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Self-sustained oscillations of the vocal folds during phonation are the result of the1

energy exchange between the airflow and the vocal fold tissue. Understanding this2

mechanism requires accurate investigation of the aerodynamic pressures acting on3

the vocal fold surface during oscillation. A self-oscillating silicone vocal fold model4

was used in a hemilaryngeal flow facility to measure the time-varying pressure dis-5

tribution along the inferior-superior length of the vocal fold with a spatial resolution6

of 0.254 mm, and at four discrete locations in the anterior-posterior direction. It was7

found that the intraglottal pressures during the opening and closing phases of the vo-8

cal fold are highly dependent on three-dimensional and unsteady flow behaviors. The9

measured aerodynamic pressures and estimates of the medial surface velocity were10

used to compute the intraglottal energy transfer from the airflow to the vocal folds.11

The energy was greatest at the anterior-posterior midline, and decreased significantly12

toward the anterior/posterior endpoints. The net energy transfer over an oscillation13

cycle was positive, consistent with the theory of energy exchange during phonation.14

The findings provide insight into the dynamics of the vocal fold oscillation and the15

potential causes of some vocal fold disorders.16

Keywords: Intraglottal aerodynamics; Aerodynamic pressure; Aerodynamic en-17

ergy; Synthetic vocal fold model18
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I. INTRODUCTION19

Self-sustained oscillations of the vocal folds (VFs) are the result of coupling between the20

aerodynamic energy that is transferred to the VFs by the air being forced between them, the21

biomechanical structure of the VFs, and the acoustic loading of the vocal tract1. The rate22

of energy transfer from the fluid to the VF tissue is correlated with the pressure and velocity23

fields within the glottis (i.e., the opening between the VFs)2,3. Because the glottis forms a24

time-varying orifice during phonation, high-fidelity temporal and spatial resolution of the25

intraglottal pressure and velocity is needed to elucidate the physics of VF oscillation4,5.26

Glottal velocity fields have been widely studied using static and dynamic VF models6–16,27

excised larynges17–20, and computational approaches21–29, with a review of the literature28

found in Mittal et al.30. Surprisingly, there is little work that has connected the observed29

fluid flow phenomena with the resultant pressure loading at sufficient spatial and temporal30

resolutions to provide direct insight into the energy exchange process. Initial work utilized31

static VF models in steady flow31–35, identifying that the glottal pressure reached a mini-32

mum for divergent orientations. Subsequent work investigated the influence of features such33

as inferior/superior VF angles35–37 and inlet and exit VF radii38–40 on the pressure field.34

While providing significant spatial resolution of the VF surface pressure, the use of static35

geometries in steady flow, commonly justified by invoking the quasi-steady assumption41,36

neglects temporal dependencies in the flow. Subsequent work has shown the quasi-steady37

assumption overlooks key fluid dynamics, particularly during the opening and closing phases38

when flow accelerations are very high15,42–44.39
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During the closing phase of a modal phonatory cycle, the glottis forms a divergent chan-40

nel. The resultant adverse pressure gradient gives rise to complex flow behavior, including41

variations in the flow separation point45, formation and propagation of vortices within the42

glottis20,46–48, and flow asymmetries. This phenomenon has been observed using particle43

image velocimetry (PIV) in studies with static11, dynamically driven14, and self-sustained44

oscillating49 models of the VFs as well as in an excised canine larynx50. The resultant45

pressure loading has been investigated by exploring a theoretical solution for the asymmet-46

ric pressure loading51–53. While this empirical approach was derived from unsteady, driven47

vocal-fold oscillations, the model implementation relied upon a quasi-steady assumption,48

and further neglected three-dimensional effects and supraglottal geometry (i.e., the ven-49

tricular folds), which have subsequently been shown to be important in determining the50

development of flow asymmetries54,55.51

Finally, despite the fairly common use of two-dimensional VF model geometries that are52

extruded in the anterior-posterior direction, the three-dimensionality of the VFs has been53

shown to have a significant influence on VF surface pressure loadings56, exhibiting a lower54

pressure drop than that observed for two-dimensional models, and giving rise to anterior-55

posterior variations in the pressure loading. Unfortunately, these effects have largely been56

investigated in static models with steady flow. A notable exception measured the unsteady,57

three-dimensional intraglottal pressure loading in self-oscillating excised VFs, investigating58

the dependence of both anterior-posterior pressure gradients, and unsteady effects57. It was59

found that the intraglottal pressure reached negative gauge values only along the midline of60

the VFs, and not at the anterior and posterior edges. However, the diameter of the pressure61

4
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sensors used to acquire the intraglottal pressure was relatively large (2.36 mm) compared62

to the inferior-superior and anterior-posterior VF dimensions (O(10 mm)), leading to poor63

spatial resolution of the flow and obfuscating some of the key dynamical behaviors.64

Nevertheless, similar results have been observed using computational models of the VFs65

undergoing self-sustained oscillations58,59. Early efforts3 validated the computational model66

knematics with synthetic silicone VF models to investigate the aerodynamic energy exchange67

during oscillation. The results provided insight into the net energy transfer from the airflow68

to the VF tissue, which was found to be positive, validating a previously proposed theory69

that the energy transfer from the fluid to the VF must be greater during opening than closing70

to produce self-sustained oscillations5. However, modeling VF contact is highly challenging71

in numerical investigations, which can influence the accuracy of the oscillation dynamics.72

