |⃗k · n⃗|2, (18)

where c1, c2 > 0 are constitutive constants. This ap-
proach was extended to the case of a general acoustic
wave in Selinger et al. [25], where the elastic energy aug-
mentation is assumed to couple the nematic director field
with the gradient of the density field. In this context

Virga’s theory regards liquid crystals as Korteweg fluids
and proposes the constitutive relation (3) for the Cauchy
stress tensor, which in a hyperelastic framework can be
derived from the elastic energy density

W (ρ,∇ρ, n⃗) = c20ρ+
1

2
u1∥∇ρ∥2 +

1

2
u2(∇ρ · n⃗)2. (19)

The acoustic energy Wa is derived from W by assuming
that the density ρ represents a planar wave.
Assuming the condensation s(x⃗, t) is time-harmonic, as

in (6), we can expand ∇ · σ and drop any term of order

O(ε2) to get

∇ · σ ≈ ℜ
[
− ρ0c

2
0∇S(x⃗) + u1ρ

3
0∇(∆S(x⃗)) (20)

+ ρ30u2∇ ((∇S · n⃗)n⃗)
]
.

Substituting this expression in (9) and dividing by ρ0e
−ωt

we get

−ω2S(x⃗)− c20∆S(x⃗) + ρ20u1∆
2S(x⃗) (21)

+ ρ20u2∇ · ∇ [∇ · ((∇S · n⃗)n⃗)] = 0.

We now focus our attention on the last term of the pre-
vious equation, which can be expanded, using (A1), as

∇ · ∇ [∇ · ((∇S · n⃗)n⃗)] = ∇·∇
[
HSn⃗ · n⃗ (22)

+∇n⃗∇S · n⃗

+ (∇S · n⃗)(∇ · n⃗)
]
,

where HS is the Hessian matrix of S. Substituting this
expansion in (21) yields,

−ω2S(x⃗)− c20∆S(x⃗) + ρ20u1∆
2S(x⃗) (23)

+ρ20u2∇·∇
[
HSn⃗ · n⃗

+∇n⃗∇S · n⃗

+ (∇S · n⃗)(∇ · n⃗)
]
= 0.

A reasonable assumption to proceed, as done in [5], is
that the nematic director field n⃗ is regarded as undis-
torted at the acoustic length scale, so that we can assume
∇n⃗ = 0. Under this hypothesis, (22) simplifies to

∇ · ∇ [∇ · ((∇S · n⃗)n⃗)] = ∇ · ∇
[
n⃗ · HSn⃗

]
. (24)

This yields the nematic Helmholtz–Korteweg equation,
i.e.

−ω2S(x⃗)− c20∆S(x⃗)+ρ
2
0u1∆

2S(x⃗) (25)

+ρ20u2∇ · ∇
[
n⃗ · HSn⃗

]
= 0.

We would like to comment on a secondary effect of the
assumption that the nematic director field n⃗ is undis-
torted at the acoustic length scale. In particular, the
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assumption ∇n⃗ = 0 implies that any acoustic effect asso-
ciated to the Oseen–Frank portion of the elastic energy
density, i.e.

WOF (∇n⃗) =
1

2
K

(
∇n⃗ : ∇n⃗

)
, (26)

is neglected. (Here we have adopted the one-constant ap-
proximation for the Oseen–Frank elastic energy density,
where K > 0 is the Frank elastic constant.) This should
come as no surprise, since the Oseen–Frank elastic energy
density and the corresponding Leslie–Ericksen equations
are usually derived under the assumption that the fluid
under consideration is incompressible. In [26] an inviscid
compressible variant of the Leslie–Ericksen equations has
been derived from kinetic considerations. In particular,
the Euler equations are augmented with a compressible
Ericksen tensor, i.e.

