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Sound can exert forces on objects of any material and shape. This has made the contactless
manipulation of objects by intense ultrasound a fascinating area of research with wide-ranging
applications. While much is understood for acoustic forcing of individual objects, sound-mediated
interactions among multiple objects at close range gives rise to a rich set of structures and dynamics
that are less explored and have been emerging as a frontier for research. We introduce the basic
mechanisms giving rise to sound-mediated interactions among rigid as well as deformable particles,
focusing on the regime where the particles’ size and spacing are much smaller than the sound
wavelength. The interplay of secondary acoustic scattering, Bjerknes forces, and micro-streaming is
discussed and the role of particle shape is highlighted. Furthermore, we present recent advances in
characterizing non-conservative and non-pairwise additive contributions to the particle interactions,
along with instabilities and active fluctuations. These excitations emerge at sufficiently strong sound
energy density and can act as an effective temperature in otherwise athermal systems.

Our everyday experience instructs us that matter
shapes sound. Changes in the shapes of our mouths and
vocal chords give shape to words, which echo from hard
walls and are muffled by soft surfaces, without moving
or changing the internal structure of those obstacles. In-
crease the sound intensity, however, and sound can in fact
shape matter, as discovered by August Kundt in 1865 [1].
Kundt observed that when the air inside a sealed hori-
zontal glass tube was set into resonance with an external
sound wave, powder that was initially scattered at ran-
dom inside the tube was collected into small piles. The
spacing of these piles was set by the wavelength of the
sound, indicating a direct connection between the longi-
tudinal propagation of sound waves in the tube and forces
acting on the powder. This observation set off a flurry of
theoretical activity in search of the mechanism – how do
sound waves produce forces on objects?

In parallel, Lord Rayleigh pointed out in a 1902 pa-
per [2] that “it seemed to me that it would be of inter-
est to inquire whether other kinds of vibration exercise
a pressure, and if possible to frame a general theory of
the action”, and proceeded to calculate the momentum
carried by a vibrating gas [3]. This work laid the founda-
tion for the first calculations of what is now referred to
as the “acoustic radiation force” [4–6]: the momentum
transferred from an impinging acoustic wave to a rigid
particle.

Acoustic forces present a powerful platform for non-
contact confinement and manipulation of objects of al-
most any material, and consequently have recently re-
ceived growing attention. In practice, the generation of
acoustic forces for manipulating objects looks much like
Kundt’s original experiments: one or more sound sources
(transducers) generate acoustic waves in a fluid, which
produce acoustic forces on objects (Fig. 1). Generally,
the required large sound intensity leads to the use of
ultrasound frequencies, with characteristic wavelengths
on the order of 0.1-10 millimeters. In air, transducers
are frequently used to excite modes of a resonant cav-
ity, formed by the gap between a sound emitter and a

reflecting surface (or another emitter), producing stand-
ing waves in which objects can levitate (Fig. 1a,b). A
common alternative for objects immersed in liquids sees
transducers excite standing surface waves in a piezo-
electric substrate, which then radiate into a microfluidic
chamber (Fig. 1c). While we focus in this paper on acous-
tic fields generated by standing sound waves, as in figure
panels (a)-(c), acoustically manipulating objects does not
require a standing wave: a single-sided transducer array
can also shape acoustic momentum so as to produce sta-
ble levitation opposing gravity (Fig. 1d).

Each of the above setups relies on the ability of trans-
ferred acoustic momentum to contactlessly confine an ob-
ject to a particular position. Any individual particle in
an acoustic field experiences a force that draws it to a
pressure node or an antinode, depending on acoustic con-
trast between the particle and surrounding fluid. This
single-particle effect, referred to as the primary acous-
tic force, is extremely powerful and general, and as such
as been extensively leveraged for noncontact confinement
and control in air (see recent reviews [11–13]). In liquids
and tissues, the ease and large depth with which high-
frequency (MHz) ultrasound penetrates into soft materi-
als has led to a wide range of biomedical and micro-fluidic
device applications (for reviews see [14–16]). In each of
these cases, work on radiation forces has focused on un-
derstanding and controlling the behavior of individual
objects in an acoustic field.

The same sound field that generates primary acous-
tic forces can also produce interactions among multiple
objects, referred to as secondary acoustic forces. These
sound-mediated interactions that arise because of rescat-
tering events from objects in an acoustic field, can be
strong enough to affect the configuration and dynamics
of groups of small particles. As such, these interaction
forces offer a wide range of additional opportunities to
contactlessly assemble, aggregate, manipulate, and ener-
gize objects. This is the case particularly in the regime of
closely spaced, strongly acoustically interacting particles
that forms the subject of our review.
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FIG. 1. Experimental apparatus for manipulating particles with acoustic forces. (a) Side view of a cluster of solid particles in
a standing wave in air between a single transducer and a rigid reflector plate. Particles levitate slightly below the node of the
standing pressure wave (solid/dashed lines) due to gravity, which points down along the vertical z-direction. Adapted from [7].
(b) Simulated sound pressure field generated in air by a pair of transducer arrays shown in blue (left) and red (right). Small
objects can be levitated stably in the nodal planes at the locations indicated, irrespective of the orientation of the setup with
respect to gravity. Adapted from [8]. (c) Perspective view of a simulated two-dimensional acoustic potential (well pattern)
generated by two orthogonal transducer pairs in a microfluidic chamber. The transducers excite a piezoelectric substrate,
producing standing surface acoustic waves, which propagate into the liquid-filled central region. Controlling the transducers
allows for particle transfer between wells (inset). Gravity points down along the z-direction. Adapted from [9]. (d) Large
single-sided transducer array, seen from the side, where the phase and amplitude of each element can be controlled to translate
a polystyrene ball with diameter 2mm (scale bar indicated) from left to right. Gravity points downwards. Adapted from [10].

As a general framework, we return to the question of
how sound waves produce forces on objects. The answer
to this question is, ironically, the fact that matter shapes
(the scattered) sound. As a sound wave encounters an
object, it emerges from the interaction with some altered
momentum. Momentum balance requires that a force is
exerted on that object. In the case of several objects,
the rescattering of sound between particles produces ad-
ditional acoustic forces.

In this review, we focus on three such mechanisms
for producing particle-particle interaction forces in an
acoustic field, which can be delineated according to the
regime map presented in Fig. 2. These three mecha-
nisms are the scattering of sound from objects which do
not change shape under the action of sound (“scattering”
regime), the oscillatory deformation of soft objects in re-
sponse to an applied sound wave (“Bjerknes” regime),
and the sound-induced flow of fluid around objects (“mi-
crostreaming” regime). These three regimes are delin-
eated by the two quantities 1/Ω and Φ on the axes of
Fig. 2, which we now discuss in technical detail.

When sound generates a force on a particle, the mag-
nitude and direction of that force depends on the prop-

erties of the particle - specifically the differences in den-
sity ρ and compressibility β between the particle and the
surrounding medium. These differences typically are ex-
pressed in terms of two coefficients,

f0 = 1− βp/βm = 1− c2mρm
c2pρp

f1 =
2(ρp/ρm − 1)

2ρp/ρm + 1
. (1)

Here the material densities of the fluid medium and the
particle are ρm and ρp, and the isentropic compressibili-
ties of particle and medium are related to the associated
speeds of sound cm and cp through βp = (ρpc

2
p)

−1 and

βm = (ρmc
2
m)

−1. A key parameter that determines not
only the primary force on individual particles but also
the interactions among particles via secondary scattering
forces is the so-called acoustic contrast factor Φ, given by

Φ = f0 +
3

2
f1 =

5ρp − 2ρm
2ρp + ρm

− βp

βm
. (2)

This acoustic contrast factor has important implica-
tions not only in how individual particles couple to the
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sound field, but also for multi-body acoustic interactions.
As concrete examples of different Φ, we can look at sev-
eral common materials used for acoustic manipulation.
For most objects levitated in air, including those made
of rigid materials but also liquid droplets, the acoustic
contrast factor approaches its maximum value, Φ = 5/2,
since their compressibility and density is sufficiently dif-
ferent than the levitation medium. For objects in a liq-
uid medium Φ can be smaller, with values of 0.53 for
polystyrene spheres or 0.025 for silicone oil droplets in
water. Φ can become negative for emulsion droplets,
such as soybean oil droplets in water (-0.20) or liquid
perfluorohexane droplets in a lipid solution (-4.3) [17].

As we discuss in more detail later in this article, in-
dividual objects levitated by a standing plane wave are
moved by the primary acoustic force, often also called
the acoustophoretic force, toward a pressure node when
Φ > 0, toward a pressure anti-node when Φ < 0, and
do not respond to primary acoustic forces when Φ = 0.
The sign of Φ furthermore determines whether the dom-
inant secondary interaction forces among particles in the
(nodal or anti-nodal) levitation plane are controlled by
compressibility or density differences between particle
and medium.

For particles where Φ is positive or has only a small
negative value, such as in the above examples, the im-
pinging sound does not cause rapid changes in particle
shape, such that the dominant form of acoustic momen-
tum transfer is scattering (lower right hand corner of
Fig. 2). However, when both the compressibility and den-
sity of the levitated object are much smaller than those
of the medium, the forces become more complex. In this
limit, where Φ is very strongly negative, such as for gas
bubbles in a liquid, the high gas compressibility enables
sound-induced shape oscillations of the micro-bubbles. In
turn, these generate bubble-bubble interactions labeled
Bjerknes forces (lower left corner of Fig. 2).

The discussion so far assumes that sound is not attenu-
ated in the surrounding fluid medium, i.e. that the fluid is
inviscid. Viscous damping provides an additional mecha-
nism for acoustic momentum to couple to bulk fluid flow,
a phenomenon known as acoustic streaming. As the pri-
mary sound field oscillates the fluid back and forth with
angular frequency ω along the particle-fluid interfaces, it
produces steady microstreaming flows within a boundary
layer of characteristic thickness δ =

√
2ν/ω, where ν is

the kinematic viscosity of the fluid. When the particle
size a shrinks and approaches this characteristic scale,
micro-streaming starts to dominate the particle-particle
interactions at close approach. This crossover is governed
by the Stokes number [18]

Ω = ωa2/ν = 2(a/δ)2. (3)

In Fig. 2 we plot 1/Ω along the vertical axis. In the
upper part of the diagram this introduces, for all acoustic
contrast factors Φ, a regime where viscous effects need to
be accounted for in describing interactions.

FIG. 2. Regimes of multi-body acoustic interactions within a
levitation plane. The acoustic contrast factor Φ determines
whether levitated objects are moved to pressure nodes or anti-
nodes by the primary acoustic force (acoustophoresis). It
also controls the interactions among several objects within
such nodes or anti-nodes, which are due to sound scattered
from the objects (secondary acoustic forces). Φ has its max-
imum value 5/2 for incompressible objects much denser than
the fluid medium, and it decreases as levitated objects be-
come more compressible and/or less dense. In the limit where
Φ ≪ 0 and levitated objects can sustain sound-induced shape
oscillations, such as air microbubbles in water, Bjerknes forces
become relevant for the interactions. The relative importance
of the medium’s viscous dissipation is quantified by the inverse
of the Stokes number Ω (schematic of flow lines and vortices
surrounding two adjacent spheres adapted from [18]).

The three regimes sketched in Fig. 2 provide a rich
platform for exploring multi-particle physics where parti-
cle interactions can be tuned in-situ. As with colloids and
dusty plasmas, the regime of strong correlations (i.e. av-
erage interaction energy much larger than kinetic energy)
is easily reached under room temperature conditions and
with particles large enough (a few microns to millime-
ters) to be tracked individually. In contrast to colloids
and dusty plasmas, particle charge is not required to sta-
bilize the system or vary interparticle forces. As a result,
in acoustic systems the steady-state interparticle spacing
can be changed from direct contact to distances of several
particle diameters. Furthermore, particles levitated in air
are underdamped, with inertia playing an important role
in the evolution of strongly-interacting assemblies.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. A
first section provides background about the three regimes
in Fig. 2 and discusses connections between acoustic and
optical forces due to scattering. Section II then out-
lines current frontiers in the area of multi-particle acous-
tic interactions. This includes a discussion of how non-
spherical particle shape modifies the secondary scatter-
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ing forces, an effect that can be used to direct particle
assembly. It also discusses the coupling between mov-
ing objects and the sound mode in a resonating cavity,
which can give rise to energizing instabilities that make
it possible to drive levitated objects with an effective
temperature. Finally, this section introduces under what
conditions non-conservative and non-pairwise forces can
be observed. With acoustic forces such conditions are
accessed comparatively easily, which makes acoustic lev-
itation a highly suitable platform for their investigation.
In Section III we survey applications based on the sec-
ondary radiation forces discussed in the preceding sec-
tions. These range from micro-bubble aggregation for
medical imaging to controlled assembly of objects inside
microfluidic systems to large scale applications in liquid
food or slurry processing. We conclude with an outlook
in Section IV, where we point to some of the outstand-
ing challenges in modeling but also emphasize the unique
opportunities offered by acoustic forces for exploring the
physics of strongly correlated many-particle systems.

I. REGIMES OF MULTI-BODY ACOUSTIC
INTERACTIONS

A. Scattering Forces on Objects without
Sound-Induced Deformations

We begin with what is perhaps the most straightfor-
ward way in which momentum from sound waves can be
transferred to an object: scattering. This type of acous-
tic force, referred to generally as the acoustic radiation
force, is the dominant form of momentum transfer for
rigid particles in a sound wave when the liquid viscos-
ity can be neglected (lower right hand corner of Fig. 2).
Conceptually, the acoustic radiation force is the differ-
ence in momentum between the incoming and scattered
acoustic waves, integrated over the particle surface. As
such, this regime has received a considerable amount of
theoretical attention, which we briefly review here.

In general, theoretical treatments of the acoustic radi-
ation force are challenging because these forces are fun-
damentally second-order (i.e. nonlinear) effects. To see
this, we consider a sound wave with frequency ω. Such a
wave consists of pressure p, velocity v (vectorial quanti-
ties are denoted with boldface type), and density ρ fields.
These fields have a spatial part (denoted here as a depen-
dence on vector r), as well as a dependence on time t.
Assuming that the sound wave is harmonic in time and
perturbs a background fluid medium with rest pressure,
density, and sound speed pm,0, ρm, and cm, respectively,
we have

p(r, t) = pm,0 + p(r)e−iωt

v(r, t) = v(r)e−iωt

ρ(r, t) = ρm + ρ(r)e−iωt . (4)

Additionally, these fields are related through the velocity
potential ϕ(r, t) = ϕ(r)eiωt, such that

p(r) = iωρmϕ(r)

v(r) = ∇ϕ(r)

ρ(r) = i
ωρm
c2m

ϕ(r) . (5)

Considering these expressions, we arrive at an important
consequence: the time-average of a purely harmonic pres-
sure variation around pm,0 is identically zero, and so to
lowest order there is no net momentum transferred from
the sound to a particle. Thus, the acoustic radiation
forces must arise from additional nonlinear terms due to
the presence of the particles in the acoustic wave.
Computing these higher-order scattered acoustic

waves, and the associated acoustic radiation forces, is not
straightforward. Such a scattering problem depends, for
instance, on the details of the particle geometry [19–21],
whether or not the particles are compressible relative to
the fluid [21–24], and the arrangement of particles in the
acoustic field [25].
Progress can be made in certain limits. In 1934 L.

V. King began by assuming incompressible particles and
inviscid fluid [4], which was later extended to include
the effects of compressibility [5, 26, 27]. Such methods
generally write the acoustic radiation force as a sum of
terms in a multipole expansion. Compact expressions can
be derived by making the additional approximation that
particles are compressible, but do not change shape in re-
sponse to the applied acoustic field, and have a radius a
much smaller than the wavelength of sound, a regime re-
ferred to as the Rayleigh limit. Since the particles are
much smaller than the sound wavelength λ, anisotropy
in the particle shape is much smaller than the diffrac-
tive limit on the features that can be resolved, and all
particles can be treated as spherical. In this limit, the
acoustic radiation force Frad on a point scatterer is con-
servative [28–32], and can be expressed as the gradient
of an acoustic potential Urad:

F (r)rad = −∇Urad

U(r)rad =
4π

3
a3

[
1

2
βmf0⟨p(r, t)2⟩ −

3

4
f1ρm⟨|v(r, t)|2⟩

]
,

(6)

where angled brackets denote averages over one acoustic
cycle. This lowest-order expansion, introduced in 1962 by
L. Gor‘kov [28], separates the contribution of the pres-
sure and velocity fields, and couples them to the acoustic
potential via the scattering coefficients f0 and f1 we in-
troduced in Eq. 1.
Given that Eq. 6 produces accurate predictions for the

acoustic radiation force on a particle, the problem of find-
ing the acoustic radiation force acting on that particle
reduces to the problem of finding the fields p and v, and
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substituting into Eq. 6. In turn, the forms of the pres-
sure and velocity fields are a function of the boundary
conditions under which the acoustic field propagates. In
the case that the pressure and velocity fields correspond
to those of an acoustic cavity, without the presence of
any other particle, the acoustic force acting on the par-
ticle is referred to as the primary acoustic force. Adding
another rigid particle as a boundary condition, comput-
ing the pressure and velocity fields due to the presence
of that source particle, and then substituting into Eq. 6,
produces the secondary acoustic force: the force on one
particle due to the presence of another. This secondary
acoustic force, which arises from rescattering events be-
tween particles in an acoustic field, can be computed an-
alytically using perturbation expansions of p and v [32–
34].

In the following, we focus on situations where sound
pressure of amplitude pm excites standing waves along
one direction, which we take as the z-direction. To gain
some intuition as to the different possible behaviors, we
consider first the primary acoustic force, which acts on a
single particle placed in a standing wave. Such a particle
will move towards a minimum in the acoustic potential
in Eq. 6. For a particle with f0 and f1 both positive,
Eq. 6 is minimized when ⟨p2⟩ is zero, and this particle
will move to an acoustic pressure node. On the other
hand, if f0 and f1 are negative, Urad will be minimized
instead when ⟨v2⟩ is zero, and this particle will move
to a pressure anti-node. The more precise distinction
between particles that move to a node and anti-node is
summarized by whether the previously introduced acous-
tic contrast factor, Φ = f0 +

3
2f1, is positive or negative.

Using Eq. 6, the form of the primary force on a levi-
tated particle in a standing plane wave can then be de-
scribed with the following expression:

F (r)rad = −∇Urad = −4π

3
a3kE0Φsin(2kz)ẑ, (7)

where k = 2π/λ is the wavenumber, E0 = 1
2βmp2m

the acoustic energy density in the cavity that forms the
standing wave, and z is distance from a pressure node.
From Eq. 7 we see that the primary acoustic force is

a restoring force that, for small excursions z above and
below the levitation plane, acts like a linear spring with
stiffness proportional to the particle volume. Particle mo-
tion is damped only by viscous drag from the surround-
ing medium. In an underdamped system (e.g. when a
particle levitates in air), this can lead to pronounced os-
cillations about the equilibrium position [35, 36].

Once driven to the nodal or anti-nodal plane by the
primary, acoustophoretic force, a levitated particle now
experiences secondary acoustic forces due to the pres-
ence of other nearby particles. For a pair of identical,
completely rigid spheres in air, these interactions can al-
ready be quite complex (see Fig. 3). The interaction
due to scattering is attractive within the nodal plane (z
= 0), but repulsive when the second particle approaches
the first from above or below (Fig. 3a), thereby biasing

the formation of close-packed monolayer particle ‘rafts’
within the nodal plane [7, 37, 38].
We next discuss these interaction forces in more detail,

focusing first on secondary scattering when the acoustic
contrast factor Φ is either positive or negative in the ab-
sence of sound-induced shape oscillations.

1. Positive acoustic contrast

Positive acoustic contrast, in which case all parti-
cles will collect in a nodal plane, requires that Φ =
f0 +

3
2f1 > 0. In practice, this is the situation not only

for solid particles levitating in air, for which the set of
scattering coefficients (f0, f1) can be well approximated
by (1,1), but also for liquid droplets in air, so long as
their shape remains approximately constant (large shape
oscillations, breakup and coalescence introduce consid-
erable complications [39, 40]). Φ is also positive for
solid spheres in water, such as polystyrene particles with
(f0, f1) = (0.47, 0.038), and for many types of live cells
and liquid droplets in water, e.g. silicone oil droplets
with (f0, f1) = (−0.08, 0.07).
Using a perturbation expansion for the pressure and

velocity fields in Eq. 5 the interaction force due to scat-
tered sound between two particles can be calculated. For
positive acoustic contrast this secondary acoustic force
between two spheres of equal radius a ≪ λ levitating in
the nodal plane with center-to-center distance r ≪ λ has,
to lowest order, the form [7, 32, 41–43]

F int
rad(r) = −3πE0a

6

r4
f
(1)
1 f

(2)
1 . (8)

We see that in the acoustic pressure node the compress-
ibility becomes irrelevant and the secondary acoustic
force therefore depends only on the density contrast via
f1. The r−4 dependence ensures that this in-plane force
becomes significant only at close approach, typically a
few particle diameters (Fig. 3b). At the same time, the
prefactors associated with this expression create several
opportunities for the design of near-field acoustic interac-
tions. First, F int

rad is negative and thus strictly attractive
for particles of the same density (and thus same f1), but
can become repulsive when the two particles have oppo-
site sign of f1 (for example, if for two particles in a liquid
one of them is slightly denser and the other slightly less
dense than that liquid). In contrast to the primary force
Frad on each individual particle, which scales with a3, i.e.
with the particle volume, F int

rad between two spheres scales
with the product of the two spheres’ volumes, since the
acoustic scattering event that creates the force involves
interactions with both. Finally, increasing the acous-
tic energy density E0 (experimentally, by increasing the
amount of power injected to the acoustic cavity) linearly
increases the magnitude of the secondary acoustic force.

In the limit where r > λ (the far-field limit), the sec-



6

ondary acoustic force takes on the form

F int
rad(r) = 2πE0k

2a6
cos(kr)

r2
f
(1)
1 f

(2)
1 (9)

This long-range secondary interaction is oscillatory, indi-
cating that there are acoustic potential minima, spaced
at integer multiples of λ away from the central parti-
cle, where a second particle can be stably levitated [44].
The depths of these potential minima again scale with
the acoustic energy density E0 and the product of two
particle volumes. Unlike the close-range acoustic force
Eq. 8, the magnitude of long-range secondary interac-
tions depends on the wavenumber k, raising possibilities
for separate tuning of the near- and far-field radiation
force landscapes for acoustically levitated particles.

As long as the point particle approximation remains
valid, the net acoustic force on a single particle due to
several others can be expressed as the pairwise sum of the
secondary acoustic forces due to all other particles [32,
45]:

F int
tot,i =

∑
i ̸=j

F int
i,j (10)

For this regime mean-field theories, such as the one de-
veloped by Silva and Bruus [32] or Sepehrirahnama and
coworkers [33, 34], provide accurate predictions. Other
regimes, however, are highly relevant and in need of
exploration for cases where particles can no longer be
treated as a point particle. This can happen in several
senses. First, for dense particle configurations, where the
spacing r gets close to the particle size, the point-particle
assumption no longer remains accurate, and furthermore
details of the particle shape start to play a significant
role, as will be discussed below. Second, a particle may
no longer be small compared to λ. Significant departures
from the Gor’kov theory begin to take place for spherical
particles with diameter larger than 0.3λ. For such larger
particles, generally referred to as Mie particles, the scat-
tered field can no longer be treated as small compared to
the background acoustic field that is incident on the par-
ticles, rendering the perturbation theory approach that
led to Eq. 6 invalid. In the most extreme case, a par-
ticle may be large enough to preclude the formation of
an acoustic standing wave. Additionally, since Mie par-
ticles can no longer be treated as pointlike relative to the
acoustic field, detailed calculations of the acoustic forces
acting on a levitated particle will depend on the shape
and acoustic excitations inside the particle.

The total acoustic radiation force acting on a levitated
particle is the integral of the momentum flux over its
surface, and so the problem of calculating the acoustic
radiation force reduces to computing the scattering coef-
ficients for an arbitrarily located object, which describe
how the object couples to the basis wave fronts of the in-
cident wave. The total force is then computed as the sum
of a series of terms, which cannot necessarily be truncated

because higher-order terms are not small compared to the
incident fields. In the case of objects with a high degree
of symmetry, such as spheres, analytical solutions to this
scattering problem can be developed by analogy to the
generalized Lorenz-Mie theory in optics [46–51]. Recent
work has engaged in a detailed comparison of the primary
levitation forces on a levitated object as a function of its
size [51]. This work has shown that, for particular sizes,
Mie particles can be stably levitated by plane-waves in
pressure anti-nodes, but off-axis (in contrast to Rayleigh
particles, which levitate on-axis and in pressure nodes).
More generally, the stable levitation of Mie particles has
focused, especially on the experimental side, on shaping
the incident wavefront via computational methods [52–
56].
In addition to altering the stable levitation points (i.e.,

the effective primary acoustic forces) on a particle, in-
creasing the particle size also changes the relative impor-
tance of the secondary and primary acoustic forces. Re-
cent computational and experimental studies have shown
that the secondary scattering force dominates for par-
ticles with diameter larger than roughly half a wave-
length [57]. For Mie particles smaller than this size limit,
the secondary force varies in magnitude with the par-
ticle size compared to the primary force. As a result,
in specific particle size ranges (particle diameter in the
range of 0.28-0.31λ, as reported in [58]) the contribu-
tion of the secondary force towards particle clustering can
be neglected, whereas the primary force remains strong,
leading to the separation of Mie objects into individual
acoustic wells [58, 59]. Alternatively, the strong scat-
tering from Mie particles can be used to create a series
of traveling waves, as an alternative to particle aggre-
gation [60]. Such forces between bound clusters of Mie
particles can lead to non-conservative forces, including
structures that have driven degrees of freedom [61, 62].

2. Negative acoustic contrast

For acoustic waves in liquid, it is possible for the acous-
tic contrast factor Φ in Eq. 2 to become negative. As a
result, the primary radiation forces which act on such
objects are opposite in direction to those commonly ob-
served to act on solid particles in air or even many types
of cells and liquid droplets in water. Instead objects with
Φ < 0 are driven to pressure anti-nodes. As mentioned
earlier, examples are droplets of soybean oil in water and
perfluorohexane droplets in lipid solution, for which the
scattering coefficients (f0, f1) take on the values (-0.11,
-0.06) [32] and (-4.74, 0.32) [17], respectively. As before,
we consider the case where particle shape change is neg-
ligible. This assumption is significantly violated for bub-
bles in a liquid medium, which have f0 ≪ 0 and therefore
Φ ≪ 0 and can undergo large volume oscillations. For
this reason, special consideration must be given to the
case of bubbles (see Section IB).
In contrast to the physics at pressure nodes, where
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FIG. 3. Acoustic pair forces. (a) Acoustic potential (color) and secondary scattering forces (black arrows) experienced by a
rigid sphere of radius a approaching another, identical sphere centered in a pressure node at z = 0. The image has azimuthal
symmetry around an axis through x = 0. The acoustic potential Urad has been normalized by the sound energy density E0 and
the particle volume Vp. (b) Radial interaction force due to secondary scattering between two rigid, identical spheres within the
same pressure node, according to Eq. 8 (in air, sound frequency 30 kHz). Sphere radius is indicated by line color. The plots
give the radial force for z = 0 in (a), normalized by the energy density E0 of the incident sound wave and its wavelength λ.
(c) Pairwise Bjerknes forces between two air bubbles (Eq. 16) for a range of driving frequencies ω; the bubbles have individual
resonances centered on ωm but δω apart. The driving frequency is varied as ωm + ∆ω. For ∆ω/δω < 0.5 interactions are
repulsive. Outside this window, interactions become attractive. Sound frequency is 18.75 MHz, and both bubbles have resting
radii on the order of 1µm. (d) Micro-streaming flows around a rigid sphere centered in a pressure node at z = 0. Streamlines
are colored by relative velocity magnitude. View is focused on the short-ranged ‘inner’ set of vortices near the sphere surface.
Arrows indicate direction of flow of the inner vortices near the poles and equator of the sphere. Analytical form derived in
[63].(e) Radial force between two identical, rigid spheres in a pressure node, similar to (b) but accounting for the viscosity of air
(sound frequency 30 kHz). As the sphere radius a shrinks (line color), the Stokes number Ω decreases and interactions become
progressively more repulsive as the result of competition between scattering and micro-streaming. Adapted from [64].

particle interactions involve only the density scattering
coefficient f1, when Φ < 0 it is the compressibility ratio
in f0 that drives secondary interactions at pressure anti-
nodes. As a result, the same perturbation analysis that
led to Eqs. 8 and 9 now gives [32]

F int
rad(r) = −4π

9

E0k
2a6

r2
f
(1)
0 f

(2)
0 (11)

for the in-plane near-field limit (r ≪ λ) and

F int
rad(r) = −4π

9
E0k

3a6
sin(kr)

r
f
(1)
0 f

(2)
0 (12)

for the in-plane far-field limit (r > λ). These interactions
have smaller exponents in their power law decays and
thus are longer ranged than their counterparts for the
nodal plane. The near-field limit is still attractive for
objects with the same scattering properties, and in the far
field limit F int

rad(r) still oscillates and changes sign every
half wavelength λ/2.

B. Bjerknes Forces

When the compressibility of the objects subjected to
the sound pressure becomes large compared to the sur-
rounding medium, additional physics can enter. This is
specifically the case for gas bubbles: their size is a func-
tion of pressure within the medium, and so a passing
pressure wave induces an oscillation in volume. This vol-
ume oscillation then can itself radiate pressure waves.
The acoustic forces acting on small bubbles in a liquid are
generally termed Bjerknes forces, after C.A. Bjerknes and
his son V.F.K. Bjerknes [65]. The study of bubbles in ap-
plied sound fields has received considerable attention due
to relevance in scenarios including sonochemistry [66–68],
medical ultrasonic imaging [69–75], micromanipulation
[76, 77], directed transport within the bloodstream [78]
and cavitation [79]. Various authors have contributed to
refining the analytical description [80–83] or experimen-
tal record [84–89].
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When a bubble is placed within an ideal fluid with
a harmonically oscillating pressure field p = pm sin(ωt),
small deformations ϵ away from the equilibrium radius
a0 obey

∂2ϵ

∂t2
+ ω2

c ϵ =
pa

ρma0
sin(ωt), (13)

where ρm is the liquid density and ωc is the resonant
frequency of the bubble, given by

ω2
c =

1

a20,cρm

[
3κ

(
pm,0 +

2σ

a0

)
− 2σ

a0

]
. (14)

Here pm,0 is the (constant background) hydrostatic
pressure and σ is the liquid surface tension. The constant
κ is known as the gas polytropic index, which quantifies
the deviation of the gas equation of state from ideal be-
havior (p ∝ ρ1+1/κ). Equation 14 connects a bubble’s
resonant frequency to its size. As for forced harmonic os-
cillators generally, bubbles with resonant frequencies ωc

significantly greater than the frequency ω of the applied
pressure field (or equivalently, bubble sizes a0 smaller
than the resonant size a0,c) oscillate in phase with the ap-
plied field. Conversely, bubbles with significantly smaller
resonant frequencies oscillate out of phase.

As a consequence, individual bubbles will migrate to a
pressure anti-node for sound frequencies ω < ωc and to
a pressure node for ω > ωc. This is the primary Bjerk-
nes force [83, 90]. The direction of the primary Bjerknes
force on a bubble at a particular location z along a stand-
ing acoustic wave can therefore be reversed as a function
of the applied frequency, or alternatively by changing the
bubble size.

For small deviations from a node or anti-node the pri-
mary Bjerknes force is a restoring force and can be ex-
pressed as

FB = −4πa30
3

kE0
βp

βm

ω2
c

ω2 − ω2
c

sin(2kz). (15)

As before, z is the distance measured from a pressure
node. The above expression for the primary Bjerknes
force neglects dissipation due to factors such as fluid vis-
cosity and heat conduction, and for a more complete de-
scription we refer the reader to the extensive analysis by
A. Doinikov in Ref. [83]. In the limit that ω ≪ ωc, cor-
responding to either low sound frequency or very small
bubbles, bubble volume oscillations are negligible, and
Eq. 15 reduces to Eq. 7 if we use Φ ≈ −βp/βm, as ap-
propriate for highly compressible objects at anti-nodes.

Equation 15 expresses the primary force on bubbles
due to a pressure gradient arising from the externally
applied sound field. However, forces arise in the presence
of any pressure gradient, and so a ‘secondary’ Bjerknes
force also exists, which as in the radiation case discussed
above is the reaction of a bubble to the scattered pressure
field of another nearby bubble.

For the case of two bubbles in an inviscid fluid un-
der a long-wavelength (i.e. much larger than the bubble
diameter) standing pressure wave, the following form of
the secondary force was derived by Bjerknes and Bjerk-
nes, which, following [83] but using our notation, can be
written as

F int
B (r) = −8πk2E0

9

a30,1a
3
0,2

r2
βp,1

βm

βp,2

βm

ω2
c,1ω

2
c,2

(ω2
c,1 − ω2)(ω2

c,2 − ω2)
.

(16)
Here a0,i are the equilibrium radii of the two bubbles,

each with associated resonance frequency ωc,i according
to Eq. 14, and r ≪ λ is the distance between bubbles
[65, 83] (we are again ignoring effects due to various
dissipation mechanisms; see [83]). Equation 16 reveals
that bubbles repel (F int

B > 0) whenever ω lays between
ωc,(1) and ωc,(2) (in which case they also move to differ-
ent nodes), and they attract otherwise, as confirmed by
experimental observations [84]. In Fig. 3c we show nu-
merical results for the interaction of two micro-bubbles
according to Eq. 16. In the limit where ω is much smaller
than either of the bubbles’ resonance frequencies, such
that bubble shape oscillations become negligible, Eq. 16
reduces to Eq. 11 for the secondary acoustic near-field

interaction if we also recall that f
(i)
0 ≈ −βp,i/βm for bub-

bles [32, 91].
However, when bubbles approach at very close range

(i.e. on the order of a bubble diameter or less), Eq. 16
is insufficient to explain bubble interactions. The most
striking effect in need of explanation was the reversal in
secondary Bjerknes force at close range, such that bub-
bles attractive at longer ranges will approach but not coa-
lesce, instead halting at a stable distance [68, 86, 92, 93],
forming clusters that have been called ‘bubble grapes.’
Numerous theoretical studies have approached this prob-
lem, extending the analysis to include the effects of sound
being scattered between bubbles multiple times [82], cou-
plings between the bubble oscillations [92, 94–96], or ef-
fects due to the anharmonicity of bubble oscillations out-
side the harmonic regime [79]. Recent studies in shear-
thinning media have even demonstrated complex sur-
face modes on interacting bubbles, responsible for self-
propulsion of bubble trains [97].

C. Micro-Streaming

An additional and important close-range correction to
the forces between bubbles are the streaming interactions
[83]. Generally, these are steady flows that arise in liq-
uids under oscillating pressure fields, and are nonlinear
in nature. Due to the particularly high sound intensities
used in sonochemistry or cavitation studies, streaming
forces are important to the dynamics of groups of bubbles
[89, 98–100]. However, streaming effects are possible in
any acoustic context involving a non-inviscid fluid, and
so are sufficiently general that we devote the following
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section to their consideration.
The viscosity of the host fluid provides another means

for the generation of acoustic forces (upper regime in
Fig. 2), specifically through the generation of steady
micro-streaming flows. Although ordinarily this regime
is associated with the increase of fluid viscosity (e.g.,
the propagation of sound in water rather than in air),
viscosity can also play an appreciable effect for suffi-
ciently small particles in air. As an example, we return
to Kundt’s observation of clustering powder in a reso-
nant tube. Although the formation of these clusters was
at first thought to be due to the vibration of the tube,
or perhaps acoustic radiation forces, later experiments
demonstrated that the air inside the tube in fact devel-
oped circulatory currents, which displaced the powder.

Just thirty years earlier, Faraday [101] had observed
a similar invisible flow during experiments on Chladni
plates. When heavy grains (such as sand) are displaced
on a Chladni plate, they move to the nodal lines (i.e.
where the amplitude of harmonic displacement of the
plates was zero). However, repeating the experiment
with light powders produced clusters at the antinodes of
the vibrating plate, where the displacement was greatest.
Careful observation revealed that the powders collected
in the air in “parcels, which are in extraordinary condi-
tion: for the powder of each parcel continues to rise up
at the centre and flow down on every side to the bot-
tom, where it enters the mass to ascend at the centre
again” [101]. The powder in fact collected at the antin-
odes because the currents of air rise from the areas of
maximum vibration.

These observations, as pointed out by Lord
Rayleigh [102], indicate that harmonic motion (of
either a plate or a tube) produces steady-state circula-
tory flow away from the vibrating solid surface. Such
flows arise due to the effect of “friction, by which the
motion of fluid in the neighborhood of solid bodies may
be greatly modified” [102], and are generally referred to
as Rayleigh streaming. We note that the propagation of
intense sound waves in free space can produce steady-
state fluid flow in the absence of solid boundaries, due
to the gradient in radiation pressure along the beam
propagation direction. Such streaming is referred to
as Eckart streaming [103–105], and takes place over
lengthscales much larger than the acoustic wavelength.
Our subsequent focus is on Rayleigh streaming, or
micro-streaming, in close proximity to particle surfaces.

In order to gain some intuition as to the physical ori-
gin of steady-state micro-streaming flows, we turn to the
Navier-Stokes equations for a compressible fluid in the
absence of additional body forces [106–108]

∇p = −ρ
∂v

∂t
− ρ(v · ∇)v + η∇2v + ζη∇(∇ · v) . (17)

Here the viscosity ratio ζ accounts for the internal fric-
tion of the fluid medium under compression, which dif-
fers from the internal friction in response to shear that is

represented by η. Substituting the pressure, velocity and
density fields from Eq. 4 into Eq. 17 and treating the os-
cillating terms (which we here denote by the subscript 1)
as small perturbations gives, to first order in these per-
turbations, ∇p1 = −ρm

∂v1

∂t +η∇2v1+ζη∇(∇·v1). Since
the terms in this first order expression oscillate harmon-
ically in time, there is no flow averaged over an acoustic
cycle. The origin of acoustic streaming must therefore
be in higher order terms. In order to find these terms,
we operate under the assumption that there are second
order perturbations to Eq. 4, labeled with subscript 2,
which do not depend on time:

p(r, t) = pm,0 + p1(r, t) + p2(r)

v(r, t) = v1(r, t) + v2(r)

ρ(r, t) = ρm + ρ1(r, t) + ρ2(r) . (18)

Inserting these fields into Eq. 17 and averaging all
terms over one oscillation cycle yields, to second order
and after rearranging [107],

−∇p2 + η∇2v2 + ζη∇(∇ · v2) =〈
ρ1

∂v1

∂t

〉
+

〈
ρm(v1 · ∇)v1

〉
.

(19)

While p1, v1 and ρ1 individually vary harmonically,
and so average out to zero over an acoustic cycle, the
product of two harmonic quantities does not generally
average to zero over time. Thus, the two terms on the
right hand side of Eq. 19, which are products of oscillat-
ing entities, produce a non-zero streaming velocity field
v2 on the left hand side. Taking into account the appro-
priate boundary conditions, this gives rise to the velocity
field surrounding the sphere shown in Fig. 3d. The same
oscillating entities also generate a steady pressure, p2,
whose gradient provides the primary acoustic force that
drives acoustophoretic motion. We further note that cou-
pling from the harmonic terms into the spatial variations
of the steady flow field v2 is directly controlled by the
viscosity of the host fluid – in the limit of an inviscid fluid
with η = 0, only the pressure gradient remains and there
is no acoustic streaming.
In order to assess the degree to which acoustic stream-

ing plays a part in the dynamics of acoustically manipu-
lated structures, we compute a characteristic lengthscale
for acoustic streaming. Such a lengthscale can be derived
from considering an infinite flat plate oscillating at fre-
quency ω relative to a fluid with dynamic viscosity η (or
kinematic viscosity ν = η/ρm) and density ρm. For the
case where the oscillation direction is parallel to the plate
surface, the amplitude of velocity oscillations in the fluid
decays exponentially away from the plate, with a charac-
teristic lengthscale δ =

√
2ν/ω.

This lengthscale, which we will refer to here as the
viscous skin depth, again compares the fluid viscosity
and its inertia due to the oscillation of the solid surface.
Effectively, a solid surface oscillating relative to a fluid
carries a viscous “shell” with it, inside of which acoustic
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streaming can be strong compared to the propagation of
acoustic waves from the oscillatory motion of the solid.
Although we have considered streaming due to the pres-
ence of an oscillating wall, we emphasize that streaming
arises due to any relative oscillatory motion between a
solid and a viscous fluid, such as when a solid particle is
acoustically levitated [109–111].

The effect of acoustic streaming on the physics of an
acoustically levitated object thus becomes pronounced
when the characteristic size of that object is compa-
rable to δ. For typical ultrasound in water using 1
MHz, δ ≈ 1µm, or the size of a colloidal particle; for
particles levitated in air at 100kHz we have δ ≈ 10µm.
With micron-scale particles exposed to an acoustic field,
forces due to acoustic streaming can thus be comparable
to acoustic radiation forces, or even larger [31, 112–115].
For sufficiently small, dense particles, streaming can even
switch the equilibrium levitation position from the pres-
sure nodes to the antinodes [116]. For bubbles the inter-
face with the surrounding medium is no longer charac-
terized by a no-slip boundary condition. Still, streaming
can have a pronounced effect on the interaction of bub-
bles, and may be responsible for previously mentioned
repulsive bubble interactions at very close range [82, 83].

In the case where particles possess a high degree of
symmetry, such as spheres, cylinders, or spheroids, the
spatial structure of acoustic streaming around a parti-
cle can be calculated analytically [63, 117–123]. Gener-
ally, the flow around a sphere takes the form of two sets
of counter-rotating vortices: one set within the bound-
ary layer, with characteristic size δ [124, 125] (usually
referred to as inner streaming, or Schlichting stream-
ing), and another whose spatial extent can be many
times larger than the size of a particle [126] (usually
referred to as outer streaming, or Rayleigh streaming).
Controlling both these streaming forces and acoustic ra-
diation forces has recently been shown to greatly ex-
pand the capabilities of single-particle acoustic manip-
ulation [16, 127, 128].

To zeroth order, the viscosity-induced effects on inter-
actions among objects within the levitation plane can be
accounted for by an effective size that simply adds an
additional layer of thickness δ to the radius a. This is a
useful approximation in the far-field limit r ≫ a, r > λ
[33]. At close approach the situation becomes more inter-
esting. For two solid, identical spheres levitating in the
pressure nodal plane, Fabre et al. showed [18] that the in-
ner vortices around the spheres generate a repulsive force
that counteracts the attractive force from sound scatter-
ing (Eq. 8). The corresponding flow field around one of
the spheres is shown in Fig. 3d, where the black arrows
indicate the forces experienced by the second sphere. The
degree to which viscous streaming affects the interactions
observed in the inviscid case can be parameterized by the
Stokes number Ω (Eq. 3). Smaller Stokes number corre-
sponds to increasing significance of micro-streaming. In
Fig. 2 we therefore plot 1/Ω along the vertical axis.

A direct consequence of the competing attractive scat-

tering and repulsive microstreaming forces is that two
solid spheres no longer are driven into direct contact, but
instead attain a steady-state in-plane separation that is
finite. This happens for sufficiently small Ω, below 10-20
[18], and is shown in Fig. 3e, where the zero-crossings
of the net interaction force move to larger center-to-
center separations r as the sphere radius a decreases
(darker curves). Experiments that levitated solid spheres
(2a < 60 microns) in air at 30-60 kHz have observed sta-
ble pairs of spheres exhibiting finite separation distances
in close agreement with the predictions by Fabre et al.
as well as Lattice-Boltzmann simulations [64].
Extending these calculations to derive the streaming-

induced force between a general arrangement of parti-
cles is difficult, however, as such a force depends on the
configurations of all particles in the flow, and is thus
inherently many-body. In the case of pairs of spheres,
computational and experimental results show that par-
ticles in a vibrated fluid experience a net force which
causes the spheres to align such that the line connect-
ing their centres is perpendicular to the oscillation di-
rection. Additionally, the particles experience a mutual
force which is long-range attractive but short-range re-
pulsive [18, 129, 130], roughly corresponding to the in-
ner and outer streaming regions. Observations of larger
particle numbers have shown chaotic spontaneous mo-
tion, driven by the collective streaming-induced flows of
the cluster [131, 132]. Furthermore, superposing mul-
tiple standing waves can produce complex streaming
flows that generate torque on levitated particles [133–
140]. Such rotational flows introduce additional layers
of complexity to the collective flows, and by extension,
the many-body forces that act on levitated particles. In-
corporating an understanding of these streaming flow-
induced forces, and their interplay with acoustic radia-
tion forces, remains an outstanding challenge for acoustic
levitation.

D. Connections to optical radiation forces

As Lord Rayleigh pointed out, just as the pressure of
acoustic vibrations can exert forces on particles, other
types of vibration must exert similar forces, under a sim-
ilar mathematical framework. The most famous exam-
ple is optical forces, which appear due to electromag-
netic “vibrations”. Indeed, these optical forces form an-
other (extremely widespread) approach for the noncon-
tact manipulation of matter [144, 145]. As with acous-
tic radiation forces, the principle of operation relies on
the scattering of a beam of light by suspended particles,
which then experience an optical radiation pressure. The
precise spatio-temporal force profile exerted on the sus-
pended particles can then be tuned by shaping the beam
of light. Indeed, recent advances in acoustic manipula-
tion have recapitulated some of the library of technologies
developed for advanced optical manipulation, including
acoustic holography [10, 146], controlled rotation via the
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FIG. 4. Comparison of optical and acoustic secondary interactions. Plots of theoretical predictions for the normalized secondary
scattering radial force experienced by a particle placed in an (a) optical field [141], and (b) acoustic field [32], due to another
particle placed at the origin (scatterers have size parameter ka = 0.1, and are not visible on this scale). The incident wave is
along the z-axis, and is polarized in the x-direction for the optical case. In the nodal plane, optical and acoustic secondary
scattering appear similar in form near the axis of polarization. (c,d) Images of two- and three-particle clusters mediated by
optical and acoustic scattering. Both the far-field binding, where particles are trapped approximately one wavelength apart,
and the near-field binding are demonstrated. (c) Optical images reproduced from [142], showing 100nm Ag particles in water,
trapped in a focused 800nm Gaussian beam (propagation direction out of the plane), with the same x-direction polarization
as in (a). (d) Image of acoustic clusters from [44], depicting polystyrene particles in water, trapped in a 1MHz ultrasound
standing wave. (e) Image of optically bound many-particle cluster, consisting of 250nm Au nanoparticles bound in far-field
potential minima under a circularly polarized 800nm incident beam. Reproduced from [143]. (f) Image of acoustically bound
many-particle cluster, consisting of polyethylene particles levitated by 40kHz ultrasound in air, forming a close-packed 2D raft
due to near-field attractions and, at this particle size, negligible repulsive microstreaming. Reproduced from [38].

transfer of orbital angular momentum [52, 147, 148], and
acoustic tweezers [149–152].

Although the superficial similarities between acoustic
and optical manipulation are very strong, there are sig-
nificant differences in their underlying physics. Unlike
light, whose mathematical framework is a vector field
with polarization, acoustic forces fundamentally arise
from the scalar (at first order) pressure, velocity, and
density fields. These acoustic fields are furthermore de-
scriptors of an underlying fluid that is dissipative and
nonlinear (for example, there is no streaming equivalent
for optical forces). A detailed analysis, especially for the
form of the radiation pressure, can be found in several
recent reviews [13, 153, 154]. Here, we briefly cover some
fundamentals of the optical and acoustic radiation forces.

As with acoustic forces, the physics of optical trapping
can be understood by separately considering the regimes
of very small particles (size much smaller than wave-
length, Rayleigh limit), and large particles (size com-
parable to or larger than the wavelength, Mie limit).
We begin with the limit where particles are many wave-
lengths in size, such that light-matter interactions are
well described by ray optics. Our incident wave is (co-
herent) light, which spreads out from a focal point, at

which the area flux of photons is greatest. A dielectric
particle whose diameter is much larger than the wave-
length (often referred to as Mie particle) is now placed
in this beam, away from the focal point. In this case,
the light is refracted and reflected around the object,
meaning that the momentum of the incident photons is
redirected by the Mie particle. The Mie particle thus ex-
periences an equal and opposite force towards the focal
point, both parallel to and perpendicular to the beam
axis [141, 144, 145, 155].

Although a parallel analysis has been proposed and an-
alyzed theoretically for ray acoustics [156, 157], the range
of particle sound absorbency and beam conditions that
permit stable levitation appears to be very small. Ad-
ditionally, current experimental techniques for acoustic
levitation in the Mie limit have so far successfully levi-
tated only objects of size smaller than three wavelengths,
far from the regime where such an analysis would be ap-
propriate [52, 53, 158, 159]. Nevertheless, the principle
of redirected acoustic momentum flux can be used to lev-
itate and exert forces on particles with size of order λ.
If the forward and backward acoustic momentum flux on
a particle are imbalanced, either because of the parti-
cle shape [160] or surface texture [161], acoustically lev-
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itated particles can also experience an acoustic pulling
force (“tractor beam”).

In the Rayleigh limit, it is possible to make direct
comparisons to the acoustic radiation forces discussed
in Sec. IA by considering the electric dipole moment in-
duced on the particle by the incident light [144, 145, 162].
In order to make the comparison between the optical and
acoustical Rayleigh limits clear, we briefly recapitulate
the framework introduced by Abdelaziz and Grier [162].
We consider an electric field E(r) whose components have
amplitude and phase

Ej(r) = uj(r)e
iϕj(r) (20)

For a spherical Rayleigh particle with complex electric
dipole polarizability αe = α′

e + iα′′
e and radius a, this

electric field exerts a force

Fe(r) =
1

4
α′
e∇

3∑
j=1

u2
j (r) +

1

2
α′′
e

3∑
j=1

u2
j (r)∇ϕj(r) . (21)

The first term in Eq. 21 can be interpreted as a net gra-
dient of the field intensity: just as with Mie particles,
Rayleigh particles in an optical trap experience forces
along intensity gradients. This force is expressed as a gra-
dient of the electric field, and is thus strictly conservative.
On the other hand, the second term is non-conservative,
and is driven by phase gradients in the electric field. We
note that the relative strength of the conservative and
nonconservative forces is determined by the magnitudes
of α′

e and α′′
e , which are functions of the scattering and

absorption coefficients of the particle, and scale as (a/λ)3

and (a/λ)6 respectively. For Rayleigh particles a ≪ λ,
and so the conservative forces dominate.

A similar expression for acoustics can be derived by
considering a Rayleigh particle in an acoustic field, which
we write using the (scalar) pressure component, decom-
posed similarly to Eq. 20:

p(r, t) = u(r)eiϕ(r)e−iωt (22)

Unlike the optical case, where the quadrupole contri-
bution to the particle response can be neglected, particles
in an acoustic field respond to applied pressure with both
a dipole and quadrupole polarizability [163]. Retaining
the notation of Sec. I A, these complex polarizabilities
can be written to lowest order as

αa =
4πa3

3ρmc2m
f0

[
−1 + i

1

3
(f0 + f1)(ka)

3

]
(23)

= α′
a + iα′′

a (24)

for the dipole polarizability, and

βa =
2πa3

ρmc2m
f0

[
1 + i

1

6
f1(ka)

3

]
(25)

= β′
a + iβ′′

a (26)

for the quadrupole polarizability. We note that the dipole
and quadrupole polarizabilities are complex nonlinear
combinations of the monopole and dipole scattering co-
efficients from Sec. IA. The radiation force due to the
pressure field Eq. 22 on such a particle can then be writ-
ten as

Fa(r) =
1

4
α′
a∇u2 +

1

2
α′′
au

2∇ϕ

+
1

4
β′
a∇

(
u2 +

1

2
k−2∇2u2

)
+

1

4
β′′
ak

−2[(2k2u2 +∇2u2 + 2u∇u · ∇)∇ϕ

− (u∇2ϕ+ 2u∇ϕ · ∇)∇u] .

(27)

In the limit that the complex part of the polarizabil-
ities is zero (i.e. the scattered acoustic field is in phase
with the incident field), Eq. 27 reduces to only the first
and third terms, giving a purely conservative force and
reducing to Eq. 6 (via the definition Eq. 5). Additionally,
considering only the dipole part of the particle response
(the first two terms in Eq. 27) produces a force that looks
strikingly similar to its optical counterpart, Eq. 21. Since
the quadrupole polarizability depends solely on f1, which
corresponds to a density mismatch between the parti-
cle and acoustic field, we conclude that the optical and
acoustic forces on Rayleigh particles are identical in form
when particles are completely density matched to the
acoustic fluid [164]. More specifically, the quadrupolar
terms in Eq. 27 arise from the need for the velocity field
to be continuous at the particle boundary, a condition
that does not exist in the optical case.
As with their optical counterparts, the conservative

part of Fa scales as (a/λ)3, while the non-conservative
parts scale as (a/λ)6. Thus the conservative component
of the acoustic force, Eq. 6 dominates for particles in the
Rayleigh limit. However, as particles become the same
size or larger than the wavelength, the nonconservative
part of Eq. 27 can become significant compared to the
conservative part. Unlike the optical radiation force, the
acoustic non-conservative forces (the second and fourth
lines of Eq. 27) are not straightforwardly related to the
intensity and phase gradients of the pressure field, and
instead take the form of nonlinear combinations of gra-
dients in both intensity and phase. These nonlinearities
make the levitation and manipulation of Mie particles a
challenging computational task.
Just as pairs of particles placed in an acoustic trap ex-

perience interparticle interactions due to secondary scat-
tering, pairs of particles placed in a optical trap similarly
experience a force referred to as optical binding [155, 165–
170]. We consider the case of a pair of particles placed in
an optical trap. One particle (the source) receives the in-
cident field, and develops an induced dipole moment that
oscillates according to its complex polarizability α. This
oscillating dipole then produces a secondary electric field,
which produces the optical binding on the second parti-
cle. Optical binding, like acoustic binding, thus produces
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interparticle forces that depend strongly on the orienta-
tion of the particles relative to the incident field. Unlike
the acoustic version, however, optical interparticle forces
also depend strongly on the orientation of the particles
relative to the beam polarization. As a concrete compari-
son, the near-field radial force between a pair of spherical
particles with radius a, oriented such that their mutual
axis is perpendicular to the beam direction and parallel
to the beam polarization, is [141]

F (r) = −3|α|2|E0|2

4πϵ0ϵmr4
, (28)

and in the far-field is

F (r) =
|α|2|E0|2k2

4πϵ0ϵm

cos(kr)

r2
, (29)

where we have denoted the amplitude of the incident
electric field as E0, which propagates in vacuum with
permittivity ϵ0, and in the trap with relative permittiv-
ity ϵm. This expression is once again only valid in the
Rayleigh limit, where particles can be treated as point
dipole sources.

In the limit where Eqs. 28 and 29 are valid, they bear a
striking similarity to the acoustic versions (Eqs. 8 and 9,
see Fig. 4a,b for a graphical comparison), bearing in mind
that α ∼ ϵ0ϵma3: both are strictly attractive, scale with
a polarizability and scattering cross-section squared, and
decay with the same power of r. Here, the electric dipole
polarizability plays the part of the acoustic density con-
trast, which contributes to the acoustic quadrupolar po-
larizability.

The fact that these forms are identical stems from
the fact that for Rayleigh particles with real polariz-
abilities in the nodal plane, the acoustic velocity field
can be treated as conjugate to the optical electric field.
This mathematical equivalency can be derived by treat-
ing the acoustic field using the velocity potential instead,
from which the pressure and velocity fields are derived.
Such an approach suggests a path for leveraging the well-
developed theoretical frameworks [171–173] for optical
radiation forces for their acoustic equivalents, particu-
larly in the case of particles with nontrivial shape or
acoustic resonances [174–176].

In practice, the shape of the incident field is often dif-
ferent between the optical and acoustic cases. In partic-
ular, optical traps for particles tend to be tightly focused
around the particles, in order to provide good spatial
localization, while acoustic traps tend to have gradients
much larger than the size of a levitated particle. This dis-
tinction means that optical forces have been employed to
trap smaller particles, while acoustic forces remain large
for larger particles [154]. Additionally, since acoustic
traps are less focused compared to typical optical traps,
the shape and size of a trapped multi-particle cluster can
differ significantly between the two methods.

An example is illustrated in Fig. 4c and Fig. 4d. In
the far-field, shown in the left top and bottom images
in these figures, the optical and acoustic two- and three-
particle clusters appear quite similar. However, for the
optical traps, the near-field binding can only be achieved
by focusing the beam more tightly, and the particles do
not relax into the close-packed triangular cluster exhib-
ited by the acoustic counterpart. This anisotropy is due
to the laser polarization direction, which is parallel to
the line formed by the three particles [142]. Since acous-
tic waves have no polarization, the binding generated by
acoustic scattering is intrinsically isotropic in the nodal
plane. Optical forces can be made isotropic by using cir-
cularly polarized light to trap particles, allowing for the
creation of more isotropic lattices (Fig. 4e). However,
creating a large lattice requires significant effort to ho-
mogenize the intensity gradients in the optical trapping
plane and create phase gradient traps [143], whereas the
wider spatial focus of acoustic traps lends itself to the
production of larger clusters (Fig. 4f).

Optical binding has been proposed as a potent tool to
create arbitrary potential energy surfaces for the assem-
bly of nanoscale particles into optical matter. Since opti-
cal beams can be readily shaped into a wide array of force
profiles, both conservative and non-conservative, optical
matter has been used to demonstrate tunable reaction
pathways [142], optical epitaxial growth [177], particles
with switchable (conservative to nonconservative) inter-
actions [178], and non-Hermitian effects in large optical
lattices [179]. The development of acoustic equivalents
for these optical landscapes opens the door to realizing
some of these possibilities in an acoustic system. Future
work in acoustics may find the parallel between acoustics
and optics to be a fruitful ground for the discovery of rich
acoustic many-body physics.

Our analysis thus far has treated the acoustic field as
a purely scalar field. However, a recent body of work
has shown that the acoustic field can, in some respects,
also have the properties of a vector field. In particular,
although the overall pressure field is a scalar quantity,
acoustic waves can also produce local velocity fields – in
the coherent motion of the acoustic medium. These local
fields appear as a result of evanescent waves, either due to
interference or travel near a structured metasurface [180].
When these local velocity fields rotate, the net effect is
to create a vector field with intrinsic angular momen-
tum (‘spin’) [164, 181–183], which can then transfer this
spin degree of freedom to a probe placed in the acoustic
field [180]. Structuring this spin degree of freedom opens
the door to an even wider array of possible acoustic land-
scapes, such as acoustic skyrmions [184, 185]. Combining
these acoustic spin textures with acoustically induced in-
terparticle interactions raises the intriguing possibility of
creating acoustic versions of spin-matter interactions.
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II. FRONTIERS IN OUR UNDERSTANDING
OF ACOUSTIC FORCES

A. Particles with arbitrary shape

Our previous discussions of the acoustic forces
(whether scattering, deformation, or streaming-
dominated in Fig. 2) have so far focused on the
case in which scatterers can be treated as spherical.
This limit is useful for detailed analytical treatment,
and results in the expressions for acoustic radiation
force that have been previously presented. However, ex-
perimental realizations of acoustic levitation frequently
utilize particles that are highly nonspherical, such as
rods [190], fibres [187], muscular tissue [191], and red
blood cells [192]. In these cases, several opportunities
for new physics emerge. First, since particles are no
longer isotropic and have rotational degrees of freedom,
the torque exerted by the acoustic field on a single
levitated particle becomes a meaningful quantity to
compute. This torque determines the stable orientation
of a single levitated particle. Second, since particles
no longer scatter isotropically, shape modifies the form
of the acoustic force acting on a particle. Finally, this
modified scattering also generates modified secondary
acoustic forces, resulting in shape-dependent, anisotropic
acoustic interactions between levitated particles. Here,
we review several recent theoretical and experimental
efforts that aim to build an understanding of the effect
of shape on acoustic forces and torques.

The torque on an acoustically levitated object can be
relatively straightforwardly computed by the conserva-
tion of angular momentum: the flux of angular momen-
tum into a surface bounding the object is equal to the
torque on that object (assuming that there are no sources
or sinks of angular momentum inside the surface) [193].

For particular shapes with a high degree of symmetry,
the expression for the torque can be simplified. Histori-
cally, significant effort has focused on the acoustic forces
and torques exerted on disk-shaped particles, which ori-
ent themselves such that their flat faces are normal to
the sound propagation direction, and enhance the pri-
mary acoustic force relative to the equivalent volume
sphere [194–196]. Additional work has highlighted the
acoustic radiation forces and torques that result for other
highly symmetric particle shapes, such as ellipsoids [197–
202], shells [21, 203, 204], and cylinders [205, 206].

In the limit of scattering particles much smaller than
the wavelength, Z. Fan and coworkers [207] presented a
general formula for the acoustic radiation torque on a
levitated particle of arbitrary shape. Such an approach
lends itself well to computational methods such as finite-
element [189, 208–210] or lattice-Boltzmann [38, 211], but
can be computationally intensive. One proposed method
to decrease this computational cost is the transition ma-
trix method (TMM), developed in analogy with the opti-
cal version of the same method [212]. In this method, the
incoming and scattered acoustic waves are expressed as

series expansions. The scattering contribution of the ob-
ject is then expressed as a transition matrix, which mul-
tiplies the coefficients of the incoming acoustic wave to
give the scattered wave coefficients. Since this transition
matrix is a function of the object geometry and mate-
rial, this matrix can be computed or measured ahead of
time, and then employed to rapidly compute the acoustic
radiation force and torque. TMM has been successfully
implemented and shown to be particularly efficient for
objects with a high degree of symmetry [213–216].
An alternative recent approach has focused on captur-

ing the effect of shape by extending Eq. 6 to include addi-
tional scattering coefficients. For spherical particles, the
scattering coefficients f0 and f1 (in the language of Sec.
ID, the acoustic dipole and quadrupole polarizabilities)
couple to the pressure and velocity fields, respectively.
Recalling that f0 corresponds to a compressibility con-
trast, and f1 to a density contrast, the statement that f0
contributes to the scattered pressure and f1 to the scat-
tered velocity is a restatement of the two constitutive
relations for continuum materials: the sound momentum
density is related to the velocity, and the stress in the
fluid is related to the volume strain.
However, for particles or structures that are asymmet-

ric on a microstructural level, this assumption may be
violated, such that the particle strain contributes to the
sound momentum density, and the velocity to the fluid
pressure. This coupling is known as Willis coupling and
originated from the theoretical description of metama-
terials [217, 218]. Within this framework, and under
the assumption that the sound wave and particle obey
reciprocity, the effect of a scatterer on the pressure and
velocity fields can be summarized with three sets of coef-
ficients: the scalar αpp, which is the compressibility con-
tribution to the pressure and for spheres is proportional
to a3ρmβmf0, the three-by-three tensor αααvv which is the
density contribution to the velocity and for spheres is
proportional to a3ρmf1/ω times the identity matrix, and
the three-by-one vector αααpv, which is the Willis cross-
coupling and is zero for spheres. The acoustic force on
a levitated Rayleigh scatterer with these coefficients can
be expressed using vectors and dyadics as [186, 219]

F =− ⟨ αpp

2ρm
∇p2⟩+ ⟨iωαααvvv · ∇v⟩

+ ⟨α
ααpv

ρm
· (p∇v − v∇p)⟩ , (30)

and the acoustic torque can be expressed as

T = ⟨iωpαααpv × v⟩+ ⟨iω(αααvvv)× v⟩ . (31)

Calculating the acoustic torque and force on an object
thus reduces to the problem of computing the sets of co-
efficients αpp, αααvv and αααpv. This is generally not straight-
forward, as they depend highly nonlinearly on the details
of the object shape [219]. Nevertheless, this approach
has been successfully used to calculate the acoustic force
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FIG. 5. Particle shape alters multi-body acoustic interactions. (a) Willis coupling alters the stable levitation position and
angular orientation of particles. (top) Ellipsoidal particles levitate at a pressure node and experience torques that align their
long axis with the nodal plane, while (bottom) particles with nontrivial Willis coupling (shape in orange box) have stable
trapping points away from the pressure node and torques that are opposite in direction (green arrows). Adapted from [186].
(b) End-to-end rod alignment due to secondary scattering in a microfluidic device. (Left) Simulated acoustic potential energy
for a probe rod (gray) placed in an existing particle configuration (dark blue). The nodal line is along the z-direction at x = 0.
For rods, the attractive (light blue) and repulsive (light yellow) regions are more sharply pronounced compared to spheres (see
Fig. 3a, where, however, the nodal plane is at z = 0). (Right) False-color optical microscope image, showing the assembly of
rods into parallel columns, separated due to competition between the primary acoustic force, which drives particles toward the
node along x = 0, and the side-by-side repulsion of neighboring rods. Adapted from [187]. (c) Side views of levitated particles
with sharp edges. Such edges produce strongly directional bonds in cubes, cones, and cylinders, which then act as elastic hinges
when the assembled structures oscillate vertically in the acoustic field. Reproduced from [188]. (d) Bottom views of levitated
particles with shapes designed to form lock-and-key assemblies by matching local curvature. Reproduced from [189].

and torque on objects with protrusions and internal cav-
ities [186], demonstrating that the shape of an object can
control stable levitation positions, and even reverse the
direction of acoustic force and torque relative to an equiv-
alent object with no Willis coupling (Fig. 5a). We note
that the Willis coupling has been measured for metama-
terial elements [218, 220], but has not yet been applied
to experimental realizations of acoustically levitated par-
ticles.

In addition to modifying the primary acoustic force
and torque, particle shape can also strongly modify sec-
ondary acoustic forces and torques. Shape-dependent
secondary forces have been shown to drive highly
anisotropic assembly of objects [187, 221], such as end-
to-end tilings of colloidal rods (Fig. 5b). In particular,
large curvature, e.g. in particles with sharp edges, ap-
pears to strongly enhance local acoustic forces, leading
to the attachment of cubes along their edges instead of
face-to-face [188] (Fig. 5c). Designing particles with
appropriately matching local curvatures can also be ex-
ploited to enhance site-specific binding probabilities [189]
(Fig. 5d).

Unlike the previously mentioned frameworks being de-
veloped to calculate the primary acoustic force on objects
with arbitrary shape, there is currently no similar theo-
retical framework to treat the secondary acoustic forces.
Current work on understanding the shape-dependence of
the secondary acoustic force is limited to finite-element
simulations, which make use of the Rayleigh-limit expres-
sions (Eq. 6) to compute the force on a spherical Rayleigh
scatterer due to an object of arbitrary shape [188, 189].
Such a calculation scheme can provide a qualitative un-
derstanding of the structure of secondary acoustic forces,
but it does not fully account for the complexity of inter-
action between a pair of anisotropic particles, especially
since the secondary acoustic forces and torques will be a
function of the position and orientation of each levitated
object. Future work that seeks to elucidate these shape-
dependent secondary forces thus requires the develop-
ment of new experimental tools to accurately produce
shaped particles, and measure their forces as a function
of shape, orientation, and position, in addition to novel
numerical and theoretical tools. Further opportunities
for research present themselves in the Mie limit, where
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shape dependencies are expected to become even more
extreme, or when particles with shape have some flexible
elements.

We note that our discussion of the effect of particle
shape has focused only on the acoustic radiation forces
and torques. However, the viscous flows around a particle
are also a strong function of the particle shape, and are
likely to contribute strongly to the total force and torque
on an object in an acoustic field. Indeed, several studies
have pointed out that the contribution of viscous torques
can be very significant, even for particles much larger
than the viscous skin depth [197, 222, 223]. The effect
of shape on acoustic streaming-induced interaction forces
remains an open frontier of research.

B. Energizing Instabilities

A key assumption of our treatment of the acoustic force
has been the presence of an acoustic standing wave that
is weakly perturbed by the presence of a levitated ob-
ject. In any experimental system for acoustic levitation
or manipulation, such a standing wave is generally es-
tablished by exciting a mode of an acoustic cavity (see
Fig. 1 for examples). The precise shape of this mode
can be controlled using the boundary conditions of the
acoustic wave, such as the shape of the cavity.

However, the levitated object forms an additional
boundary condition within the acoustic cavity. Since the
resultant cavity mode is also the source of forces acting
on the levitated object, this fact gives rise to a class of
non-conservative forces that act on levitated objects due
to feedback instabilities between the levitated object and
the acoustic mode present. Briefly, the acoustic mode
present in a resonator is perturbed as the position of a
levitated object changes, and this provides the possibil-
ity for positive feedback that accelerates particles. Typ-
ically, this mechanism excites oscillations aligned with
the steepest gradient of the acoustic potential (i.e. per-
pendicular to the wavefronts).

The presence of instabilities in levitation systems is
generically remarked upon by practitioners. Our cur-
rent understanding of the effect begins with observations
made in microgravity, as part of an experiment carried
aboard space shuttle flight STS-41b and as reported by
D. Elleman, T. Wang and M. Barmatz [224]. These au-
thors noted that spontaneous oscillations would often oc-
cur and cause early termination of experiments due to
sample ejection or contact with the boundaries of the
cavity. From this observation, a theory of feedback insta-
bility was developed [225], which combined the influence
of levitated object position on cavity modes [226] with
time-delay effects associated with the finite lifetime of
cavity modes. It was found that such feedback instability
can produce a velocity-dependent force on levitated ob-
jects, analogous to a velocity-dependent damping term.
Crucially, this damping-like term can be negative, acting
to accelerate objects rather than slow them down. The

key condition for negative damping to occur is for the
acoustic cavity to be excited at a frequency higher than
its nearest eigenmode. Combining this with Eq. 7 and
viscous drag, we arrive at a simple description for the
dynamical response of an acoustically levitated object
to forces driving it away from its equilibrium position
at z = 0 [35]. For spontaneous acceleration, the exci-
tation frequency must be sufficiently high that negative
damping overwhelms other dissipative effects (i.e. sources
of positive damping). Experimental studies have mea-
sured and confirmed the effect and this interpretation
[7, 35, 227–229] (Fig. 6a).

The significance of this feedback instability to many-
body levitation experiments is in its ability to ener-
gize systems with many degrees of freedom in a pseudo-
thermal manner. Brownian forces on acoustically manip-
ulated particles are typically far too small to excite mean-
ingful dynamics at room temperature, as particles are too
large - 10µm (100µm) radius particles in water (air) re-
quire on the order of a minute to diffuse one radius. Fur-
thermore, acoustic forces sufficiently strong to overcome
surface friction (i.e. in a surface acoustic wave geometry)
or gravity confine particles at force scales far exceeding
room temperature thermal agitation. Feedback instabili-
ties provide a mechanism for pseudo-thermal excitations
that can be controlled by the applied acoustic field rather
than the ambient temperature. An example of employ-
ing instabilities this way was presented in Ref. [7], where
spontaneous vertical oscillations of particles in small clus-
ters transfer energy to in-plane degrees of freedom, excit-
ing a variety of changes in cluster configuration (Fig. 6b).

Although currently lacking as cohesive of a theoret-
ical model as for vertical oscillations, various authors
have found that rotations of anisotropic objects are also
spontaneously excited. While it is possible to design the
acoustic modes of a cavity to carry angular momentum
[230], spontaneous rotation can be observed even with-
out such specially designed modes [38, 40, 231]. These
excited dynamics can be exploited to measure the me-
chanical properties of levitated assemblies, for example
by tracking the deformation and eventual break-up of a
particle raft while it is spinning more and more rapidly
[38].

It is furthermore possible to produce an effect similar
to spontaneous feedback instability, but by design. Using
ideas from the area of parametric excitation, the primary
acoustic field can be modulated in time to pump the dy-
namics of trapped objects (i.e. the effective spring con-
stant which pins acoustically levitated objects in space
can be harmonically varied). This approach is even capa-
ble of different levels of excitation for particles in different
acoustic minima of a standing plane wave [232]. Such a
method should also be capable of pumping multi-body
dynamics, analogous to the spontaneous instability.
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FIG. 6. Non-conservative and non-pairwise effects in acoustically energized systems. (a) Levitated objects perturb the resonant
condition of a levitation cavity, as evidenced by the shift in peak force as a function of gap height H before (red curve) and after
(black curve) a sphere is introduced. Reproduced from [228]. (b) The relationship between cavity mode and levitated object
location can produce feedback effects that energize multi-body systems, resulting in active fluctuations that can be tuned to
produce ergodic or non-ergodic reconfigurations in the levitated particle ensemble. Reproduced from [7]. (c) Small particles
(50µm) levitated in air experience a combination of scattering and viscous streaming interaction forces. These forces are non-
pairwise and non-reciprocal, with configuration changes (like the displacement of the center particle, shown in insets) causing
net forces on the entire cluster (blue curve) as well as shearing forces (red curve). Reproduced from [64]. (d) Spontaneous
rotations of levitated particle rafts can be exploited to measure mechanical properties in a non-contact fashion. Here, the
effective surface tension (γ) of a levitated raft is found not only to increase with the intensity of acoustic driving (inset) but
to scale with the number of particles in the raft (N0). This is in contrast to the intrinsic behavior of most materials and a
consequence of long-range non-pairwise interactions (dashed line: result assuming pairwise acoustic forces). Reproduced from
[38]. (e) Particles of size on the order of an acoustic wavelength can display striking non-reciprocal behavior. Small clusters of
such particles experience configuration-dependent net forces, causing a spontaneous drift of the raft. Reproduced from [61].

C. Nonconservative and nonpairwise forces

The frameworks used to describe acoustically-driven
systems (and predict their behavior) presented in Section
I provide valuable insights. However, they often employ
an ‘acoustic potential’ approach, resulting in conserva-
tive and pairwise descriptions of particle-particle interac-
tions. A growing body of literature is exploring regimes
in which these properties (pairwise additivity and conser-
vation) break down. Note that here we are referring to
an interpretation of acoustically activated systems that
neglects (or coarse-grains away) the degrees of freedom
of the fluid, and instead focuses on the forces present
on acoustically scattering objects immersed in that fluid.
As acoustic energy is constantly injected into the fluid,
it may well be more surprising that certain regimes exist
in which scatterer-scatterer forces can be described by
derivatives of a potential, than that they often cannot

be. Despite this, descriptions of acoustically interact-
ing objects as interacting via forces found by the deriva-
tive of a potential have remained attractive, and exten-
sions into more complex regimes are in their early devel-
opment. Such complications are comparatively easy to
access with acoustically-interacting many-body systems,
which therefore stand as promising models to advance our
theoretical and practical understanding of non-pairwise,
non-conservative, and non-reciprocal systems.

The non-conservative nature of acoustically-excited
matter is obvious, as energy is continuously injected into
the system. The extremely helpful simplification to con-
servative dynamics occurs when the acoustic mode ex-
citing the system has no net momentum, as in the case
of an ideal standing wave. Indeed, traveling waves, or
waves with angular momentum, can be used to transfer
momentum directly to acoustically manipulated objects
[230, 233]. In these cases, computing the primary force
exerted by the acoustic mode on a point particle includes
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terms involving the gradient of the mode’s phase (a cyclic
quantity) [162]. This computation presumably extends to
secondary scattering, i.e. modes scattered from one parti-
cle and impinging upon another. Extension to the two or
n-body scattering problem presents substantial theoreti-
cal challenges, and so progress has mostly been demon-
strated either numerically or experimentally. Theoretical
results, mainly concerning pairs of particles with differ-
ences in their material composition or geometry, have es-
tablished that broken symmetry of this kind can produce
unbalanced forces [33, 234]. Air bubbles in particular can
be used to create propulsion this way, for example by
breaking their symmetry by encapsulating most of their
surface [235, 236]. The large volume changes bubbles ex-
perience when driven near their resonance frequency en-
able intense microstreaming flows. Even without such en-
gineered complexities, bubbles can display distinct non-
pairwise additive interactions due to their intense nonlin-
ear scattering. With as few as three bubbles, simulation
studies have shown that the pair force description is in-
sufficient [237]. Even the forces between a single pair
of bubbles will be modulated by the presence of a third
nearby bubble, particularly when the modulating bubble
is super-resonant under the excitation frequency.

Intense microstreaming flows are not unique to bub-
bles. They can also arise in the vicinity of solid ob-
jects scattering intense sound. Forces arising from mi-
crostreaming compete with scattering interactions be-
tween objects, particularly when the Stokes number,
Ω = ωa2/ν is small or, equivalently, when the particle
radius is similar in scale to the viscous boundary skin
depth, δ =

√
2ν/ω. Acoustic forces between particles in

the same plane, which are attractive at short ranges for
particles a ≫ δ, can instead display a stable fixed point
at finite separation (Fig. 3e), leading to ‘expanded’ as-
semblies of particles which do not come into surface to
surface contact [18, 64, 238]. The lack of (frictional) sur-
face contact, combined with significant microstreaming
contributions to interparticle forces, allows for new, non-
conservative effects to become apparent. Small (< 50µm)
particles levitated in air form hexagonal lattices with
significant particle separations when driven with ultra-
sound. However this system also displays spontaneous
excitations, which take the form of string-like rearrange-
ments of particles with avalanche-like bursts of motion
[64]. Note that these excitations are not accompanied
by vertical oscillations, as in systems energized by the
feedback instability discussed in the previous section. In-
stead, this mechanism of energy injection depends upon
the presence of microstreaming flows near particles. Nu-
merical evidence clearly shows that such flows produce
forces on particles which are neither pairwise additive,
nor reciprocal (i.e. the force from particle A on particle
B is not opposite and equal to the force from B on A)
[64] (Fig. 6c).

While microstreaming flows can introduce intrigu-
ing complexity to interactions between acoustically-
manipulated objects, under some conditions scattering

forces can also elicit non-pairwise or non-reciprocal be-
haviors. Groups of hundreds of particles much larger
than the viscous boundary layer depth form close-packed
monolayer rafts when levitated in air. By observing spon-
taneous angular accelerations, the mechanical properties
of such rafts can be probed in a non-contact manner
[38]. Surprisingly, properties such as an effective raft sur-
face tension are found to scale with the size of the raft
(Fig. 6d), in stark contrast to the behavior of molecu-
lar liquids for which material properties quickly saturate
with a small number of constituents. This ‘extrinsic’ scal-
ing is indication of non-pairwise additive effects which
scale particle-particle acoustic interactions as the num-
ber of nearby neighbors grows. If particle size is increased
even further, to a ≈ λ, striking geometry-dependent non-
reciprocal effects can be observed. Clusters of a few par-
ticles can adopt asymmetric configurations with net un-
balanced forces, which cause the entire cluster to trans-
late as well as excite internal vibrational modes (Fig. 6e)
[61]. Particles in such configurations do not form action-
reaction pairs, and so present a rich space in which to
explore the consequences and origins of non-reciprocal
behavior in fluid-immersed many-body systems.

III. APPLICATIONS

As we outlined in the preceding sections, secondary
acoustic radiation forces together with acoustic stream-
ing control the interaction between objects that are lev-
itated or moved by primary acoustic forces. This inter-
action has been exploited across a wide range of appli-
cations in which small objects are aggregated into larger
clusters or assembled into patterns, either inside a liq-
uid medium or in air. Using standing plane waves, these
applications rely on the primary acoustic force to drive
particles, for given acoustic contrast Φ (Eq. 2), into a
pressure node or anti-node according to Eq. 7 and simi-
larly drive bubbles to nodes or anti-nodes depending on
whether their resonance frequency, which scales inversely
with bubble size (Eq.14), is higher or lower than the ap-
plied sound frequency (Eq. 15; but see [83] for the limit of
large dissipation). In mixtures of particles with positive
and negative acoustic contrast this allows for separation
into nodal/anti-nodal planes or lines [17, 32, 83, 242].
Within such nodes, furthermore, particles attract with
the secondary force that depends on their compressibil-
ity ratio or difference in material density (Eqs. 8, 11),
while bubbles can also repel within a certain frequency
window (Eq. 16). A particular advantage of using sound
is that the acoustic forces can be sufficiently large to ma-
nipulate objects of almost any material type, density or
shape in size from the nanoscale to 100s of microns or
larger, and to configure them into arrangements that can
reach the centimeter scale. In Fig. 7 we highlight a few
groups of applications that closely relate to the regimes
of many-particle interactions introduced earlier.
The aggregation of micro-bubbles, each a few mi-
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FIG. 7. Applications utilizing sound-mediated interparticle forces. (a) Microbubble aggregation for enhanced in-vivo imaging
and therapy. Image: aggregation of microbubbles into a ‘swarm’ that functions as a sound-controlled microrobot for cargo
delivery. Adapted from Ref. [78]. (b) Manipulation and characterization of soft biomedical materials with lab-on-a-chip devices.
Images: (top left) aggregation of emulsion droplets with orientation control of internal anisotropic cargo (discs) (adapted from
Ref. [17], scale bar: 10 µm); (botttom left) in-situ Raman measurement of aggregated cells or particles (adapted from Ref.
[239]); (right) sketch and confocal image of acoustically aggregated multicellular tumor spheroids (adapted from Ref. [240]).
(c) Particle assembly in microfluidic devices. Image: device for aligning and patterning anisotropic particles. Adapted from
Ref. [187]. (d) Food particle and aerosol aggregation. Image: megasonic reactor for olive paste aggregation. Adapted from
Ref. [241].

crons in diameter, via sound-induced Bjerknes forces
has important benefits for medical and therapeutic ap-
plications (Fig. 7a). Bubble clusters are an effective
means to enhance imaging contrast [69, 70]. Impor-
tantly, mobile acoustically bound bubble clusters were
observed to remain intact at physiological flow rates
[69, 78]. Bjerknes forces also attract bubbles to sur-
faces, and this has been proposed for targeted adhe-
sion to specific sites in vessels or tissues, particularly
for drug delivery applications [73–75]. Cargo transport
by ultrasonically excited bubble trains in confinement
has been demonstrated [97]. More recently, the develop-
ment of real-time programmable force fields using multi-
ple ultrasonic transducers has made it possible to steer
micro-bubble clusters, demonstrating the successful com-
bination of directed self-assembly via secondary acoustic
forces with controlled navigation using primary acoustic
forces [78, 243]. This opens up the possibility for using
such clusters as acoustically controllable ‘microrobots’ in-
side a living organism.

Embedding surface acoustic wave (SAW) generators
into microfabricated structures has enabled microfluidic
or whole lab-on-a-chip devices that can arrange small
objects into patterns that are spatially and temporally
controllable (Fig. 7b,c. Such devices, which can be 3D-
printed [239], are integrated straightforwardly into setups
employing various types of microscopy. In their simplest
form the devices send sound from opposing sides across a
fluidic channel or reservoir to form a 1D standing pressure
wave, which drives objects inside the channel to aggre-
gate in the pressure nodes or anti-nodes, depending on
the acoustic contrast [244] (see Eqs. 8 and 9 for rigid par-
ticles and Eq. 16 for bubbles in a liquid). With additional
sets of SAW generators more complicated nodal patterns
can be generated by superimposing multiple 1D standing
waves along different angles [57, 245–247](Fig.1c). Ob-
jects can be trapped (or released) on command by turn-
ing on (or off) piezoelectric transducers that generate
the primary acoustic force field, while secondary acous-
tic forces due to sound scattering bring the objects into
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close proximity [242, 248, 249].

One important application has been to manipulate and
characterize soft objects such as live cells and even small
organisms (Fig.7b). For example, these systems have
been used for concentrating cells to enhance harvesting
efficiency during sedimentation [250], to probe cell-cell in-
teractions [251, 252], or for separation or trapping of cells
[57, 242, 249]. Concentrating cells within the levitation
plane then facilitates investigation with microscopy and
associated techniques such as Raman spectroscopy [239],
or to mimic the arrangement of cells within a tumor [240].
Secondary acoustic forces have also been used to arrange
liquid emulsion droplets into close-packed clusters and,
at the same time, manipulate the relative orientations
of small anisotropic cargo inside the droplets, such as
small rigid discs [17]. While the Bjerknes forces between
microbubbles tend to be in the nano-Newton range and
thus quite small [41], they are nevertheless sufficiently
strong to bind organisms such as C. elegans worms to
individual oscillating microbubbles that are tethered to
a surface [76]. Such tethering can be achieved when the
bubbles sit in small wells that have been etched into the
surface of a microfluidic channel. Large arrays of teth-
ered microbubbles have been used not only to amplify
the attractions but also to align objects whose surfaces
have a suitably matching bubble pattern. When two such
bubble-decorated surfaces come within the range of the
Bjerknes forces, they will align laterally, which makes it
possible to position flat centimeter-scale surfaces with an
accuracy of a few microns simply by turning on a sound
field [77].

Microfluidic devices have also been used to organize as-
semblies of particles into specific patterns (Fig.7c). With
a single pair of ultrasound transducers on the sides of
a microfluidic channel, particles will be attracted by
secondary acoustic forces to form chains or columns.
This has been used to assemble spheres into ‘chains of
pearls’ and form columns from highly anisotropic parti-
cles such as micro-rods, which link up end-to-end (Fig.
5b) [187, 253]. