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Abstract

The synchronization of coupled organ pipes represents a nonlinear phenomenon with signif-
icant implications for both musical acoustics and nonlinear dynamics. This study investigates
the coupling mechanisms governing synchronization, employing a theoretical framework based on
delay-coupled Van der Pol oscillators. The oscillatory behavior of individual organ pipes is modeled
as a self-sustained system driven by an air jet interacting with the pipe resonator. By incorpo-
rating experimental data and numerical simulations, we analyze the impact of finite separation
between coupled pipes, introducing time-delayed interactions in the coupling function. Our find-
ings reveal that synchronization can enhance pitch stability but may also induce sound attenuation
due to destructive interference, particularly in prospect pipes. A key focus of this study is the
decomposition of the coupling mechanism into near-field and far-field components, each contribut-
ing differently to the overall synchronization dynamics. Through bifurcation analysis and Arnold
tongue characterization, we demonstrate how distance-dependent interactions influence the stabil-
ity and frequency locking of coupled oscillators. The Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) is employed
to extract spectral features from numerical data, ensuring precise comparison with experiments.
Our results show strong qualitative agreement between modeled and observed synchronization ef-
fects, highlighting the importance of nonlinear coupling in organ pipe acoustics. This investigation
advances the understanding of mutual interactions in coupled acoustic oscillators and provides a
refined theoretical basis for predicting synchronization phenomena in complex aerodynamically
driven systems.

1 Introduction
The physics of organ pipes constitutes a multidisciplinary research field, integrating concepts from
nonlinear dynamical system theory [6, 4, 11], aeroacoustic modeling [13], and synchronization theory
[17]. The organ, often referred to as the “queen of instruments”, is distinguished by its grandeur and
complex acoustic characteristics. In this study, we examine a nonlinear phenomenon in organ pipes:
the synchronization of adjacent pipes. Recent investigations have employed both experimental and
theoretical approaches [1, 2, 7, 8, 19, 20]. From a musical standpoint, synchronization can have both
advantageous and disadvantageous effects; it can stabilize the pitch of certain organ pipes, yet it may
also lead to sound attenuation due to destructive interference, a phenomenon particularly observed in
the prospect pipes of an organ [18, 9, 22].

A theoretical framework for understanding nonlinear interactions in organ pipes can be established
by modeling a single pipe as a self-sustained oscillator. The oscillatory component in this system is the
air jet, or “air sheet”, emerging from the pipe mouth, while the resonator is the pipe body. Sound waves
generated at the labium, the sharp edge at the upper opening of the pipe, propagate within the pipe
and reinforce the oscillatory motion of the air sheet. The energy necessary for sustained oscillations is
provided by a pressure reservoir beneath the pipe, ensuring a nearly constant flow rate. A schematic
representation of an organ pipe is depicted in the right panel of Fig. 1. Experimental and numerical
investigations by Abel et al. [2, 8] have demonstrated that the dynamical behavior of an organ pipe
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can be effectively approximated by a Van der Pol oscillator.

Fischer [7, 8] further investigated the role of nonlinearities in sound generation and their influence
on synchronization. In this study, we extend this analysis by examining the effect of finite separation
between two coupled organ pipes, introducing a time delay into the coupling function. Specifically,
we analyze bifurcation scenarios in a system of two delay-coupled Van der Pol oscillators, drawing on
experimental configurations described by Bergweiler et al. [5].

We examine the synchronization phenomena of coupled organ pipes, where reflection and interaction
effects can result in unintended sound attenuation. Experimental data indicate that these interactions
are inherently nonlinear and complex. However, we demonstrate that a system of two delay-coupled
Van der Pol oscillators serves as an effective model for capturing the primary dynamical features. By
incorporating distance-dependent (or equivalently, time-delayed) coupling, we analytically investigate
synchronization frequencies and bifurcation scenarios occurring at the Arnold tongue boundaries. A
comparison of our theoretical predictions with experimental observations reveals qualitative agreement,
particularly regarding the nonmonotonic modulation of the Arnold tongue shape, in contrast to the
linear Arnold tongues observed in simpler coupled systems, such as the pipe-loudspeaker setup.

To further refine our analysis, we employ the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT), a fundamental al-
gorithm in signal processing, numerical analysis, and various scientific and engineering applications.
The FFT efficiently computes the Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) and its inverse, facilitating the
transformation of discrete signals between the time and frequency domains. By significantly reducing
the computational complexity of the DFT, the FFT enables real-time signal analysis, image processing,
and spectral analysis. Utilizing this algorithm, we achieve remarkable agreement between experimental
and simulation results.

To enhance our understanding of synchronization in organ pipes, we compare experimental obser-
vations with a theoretical model based on fundamental principles of fluid mechanics and aeroacoustics.
The Arnold tongue, a mathematical construct in parameter space describing the synchronization prop-
erties of coupled oscillators, provides a quantitative framework for this analysis. The experimentally
determined Arnold tongue exhibits a nonlinear structure, reflecting the intricate coupling between
interacting pipes. By developing and numerically integrating a coarse-grained model of two nonlinear
coupled self-sustained oscillators [8], we achieve a high degree of agreement with experimental data,
particularly for separation distances in different field regimes. These methods contribute to a deeper
comprehension of fundamental sound generation processes and the coupling mechanisms governing
mutual interactions in acoustic oscillators. In this study, we examine the precise effects of the coupling
mechanism, incorporating both near-field and far-field components.

In Sec. 2, we introduce a mathematical framework based on two delay-coupled Van der Pol oscilla-
tors as a simplified model for coupled organ pipes. Section 3 presents analytical methodologies aimed
at providing deeper insights into the synchronization phenomena. The significance of selecting an ap-
propriate coupling function is analyzed in Sec. 4. These findings are then compared with experimental
acoustic data in Sec. 5. Finally, we summarize our conclusions in Sec. 6.

2 A model of coupled organ pipes
To obtain a deeper insight into the synchronization phenomena of two coupled organ pipes we model
the pipes by Van der Pol oscillators with delayed cross-coupling [19]:

ẍi + ωi
2xi − µ

[
ẋi − ḟ(xi) + κ(τ)xj(t− τ)

]
= 0, (1)

where i, j = 1, 2. These equations represent a harmonic oscillator with an intrinsic angular frequency
ωi, supplemented with linear and nonlinear damping of strength µ > 0. The nonlinear damping can
be described by the nonlinear function

f(xi) =
γ

3
x3i , (2)
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Figure 1: Synchronization of organ pipes: (left) Angular frequency Ω of oscillator x1 (dark green
circles), and oscillator x2 (light yellow circles) versus the detuning ∆ of the oscillators. Full (empty)
circles correspond to symmetric (non-symmetric) initial conditions. Parameters: ω2 = 1, µ = 0.1,
γ = 1, κ = 0.4, τ = 0.1π. Figure taken from [19]. (right) Organ pipe as a self-sustained oscillator:
The pressure waves driven by the supplied airflow trigger the “air sheet” which exits at the pipe
mouth. The open organ pipe has a length of L ∼ λ/2, where λ denotes the wavelength of the tone of
the pipe.