σ(E) := λp∇n⃗T∇n⃗, (27)

where λ > 0 is a constitutive parameter uniquely deter-
mined by the shape of the calamitic molecules constitut-
ing the liquid crystal. Over a longer length scale than
the acoustic one we will need also to take into account
the effect of the augmentation term (27).

Lastly, we need to discuss boundary conditions for the
nematic Helmholtz–Korteweg equation. The boundary
conditions for the nematic case differ slightly from the
isotropic Helmholtz–Korteweg equation:

1. Sound-soft boundary conditions will change since
excess pressure is now defined, from (4), as

c20ρ0S(x⃗)− ρ30u1∆S(x⃗)− u2ρ
3
0

(
n⃗ · HSn⃗

)
= 0. (28)

Sound-soft boundary conditions thus correspond to
imposing homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions on S(x⃗) and

∆S(x⃗) = −u2
u1

(
n⃗ · HSn⃗

)
. (29)

2. Sound-hard boundary conditions also change since
the normal derivative of the fluid velocity ∂ν⃗ v⃗ now
satisfies the equation

iωρ0(n⃗ · ν⃗) = c20∂ν⃗S(x⃗)− ρ20u1∂ν⃗∆S(x⃗) (30)

− ρ20u2∂ν⃗
(
n⃗ · HSn⃗

)
. (31)

Sound-hard boundary conditions thus correspond
to imposing homogeneous Neumann boundary con-
ditions on S(x⃗) and

∂ν⃗ ∆S(x⃗) = −u2
u1
∂ν⃗

(
n⃗ · HSn⃗

)
. (32)

3. Some computation shows that the impedance
boundary conditions for the nematic Helmholtz–
Korteweg equation are equivalent to imposing
Robin boundary conditions on S(x⃗) and

∂ν⃗ ∆S(x⃗) = iζ∆S(x⃗) + iζ
u2
u1

(
n⃗ · HSn⃗

)
− u2
u1
∂ν⃗

(
n⃗ · HSn⃗

)
. (33)

III. PLANE WAVES

We wish to build intuition about the Helmholtz–
Korteweg and nematic Helmholtz–Korteweg equations.
We also wish to verify their physical correctness, by
checking that the dispersion relation they imply matches
that derived by Virga [5, 20] using the continuity equa-
tion and the balance law of linear momentum. We there-
fore consider plane wave solutions, given by

S(x⃗) = s0e
ik(x⃗·d⃗), (34)

where s0 = O(ε), d⃗ is the unit vector that prescribes the
direction in which the wave propagates, k is the wave-

number and the wave-vector k⃗ is given by k⃗ := kd⃗. Sub-

stituting (34) in (12) and dividing by eik⃗·x⃗ we obtain the
dispersion relation

−ω2 + c20k
2 + ρ20u1k

4 = 0. (35)

We now introduce the nondimensional wave-vector de-
fined as

κ⃗ :=
c0
ω
k⃗. (36)

Using the nondimensional wave-vector and the corre-
sponding wave-number κ we can rewrite (35) as

−1 + κ2 +
1

4
τ21ω

2κ4 = 0, τ1 := 4
ρ0
√
u1

c20
. (37)

Here τ1 represents the characteristic time scale of Ko-
rteweg acoustic waves, i.e. the time scale over which the
Korteweg nature of the fluid becomes relevant in the
propagation of acoustic waves. Clearly both (35) and
(37) have solutions with both real and imaginary parts.
In particular (37) has solutions

κ = ± 1

τ1ω

[
−2± 2

√
1 + τ21ω

2

] 1
2

. (38)

Since the wave-numbers κ can have both real and imagi-
nary parts, we can have both propagating and evanescent
waves, i.e. waves that oscillate in the direction of the real
part of κ⃗ and waves that decay exponentially in the di-
rection of the imaginary part of κ⃗.
Following [5, 20], by analogy to the Helmholtz equation

we assume that the wave-number k can be decomposed
as

k = k(R) + ik(I), k(R) =
ω

c
, (39)

where k(R), k(I) ∈ R and where c > 0 is the effective
speed of sound, i.e. the actual (and possibly anisotropic)
speed of sound with which the wave propagates, as op-
posed to the isotropic speed of sound c0. We then intro-
duce a new dimensionless quantity κ(I), i.e.