Despite the extensive efforts devoted to resolving the intraglottal aerodynamic pressure73

during VF oscillation, temporal and spatial variations in the pressure have still not been74

accurately quantified. This deficiency arises from the challenging environment of voiced75

speech production, were tight geometric constraints, in tandem with the high-frequency76

of the VF oscillations, pose significant challenges such as accurate positioning of a probe77

between the VFs and the disruptive effect of the probe on the flow field60. Recently, a new78

approach that employs synthetic, self-oscillating VF models in a hemilaryngeal configuration79

was developed and validated for accurately measuring the intraglottal aerodynamic pressures80

during oscillation60. The self-oscillating VF model captures both three-dimensional and81

unsteady flow effects addressing the shortcomings of many prior works.82

5

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911


JASA/Intraglottal Aerodynamics

The objective of this work is to investigate the effects of flow unsteadiness and three-83

dimensionality on the intraglottal pressure distributions in a hemilaryngeal self-oscillating84

silicone VF model. The model is incorporated into a novel flow facility that enables, for85

the first time, both temporal and spatial resolution of the intraglottal pressure waveform86

during the opening and closing phases of the phonatory cycle. The pressure field is then used87

to investigate the energy exchange from the airflow to the VFs. The flow facility and the88

measurement procedure are described in Section II. The results and discussion are presented89

in Section III. Finally, Section IV is left for the conclusions.90

II. METHODS91

A. Hemilaryngeal Flow Facility92

A synthetic, self-oscillating silicone model of the VFs was used in a hemilaryngeal flow93

facility to acquire the intraglottal pressure distribution in both the inferior-superior and the94

anterior-posterior directions. The geometry of the VF model and the experimental setup95

was similar to that used in prior work (See Section 3.1 in Motie-Shirazi et al.60), and is96

shown in Figure 1a.97

Briefly, a constant pressure source provided flow through a Dwyer RMC 101-SSV inline98

flow meter (Dwyer, IN, USA) that measured the time-averaged flow rate. Upon exiting the99

flow meter, the flow entered a 0.03 m3plenum chamber with a cross sectional area of 0.06 m2,100

whose inner walls were insulated acoustically by foam. The plenum chamber was connected101

to a model trachea that was comprised of a 213.0 mm2 area rectangular channel that was102

6
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150.0 mm long. The subglottal pressure was monitored with a Kulite ET-3DC pressure103

transducer (Kulite, NJ, USA). Together, the plenum chamber and square duct mimic the104

acoustic loading of the subglottal tract.105

The VF model was mounted in a hemilaryngeal configuration by placing it in a bracket106

at the exit of the model trachea. The wall against which the VF oscillated extended the107

length of the tracheal tract, and could be moved in the inferior-superior direction. This is108

referred to as the contact plate (see Figure 1a). A Millar Mikro-Cath pressure sensor (Millar,109

TX, USA) was embedded in a groove in the contact plate. The groove was then filled with110

Smooth-On Dragon Skin 10 silicone (Smooth-On Inc, PA, USA) to provide a smooth level111

surface against which the VF model vibrated.112

High-speed video (HSV) of the VF kinematics was acquired with a Photron AX200 charge-113

coupled device (CCD) camera (Photron, Tokyo, Japan) at 20, 000 frames-per-second and a114

resolution of 640 pixels by 480 pixels. The camera was positioned superiorly to the VF115

exit. An Elicar V-HQ Macro 90 mm f 2.5 lens (Jaca Corporation, Tokyo, Japan) provided a116

field of view measuring 48.0 mm by 36.0 mm. The HSV, subglottal pressure, and intraglot-117

tal pressure signals were all synchronized and acquired using a custom LabVIEW Virtual118

Instrument program (National Instruments Corporation, Austin, TX, USA). The subglot-119

tal and intraglottal pressure signals were recorded on a National Instruments PCIe-6321120

data acquisition card (National Instruments Corporation, Austin, TX, USA) at 80 kHz for121

a duration of 0.75 s.122

A vocal tract was added to the flow facility at the VF exit to include acoustic loading123

effects, as shown in Figure 1a. The geometry of the vocal tract was idealized based on the124
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic

of the experimental

flow facility. (b) A

close-up top view of

the contact plate and

the relative position of

the pressure sensors.

All dimensions are in

mm.

vocal tract geometry of the vowel /o/ reported from magnetic resonance imaging of the125

vocal tract61. The supraglottal channel had a constant width of 26.2 mm in the anterior-126

posterior direction, and a total length of 180.0 mm. The medial-lateral height consisted127

of two discrete, connected sections. The first section (exiting the glottis) had a length of128

130.0 mm and a height of 10.0 mm (262.0 mm2 cross-sectional area), which then transitioned129

to the second section, which measured 50.0 mm long with a height of 30.5 mm (917.0 mm2
130

cross-sectional area).131

Four identical contact plates were employed for the measurements, with each containing132

an embedded pressure sensor at a different location in the anterior-posterior direction; one133

at the anterior-posterior midline, with the subsequent ones equally spaced every 1.78 mm134

moving in the anterior direction (see Figure 1b). The coordinate system is defined such135

that x = 0 corresponds to the location of the inferior edge of the glottis when the VF is136

at rest and x values indicate the distance in the inferior-superior direction. In addition,137

8
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y = 0 corresponds to the anterior-posterior midline and the y values indicate the distance138

in the anterior-posterior direction. A Thorlabs PT1 linear slide (Thorlabs, Newton, NJ,139