where γ is the anisochronicity parameter and ḟ(xi) = γx2i ẋi. The coupling delay is τ , and the delay-
dependent coupling strength in Eq. (1) is κ(τ). For the clarity of the calculations we keep the coupling
strength constant in the first part of the paper (κ(τ) = κ), but all analytical results hold as well for
general κ(τ). Since for synchronization the frequency difference of the two oscillators is important, we
introduce the detuning parameter ∆ ∈ R by

ω2
1 = ω2

2 + µ∆. (3)

Figure 1 illustrates the frequency locking behavior obtained through numerical simulations of Eq. (1)
under symmetric initial conditions (left panel). The plot depicts the angular frequencies Ω as a function
of the detuning ∆ between two delay-coupled Van der Pol oscillators. A distinct synchronization region
is observed, characterized by a sharp transition to frequency locking. Within this region, the in-phase
synchronized solution (lower branch) occurs only for small values of |∆|, while for larger detuning,
the system transitions to the anti-phase synchronized state (upper branch), even when starting from
symmetric initial conditions (represented by full circles). Notably, for small |∆|, the anti-phase solution
also emerges when non-symmetric initial conditions are applied (empty circles). This study aims to
analyze key characteristics of synchronization, including the synchronization frequency, the width of the
synchronization region, the phase difference in the synchronized state, its stability, and the bifurcation
scenarios at the synchronization boundaries.

3 Analytical approaches and Arnold tongue
The method of averaging (quasiharmonic reduction) describes weakly nonlinear oscillations in terms
of slowly varying amplitude and phase. For µ = 0 the uncoupled system reduces to the harmonic
oscillator ẍi + ωi

2xi = 0 with solution

xi = Ri sin(ωit+ ϕi), (4)
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with constant amplitude Ri and phase ϕi. For 0 < µ ≪ 1 we look for a solution in the form Eq. (4)
but assume that the amplitude Ri ≥ 0 and the phase ϕi are time-dependent functions:

xi = Ri(t) sin(ωit+ ϕi(t)),

ẋi = Ri(t)ωi cos(ωit+ ϕi(t)),
(5)

where terms involving the slowly varying functions Ṙi, Φ̇i are neglected. Without loss of generality,
we choose ω2 = 1. For small µ we use the method of averaging, assuming that the product µτ is small,
and Taylor expand Ri(t− τ) and ϕi(t− τ) in the following way:

Ri(t− τ) = Ri(t)− τṘi(t) +
τ2

2
R̈i(t) + . . . . (6)

We introduce the phase difference ψ(t) = ϕ1(t)− ϕ2(t). Defining a new time scale t̃ = 2t
µ , we find the

equations which describe the system (1) on a slow time scale:

Ṙ1/2(t̃) = R1/2(t̃)

(
1− γR1/2(t̃)

2

4

)
∓ κR2/1(t̃) sin(ψ(t̃) + τ), (7)

ψ̇(t̃) = −∆+ κ

[
R1(t̃)

R2(t̃)
cos(ψ(t̃)− τ)− R2(t̃)

R1(t̃)
cos(ψ(t̃) + τ)

]
. (8)

For the sake of simplicity, we omit the tilda∼ in the following. The combined effect of the method
of averaging and the truncation of the Taylor expansion in τ , is a reduction of the infinite-dimensional
problem to a finite-dimensional one (valid only if the product µτ is small). This key step enables us to
handle the original delay differential equation as a system of ordinary differential equations [24, 21].
We now have two dynamical equations (7) for the amplitudes R1 and R2, and one equation (8) for the
phase difference ψ(t), which is also called the slow phase. The latter equation is a generalized Adler
equation [3] and contains the main features of synchronization.

The equilibria of the Adler equation correspond to the locking of phase and frequency, since the
difference between the phases is constant. To investigate the stability and bifurcation scenario of such
fixed points we take a closer look at the generalized Adler equation (8), written in general form:

ψ̇(t) = −∆+ κq(ψ(t)), (9)

where the averaged forcing term q(ψ(t)) is the 2π-periodic function

q(ψ(t)) = R1(t)
R2(t)

cos [ψ(t)− τ ]− R2(t)
R1(t)

cos [ψ(t) + τ ] . (10)

The generalized Adler equation (8) is a valuable tool for the calculation of the Arnold tongue, which
is one of the main characteristics of synchronization in nonlinear systems.

Furthermore, we gain information about the stability of the synchronization state: For ψ = 0 (or,
equivalently, ψ = 2π) we have an unstable equilibrium, and for ψ = π (anti-phase oscillation) a stable
equilibrium, since ψ̇ < 0 for ψ > 0 and ψ̇ > 0 for ψ < 0. This is in accordance with experimental
results [7], as discussed in Fig. 6a below. The experimentally observed decrease of the amplitude at
∆ = 0 indicates an anti-phase oscillation [1]. The in-phase and anti-phase mode correspond to the
enhancement or cancellation of sound in organ pipe experiments, respectively. As we recognize from
Fig. 1 the center of the synchronization region plays a special role. This motivates a first investigation
of the solutions and their stability for vanishing detuning ∆ = 0.

In Fig. 1, the upper frequency branch in the synchronization region stays in the stable anti-phase
mode for non-zero detuning ∆ (in congruence with experimental data [1]), whereas the lower branch,
i.e., the stable in-phase mode, which is close to its instability point, is only observable in a small range
of ∆.

A key theoretical aspect of synchronization is the transition to frequency locking, typically analyzed
in the parameter space of frequency detuning ∆ and coupling strength κ. In systems with delayed
coupling, the time delay τ plays a role comparable to the coupling strength, significantly influencing
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plane of delay time ⌧ and frequency detuning . The
plot shows an analytically computed Arnold tongue for

the coupling strength  = 1
5 , � = 1, !2 = 1, and

µ = 0.1. One can see the symmetric, ⇡-periodic
boundaries of the tongue.

used following trigonometric addition theorem: sin3(⇣) =
1
4 [3 sin(⇣) � sin(3⇣)]. According to the right-hand side
of Eq. (14) the reference input of one system is given
by the delayed output of the other system. The fac-
tor �ie�i!s⌧ means a negative ⇡

2 + !s⌧ -shift in the time
domain, so that the reference input in case of synchro-
nization is given by Aj

!s
sin(!s(t � ⌧) + �j � ⇡

2 ). In the
case of the ith oscillator the right-hand side of Eq. (12)
yields

Ei

Ai
ei�� =

Aj

!sAi
e�i[�i �j+!s⌧+

⇡
2 ]. (17)

By applying Eqs. (15-17) to Eq. (12) we obtain

i

µ
(!s �

!2
i

!s
) � 1 +

�

4
A2

i =
Aj

!sAi
e�i[�i �j+!s⌧+

⇡
2 ]. (18)

The imaginary part of Eq. (18) gives us information
about the synchronization frequency versus the time de-
lay. Multiplying it by the imaginary part of the analog
equation for the jth oscillator, we obtain:

✓
!s �

!2
i

!s

◆ 
!s �

!2
j

!s

!
=

µ22

!2
s

cos( +!s⌧) cos( �!s⌧),

(19)

where we introduced the phase difference  = �1 � �2.