κ(I) :=
c0
ω
k(I). (40)
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Using (40) we can split (37) in real and imaginary parts.
Considering first the imaginary part, we find two non-

trivial solutions for κ
(I)
0 , i.e.

κ(I) = ±

√
2

τ21ω
2
−
(c0
c

)2

. (41)

Substituting (41) in the real part of (37), we focus our
attention on solutions that are either purely real or purely
imaginary.

We first consider the purely real case, where κ
(I)
0 van-

ishes, and k = ω/c. We express (35) using the character-
istic time scale τ1 to get

−ω2 + c20k
2 +

1

4
τ21 c

4
0k

4 = 0. (42)

Substituting our expression for k and dividing by ω2

yields

−1 +
(c0
c

)2

+
1

4
τ21ω

2
(c0
c

)4

= 0. (43)

Solving this equation for c0/c we find only one real posi-
tive root, i.e.

c0
c

= ωτ1

[
2

(√
1 + ω2τ21 − 1

)]− 1
2

. (44)

Thus, as ωτ1 increases, the speed of a propagating acous-
tic wave in a Korteweg fluid increases as well. This
matches [5, eq. (82)].

We next consider the other case where k is purely imag-
inary, i.e. k = ik(I). Inspired by the phenomenon of total
internal reflection, we will assume

k(I) = −ω
c

√
α, α ≥ 0. (45)

The real number α has a physical interpretation in the
context of total internal reflection, related to the angle
of incidence, and the refractive indices of the two media
involved. Substituting (45) in (35) we find

−1−
(c0
c

)2

α+
1

4
τ21ω

2
(c0
c

)4

α2 = 0. (46)

Solving for α we find two solutions, i.e.

α = 4

(
c

c0

)2
[
−1±

√
1 + ω2τ21

ω2τ21

]
, (47)

The penetration depth δ of the evanescent wave, i.e. the
distance over which the amplitude of the wave decays by
a factor of 1/e, is the absolute value of the reciprocal
of the imaginary part of the wave-number. We begin
substituting (47) in (45) and discarding the imaginary
part of

√
α to get

δ =
c0
2ω

[
−1 +

√
1 + τ21ω

2

τ21ω
2

]− 1
2

(48)

Asymptotically for ωτ1 ≫ 1 we can approximate (48) as

δ ≈ c0
2ω

√
τ1ω, (49)

which suggests that the penetration depth of an evanes-
cent wave is inversely proportional to the square root of
ω and directly proportional to the square root of τ1.
Lastly we would like to consider the nematic

Helmholtz–Korteweg equation (25) and the correspond-
ing plane wave solutions. Substituting (34) in (25) we
obtain

−ω2 + c20k
2 + ρ20u1k

4 + ρ20u2k
4
(
d⃗ · n⃗

)2

= 0, (50)

where we have used the fact that HS = k2S(d⃗⊗ d⃗).

This matches the dispersion relation derived by Virga [5,
eq. (78)], in the inviscid regime. Collecting the fourth
order terms in (50) and defining ξ as the angle between

d⃗ and n⃗ we find

−ω2 + c20k
2 +

[
ρ20u1 + ρ20u2 cos

2(ξ)
]
k4 = 0. (51)

We now introduce the nematic Korteweg characteristic
time scale τ2, defined as

τ2 := 4
ρ0
√
u1 + u2 cos2(ξ)

c20
. (52)

Notice that due to the presence of the cos2(ξ) term in
the definition of τ2, the characteristic time scale τ2 is
anisotropic. Furthermore we can rewrite (51) as