USA) moved the contact plate in the inferior-superior (x) direction to allow the pressure140

to be acquired at any location along this direction. The area over which the pressure was141

measured was 1.50 mm by 1.30 mm in the inferior-superior and medial-lateral directions,142

respectively. The linear slide had a positional accuracy of 0.0254 mm.143

B. Vocal Fold Model144

The dimensions of the VF model, layer composition, and silicone mixture ratios used145

for each layer was the same as prior work60, with the dimensions and layer thicknesses146

shown in Figure 2. This profile was extruded in the anterior-posterior direction to a length147

of 17.0 mm.The modulus of elasticity of each silicone layer, however, was newly quantified148

using a TA Instruments AR 2000 Rheometer (TA Instruments, DE, USA ), as opposed to the149

previously employed TA Instruments Q 800 dynamic mechanical analysis measurements (TA150

Instruments, DE, USA ), to improve accuracy at the low moduli of interest. To perform the151

rheology measurements, cylindrical samples with a diameter of 60.0 mm and a thickness of152

1.0 mm were created from the same batch of each silicone mixture as the VF layers. Elastic153

(G′) and viscous (G′′) shear moduli were measured by performing a frequency sweep from154

1 Hz to 100 Hz, which was the upper limit of the instrument, at 1% strain. The results are155

presented in Figure 3 and are compared with values from human VF cover measurements62.156

Good agreement with the physiological data is found for the silicone values.157

9

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911


JASA/Intraglottal Aerodynamics

FIG. 2. Geometry and dimensions of the synthetic VF model. All dimensions are in mm.

The complex modulus of elasticity (E∗) of an isotropic material is related to the complex158

shear modulus (G∗ = G′ + iG′′) and Poisson’s ratio (ν) by159

E∗ = 2G∗(1 + ν). (1)

Poisson’s ratio has been measured to be ≈ 0.4 for different mixture ratios of silicone at160

1% strain63. Using these relationships, the magnitude of complex modulus of elasticity at161

a frequency of 100 Hz was computed for each layer, and is reported in Table I alongside162

the range of physiological values. Good agreement is found between the physiological and163

synthetic values.164

C. Pressure Measurement Procedure165

During VF oscillation each of the movable contact plates was independently inserted166

and positioned such that the pressure sensor was located superior to the VF. The contact167

plate was then moved in the inferior direction in increments of 0.254 mm. The unsteady168

intraglottal pressure at each location was acquired by the pressure sensor. Figure 4 shows169
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Elastic (G′) and (b) viscous (G′′) shear moduli of different layers of the

VF model with corresponding values for human VFs62. Axes are plotted on a logarithmic scale.

the initial and final positions (I and II) of the sensor relative to the VF model at rest.170

Note that the airflow caused the VF to bulge slightly in the superior direction such that171

contact did not occur at the exact glottal midpoint of the rest position of the VF model.172

After sampling for 0.75 s at each location, which produced about 120 cycles for an oscillation173

frequency of 160 Hz, the waveforms were then phase-averaged based on the oscillation cycle,174

resulting in a time-varying mean pressure waveform.175
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TABLE I. Moduli of elasticity of physiological and silicone vocal fold models for each layer.

Layer Physiological range Silicone VF Model

(kPa) (kPa)

Adipose tissue 1− 1079 4.04

Body 1.5− 5080–82 7.13

Cover 1− 862,81,83–86 1.10

Epithelium Not measured 81.10

FIG. 4. Schematic of the initial (I) and final (II) positions of the pressure sensor moving with the

contact plate relative to a stationary VF model. All dimensions are in mm.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION176

A. Oscillation Dynamics177

VF oscillation dynamics were investigated with a medial prephonatory compression of178

0.75 mm that resulted in a medial prephonatory pressure of 1.25 kPa. These are, respectively,179

the medial distance that the VF is deformed into the hemilaryngeal plate when it is in a180

12

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911


JASA/Intraglottal Aerodynamics

static configuration, and the resulting static pressure (see Motie-Shirazi et al.60 for further181

details). Due to the medial compression, the length of the glottis in the inferior-superior182

direction during self-oscillation was ∼ 1.5 times greater than for the static geometry with183

no medial compression. The onset pressure of the VF model was measured to be 1.70 kPa.184

The intraglottal pressure measurements were performed at a mean subglottal pressure of185

psub = 2.20 kPa. The mean flow rate was measured to be 338 mL/s. The fundamental186

frequency of oscillation was 160 Hz yielding a period (T ) of 6.25 ms.187

Figure 5 shows a kymogram plot of an oscillation cycle at the mid anterior-posterior188

location extracted from the HSV. At this location, the open quotient (OQ = Topen/T ) was189

calculated to be ' 0.78 and the speed quotient (SQ = T+/T−) was ' 2.09 where Topen,190

T , T+, and T− are defined in Figure 5. Both OQ and SQ are in the physiological ranges191

for human VFs64,65. The visible medial boundary of the VF was determined by defining a192

threshold value, and a least-squares regression66 was then used to fit two sinusoidal functions193

to the boundary during the VF opening and closing phases, indicated by the solid and dashed194

lines, respectively. These functions were then used to estimate the VF surface velocity to195

calculate the aerodynamic energy, as explained in Section III B 3. The onset pressure and196

flow rate of the synthetic model were higher than physiological values67. This behavior has197

been observed in prior investigations with hemilaryngeal configurations57,68,69. In addition,198

a relatively high medial prephonatory compression was required to get robust contact in the199

synthetic models, which also increased the onset pressure and the flow rate. In spite of the200

higher subglottal pressures, the VF kinematics are representative of physiological motion.201
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Kymogram at the mid anterior-posterior location of the VF model. Solid

and dashed lines identify the sinusoidal functions that were respectively fitted to the inferior edge

of the VF during closure, and the superior edge during opening, via least-squares regression66.

