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Abstract: Whispering gallery mode (WGM) microbubble cavities are a versatile optofluidic
sensing platform owing to their hollow core geometry. To increase the light-matter interaction
and, thereby, achieve a higher sensitivity, thin-walled microbubbles are desirable. However, a
lack of knowledge about the precise geometry of hollow microbubbles prevents us from having an
accurate theoretical model to describe the WGMs and their response to external stimuli. In this
work, we provide a complete characterization of the wall structure of a microbubble and propose
a theoretical model for the WGMs in this thin-walled microcavity based on the optical waveguide
approach. Structural characterization of the wavelength-scale wall is enabled by focused ion
beam milling and scanning electron microscopy imaging. The proposed theoretical model is
verified by finite element method simulations. Our approach can readily be extended to other
low-dimensional micro-/nanophotonic structures.

1. Introduction

Optical microcavities supporting whispering gallery modes (WGMs) have been investigated
intensively in the past two decades [1, 2] due to their ultrahigh quality factor (Q-factor),
which makes them suitable for various optical applications ranging from cavity quantum
electrodynamics [3–7] to label-free optical detection [8–12]. Compared with the widely
used WGM microcavity geometries such as microspheres [13, 14], microtoroids [15], and
microrings [16], microbubble cavities or microbubbles [17,18] have the advantage of a hollow
core and can be used as optofluidic devices in an all-fiber manner [19–21]. Moreover, the
resultant thin-walled structure of microbubbles provides us with new degrees of freedom, such
as the thickness of the wall and its variation along the cavity axis. These allow us to engineer
properties related to the WGMs, such as the mode field distribution, the mode dispersion, and the
mode spectrum. Such engineered WGMs are particularly useful for various nonlinear optical
processes, for example, four-wave parametric oscillation and frequency comb generation [22–25].
Therefore, an accurate determination of the geometry of a microbubble to precisely characterize
its WGMs is an important prerequisite for practical applications of such cavities.

Several methods to determine the thin-walled structure of microbubble cavities in a non-
destructive way have already been reported. Bright-field microscopy is probably the simplest
approach for measuring the diameter of a microbubble [26], but the low image contrast at
a reasonable field-of-view excludes it as an effective way for a wall thickness measurement.
Confocal microscopy has been used to measure the wall thickness of microbubble cavities [27];
however, the image resolution limits the accuracy of the measured thickness to half a wavelength.
Obtaining the structural information of the microbubble by inferring its response to a certain
stimulus seems to be a non-destructive method for the determination of the wall thickness. For
example, the microbubble wall thickness was measured based on the internal aerostatic pressure
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Fig. 1. Structural characterization of a thin-walled microbubble by FIB milling
and SEM imaging. The microbubble’s support stem on the left side was initially
removed through FIB milling, while half of the support stem on the right side was cut,
creating a gap (a). A third FIB milling was conducted from the center of the left side
towards the center of the gap on the right side, resulting in the removal of half of the
microbubble (b). The wall structure of the microbubble is clearly visible under SEM
imaging (c). Due to the high SEM imaging resolution, the wall thickness variation
along the cavity axis can be determined with accuracy down to the nanometer scale
(upper panel, d). To describe such a wall structure, Gaussian profiles were used to fit
the outer and inner boundaries of the microbubble (lower panel, d). The dependence of
the wall thickness 𝑡 on the outer diameter 𝑑 of the thin-walled microbubble is shown in
(e). A reciprocal linear relation is satisfied near the center of the microbubble at larger
outer diameters.

sensing method with a measurement uncertainty on sub-micrometer scale [28]. Nonetheless, such
a method is not ideal as it requires precise knowledge of the structural information beforehand
and it also assumes a constant wall thickness along the cavity axis. Currently, the only reliable
method for studying the wall structure of a microbubble is a destructive approach, which involves
breaking the microbubble and then measuring its cross-section using, for example, scanning
electron microscopy [22, 29, 30]. However, a constant wall thickness along the cavity axis is
generally assumed. A fully systematic study on the microbubble wall structure is yet to be carried
out.

In this work, we fully characterize the wall structure of a microbubble cavity using focused ion
beam (FIB) milling and scanning electron microscopy (SEM) imaging. Both the wall thickness
and its variation along the cavity axis are obtained, thus enabling us to precisely model the
microbubble geometry. Considering the wavelength-scale wall thickness, a theoretical model
based on optical waveguide theory is proposed to describe the WGMs in the microbubble cavity.
Finite element method simulations are performed to verify the validity of the proposed theoretical
model. Our results will benefit not only the development of microbubble cavities but also the
exploration of other low-dimensional micro-/nano-photonic structures.