−1 + κ2 +
1

4
τ22ω

2κ4 = 0, (53)

with roots

κ = ± 1

τ2ω

[
−2± 2

√
1 + τ22ω

2

] 1
2

. (54)

Proceeding in a manner analogous to the one used for
the Helmholtz–Korteweg equation we find that for prop-
agating waves the dispersion relation is given by

c0
c

= ωτ2

[
2

(√
1 + ω2τ22 − 1

)]− 1
2

, (55)

which due to the anisotropic nature of τ2 is also
anisotropic. In particular, the speed of sound of a propa-
gating acoustic wave in a nematic Korteweg fluid is great-
est when the wave propagates along the nematic direc-
tor field, as observed in the experiment of Mullen, Lüthi
& Stephen [24]. The anisotropic nature of the speed of
sound in nematic Korteweg fluids is observed in our nu-
merical simulations, as can be seen in Figure 1 [27].
Furthermore, we conclude that the penetration depth

of an evanescent wave in a nematic Korteweg fluid is
greatest when the wave propagates along the nematic
director field. We conjecture that this effect could be
observed experimentally in a modification of the Mullen–
Lüthi–Stephen experiment.
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FIG. 1. The condensation wave satisfying the Helmholtz–
Korteweg equation (top left) and the nematic Helmholtz–
Korteweg equation with different prescribed nematic direc-
tors, i.e. parallel to the x-axis (top right), parallel to the di-
agonal (bottom left) and parallel to the y-axis (bottom right).
Each simulation uses as initial condition a Gaussian pulse cen-
tered in the middle of the domain.

IV. PLANE WAVE REFLECTION

We consider R2 where the upper half-plane is occupied
by a Korteweg fluid, and the real axis is the interface
between the fluid and an obstacle. Let S− denote an
incoming plane wave of the form (34), i.e.

S−(x⃗) = s0e
ik(d1x1+d2x2), −d1, d2 ≤ 0. (56)

Since the real axis is the interface between the fluid and
the obstacle, by Snell’s reflection law we have a reflected
wave of the form

S+(x⃗) = s0Ae
ik(d1x1−d2x2), (57)

where A is the amplitude. Since S+ and S− are solu-
tions of (12) or (25), by the linearity of these equations
S := S+ + S− is also a solution. Furthermore, it is an
easy exercise to show that the boundary conditions pre-
scribed on S impose a constraint on the amplitude A of
the reflected wave, i.e.

1. For sound-soft boundary conditions along the real
axis we have s0e

ikd1x1 + s0Ae
ikd1x1 = 0, thus we

need to impose A = −1.

2. For sound-hard boundary conditions along the real
axis we have s0ikd2e

ikd1x1 − s0ikd2Ae
ikd1x1 = 0,

thus we need to impose A = 1.

3. For impedance boundary conditions along the real
axis we have

iA(d2k − ζ)eikd1x1 = −i(d2k + ζ)eikd1x1 , (58)

thus we need to impose A = k d2+ζk
−1

d2−ζk−1 .

First we focus our attention on the case where k ∈ R.
Using our previous results, we know that the wave-
number k of the Helmholtz–Korteweg equation is con-
stant if the Korteweg fluid is homogeneous. Therefore,
we can conclude that the qualitative behaviour of the re-
flection of a plane wave in a Korteweg fluid is the same
as in a simple fluid. Quantitatively, while sound-soft and
sound-hard boundary conditions impose the same con-
straint on the amplitude of the reflected wave in both
Korteweg and simple fluids, impedance boundary con-
ditions impose a different constraint on the amplitude
of the reflected wave in Korteweg fluids since the wave-
number k also depends on u1, via τ1.
For the nematic Helmholtz–Korteweg equation the sit-