The glottal height (dg) at the four positions in the anterior-posterior direction are plotted202

in Figure 6 as a function of time (t), normalized by T . The distance from the midline, y203

(See Figure 1b), is normalized by the glottal half width in the anterior-posterior direction,204

which was wg/2 = 0.85 mm. The physical locations relative to the model geometry are205

indicated in the inset image. Note, the stepwise behavior of the glottal distance is due to206

the limit of the spatial resolution of the images, which was 0.077 mm/pix. The maximum207

glottal distance occurred at the midpoint and was calculated to be dg,max = 0.67 mm, which is208

physiologically accurate70. It can be seen that VF closure occurred at the sides first, and then209

progressed toward the midline, with a similar pattern observed during opening. Moreover,210

the open quotient was greatest at the midpoint, and decreased towards the anterior-posterior211

endpoints. The maximum glottal area was 8.45 mm2, which is also representative of clinical212

measures71.213
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Glottal distance at different anterior-posterior locations as a function of

normalized time.

B. Aerodynamic Pressure214

1. Convergent Phase215

The spatial variation of the intraglottal aerodynamic pressure in the inferior-superior di-216

rection was computed as the normalized pressure drop, relative to the subglottal pressure,217

psub, expressed as (p − psub)/psub. Figure 7(a-d) presents surface pressure measurements218

at the four anterior-posterior locations and at four different instances in time during VF219

opening, corresponding to t/T = 0, 0.26, 0.39, and 0.45, respectively. The abscissa indi-220

cates the distance from the inferior glottal margin when the VF is at rest and the medial221

prephonatory compression is not applied, normalized by the inferior-superior glottal length222

of lg = 4.26 mm (See Figure 4). The inset images are a superior view of the VF orientation223

15
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at the corresponding times, and denote the anterior-posterior position of the four pressure224

measurements, indicated by the corresponding line types. At the VF midline, the opening225

started at t/T = 0 and ended at t/T = 0.52. The dashed vertical lines x/lg = 0 and x/lg = 1226

indicate the location of the inferior and superior boundaries of the glottis when the VF is227

at rest.228

A video showing the progression of the intraglottal pressure distributions throughout the229

entire oscillatory cycle is included as a supplementary file72. The still images of Figure 7230

are extracted from this video, as well as those discussed in Section III B 2 for the divergent231

orientations.232

During VF opening (see Figure 7) the mean subglottal pressure decreased as the flow233

accelerated as it entered the glottis. A sharp decrease in the pressure occurred as the flow234

passed through the glottis. Note that for Figure 7(b-d) the pressure within the glottal region235

plateaus, before sharply decreasing. This can be explained by the viscous losses within the236

glottis being balanced by the total acceleration of the flow. The minimum pressure then237

occurred at the glottal exit, where the glottal gap height was smallest. The location of the238

glottal entrance and exit along the midline of the VF are noted in Figure 7 by the succes-239

sive solid arrows. Comparing these locations across Figure 7(b-d) shows that the glottal240

entrance and exit were largely stationary during the opening phase of the VF oscillation.241

Nevertheless, the consistent shift in the location of the superior edge of the VF (the mini-242

mum pressure location) relative to the static position of the superior VF edge indicates the243

presence of superior VF bulging during oscillation. The intraglottal pressure measurements244

were compared with prior results acquired along the midline of three-dimensional static VF245

16

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235911


JASA/Intraglottal Aerodynamics

FIG. 7. (Color online) The normalized intraglottal pressure drop versus the normalized inferior-

superior distance, plotted at four positions in the anterior-posterior direction, and at normalized

times of (a) t/T = 0, (b) t/T = 0.26, (c) t/T = 0.39, and (d) t/T = 0.45. The times coincide

with a convergent glottal configuration. The solid arrows indicate the glottal entrance and exit at

2y/wg = 0.0. Each inset presents a superior view of the VF orientation at the same instance in

time. Dashed and solid vertical lines at x=0 and x=1, respectively, identify the glottal entrance

and exit when the VF is in its rest configuration. Pressure measurements from steady flow, static

investigations56 are included in subplots (b) and (c) with the glottal margins indicated by hollow

arrows.
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models in steady flow56, represented as circles in Figure 7(b,c). The static models had a 10◦246

convergence angle and a fixed medial-lateral glottal distance of 0.8 mm. For comparison, the247

estimated location of the glottal entrance in the current self-oscillating model was aligned248

with the glottal entrance in the prior static model investigations. The inferior-superior249

distance of both the prior static model investigations and the current self-oscillating ones250

were normalized by each corresponding inferior-superior glottal length, which were 3.00 and251