2. Experimental results

Silica microbubbles were fabricated as described previously [29] using fused silica capillaries
(360-𝜇m outer diameter and 250-𝜇m inner diameter) and a CO2 laser. The wall structure of a
microbubble (with a thin Au layer coating) was determined by means of FIB milling and SEM
imaging (FEI Helios G3 UC), see Fig. 1. Due to the high imaging resolution of both the SEM and
the FIB, the microbubble’s wall structure was clearly visible. The largest diameter was around
64 𝜇m at the bubble center, where the wall thickness was the thinnest (∼0.85 𝜇m). The bubble
diameter gradually decreased, following a Gaussian, down to around 28 𝜇m at the support stem,
where the wall was thickest at ∼2.60 𝜇m. With this structural information, the mode structure of
the thin-walled microbubble could be fully determined by either theoretical models or numerical
simulations, as shown below.

The wall thickness is a crucial parameter to measure the performance of microbubble-based
optical sensors [29]. However, due to the lack of an efficient approach to fully characterize
the wall structure, geometrical approaches [26, 27, 31, 32] have widely been used to estimate
the wall thickness. These models are based on two assumptions, i.e. constant wall thickness
and mass conservation. The first assumption is meaningful when making order-of-magnitude
estimates. The second assumption can be split into the following two scenarios: area conservation
or volume conservation. In the first case, the microbubble is considered to be the result of
cylindrical expansion of a capillary. The cross-section of the capillary is a ring with an area of
𝜋(𝑑/2)2 − 𝜋(𝑑/2 − 𝑡)2 ≈ 𝜋𝑑𝑡, where 𝑑 is the bubble’s outer diameter and 𝑡 its wall thickness
(𝑡 � 𝑑). The conserved area leads to a reciprocal linear relationship between 𝑑 and 𝑡, i.e.,
𝑡 = 𝑐1/𝑑 with a coefficient 𝑐1. Similarly, for the second case, the microbubble can be viewed as
the result of spherical expansion of a spherical bubble with the same diameter as the capillary.
Since the volume of the spherical bubble is (4/3)𝜋(𝑑/2)3−(4/3)𝜋(𝑑/2− 𝑡)3 ≈ 𝜋𝑑2𝑡, a reciprocal
quadratic relation of 𝑡 = 𝑐2/𝑑2 is obtained with 𝑐2 as a coefficient. It is generally believed that
the cylindrical expansion gives an over-estimation of the wall thickness, therefore the upper limit
for the measured thickness, while the lower limit is obtained from the spherical expansion [27].

Figure 1(e) shows the 𝑡 versus 𝑑 relationship for the thin-walled microbubble. The wall
thickness of the microbubble varies along the bubble axis, clearly showing that it does not
have a constant wall thickness, invalidating the first assumption mentioned above. The second
assumption is also invalid because the relationship between 𝑡 and 𝑑 is neither reciprocal linear
nor reciprocal quadratic. Nevertheless, around the center of the thin-walled microbubble (±40
𝜇m from the microbubble center), a reciprocal linear relationship between 𝑡 and 𝑑 is satisfied.
We attribute these seemingly unusual results to the fact that only the center of the microbubble
was melted and fully expanded, while the portions near the support stems experienced lower
temperatures and were unable to fully expand. These findings demonstrate the importance of
developing an efficient approach for characterizing the wall structure of microbubbles.

3. Theoretical model

As a type of optical bottle microresonators (BMRs), light in microbubbles is trapped in the
cross-sectional plane, circulating around the bubble axis, while confined axially, bouncing back
and forth between two turning points known as caustics; this is similar to the way charged
particles are trapped in magnetic bottles [33]. Such a confinement of light in three dimensions
(3D) results in the quantization of optical fields into a series of optical modes. With the structural
information (Fig. 2(a)) obtained from experimental measurements, the mode structure of the
thin-walled microbubble can be theoretically modeled by simplifying Maxwell’s equations.

For azimuthally and axially symmetric microbubbles made of isotropic and homogeneous
nonmagnetic dielectric materials, optical spin-orbit coupling is absent [34, 35]. Furthermore,
most of these microbubbles have a relatively small diameter variation along the axial direction



(see Fig. 2(a)). Therefore, the two sets of polarization modes can be well separated: the
transverse electric (TE) modes with a nonzero axial electric field and the equivalent transverse
magnetic (TM) modes with a nonzero axial magnetic field. Since the TE modes preferentially
exist in thin-walled microbubbles, only they will be considered in the subsequent analysis. The
Helmholtz equation for the nonzero axial electric field 𝐸𝑧 of TE modes reads:

∇2𝐸𝑧 (r) + 𝑘2𝜀r (r)𝐸𝑧 (r) = 0. (1)

Here, 𝑘 = 𝜔/𝑐 is the wave vector, 𝜔 is the angular frequency, 𝑐 = 1/√𝜀0𝜇0 is the speed of light,
and 𝜀0 (𝜇0) is the permittivity (permeability) in vacuum. The relative permittivity 𝜀r = 𝜀/𝜀0,
where 𝜀 is the permittivity of a material. The relative permeability 𝜇r of nonmagnetic materials in
the visible and infrared spectral range is close to unity and one may set the material’s permeability
𝜇 = 𝜇0.

The scalar Helmholtz equation for 𝐸𝑧 is a 3D partial differential equation. It can be further
simplified by the method of separation of variables in the cylindrical coordinates (𝜌, 𝜑, 𝑧) which
are defined in Fig. 2(a). To this end, 𝐸𝑧 can be expressed in the separable form:

𝐸𝑧 (𝜌, 𝜑, 𝑧) = 𝑃(𝜌)Φ(𝜑)Ψ(𝑧), (2)

where 𝑃(𝜌), Φ(𝜑), and Ψ(𝑧) are the radial, azimuthal, and axial field components, respectively.
Substituting Eq. 2 into Eq. 1, three ordinary differential equations for the respective field
components are obtained:[

𝜌2 d2

d𝜌2 + 𝜌
d

d𝜌
+ 𝜀r,𝑧 (𝜌)𝜌2

]
𝑃(𝜌) = 𝜀eff,𝑧𝑃(𝜌), (3)

d2

d𝜑2Φ(𝜑) = −𝑘2
circ,𝑧𝜀eff,𝑧Φ(𝜑), (4)[

− 1
𝜀eff,𝑧

d2

d𝑧2 + 𝑘2
circ,𝑧

]
Ψ(𝑧) = 𝑘2Ψ(𝑧), (5)

which are coupled via two coupling constants 𝜀eff and 𝑘circ. Here, 𝜀eff couples the dynamics of
the radial and the circular components of the light propagation, while 𝑘circ couples the dynamics
of the lateral and the axial components of the light propagation. In the end, the discrete spectrum
𝜔 = 𝑘𝑐 can be obtained by solving these three ordinary differential equations, Eqs. 3–5.

The general solution of Eq. 3 consists of a linear combination of Bessel functions of the first
and second kind. Their coefficients are determined by matching the wall boundary condition (Fig.
2(b)). The Bessel functions and, therefore, 𝑃(𝜌) look like oscillating sine or cosine functions
that decay proportionally to 1/√𝜌. Different radial modes can be distinguished by the number
of ‘peaks’ in the 𝑃(𝜌), with each mode labeled by a unique radial mode index 𝑛 = 1, 2, ....
Equation 3 quantifies the effect of the wall thickness on these radial modes by using an effective
permittivity 𝜀eff , i.e., the first coupling constant, which measures the degree of light confinement
by the wall (see the inset of Fig. 2(b)). Since the diameter of microbubbles is typically in the
range of a few tens of micrometers, the weakly curved condition is satisfied, and the microbubble
wall can be treated as a slab waveguide. Then, 𝜀eff can be easily found via the transcendental
equation based on the well-established optical waveguide theory [36]:

tan(𝜅𝑡) = 𝜅𝛾air + 𝜅𝛾core

𝜅2 − 𝛾air𝛾core
, (6)

where 𝛾2
air = 𝑘2𝜀eff − 𝑘2𝜀air, 𝛾2

core = 𝑘2𝜀eff − 𝑘2𝜀core, 𝜅2 = 𝑘2𝜀r − 𝑘2𝜀eff with 𝜀air and 𝜀core are
the relative permittivities of the surrounding air and the microbubble’s core material, respectively.
Figure 2(e) shows the calculated 𝜀eff as a function of the wall thickness at a few wavelengths of
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Fig. 2. Theoretical model of a thin-walled microbubble. (a) Reconstructed 3D
geometry of the microbubble from the SEM images shown in Fig. 1. Due to the
geometrical symmetries, the electric field distribution of WGMs in the microbubble
can be calculated by solving the three coupled differential equations, Eqs. 3–5. Three
mode indices, i.e. 𝑛, 𝑚, and 𝑙, are resolved in the end to identify the WGMs, in addition
to their polarization state (either TM or TE). (b) Radial field distribution. Owing to
the wavelength-scale wall thickness, only the fundamental radial mode with 𝑛 = 1 is
considered. The inset illustrates the physical meaning of the effective permittivity 𝜀eff .
(c) Axial field distribution. The quasipotential of the microbubble forms a quantum
well—due mainly to the diameter variation—which confines the axial motion such that
different axial modes emerge. (d) Azimuthal field distribution. Only a small portion of
the azimuthal field is shown for better visibility. (e) Dependence of 𝜀eff on the wall
thickness. (f) Illusory example showing a quantum-barrier-like quasipotential (lower
panel) formed solely by the wall thickness variation (upper panel) where a constant
outer diameter was used. (g) Dependence of 𝑘circ on the outer diameter.



interest. It is clear that the microbubble wall plays a crucial role when its thickness is close to the
propagating wavelength, as is the case for most microbubble cavities.

The general solution of Eq. 4 is Φ(𝜑) = 𝐴exp[±𝑖(𝛽𝜑 + 𝜑0)] with the amplitude 𝐴 and the
initial phase 𝜑0, where 𝛽 = 𝑘circ

√
𝜀eff can be called the propagation constant. Note that ‘±’

corresponds to the clockwise (CW) and counter-clockwise (CCW) modes [9]. To have a stable
optical field distribution, the solution must satisfy the periodic boundary condition (Fig. 2(d)):

√
𝜀eff,𝑧𝜋𝑑 = 𝑚𝜆circ,z, (7)

where 𝜆circ = 2𝜋/𝑘circ is the wavelength in the cross-sectional plane. On the one hand, it leads
to the WGMs identified by the azimuthal mode index 𝑚 = 0, 1, 2, .... On the other hand, it
determines the 𝑘circ in this cross-section, i.e., the second coupling constant. Figure 2(g) shows
the dependence of 𝑘circ on the outer diameter. Generally speaking, the smaller the outer diameter,
the stronger the azimuthal optical confinement.

The last equation, Eq. 5, describes the axial dynamics of the WGMs. It is a quasi-Schrödinger
equation with the quasipotential:

𝑉eff (𝑧) =
ℏ𝑐

𝑒
𝑘circ,𝑧 , (8)

where the elementary charge 𝑒 is used to scale the quasipotential in eV. Although not explicitly
mentioned in the literature, the quasipotential in most microbubble cavities forms a quantum well,
which confines the axial motion of the WGMs (Fig. 2(c)). The quantization of the axial motion
in the quantum well results in different axial modes indicated by the axial mode index 𝑙 = 1, 2, ....
However, due to the lack of analytical solutions for most quantum well quasipotentials, the finite
difference method is widely employed as a reliable numerical approximation technique to solve
the quasi-Schrödinger equation [36].

The customizability of their axial modes distinguishes microbottle cavities from microsphere
and microtoroid cavities [37]. As one type of microbottle cavity, microbubbles provide a new
degree-of-freedom, i.e., the wall structure, in tailoring the axial modes. This becomes clearer
with the theoretical model presented here: both the wall thickness and its variation contribute to
the axial quasipotential in Eq. 8 by determining 𝜀eff through Eq. 6 and subsequently influencing
the value of 𝑘circ as described in Eq. 7. Figure 2(f) shows an example where a microbubble
can provide a quantum barrier for the axial optical motion if the quasipotential is formed solely
by the wall structure. This is similar to the axial mode engineering in rolled-up microbottle
cavities [36, 38–41].

4. Simulation verification

The measured 3D structure of the thin-walled microbubble (Fig. 2(a)) allows us to characterise
the shape with great accuracy. Therefore, a series of simulations based on the finite element
method were carried out and the results are summarized in Fig. 3. These simulation results were
used to verify the validity of the proposed theoretical model.

Figure 3(a) shows the resonant wavelengths of WGMs with 𝑚 ranging from 165 to 175 (𝑙 = 1
and 𝑛 = 1). The calculated values using the aforementioned theoretical model agree with the
simulation results over a wide spectral range. Such good agreement confirms the validity of the
proposed theoretical model based on the optical waveguide approximation. This deepens our
understanding of the underlying physics and facilitates the design for device applications using
thin-walled microbubble cavities.

The comparison for the axial modes is made in Fig. 3(b) for WGMs with 𝑚 = 170 and
𝑛 = 1. Very good agreement between the theoretical model and simulations is also obtained.
This confirms the effectiveness of treating the WGM axial dynamics in the same way as the
dynamics of a particle in a quantum well. By doing so, thin-walled microbubble cavities become a
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reliable experimental platform to test quantum mechanics. On the other hand, the well-developed
quantum theory can be used to engineer the axial modes.

5. Conclusion

We have demonstrated an efficient way to fully characterize the wall structure of a microbubble
cavity. The 3D geometry of the microbubble was reconstructed based on FIB milling and
SEM imaging. Owing to the wavelength-scale wall thickness, a theoretical model based on the
optical waveguide approximation has been proposed to describe the WGMs in the thin-walled
microbubble cavity. Simulations have also been performed using the fabricated microbubble
structure. Very good agreement between the proposed theoretical model and simulations has
been obtained, verifying the validity of the proposed theory. The demonstrated characterization
and modeling approaches are readily adaptable for other wavelength-scaled photonic devices.
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