uation is more interesting. While sound-soft and sound-
hard boundary conditions impose the same constraint on
the amplitude of the reflected wave in both Korteweg
and nematic Korteweg fluids, impedance boundary con-
ditions have a qualitatively different effect in nematic Ko-
rteweg fluids. From (54) we know that the wave-number
k is smaller when the wave propagates orthogonal to the
nematic director field. Moreover, the amplitude of the
reflected wave is smaller when the wave propagates or-
thogonal to the nematic director field. Thus we can ex-
pect that the absorption of sound caused by the presence
of impedance boundary conditions is smaller if the wave-
vector is parallel to the nematic director field.
So far we have considered only the case where the

wave-number k is real. We now turn our attention to
the total internal reflection case, described by imaginary
wave-numbers. Assuming now that the lower half-plane
is occupied by another Korteweg fluid, as a consequence
of the propagation of S+ we will have a transmitted wave
ST in the lower half-plane. The transmitted wave will
have wave number kT = nT

n k, where nT is the refrac-
tive index of the lower half-plane and n is the refractive
index of the upper half-plane. Using Snell’s law we can

compute the direction d⃗T of the transmitted wave, i.e.

dT1 = sin(θ)
n

nT
, dT2 =

√
1− sin2(θ)

n2

n2T
, (59)

where θ is the angle of incidence of S+. When the angle
of incidence is greater than the critical angle, i.e.

θ > θc, θc = sin−1
(nT
n

)
, (60)
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FIG. 2. An acoustic reflection phenomenon in a nematic Ko-
rteweg fluid can be caused by a discontinuity in the nematic
director field. (Top) The nematic director field is parallel to
the wave-vector on the left side of the line marked in green,
and orthogonal on the right side. As a result, a plane wave
is partially reflected along the line. (Bottom) No reflection
occurs when the nematic director has no discontinuity.

the transmitted wave will undergo total internal reflec-
tion, i.e. dT2 will be imaginary and the transmitted wave
can be expressed as

ST (x⃗) = s0e
ik⃗T ·x⃗, k⃗T = ±

[
sin(θ)
i
√
α

]
k, (61)

where α is the real number defined as

α

k2
:=

(nT
n

)2

− sin2(θ). (62)

With nematic fluids, since n and nT depend on the ne-
matic orientation, these observations suggest it may be
possible to control whether reflection occurs with elec-
tromagnetic fields, as demonstrated in Figure IV.

V. SCATTERING BY A CIRCULAR OBSTACLE

We next consider the scattering of a plane wave by
a circular sound soft obstacle, immersed in a nematic
Korteweg fluid. In particular, we will focus our attention
on the physical regime associated with nematic liquid
crystals where u2 ≪ u1, i.e.

ρ20u1 ≈ ℓ2, ρ20u2 ≈ γ−1ℓ2, with γ ≫ 1 ≫ ℓ. (63)

We can express the sound soft scattering problem as
a boundary value problem for the nematic Helmholtz–

Korteweg equation (25), i.e.

−ω2S+(x⃗)− c20∆S
+(x⃗) + ℓ2∆2S+(x⃗)

+ γ−1ℓ2∇·∇
[
n⃗ · HS+n⃗

]
=0 |x⃗| > 1,

S+(x⃗) = S−(x⃗) |x⃗| = 1,

∆(S+ − S−) + γ−1n⃗ · H(S+ − S−)n⃗ = 0 |x⃗| = 1,

|∂|x⃗|S+(x⃗)− ikS+(x⃗)| = O(|x⃗|− 1
2 ) |x⃗| → ∞,

(64)

where S+ is the scattered wave and S− is the incom-
ing plane wave. The second and third equations in (64)
are the sound-soft boundary conditions, while the last
equation is the Sommerfeld radiation condition, and k is
one of the real roots of (50). We can consider (64) as a
perturbation of the scattering problem for the Helmholtz
equation. It is important to notice that the problem is a
singularly perturbed one, since the Helmholtz–Korteweg
equation is a fourth order partial differential equation
which reduces to a second order partial differential equa-
tion in the limit ℓ→ 0, for which only one set of boundary
conditions can be imposed. For this reason we expect a
boundary layer to form around the obstacle. To study
the boundary layer we introduce the change of variables

ξ⃗ = ℓ x⃗, and rewrite the first equation of (64) as

−ω2S+(ξ⃗)− c20
ℓ2
∆S+(ξ⃗) +

1

ℓ2
∆2S+(ξ⃗)

+
γ−1

ℓ2
∇·∇

[
HS+n⃗ · n⃗

]
=0.

(65)

As ℓ→ 0 we can consider only the dominant terms in (65)
to derive a partial differential equation for the boundary
layer Sℓ, i.e.

−c20∆S+
ℓ (ξ⃗)+∆2S+

ℓ (ξ⃗)+γ
−1∇·∇

[
n⃗ · HS+

ℓ n⃗
]
= 0. (66)

Some solutions of this equation are given by solutions of

−c0S+
ℓ (ξ⃗) + ∆S+

ℓ (ξ⃗) + γ−1n⃗ · HS+
ℓ n⃗ = 0, (67)

and using the assumption that ∇n⃗ ≡ 0 on the acoustic
length scale and (A1) this can be rewritten as

−c0S+
ℓ (ξ⃗) +∇ ·

[
(I + γ−1n⃗⊗ n⃗)∇S+

ℓ

]
= 0. (68)

From this we see that the boundary layer S+
ℓ is gov-

erned by a reaction-diffusion equation with a transver-
sally isotropic diffusion tensor (I + γ−1n⃗⊗ n⃗). Using the
Vishik–Lyusternik method [28] we can assume the solu-
tion of (64) has the form

S+(x⃗) = S+
0 (x⃗) + S+

ℓ (ξ⃗), (69)

where S+
0 (x⃗) is the solution of the Helmholtz equation

for |x⃗| > 1. Notice now that imposing the sound soft
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boundary conditions

∆S+ + γ−1n⃗ · HS+n⃗ = ∆S+
0 + γ−1n⃗ · HS+

0 n⃗

+ ℓ−2
(
∆S+

ℓ + γ−1n⃗ · HS+
ℓ n⃗

)
= ∆S+

0 + γ−1n⃗ · HS+
0 n⃗+ c0ℓ

−2S+
ℓ

= ∆S− + γ−1n⃗ · HS−n⃗, (70)

therefore we can conclude that along the boundary of the
circular obstacle the boundary layer S+

ℓ has value

S+
ℓ =

ℓ2

c0

(
∆S− + γ−1n⃗ · HS−n⃗−∆S+

0 − γ−1n⃗ · HS+
0 n⃗

)
.

(71)
Since we know the value of the boundary layer S+

ℓ on
the perimeter of the circular obstacle we can rewrite the
S+ as being an O(ℓ2) perturbation of the solution of the
following Helmholtz scattering problem

−ω2S+(x⃗)− c20∆S
+(x⃗) = 0, |x⃗| > 1,

S+(x⃗) = S−(x⃗) +O(ℓ2), |x⃗| = 1,

|∂|x⃗|S+(x⃗)− ikS+(x⃗)| = O(|x⃗|− 1
2 ), |x⃗| → ∞.

(72)

The solution of the previous equation can be expressed
as a Mie series [29], i.e.

S+(r, θ) = −
∑
j∈Z

aj
H

(1)
j (kr)

H
(1)
j (kR)

eijθ, (73)

where (r, θ) are the polar coordinates of x⃗, R is the radius

of the circular obstacle, H
(1)
j are the Hankel functions of

the first kind, k is the wave number, and aj are the coef-
ficients obtained by expanding the incoming plane wave
S− in circular harmonics via the Jacobi–Anger formula
[29, eq. (22)], i.e.

S−(r, θ) = eik⃗·x⃗ =
∑
j∈Z

aje
ijθ, aj = ije−ijψJj(kr),

(74)
where Jj is the Bessel function of the first kind and ψ is
the angle of incidence of the incoming plane wave. No-
tice now that the wave number k appearing in (74) de-
pends on the incoming plane wave and needs to satisfy
the dispersion relation (50). In particular, as discussed in
Section III, the wave number k is smaller when the wave
propagates orthogonal to the nematic director field. In
regions where the incident plane wave is orthogonal to
the nematic director field we can expect the amplitude
of the reflected wave to be smaller, given the following
asymptotic expansion of S+ [29, eq. (38)]:

S+(r, θ) = −
√

2

πkr

∑
j∈Z

aj
ei(kr−j

π
2 )−π

4 +jθ

H
(1)
j (kR)

, r → ∞.

(75)
This is a striking difference between the behavior of a
plane boundary, as discussed in Section IV, and the be-
havior of a circular obstacle. In fact while a change of

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

−0.5

0

0.5

1 ξ = 0

ξ = π
2

FIG. 3. The scattered wave produced by a circular obstacle
in a nematic Korteweg fluid with u1 = 10−3 and u2 = 5·10−4,
has a greater amplitude when the incoming plane wave is or-
thogonal to the nematic director field. Recall that ξ is the

angle between d⃗ and n⃗. We simulated a plane wave propagat-
ing parallel to the y-axis and impinging on a circular obstacle,
centered at the origin (left). The amplitude of the scattered
wave, for different values of ξ, is measured along the y-axis
(right). An adiabatic layer has been used to implement the
Sommerfeld radiation condition on the outer boundary [30].

the amplitude of the reflected wave is expected only for
impedance boundary conditions in the case of a plane
boundary, in the case of a circular obstacle a reduction
of the amplitude of the reflected wave is expected also for
sound-soft boundary conditions. This behavior is also ob-
served in numerical simulations, as can be seen in Figure
3.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have considered the propagation of
time-harmonic sound waves in a fluid governed by the
Euler–Korteweg equation. We derived two new equa-
tions describing these phenomena, which we name the
Helmholtz–Korteweg and nematic Helmholtz–Korteweg
equations.

Our analysis yielded new insights into the behavior
of plane and evanescent waves and their dependence on
both the nematic orientation and boundary conditions.
We also studied the reflection and transmission of plane
waves at interfaces, considering different boundary con-
ditions, and highlighted the unique behavior of waves in
nematic-Korteweg fluids, including their anisotropy. Nu-
merical simulations confirmed that the speed of sound is
highly dependent on the orientation of the nematic di-
rector field. Finally, we explored the scattering of acous-
tic waves by circular obstacles, demonstrating that the
nematic director field significantly alters the wave ampli-
tude in a manner that is qualitatively distinct from the
behavior at plane boundaries.

These results contribute to a deeper understanding of
acoustic wave propagation in complex fluids, with po-
tential applications in the design of devices with tunable
acoustic properties.
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Appendix A: A vector calculus identities

We have used the vector calculus identity

∇ ·
(
(n⃗⊗ n⃗)∇S

)
= n⃗ · HSn⃗ (A1)

several times in this work This identity is most easily
derived using tensor notation, i.e.

∇ ·
(
(n⃗⊗ n⃗)∇S

)
= (n⃗⊗ n⃗)ij,i(∇S)j + (n⊗ n)ij(∇S)j,i

= ∇S · ∇ · (n⃗⊗ n⃗) + (n⃗⊗ n⃗)T : HS.
(A2)

Using the facts that n⃗ ⊗ n⃗ and HS are symmetric and
∇ · n⃗ = 0 we can rewrite the previous equation as

∇ ·
(
(n⃗⊗ n⃗)∇S

)
= (n⃗⊗ n⃗)ijHS ij = n⃗ · HSn⃗. (A3)
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dans l’hypothèse d’une variation continue de la densité,
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