4.26 mm, respectively. The glottal entrance and exit of the static model are indicated with252

hollow arrows in Figure 7(b-c). The location of the glottal exit did not match because253

the glottal length of the synthetic model increased during oscillation, as described above,254

but was fixed for the static model. The intraglottal pressure profiles in these models are255

very similar, with a change in the slope at the entrance and a drop in the pressure at the256

glottal exit. Similar behavior has been reported in static models with convergent glottal257

profiles31,35,36,40,73.258

The effect of unsteady flow was investigated by comparing the temporal progression of259

the intraglottal pressure waveform during VF opening, presented sequentially in Figure 7(a-260

d). The mean intraglottal pressure decreased at all anterior-posterior locations as the VF261

was opening. This contradicts the oft-employed quasi-steady assumption that is invoked262

when investigating pressure-flow relationships through static VF models. As the glottal263

area increases during opening, the quasi-steady assumption predicts the glottal pressure264

should increase. Instead, the increased subglottal pressure that builds up during VF closure265

results in a temporally-accelerating flow field that produces a significant decrease in the266

nondimensionalized intraglottal pressure drop. While prior work has identified the existence267
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of high flow acceleration during opening17, these findings indicate how the accelerating flow268

influences the intraglottal pressure field. In particular, these results show that the decrease269

in pressure due to flow acceleration is much greater than the pressure increase associated270

with the increasing glottal area.271

The average intraglottal pressure varied in the anterior-posterior direction as a function272

of time. During the later stages of opening (Figure 7(c-d)), the pressure magnitude in273

the entrance of the glottis remained largely constant, while the more anterior positions of274

2y/wg = 0.21 and 0.42 increased slightly, before subsequently decreasing. At 2y/wg = 0.63275

the pressure is significantly lower for all inferior-superior positions. These variations are276

likely due to the three-dimensional geometry, which leads to varying pressure losses within277

the glottis. This, in turn, drives three-dimensional flow behavior, as has been previously278

observed56. Moreover, as can be seen in Figure 7, the pressure field at the anterior-posterior279

location of 2y/wg = 0.42 exhibited significantly different behavior than that observed at280

the midline. During the early phases of opening, the pressure was lower than that at the281

midline, but then increased to higher values as the cycle progressed. This is likely due to the282

anterior-posterior asymmetry in VF closure, where the midline closes slightly sooner than283

more anterior locations.284

2. Divergent Phase285

The spatial variation of the normalized intraglottal pressure drop during VF closure286

is plotted in Figure 8(a-d) at four normalized times of t/T = 0.52, 0.68, 0.74, and 0.77,287

respectively. The pressure profiles are not presented at 2y/wg = 0 and 0.21 because closure288
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at these locations has already occurred at the selected times. Similarly, 2y/wg = 0.21 is not289

plotted in Figure 8(d) for the same reason. The inset images show a superior view of the VF290

motion at the same instant in time, with the vertical lines indicating the anterior locations291

at which the aerodynamic pressure was recorded. A clear divergent profile was present292

during the closing phases of oscillation, as was observed in the kymogram of Figure 5)293

and a kymogram extracted from the position 2y/wg = 0.21 (not shown for brevity). For294

kymograms extracted at the more anterior/posterior positions of 2y/wg = 0.42 and 0.63,295

propagation of the mucosal and the resultant divergent profile were not as pronounced.296

The glottal entrance and exit at the midline of the VF are indicated by the solid arrows297

in Figure 8(b-d). The entrance locations were identified based on the assumption that the298

pressure will be a minimum at the glottal entrance (the minimum glottal area) when the299

glottis assumes a divergent orientation. At the beginning of VF closure when t/T = 0.52300

(Figure 8(a)), the glottis was largely a uniform channel, and so it was difficult to identify301

the precise location of the glottal entrance. In this state, the glottal entrance was presumed302

to be at the same position as found at the other times during closure because, as can be303

seen in Figure 8(b-d), this location did not change significantly over time. Downstream of304

the minimal glottal area, pressure recovery occurred in the divergent glottal channel. The305

precise location of the glottal exit was difficult to identify because at the exit of the glottis,306

the pressure was essentially the same as the pressure in the supraglottal tract. Therefore, the307

location of the glottal exit at each of the anterior locations was estimated by assuming that308

the glottal length remained equal to the value found for the convergent glottal orientation,309

as described in Section III B 1.310
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The normalized intraglottal pressure drop versus the normalized inferior-

superior distance, plotted at four positions in the anterior-posterior direction, and at normalized

times of (a) t/T = 0, (b) t/T = 0.26, (c) t/T = 0.39, and (d) t/T = 0.45. The times coincide

with a divergent glottal configuration. The solid arrows indicate the glottal entrance and exit at

2y/wg = 0.0. Each inset image presents a superior view of the VF orientation at the same instance

in time. Dashed and solid vertical lines at x=0 and x=1, respectively, identify the glottal entrance

and exit when the VF is in its rest configuration. Pressure measurements from steady flow, static

investigations56 are included in subplots (b) and (c) with the glottal margins indicated by hollow

arrows.
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From the pressure distributions it can be seen that the glottal entrance at the anterior-311

posterior midline of the VF was shifted to x/lg ' 1.4. This indicates increased superior312

bulging relative to the convergent phase, where the glottal entrance was at x/lg ' 0.8. The313

minimum pressure in the divergent phase was lower than in the convergent phase due to the314

pressure recovery arising from the divergent orientation.315

The intraglottal pressures are compared in Figure 8 with prior results of steady flow316

through three-dimensional static VF models with a 10◦ divergent glottal profile and a fixed317

medial-lateral glottal distance of 0.8 mm.56 The intraglottal pressure distributions obtained318

from the static model investigations at anterior positions of 2y/wg = 0.50 and 0.056 are319

plotted as hollow circles in Figure 8(b, c), respectively. For comparison, the divergent320

angle of the self-oscillating VF model was estimated from the recorded HSV during the321

closing phase of the VF based on the known medial-lateral displacement of the inferior and322

superior edges (see the VF edges at T− in Figure 5), and the inferior-superior length of the323

medial surface when at rest. It was found that at an anterior position of 2y/wg = 0.21, a324

divergent angle of ∼ 10◦ occurred at t/T = 0.68 (Figure 8(b)) and for an anterior position of325

2y/wg = 0 the divergence angle was ∼ 10◦ at t/T = 0.74 (Figure 8(c)). Similar to Figure 7,326

the estimated location of the glottal entrance was aligned with the glottal entrance from the327

static model investigations, and the inferior-superior length of each scenario was normalized328

by the inferior-superior medial surface length. Reasonable agreement is observed between the329

static and dynamic pressure profiles, which is not surprising as unsteady effects due to flow330

acceleration are not anticipated to be as significant during the latter phases of the phonatory331

cycle. The magnitude of the minimum pressure was lower at the middle when compared332
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to the anterior/posterior positions, again indicating the presence of three-dimensional flow333

behavior.334

The temporal variation of the intraglottal pressure during VF closure was observed by335

comparing the temporal evolution of the minimum pressure peak, which occurs at the min-336

imal glottal area. As the VFs closed, this value decreased as the minimum glottal area337

became smaller, and the subsequent pressure loss across the glottis increased. However, it is338

interesting to note that immediately preceding closure, at t/T = 0.77, the minimum pressure339

increased, despite the continued decrease in the glottal area (see the insets of Figure 8(c,d)).340

This increase in the minimal pressure can be explained by an increase in the viscous pressure341

loss when the glottal orifice becomes very small at the end of closure, resulting in a decrease342

in the flow velocity and consequently a rise in the pressure. This is an important observation343

that is not captured by static VF investigations.344

3. Aerodynamic Energy345

The transfer of energy from the airflow to the VF within the glottis was investigated. The346

power transferred to the VF is approximately equal to the product of the normal force applied347

on the VF glottal surface and the normal component of the surface velocity3. The VF velocity348

magnitude in the inferior-superior direction is negligible compared to the medial-lateral349

velocity and the viscous forces applied on the VF have a minor influence on the transferred350

power3. Therefore, the medial-lateral component of the velocity and the fluid pressure were351

used to estimate the power transfer. At each of the four anterior-posterior locations, the352

medial-lateral component of glottal surface velocity was estimated from kymogram plots at353
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the same position where the pressure measurements were acquired. Two sinusoidal functions354

were fit to the visible medial boundary of the VF, which is the superior edge during opening355

and the inferior edge during closing, using least-squares regression66, as shown in Figure 5.356

The magnitude of the glottal surface velocity in the medial direction (vg) was then estimated357

by computing the derivative of these functions at each instance in time. This assumes the358

medial VF surface velocity is equal to the superior edge velocity during opening, and the359

inferior edge velocity during closing. While admittedly an approximation, it provides a360

first-order estimate of the VF surface velocity. Because the VF surface velocity could not361

be estimated outside the glottal region, the power transfer was only investigated within the362

glottis.363

The medial VF displacement and surface velocity are presented in Figure 9(a) as a func-364

tion of the normalized time over an oscillation cycle. The lines with circle symbols represent365

the medial-lateral glottal distance during opening and closure, with the ordinate axis on the366

left showing the magnitude. The lines without symbols are the corresponding medial surface367

velocity, as represented by the ordinate axis on the right. The dash-dot line identifies the368

contact phase when the VF was closed and the displacement and the velocity were zero.369

The velocity of the medial surface was positive during opening and negative during closure.370

At each of the anterior-posterior locations, the time-varying aerodynamic power per unit371

anterior-posterior width (Ẇ ′), denoted by the prime superscript, during opening and closing372

of the VF was calculated by multiplying the VF surface velocity with the integral of the373
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Temporal change in (a) the glottal distance and velocity calculated from

the fitted curves to the extracted kymogram, and (b) the power per unit anterior-posterior width,

at 2y/wg = 0.0 during the VF opening phase, closing phase, and contact.

pressure between the inferior andsuperior margins of the glottis according to374

Ẇ ′
k(t) = vg(t)

∫ xsupk

xinfk

pk(x, t) dx, (2)

where p(x, t) indicates the intraglottal pressure at the inferior-superior location of x at time375

t. The limits xinf and xsup denote the location of the inferior and superior edges of the VF,376

which were estimated based on the pressure distributions during the opening and closing377

phases, using the method explained in Sections III B 1 and III B 2. The subscript k varies378
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from 1 − 4 and corresponds to the four anterior-posterior positions at which the pressure379

was acquired.380

The time dependence of Ẇ ′
a at the midline of the VF is plotted in Figure 9(b). During381

VF opening the intraglottal power was initially positive because the spatial average of the382

intraglottal pressure was in phase with the surface velocity and they both have a positive383

magnitude, indicating the transfer of energy from the airflow to the VF. The power de-384

creased in time due to the decreasing intraglottal pressure, as can be seen in the sequential385

progression of Figure 7(a-d). This was due to the unsteady flow acceleration. The power386

transfer became negative during the last 10% of the opening phase as the spatial average of387

the intraglottal gauge pressure became negative while the surface velocity was still positive,388

denoting that energy began to be transferred from the VF back to the fluid even as the VF389

was still opening. This is a unique behavior that arises from the unsteady flow acceleration,390

and that is not captured by quasi-steady investigations.391

A discontinuity is observed in Figure 9 when the VF transitioned from the opening to392

closing phase. This is due to the discrete change in the surface velocity that occurred due to393

the technique that was employed for estimating it. Namely, the assumption that the medial394

surface velocity is equal to velocity at the superior VF edge during opening, and the inferior395

edge during closing.396

During the closing phase, both the intraglottal pressure and velocity were negative, which397

lead to a positive power transfer, indicating that the direction of the energy transfer was398

again from the fluid to the VF. The power initially increased during the closing phases as399

the intraglottal pressure became more negative as the glottal orifice became smaller and the400
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flow accelerated (see Figure 8(b ,c)). Immediately preceding closure, however, the power401

rapidly decreased due to the rapid increase in the intraglottal pressure, as was observed in402

Figure 8(d), likely because of the decrease in the glottal velocity due to the high viscous403

losses when the glottal orifice becomes very small , immediately preceding contact.404

Although the mechanics of energy transfer have been studied numerically5,53,74, computationally3,405

and in driven synthetic VF models16, they have never been explored experimentally in406

self-oscillating VFs. Nevertheless, the calculated aerodynamic power variation can be com-407

pared with values from the prior investigations utilizing two-dimensional computational408

models3and a driven synthetic VF model16. In both of these computational and driven409

model studies, the power was computed over the entire medial surface of the VF, as op-410

posed to considering only the contribution from the medial component of the VF surface411

velocity and only in the glottal region, as performed in the current study. Nevertheless,412

similar behavior was observed in the time-varying aerodynamic power during the opening413

phase of oscillation, with an initial positive value that subsequently decreased, reaching a414

negative value as the glottis reached maximum opening (compare Figure 9(b) to Figure 12415

in3 and Figure 13 in16). However, during the closing phase, the power in the computational416

and the driven model investigations reached more negative values at the beginning of the417

closing phase and then increased, becoming positive only at the end of the closing phase. In418

the current study the power was always positive during the closing phase. This discrepancy419

is likely due to the power transfer that occurred in the VF entrance regions, which was in-420

cluded in the computational and the driven models and not in the current synthetic silicone421

model investigation. For example, at the beginning of the closing phase, the magnitude422
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of the pressure within the glottis was negative while the pressure in the subglottal region423

was positive, as can be seen in Figure 8(a). This resulted in positive power transfer in the424

self-oscillating model, which only considered the negative pressure within the glottis when425

computing the power transfer. In contrast, the power transfer in the computational and the426

driven models were positive because it considered the pressure distribution across the entire427

VF surface, including the regions of positive pressure inferior to the glottis. However, as428

the VFs closed, the intraglottal pressure decreased, see Figures 8(c,d). Because the surface429

velocity inside the glottis is higher than along the inferior surfaces, the power transfer that430

occurs within the glottis drives the energy exchange. This is evidenced by the net power431

subsequently increasing in all of the models. One important feature of the power transfer432

that was not captured by the computational and the driven models was the sharp drop in433

power immediately preceding VF closure, which was due to increased pressure losses arising434

from viscous effects as the glottal orifice becomes very small. This is likely because in the435

computational investigations, the collision phase was not modeled (i.e., a finite glottal area436

was always present) thereby altering the aerodynamic behavior during closure. In the driven437

model, a Bernoulli flow assumption was used to obtain the pressure field, which neglected438

the viscous effects of the flow and was not able to predict the pressure rise at the end of the439

closing phase.440

The variation of the intraglottal aerodynamic energy transfer as a function of anterior-441

posterior position was also investigated. The aerodynamic energy transferred per unit width442

(W ′) during the opening and closing of one VF oscillation was calculated by integrating the443
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power per unit width over time as444

W ′
k =

∫ tek

tik

Ẇ ′
k(t) dt (3)

where ti and te are the times corresponding to start and end of the opening or closing of445

the VF at the specified anterior-posterior location, as denoted by the subscript k. The total446

aerodynamic energy per unit width at the four anterior-posterior directions is shown in447

Figure 10 along with the respective contributions from the opening and closing phases. The448

total aerodynamic energy transfer was positive across the entire anterior-posterior width,449

indicating that throughout an oscillation cycle, net energy is transferred from the fluid to450

the VF across the anterior-posterior direction. However, the total energy per unit width451

decreased significantly from the midline to the anterior edge, indicating that the majority452

of the energy exchange occurs at the middle of the VFs. The total energy at the location of453

2y/wg = 0.63 was only 14% of the value at the midline. These findings further reinforce the454

importance of considering three-dimensional effects.455

It is interesting to note that while the midpoint experienced largely the same amount of456

positive energy transfer during both opening and closing, the more anterior locations exhibit457

a marked increase in energy transfer during the opening versus closing phases. The energy458

during opening increased from the midline to 2y/wg = 0.21 because of the increased intra-459

glottal pressure at this same location, as observed in Figure 7(a-d). It is believed that this460

anterior-posterior variation in the intraglottal pressure was due to the three-dimensional flow461

behavior that occurred. During closure, the energy transfer decreased and became slightly462

negative at 2y/wg = 0.42 because the glottal profile was less divergent at this location. Con-463
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Aerodynamic energy per unit anterior-posterior width computed during

VF opening and closing, and the total aerodynamic energy transferred over the entire phonatory

cycle, as a function of anterior-posterior location.

sequently, the minimum gauge pressure remained positive. The energy transfer, computed464

as the product of the pressure and the negative surface velocity was, therefore, negative.465

The total energy transferred to the VF within the glottis can be computed by assuming466

a linear variation between the energy at each anterior-posterior location that goes to zero at467

the anterior-posterior edge, and integrating the energy over the anterior-posterior direction.468

Note that because the pressure field was assumed symmetric about the anterior-posterior469

midline, the energy was only computed over half of the VF width, and then multiplied by470

2. The aerodynamic energy transfer, W , during the opening and closing phases, as well as471

the total amount, were found to be472

WOpening = 17.52µJ , WClosure = 8.29µJ , WTotal = 25.81µJ , respectively.473

The net energy transfer was positive during both opening and closing, which is in contrast474

with prior numerical3 and driven VF model16observations, although only the intraglottal en-475
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ergy transfer was considered in the current work. Nevertheless, these findings are consistent476

with the theory that the net energy transfer must be positive to ensure self-oscillation5. The477

energy transfer per unit width at the anterior-posterior midline accounted for ≈ 45% of the478

total energy transfer to the VFs, with the middle third of the glottis accounting for over479

80% of the total aerodynamic energy transfer. While prior work56 has highlighted how the480

surface pressure is influenced by anterior-posterior variations, the energy transfer is found481

to be even more centrally concentrated along the glottal midline due to the multiplicative482

relationship between the decreased pressure and surface velocity at the anterior-posterior483

endpoints. The concentration of the energy transfer in the middle of the VF also suggests484

that more energy is also dissipated along the midline, which coincides with where VF fatigue485

and damage are most likely to occur75,76. This may help explain the prevalence of some VF486

pathologies such as polyps and nodules in the mid anterior-posterior direction of the VFs77.487

The variation in energy transfer due to the inferior-superior VF limits over which the488

aerodynamic pressure is considered has implications for reduced-order VF models as well489

since, historically, they only consider the contribution to intraglottal energy transfer from490

medial-lateral force and velocity components78, as in the current work. Discrepancies due to491

the approximation of the medial surface velocity in the current investigations are also likely492

to influence the energy exchange.493

It is interesting to note that the aerodynamic power per unit width (see Figure 9(b)), when494

multiplied by the total glottal with of 17.0 mm yields a maximum value of ∼ O(0.01W ),495

which is consistent with prior lumped-element modeling efforts53,74. Note that the work496

of Zañartu et al.74 reports a similar value for the power transfer as shown in Figure 5 in497
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the article, although the associated text reports an incorrect value due to a typographical498

error. However, the value of the aerodynamic power in the analogous numerical3 and driven499

VF work16 is reported to be two orders of magnitude larger. This difference arises due500

to computing the power over the entire VF surface, as opposed to just within the glottis.501

In addition, there also appears to be an inconsistency in how the power was computed in502

these studies. Namely, the aerodynamic power can be calculated as the product of the503

pressure integrated over the area and the surface normal velocity, as specified by Equation504

5. However, as shown in Figure 14 in 3, the aerodynamic pressure at time t = 0.057 s can505

be conservatively estimated to be ≈ 3, 000 Pa over the entire VF surface, which is given to506

be 1.7 cm in the anterior-posterior direction, and from the same figure, can be estimated to507

be ≈ 1.5 cm in the inferior-superior direction. The product of these values yields a normal508

force of ≈ 0.8 N. The surface velocity can be estimated from the slope of the change in509

orifice width in time, given in Figure 12(a) in3. At time t = 0.057 s, the slope of the orifice510

width curve is ≈ 0.7 m/s. The resultant power should then be ∼ O(0.1W ). Although this511

value is larger than those reported in the current physical models, this is likely due to the512

simple estimation of a constant pressure being distributed over the entire VF surface area for513

ease of calculation in the current discussion. This clearly overestimates the power transfer.514

Nevertheless, despite this assumption, the estimated value is still over an order of magnitude515

smaller than the aerodynamic power, reported as ≈ 8.5 J/s at t = 0.057 s in Figure 12(b) of516

Thomson et al3. In the same way, it can be inferred that the power magnitude computed in517

the driven model16 is at least an order of magnitude higher than expected.518
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IV. CONCLUSIONS519

Investigation of the intraglottal aerodynamic pressure was performed with a synthetic520

self-oscillating VF model in a hemilaryngeal orientation. The key oscillation features of the521

model such as frequency, open quotient, speed quotient, and glottal distance, were found522

to have physiologically-relevant values. Therefore, it was deemed a suitable surrogate for523

investigating the intraglottal pressure distribution.524

The intraglottal pressure distribution was found to be highly dependent on unsteady525

and three-dimensional effects. Unsteady flow effects were reflected in the intraglottal gauge526

pressure becoming negative during the later stages of VF opening, a feature not captured527

by prior static VF, steady-flow investigations. This influenced the energy exchange process,528

decreasing the total amount of energy transferred from the fluid to the VF during the opening529

phase.530

The net aerodynamic energy transfer of the fluid to the structure was also positive dur-531

ing the closing phase, although it was less positive than during opening, thereby satisfying532

the theory of energy exchange necessary for successful VF oscillation5. Immediately pre-533

ceding VF closure, the energy exchange decreased precipitously as the intraglottal pressure534

increased due to viscous losses through the narrowing glottal aperture.535

Significant variations in the intraglottal aerodynamic pressure were observed between the536

midline, and the anterior locations along the VF surface. Similarly, the aerodynamic energy537

transfer varied in the anterior-posterior direction with over 80% of the aerodynamic energy538

transfer occurring over the middle third of the VF surface. This supports the idea that VF539
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damage occurs along the middle third of the VF length due to the increased dissipation of540

energy within this region.541

Future work aims to use a similar approach to that employed herein to measure intraglot-542

tal pressure distributions during the collision phase of the VF in order to improve estimations543

of collision dose, thereby better predicting VF damage.544
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