III. SYNCHRONIZATION PHENOMENA

Arnold tongue - One important theoretical question is
the transition to synchronization, usually characterized
in the parameter plane of frequency detuning and
coupling strength . In the case of delayed coupling the
time delay ⌧ has the same importance as the coupling
strength . The synchronization region in the (, ) or
(⌧ , ) plane is generally called Arnold tongue, and it is
one of the main characteristics of synchronizing nonlinear
systems. We analytically calculate the synchronization
region in the plane of the coupling strength  and the
detuning . The delay time ⌧ is kept constant but does
not vanish. The nonlinear boundaries of the Arnold
tongue like in Fig. 7b is a remarkable result. Already
for a small delay time ⌧ this behavior can be observed.
Also the analytical calculation of the synchronization
region in the plane of the delay time ⌧ and the detuning

gives excellent agreement with numeric results. The
coupling strength  is kept constant but does not vanish.
Instead of a monotonic nonlinear increase we have now
a ⇡-periodic behavior at the boundaries of the tongue.

In- and anti-phase mode - Special solutions give the
advantage to reduce the complexity of a problem. We
first investigate the case for a vanishing detuning = 0,
i.e., the central point of the synchronization region in
Fig. 1. For = 0 the slow-phase Eqs. (8-9) possess the
following equilibrium points which corresponds to the in-
phase and anti-phase mode of Eq. (1):

 in = 0 ! R1 = R2 =
2p
�

p
1 �  sin ⌧ ,

 anti = ⇡ ! R1 = R2 =
2p
�

p
1 +  sin ⌧ .

(20)

The Jacobian matrix J of Eqs. (8-9) is given by:

J =

0
B@

1 � 3
4�R

2
1 � sin( + ⌧) �R2 cos( + ⌧)

 sin( � ⌧) 1 � 3
4�R

2
2 R1 cos( � ⌧)


h

R2 cos( +⌧)
R2

1
+ cos( ⌧)

R2

i
�
h

cos( +⌧)
R1

+ R1 cos( ⌧)
R2

2

i

h

R2 sin( +⌧)
R1

� R1 sin( ⌧)
R2

i

1
CA . (21)

In order to determine the stability of the in-phase and
anti-phase mode, we can evaluated J at the equilibrium

points and calculate the eigenvalues, which satisfy the
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Figure 2: The synchronization region in the parameter plane of delay time τ and frequency detuning
∆. The plot shows an analytically computed Arnold tongue for the coupling strength κ = 0.2,
ω2 = 1, µ = 0.1, γ = 1. One can see the symmetric, π-periodic boundaries of the tongue. Figure
taken from [19].

the synchronization behavior. The synchronization region in the (κ,∆) or (τ,∆) parameter plane is
commonly referred to as the Arnold tongue, a fundamental characteristic of synchronizing nonlinear
systems.

To characterize this behavior, we analytically determine the synchronization region in the (τ,∆)
plane, applying the methods outlined in the previous section. The results, shown in Fig. 2, exhibit
excellent agreement with numerical simulations of Eq. (1). A notable feature of the Arnold tongue
boundaries is their periodic modulation with a period of π as τ varies. This periodicity arises because,
for our choice of ω2 = 1, the natural period of the uncoupled harmonic oscillator is 2π.

Furthermore, our analysis remains valid when the constant coupling strength κ is replaced by a
time-delay-dependent coupling function κ(τ), as discussed in Sec. 4. This extension provides a more
accurate representation of experimental observations and highlights the critical role of delay-dependent
interactions in synchronization dynamics.

Equations (7) and (8) possess two equilibrium solutions, an in-phase and an anti-phase mode, as
has been demonstrated [19]. The in-phase and anti-phase mode correspond to the enhancement or
cancellation of sound in organ pipe experiments, respectively. As we recognize from Fig. 1 the center of
the synchronization region plays a special role. This motivates a first investigation of the solutions and
their stability for vanishing detuning ∆ = 0. Such a special parameter setting reduces the technical
difficulties and nevertheless allows us to make a qualitative and qualitative analysis of our problem.
We find the following equilibrium points for Eqs. (7) and (8) which in turn correspond to the in-phase
and anti-phase mode of Eq. (1):

ψin = 0 ⇔ R1 = R2 =
2√
γ

√
1− κ sin τ ,

ψanti = π ⇔ R1 = R2 =
2√
γ

√
1 + κ sin τ .

(11)

In order to determine the stability of the in-phase and anti-phase mode, we linearize Eqs. (7),(8) around
the equilibrium points, which gives the Jacobian matrix J of the system (7),(8):

J =




1− 3
4γR

2
1 −κ sin(ψ + τ) −κR2 cos(ψ + τ)

κ sin(ψ − τ) 1− 3
4γR

2
2 κR1 cos(ψ − τ)

κ
[
R2 cos(ψ+τ)

R2
1

+ cos(ψ−τ)
R2

]
−κ
[
cos(ψ+τ)

R1
+ R1 cos(ψ−τ)

R2
2

]
κ
[
R2 sin(ψ+τ)

R1
− R1 sin(ψ−τ)

R2

]


 .

(12)
The eigenvalues λi, i = 1, 2, 3 of the Jacobian matrix evaluated at these equilibrium points deter-

mine their linear stability. They are calculated from the characteristic equation

det(J − λiI) = 0, (13)
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Figure 3: Comparison of the analytic (line) and numeric (dots) results of the synchronization
frequency ωs versus the delay time τ for ∆ = 0, ω1 = ω2 = 1, µ = 0.1, γ = 1, κ = 0.4. The analytic
solution gives an in-phase (dark blue line) and an anti-phase mode (light green line), while the
numeric solution (dots) with symmetric initial conditions only reproduces the in-phase mode. Solid
line means stable solution, whereas dashed line stands for an unstable one. Figure taken from [19].

in dependence on the system parameters γ, κ, and τ . The stability of the in-phase and anti-phase
synchronization modes in delay-coupled Van der Pol oscillators is analyzed by deriving the character-
istic equations for both cases [19]. The stability boundaries, determined by saddle-node bifurcations,
are mapped in the parameter space of coupling strength κ and time delay τ . For the in-phase mode,
the stability regions are defined by bifurcation curves, which indicate transitions between stable and
unstable regimes as τ varies. Similarly, for the anti-phase mode, corresponding bifurcation curves
separate stable and unstable regions.

The bifurcation structure reveals that stability is periodically modulated with τ , exhibiting a pe-
riodicity of π. At τ = 0, both synchronization modes are stable. However, increasing τ leads to
alternating stability windows, where either the in-phase or the anti-phase mode becomes unstable de-
pending on the bifurcation conditions. Notably, bistability occurs around τ = 0 and τ = π, where both
modes can coexist. Numerical simulations confirm these theoretical predictions, demonstrating how
varying κ affects the stability transitions. For instance, at κ = 0.4, the in-phase mode loses stability in
a certain range of τ , while for a lower coupling strength (κ = 0.2), the in-phase mode remains unstable
over a broader range, eliminating bistability. These findings highlight the intricate interplay between
coupling strength and delay in determining synchronization stability, which is crucial for understanding
delayed coupled oscillatory systems.

The describing function method (also called the method of harmonic balance) uses frequency do-
main techniques to investigate limit cycle behavior in nonlinear systems [20]. An approach with the
describing function method determines the synchronization frequency ωs, if the phase difference ψ is
known. The method of averaging on the other hand yields the generalized Adler equation determin-
ing the dynamics of ψ. The describing function method determines the synchronization frequency ωs
given a known phase difference ψ. The method of averaging yields the generalized Adler equation (9),
governing the dynamics of ψ. Numerical analysis using the Adler equation reveals a stable equilibrium
at ψ = π and an unstable one at ψ = 0.

In order to compare the numerical simulations with the results of the describing function method,
we set ω1 = ω2 = 1, i.e., ∆ = 0. In this case the synchronization frequency can be simplified to

ω2
s = 1± µκ cos(ωsτ) (14)

where + and − correspond to anti-phase and in-phase oscillations, respectively. In Fig. 3, we plot
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the synchronization frequency ωs versus the time delay τ for ∆ = 0. The congruence between the
numerical (from Eq. (1)) and analytical result for the in-phase mode (dark blue line, from Eq. (14))
is excellent. It is remarkable that the synchronization frequency ωs is modulated around the single
oscillator frequencies ωi = 1 in dependence upon the delay time. For small delay time, for instance, the
in-phase oscillation frequency is lowered, while the anti-phase oscillation frequency (light green line) is
increased. The stability of the two branches changes as τ is varied: At the extrema of the frequency
curve in Fig. 3 we find bistability.

Figure 3 presents the dependence of ωs on τ for ∆ = 0. The numerical results (dots, derived from
Eq. (1)) show excellent agreement with the analytical prediction for the in-phase mode (dark blue line,
from Eq. (14)). Notably, ωs oscillates around the natural frequency ωi = 1 as a function of τ . For small
τ , the in-phase frequency is reduced, while the anti-phase frequency (light green line) is increased.

The stability of these branches varies with τ . At the extrema of the frequency curve in Fig. 3,
bistability is observed. For symmetric initial conditions, the in-phase mode emerges as the numerical
solution across all delay times, even in regions where it is unstable. However, for non-symmetric initial
conditions, the anti-phase mode would be found instead. In Fig. 1, the upper frequency branch in the
synchronization region remains in the stable anti-phase mode for ∆ ̸= 0, consistent with experimental
findings [1]. In contrast, the in-phase mode, being close to its instability threshold, is observable only
within a limited range of ∆.

4 Dependence on near- and far-field coupling
In previous studies [19], the synchronization of organ pipes has been analyzed using a model of two
delay-coupled Van der Pol oscillators with a constant coupling coefficient. In this work, we extend this
approach by introducing a time-delay-dependent coupling strength, C(τ), replacing the constant cou-
pling term. This refined model accounts for both near-field (∼ 1

τ2 ) and far-field (∼ 1
τ ) contributions.

A time-dependent coupling strength is essential for accurately capturing the non-monotonic behavior
of the Arnold tongue, particularly its pronounced widening at small delay times τ , as observed ex-
perimentally (see Fig. 5a for d = 5 cm). Instead of a constant coupling coefficient κ as in Eq. (1), we
employ a coupling strength κ(τ) that explicitly depends on the time delay τ .

The delay in coupling arises because the sound propagates over a finite distance d between the pipes,
and its strength is distance-dependent due to attenuation, which follows the radiation characteristics
of a spherical wave emitted from the pipe mouth. The coupling strength κ(τ) incorporates two distinct
terms: a near-field component (∝ 1

τ2 ) and a far-field component (∝ 1
τ ), each characterized by positive

coefficients κ1 = κn and κ2 = κf , respectively:

κ(τ) =
κ1
τ2

+
κ2
τ
, (15)

where κ1 = κn and κ2 = κf are the near-field and far-field coupling parameters and τ is the time
delay.

By substituting κ(τ) from Eq. (15) into the governing equation,

ẍi + ωi
2xi − µ

[
ẋi − ḟ(xi) + κ(τ)xj(t− τ)

]
= 0, (16)

we analyze the boundaries of the Arnold tongue as a function of near- and far-field coupling con-
tributions. The synchronization region’s width varies with the delay time τ , as depicted in Fig. 4. In
Fig. 4a, where τ = 1.1, the Arnold tongue exhibits greater width, whereas increasing the delay time to
τ = 1.8 in Fig. 4b results in more sharply defined synchronization regions. A fundamental distinction
between these two delay times lies in the asymmetry of the resulting representations. For the smaller
delay time τ = 1.1 in Fig. 4a, the coupling matrix remains symmetric, meaning that interchanging
the near-field (κ1 = κn) and far-field (κ2 = κf ) coupling coefficients does not affect the width of the
Arnold tongue.

In contrast, for the larger delay time τ = 1.8 in Fig. 4b, the matrix exhibits asymmetry, implying
that swapping the coupling parameters alters the width of the Arnold tongue. This observation suggests
that the shape of the Arnold tongue can be precisely adjusted by modifying the relative contributions
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I. INTRODUCTION

Thestudy of thephysicsof organ pipes is interdisciplinary, bringing
together many fields of science. Relevant concepts are, for example,
nonlinearity[1], aeroacoustic modelling[2,3] and synchronization
theory[4].

Synchronization of Organ Pipes
• In organ pipes, synchronization occurs when two organ pipes of

similar pitch arebrought closeto each other.
• Synchronization of organ pipes is a nonlinear effect that can be

desired or undesired.
• The effect has been recently studied both experimentally and

theoretically[5,6,7]

Project Goals
• An important research route is finding theoretical models that

can accurately describe the transition of two organ pipes to
synchronization.

• A model of two coupled van der Pol oscillators with delay-
dependent couplingstrength wasconsidered.

[1] R. Bader: Nonlinearities and Synchronization in Musical Acoustics and Music Psychology, vol. 2(Springer, 2013).
[2] J.C. Hardin and Y. Hussaini: Computational aeroacoustics, ICASE/NASA LaRC series (Springer, 1993).
[3] M. S. Howe: Theory of vortex sound, vol, 33(Cambridge University Press, 2003).
[4] A. Pikovsky,  M. G. Rosenblum and J. Kurths: Synchronization, A Universal Concept in Nonlinear Sciences, vol. 12 (Cambridge University 

Press, 2001).
[5] M. Abel, S. Bergweiler and R. Gerhard-Multhaupt: Synchronization of organ pipes: experimental observations and modeling. The Journal of 

the Acoustical Society of America 119, 2467- 2475 (2006).
[6] M. Abel, K. Ahnert and S. Bergweiler: Synchronization of Sound Sources,Physical Review Letters 103. 114301 (2009).
[7] J. Fischer: NichtlineareKopplungsmechanismenakustischer Oszillatorenam Beispiel der Synchronisationvon Orgelpfeifen, PhD thesis, 

Universtität Potsdam (2014).
[8] J. Sawicki: Synchronization of Organ Pipes. Master‘s Thesis, Technische Universität Berlin (2014).

II. MODEL

In prevoius work,[8] the synchronization of organ pipes has been studied adopting a model of two delay-coupled 
van der Pol oscillators with constant coupling. In this project we consider the same model, but introduce, instead 
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I. INTRODUCTION
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nonlinearity[1], aeroacoustic modelling[2,3] and synchronization
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Project Goals
• An important research route is finding theoretical models that

can accurately describe the transition of two organ pipes to
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• A model of two coupled van der Pol oscillators with delay-
dependent couplingstrength wasconsidered.
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c
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For the sake of simplicity, we omit the tilda⇠ in the following. The combined effect of the method of averaging and
the truncation of the Taylor expansion in ⌧ , is a reduction of the infinite-dimensional problem to a finite-dimensional
one (valid only if the product µ⌧ is small). This key step enables us to handle the original delay differential equation
as a system of ordinary differential equations [19, 22]. We now have two dynamical equations (7) for the amplitudes
R1 and R2, and one equation (8) for the phase difference  (t), which is also called the slow phase. The latter equation
is a generalized Adler equation [3] and contains the main features of synchronization.

The equilibria of the Adler equation correspond to the locking of phase and frequency, since the difference between
the phases is constant. To investigate the stability and bifurcation scenario of such fixed points we take a closer look
at the generalized Adler equation (8), written in general form:

 ̇(t) = �� + q( (t)), (9)

where the averaged forcing term q( (t)) is the 2⇡-periodic function

q( (t)) = R1(t)
R2(t)

cos [ (t) � ⌧ ] � R2(t)
R1(t)

cos [ (t) + ⌧ ] . (10)

The generalized Adler equation (8) is a valuable tool for the calculation of the Arnold tongue, which is one of the
main characteristics of synchronization in nonlinear systems (see Fig. ??).

Furthermore, we gain information about the stability of the synchronization state: For  = 0 (or, equivalently,
 = 2⇡) we have an unstable equilibrium, and for  = ⇡ (anti-phase oscillation) a stable equilibrium, since  ̇ < 0

for  > 0 and  ̇ > 0 for  < 0. This is in accordance with experimental results [7], as discussed in Fig. 6a below.
The experimentally observed decrease of the amplitude at � = 0 indicates an anti-phase oscillation [1]. The in-phase
and anti-phase mode correspond to the enhancement or cancellation of sound in organ pipe experiments, respectively.
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Figure 5: Comparison of experiment and theory: Arnold tongue in the plane of coupling strength κ
vs. detuning ∆: (a) experiment [7, 8], where the coupling strength is given by the distance d (cm) of
the organ pipes, and (b) numerical result of Eq. (1) with ω2 = 1, µ = 0.1, γ = 1,
κ1 = κn = κ2 = κf = 0.04. The red arrows in (a) and (b) indicate the non-monotonic behavior of the
Arnold tongue, respectively.

of near-field and far-field coupling. This indicates that the Arnold tongue shape can be fine-tuned by
adjusting the relative contributions of near-field and far-field coupling. Notably, for small delay times,
a significant widening of the Arnold tongue is observed, which is consistent with experimental findings
(see Fig. 5b). This widening effect is attributed to the strong increase in coupling strength for small
τ , as described by Eq. (15):

lim
τ→0

κ(τ) = ∞. (17)

Another key consequence of the delay-dependent coupling strength is the destabilization of the
in-phase solution for τ = 0 [19]. Specifically, in the case where κn = κf = κ, the far-field coupling
term κ2(0) satisfies:

lim
τ→0

κ2(τ) =
τ2

(1 + τ) sin τ
= 0. (18)

As a result, for τ = 0, only the anti-phase mode remains stable. Introducing a delay-dependent cou-
pling function κ(τ) thus leads to a distortion of the bifurcation curves, altering the stability properties
of the synchronization modes.

8



5 Comparison with acoustic experiments
A direct comparison between a complex physical experiment and a simplified oscillator model presents
significant challenges. An organ pipe, as a physical system, exhibits a rich spectrum of overtones,
nonlinear interactions, and intricate aeroacoustic behavior influenced by factors such as turbulence,
boundary layer effects, and acoustic feedback. In contrast, mathematical models often employ sim-
plifications to capture only the most essential dynamical features. One such model is the Van der
Pol oscillator, which serves as a fundamental representation of self-sustained oscillations in nonlinear
systems. Despite its simplicity, the Van der Pol oscillator can exhibit a wide range of dynamical behav-
iors, including limit cycles, synchronization, and bifurcations, making it an effective tool for studying
coupled oscillatory systems.

The value of employing such a minimalistic model lies in its ability to reveal fundamental principles
governing the underlying physics. In dynamical systems theory, it is widely accepted that complex
macroscopic behavior can emerge from relatively simple low-dimensional models. In this context, our
analysis demonstrates that key aspects of the synchronization phenomena observed in organ pipes can
be qualitatively and quantitatively reproduced using a simple oscillator model. This approach not only
enhances our understanding of the fundamental mechanisms at play but also provides an analytical
framework that can be generalized to a broader class of coupled oscillatory systems beyond acoustics,
including biological, mechanical, and electronic oscillators.

To analyze the frequency content of both experimental and numerical data, we employ the Fast
Fourier Transform (FFT). The FFT is a cornerstone algorithm in signal processing, numerical analysis,
and various engineering and scientific disciplines. It efficiently computes the Discrete Fourier Trans-
form (DFT) and its inverse, allowing for the transformation of discrete signals between the time and
frequency domains. The direct computation of the DFT has a computational complexity of O(N2),
making it impractical for large datasets. However, the FFT algorithm reduces this complexity to
O(N logN), vastly improving efficiency and enabling real-time spectral analysis in various applica-
tions.

Since its introduction by Cooley and Tukey in 1965, the FFT has become an indispensable tool
in numerous fields, including telecommunications, audio and speech processing, medical imaging, and
computational physics. In our analysis, the FFT is employed to extract dominant frequency compo-
nents from both experimental recordings and numerical simulations. This facilitates a direct compar-
ison of spectral characteristics, enabling the identification of synchronization regimes and transitions
between different oscillatory states. Additionally, by analyzing higher harmonics and spectral broaden-
ing, we can gain further insights into nonlinear effects and coupling mechanisms present in the system.

The synchronization scenarios obtained from our model exhibit strong qualitative agreement with
experimental observations. This is particularly evident when comparing the characteristic features
of synchronization regions derived from numerical simulations with those observed in experimental
data. Despite the inherent simplifications in our model, it successfully captures essential aspects of
the nonlinear coupling between oscillators, providing valuable insights into the underlying dynamics.

For a direct visual comparison between experimental and theoretical results, we present the syn-
chronization region as a function of frequency detuning in Fig. 6. Both plots display strikingly similar
features, particularly in the structure of the transition regions at the boundaries of the locking interval
and the concave curvature of the synchronization region. These similarities suggest that the primary
mechanisms governing synchronization in coupled organ pipes can be effectively described using a
low-dimensional model. Moreover, this reinforces the robustness of theoretical approaches based on
coupled oscillator models in predicting real-world nonlinear phenomena.

Another important aspect of our analysis is the role of initial conditions in determining synchro-
nization modes. As observed in our numerical simulations, different initial conditions can lead to
distinct synchronization states, even for the same parameter values. This highlights the presence of
multistability, where multiple stable solutions coexist within a certain parameter regime. The presence
of multistability is a well-documented feature in nonlinear systems and has been observed in various
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werden. Ein Versuch der Implementat ion mit den beiden Packages j i tcdde2 und ddeint 3

hat leider keine guten Ergebnisse erzielt . Daher wurde eine Lösung mit tels der Program-
miersprache Julia4 implement iert , die mit dem Packet Di↵ erentialEquations5 in der Lage
ist , die Lösung von DDEs numerisch anzunähern. Das Packet PyJulia6 erlaubt dabei das
Ausführen von Julia-Befehlen in Python. So konnte ich den Julia-Code in die bisherige
Python-Implementat ion integrieren.

(a) ohne Laufzeit (b) mit Laufzeit

Abbildung 8: Spekt rogrammefür dieSynchronisat ion zweier Van-der-Pol Oszillat ioren, einmal ohneDelay
(a) und einmal mit Delay (b). Parameter: µ = 0, 1, = 0, 4,⌧= 0.1⇡. Symmetrische Startbedingungen.

Abbildung 9: Arnoldzungen für die Synchronisat ion zweier Van-der-Pol Oszillat ioren, mit und ohne
Berücksicht igung der Laufzeitdi↵ erenz. Parameter: µ = 0, 1,⌧= 0.1⇡.

Abb. 8 zeigt Spektrogramme für unterschiedliche Di↵ erenzen der instrinsischen Frequenz,
einmal unter Vernachlässigung und einmal unter Beachtung der Laufzeit . In Abb. 9 können

2ht tps:/ / j itcdde.readthedocs.io/ en/ stable/ index.html, zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
3ht tps:/ / github.com/ Zulko/ ddeint , zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
4ht tps:/ / julialang.org/ , zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
5ht tps:/ / docs.sciml.ai/ Di↵EqDocs/ stable/ , zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
6ht tps:/ / pyjulia.readthedocs.io/ en/ latest / index.html,zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
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characterist ic equat ion. For eigenvalue λ0 = 0, e.g. at
the in-phase mode in Eq. (20), we have necessary condi-
t ions for generic saddle-node bifurcat ion curves:

⇥
− sin⌧ 1− 2 sin⌧+ 2(1 + sin2 ⌧)

⇤
= 0 (22)

We obtain three values for fulfilling Eq. (22):

1 = 0,

2 =
1

sin⌧, (23)

3 =
sin⌧

1 + sin2 ⌧
.

1 = 0 represent a uncoupled system. Considering the
other values of , we can calculate the other eigenvalues.
For 2:

λ 2
1/ 2 = − 2(1 ± i cot ⌧), (24)

and 3:

λ 3
1 = −

2
1 + sin2 ⌧

,

λ 3
2 = −

2(1− 2sin2 ⌧)
1 + sin2 ⌧

.
(25)

Numerical simulat ions prove these results. They at test
the range of validity for our analyt ical approach.

Synchronization frequency - The describing funct ion
method yields Eq. (19) where the informat ion about the
synchronizat ion frequency ! s st ill is kept . But we have
no informat ion about the phase difference  within this
method. The method of averaging yields to the Adler
equat ion (10) determining the dynamic of  . In Fig. 2a
we have a pair of a stable and an unstable fixed point :
For  = 0 we see – according to the numerical results –
theunstableoneand for  = ⇡ thestable one. In order to
compare the numerical simulat ions with the results of the
describing funct ion method, we set ! 1 = ! 2 = 1 where
we know already two solut ions for the phase difference  
from Eq. (20), such that Eq. (19) can be simplified to

(! 2
s − 1)2 = 2 cos2(! s⌧) (26)

and compared to numerical results. In Fig. 5, we plot the
the synchronizat ion frequency ! s against the t ime delay
⌧. The congruence between the numerical and analyt ical
results is excellent . It is remarkable that thesynchroniza-
t ion frequency ! s switches to a high or low frequency for
a special delay t ime⌧, which is higher or lower than each
of the single oscillator frequencies ! i . In Fig. 1 the upper
frequency branch in the synchronizat ion region stays in
the stable ant i-phase mode (in congruence with experi-
mental data [1]), whereas the lower branch ( ⇡ 0) stays
in the unstable in-phase mode.

FIG. 5: Comparison of the analyt ic and numeric results
of e synchron f ency versus the delay
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Abbildung 2.7.: Karten der Entwicklung der Frequenz und des Pegels des gekoppelten Zwei-
Pfeifen Systems für die Pfeifenabstände a) 1mm, b) 10mm, c) 30mm, d) 50mm, e) 75mm,
f) 100mm, g) 200mm, h) 300mm, i) 400mm. Auf der y-Achse ist die beobachtete Frequenz
aufgetragen. Auf der x-Achse ist die Verst immung des autonomen Systems aufgetragen. Die Pegel
sind farbkodiert .

ne Frequenzkopplung (Modenkopplung) der 1. Harmonischen bei kleinen und mit t leren
Abständen zu sehen. Die Frequenzen der Orgelpfeifen synchronisieren in einem gewis-
sen Bereich kleiner Verst immung. Die Ausdehnung dieses Bereiches ist abhängig vom
Abstand der Orgelpfeifen zueinander. Stehen die Pfeifen sehr dicht nebeneinander (Ab-
stand d = 1mm), erstreckt sich der Bereich der Synchronisat ion über etwa 6Hz. Dabei
wird die Frequenz der Pfeife P1 um etwa 10Hz mitgenommen. Bei größeren Abständen
nimmt die Breite des Synchronisat ionsbereichs ab. Bei einem Abstand der Orgelpfeifen
von 400mm ist die Synchronisat ion nur noch marginal. Dieser Abstand liegt im Bereich
der Wellenlänge 0 = 476mm der autonom betriebenen Orgelpfeife mit der Frequenz
von 720Hz. Aus den gewonnenen Ergebnissen lässt sich schließen, dass es sich bei den
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I V . COM PA R I SON W I T H A COU ST I C
EX P ER I M EN T S

A comparison of a complex experiment with a sim-
ple oscillator model is an ambit ious endeavor: On the
one side there is a pipe with a whole spectrum of over-
tones and a complicated aeroacoust ic behavior, and on
the other side a Van-der-Pol oscillator. Nevertheless a
simple model can provide a deeper comprehension of a
complex system. We compare the synchronizat ion region
in Fig. 6. There are many similarit ies between the plots.
Especially the behavior at the t ransit ion region between
frequency detuning and locking is remarkable, as well as
theconvex curvatureof thesynchronizat ion regions itself.
In Fig. 7 we compare an experimental and an analyt ically
calculated Arnold tongue. Experimentally, the coupling
st rength is determined by the distance of the two organ
pipes. The most considerable similarity is the nonlinear
behavior of their boundaries. We are able to change the
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Abbildung 2.7.: Karten der Entwicklung der Frequenz und des Pegels des gekoppelten Zwei-
Pfeifen Systems für die Pfeifenabstände a) 1mm, b) 10mm, c) 30mm, d) 50mm, e) 75mm,
f) 100mm, g) 200mm, h) 300mm, i) 400mm. Auf der y-Achse ist die beobachtete Frequenz
aufget ragen. Auf der x-Achse ist die Verst immung des autonomen Systems aufget ragen. Die Pegel
sind farbkodiert .
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werden. Ein Versuch der Implementat ion mit den beiden Packages j i tcdde2 und ddeint 3

hat leider keine guten Ergebnisse erzielt . Daher wurde eine Lösung mit tels der Program-
miersprache Julia4 implement iert , die mit dem Packet Di↵ erentialEquations5 in der Lage
ist , die Lösung von DDEs numerisch anzunähern. Das Packet PyJulia6 erlaubt dabei das
Ausführen von Julia-Befehlen in Python. So konnte ich den Julia-Code in die bisherige
Python-Implementat ion integrieren.

(a) ohne Laufzeit (b) mit Laufzeit

Abbildung 8: Spektrogramme für dieSynchronisat ion zweier Van-der-Pol Oszillat ioren, einmal ohneDelay
(a) und einmal mit Delay (b). Parameter: µ = 0, 1, = 0,4,⌧= 0.1⇡. Symmet rische Startbedingungen.

Abbildung 9: Arnoldzungen für die Synchronisat ion zweier Van-der-Pol Oszillat ioren, mit und ohne
Berücksicht igung der Laufzeitdi↵ erenz. Parameter: µ = 0,1,⌧= 0.1⇡.

Abb. 8 zeigt Spektrogramme für unterschiedliche Di↵ erenzen der instrinsischen Frequenz,
einmal unter Vernachlässigung und einmal unter Beachtung der Laufzeit . In Abb. 9 können

2ht tps:/ / j itcdde.readthedocs.io/ en/ stable/ index.html, zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
3ht tps:/ / github.com/ Zulko/ ddeint , zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
4ht tps:/ / julialang.org/ , zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
5ht tps:/ / docs.sciml.ai/ Di↵EqDocs/ stable/ , zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.
6ht tps:/ / pyjulia.readthedocs.io/ en/ latest / index.html,zuletzt eingesehen am 08.05.2023.

12

5
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t ions for generic saddle-node bifurcat ion curves:
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We obtain three values for fulfilling Eq. (22):
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and compared to numerical results. In Fig. 5, we plot the
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⌧. The congruence between the numerical and analyt ical
results is excellent . It is remarkable that thesynchroniza-
t ion frequency ! s switches to a high or low frequency for
a special delay t ime⌧, which is higher or lower than each
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Abbildung 2.7.: Karten der Entwicklung der Frequenz und des Pegels des gekoppelten Zwei-
Pfeifen Systems für die Pfeifenabstände a) 1mm, b) 10mm, c) 30mm, d) 50mm, e) 75mm,
f) 100mm, g) 200mm, h) 300mm, i) 400mm. Auf der y-Achse ist die beobachtete Frequenz
aufgetragen. Auf der x-Achse ist die Verst immung des autonomen Systems aufgetragen. Die Pegel
sind farbkodiert .

ne Frequenzkopplung (Modenkopplung) der 1. Harmonischen bei kleinen und mit t leren
Abständen zu sehen. Die Frequenzen der Orgelpfeifen synchronisieren in einem gewis-
sen Bereich kleiner Verst immung. Die Ausdehnung dieses Bereiches ist abhängig vom
Abstand der Orgelpfeifen zueinander. Stehen die Pfeifen sehr dicht nebeneinander (Ab-
stand d = 1mm), erstreckt sich der Bereich der Synchronisat ion über etwa 6Hz. Dabei
wird die Frequenz der Pfeife P1 um etwa 10Hz mitgenommen. Bei größeren Abständen
nimmt die Breite des Synchronisat ionsbereichs ab. Bei einem Abstand der Orgelpfeifen
von 400mm ist dieSynchronisat ion nur noch marginal. Dieser Abstand liegt im Bereich
der Wellenlänge 0 = 476mm der autonom betriebenen Orgelpfeife mit der Frequenz
von 720Hz. Aus den gewonnenen Ergebnissen lässt sich schließen, dass es sich bei den
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I V . COM PA R I SON W I T H A COU ST I C
EX P ER I M EN T S

A comparison of a complex experiment with a sim-
ple oscillator model is an ambit ious endeavor: On the
one side there is a pipe with a whole spectrum of over-
tones and a complicated aeroacoust ic behavior, and on
the other side a Van-der-Pol oscillator. Nevertheless a
simple model can provide a deeper comprehension of a
complex system. We compare the synchronizat ion region
in Fig. 6. There are many similarit ies between the plots.
Especially the behavior at the t ransit ion region between
frequency detuning and locking is remarkable, as well as
theconvex curvatureof thesynchronizat ion regions itself.
In Fig. 7 we compare an experimental and an analyt ically
calculated Arnold tongue. Experimentally, the coupling
st rength is determined by the distance of the two organ
pipes. The most considerable similarity is the nonlinear
behavior of their boundaries. We are able to change the

 

experiment model

5

characterist ic equat ion. For eigenvalue λ0 = 0, e.g. at
the in-phase mode in Eq. (20), we have necessary condi-
t ions for generic saddle-node bifurcat ion curves:

⇥
− sin⌧ 1− 2 sin⌧+ 2(1 + sin2 ⌧)

⇤
= 0 (22)

We obtain three values for fulfilling Eq. (22):

1 = 0,

2 =
1

sin⌧, (23)

3 =
sin⌧

1 + sin2 ⌧
.

1 = 0 represent a uncoupled system. Considering the
other values of , we can calculate the other eigenvalues.
For 2:

λ 2
1/ 2 = − 2(1 ± i cot ⌧), (24)

and 3:

λ 3
1 = −

2
1 + sin2 ⌧

,

λ 3
2 = −

2(1− 2sin2 ⌧)
1 + sin2 ⌧

.
(25)

Numerical simulat ions prove these results. They at test
the range of validity for our analyt ical approach.

Synchronization frequency - The describing funct ion
method yields Eq. (19) where the informat ion about the
synchronizat ion frequency ! s st ill is kept . But we have
no informat ion about the phase difference  within this
method. The method of averaging yields to the Adler
equat ion (10) determining the dynamic of  . In Fig. 2a
we have a pair of a stable and an unstable fixed point :
For  = 0 we see – according to the numerical results –
theunstableoneand for  = ⇡ thestableone. In order to
compare the numerical simulat ions with the results of the
describing funct ion method, we set ! 1 = ! 2 = 1 where
we know already two solut ions for the phase difference  
from Eq. (20), such that Eq. (19) can be simplified to

(! 2
s − 1)2 = 2 cos2(! s⌧) (26)

and compared to numerical results. In Fig. 5, we plot the
the synchronizat ion frequency ! s against the t ime delay
⌧. The congruence between the numerical and analyt ical
results is excellent . It is remarkable that the synchroniza-
t ion frequency ! s switches to a high or low frequency for
a special delay t ime⌧, which is higher or lower than each
of the single oscillator frequencies ! i . In Fig. 1 the upper
frequency branch in the synchronizat ion region stays in
the stable ant i-phase mode (in congruence with experi-
mental data [1]), whereas the lower branch ( ⇡ 0) stays
in the unstable in-phase mode.

FIG. 5: Comparison of the analyt ic and numeric results
of e synchron f ency versus the delay
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Figure 6: Comparison of synchronization regions in experiment and theory: (a) experimentally
observed sound pressure level (SPL) in the plane of observed frequency ∆ versus frequency detuning
∆f (in Hz) [7], and (b) numerically computed SPL using the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) in the
plane of angular frequency Ω versus dimensionless detuning ∆, with parameters ω2 = 1, µ = 0.1,
γ = 1, κ = 0.4, τ = 1.1π.

physical, biological, and engineering contexts. In the context of coupled organ pipes, this suggests that
small variations in experimental setup, such as the initial phase difference between oscillators or minor
perturbations in system parameters, can influence the observed synchronization state.

Furthermore, in Fig. 5 of Sec. 4, we have compared the experimentally observed Arnold tongue
with its analytically calculated counterpart in the plane of coupling strength κ and frequency detuning
∆. The Arnold tongue describes the region in parameter space where stable synchronization occurs,
with its characteristic wedge-shaped structure determined by the interplay between coupling strength
and detuning. In experiments, the effective coupling strength is controlled by the spatial separation
between two organ pipes, which influences the strength of acoustic interaction.

Our results reveal an Arnold tongue with nonlinear, curved boundaries – a remarkable feature
that manifests even for small delay times τ and aligns well with experimental data [7, 8]. The cur-
vature of the Arnold tongue’s boundaries suggests that nonlinearities in the coupling mechanism play
a significant role in shaping the synchronization region. This can be further refined in our model by
introducing a delay-dependent coupling function κ(τ), as discussed in Sec. 4. A more precise under-
standing of this dependence could provide further insights into the effects of time-delayed interactions
and their influence on synchronization dynamics.

6 Conclusion
In this study, we investigated the synchronization of organ pipes through the lens of nonlinear dynam-
ics, focusing on the crucial role of near- and far-field coupling in shaping synchronization behavior.
The finite spatial separation between pipes naturally introduces a coupling delay, which significantly
affects their collective dynamics. To model this phenomenon, we employed two coupled Van der Pol
oscillators interacting via a dissipative, direct, and delayed coupling. By systematically varying the
coupling strength κ and delay time τ , we explored how different coupling regimes influence the syn-
chronization properties of the system.

A key aspect of our analysis was distinguishing between near-field and far-field coupling effects.
The near-field interaction, dominant at short distances, results from direct acoustic coupling between
pipes, whereas the far-field coupling, relevant at larger separations, is mediated by radiated sound waves
propagating through the surrounding medium. The interplay between these two mechanisms gives rise
to nontrivial synchronization patterns that cannot be captured by models assuming instantaneous or
purely local coupling. Nevertheless, for separation distances below 5 cm, significant discrepancies arise
between the model and experiment, with the latter showing smaller synchronization plateaus. This
suggests that the oscillator model requires refinement to accurately capture near-field interactions [8].
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To gain deeper theoretical insights, we employed two complementary analytical methods. The
method of averaging yielded a generalized Adler equation describing the phase dynamics and equilib-
rium stability, enabling us to characterize the conditions for frequency locking. However, this approach
did not determine the exact synchronization frequency. To address this, we applied the describing func-
tion method, which accurately predicted the synchronization frequency and elucidated the curvature
of the frequency-detuning relationship observed in both numerical simulations and experiments. To-
gether, these methods provided a comprehensive analytical framework for understanding both phase
and frequency synchronization in the presence of delayed coupling.

Our bifurcation analysis confirmed the existence of both in-phase and anti-phase synchronization,
each associated with distinct synchronization frequencies in excellent agreement with theoretical pre-
dictions. The shape and stability of the Arnold tongue, which delineates the synchronization region in
the parameter space of coupling strength and detuning, were found to be strongly influenced by the
delay-induced interplay between near-field and far-field effects. The introduction of a delay-dependent
coupling strength κ(τ) enabled us to capture key experimental observations, particularly the non-
monotonic widening of the Arnold tongue as a function of τ .

The role of time delay in synchronization was found to be highly nontrivial. For small delays, the
near-field coupling dominates, leading to a broader Arnold tongue, whereas at larger delays, far-field
effects become more pronounced, resulting in sharper synchronization boundaries. Furthermore, at
very small delays, an increased coupling strength enhances synchronization, leading to a pronounced
widening of the Arnold tongue. At the same time, delay-dependent coupling significantly impacts the
stability of different synchronization modes, notably rendering the in-phase mode unstable at zero
delay. These findings underscore the necessity of incorporating both near- and far-field coupling effects
when modeling acoustic interactions between organ pipes.

In summary, our study highlights the fundamental role of time-delayed, spatially mediated cou-
pling in shaping the synchronization of organ pipes. Despite the apparent simplicity of the Van der
Pol oscillator model, it successfully captures the complex synchronization dynamics observed in ex-
periments. By leveraging the Fast Fourier Transform, we extracted spectral features and validated
numerical results against experimental data, demonstrating the model’s predictive power in describing
delay-induced nonlinear phenomena.

Beyond organ pipes, our findings provide broader insights into coupled oscillatory systems where
near- and far-field coupling mechanisms coexist. These results are relevant for various disciplines,
including acoustics, physics, engineering, and biological systems, where delayed interactions play a
crucial role in synchronization. Future work could refine the model further by incorporating additional
aeroacoustic nonlinearities, distance-dependent coupling strengths, and experimental perturbations to
deepen our understanding of synchronization transitions in spatially extended systems.
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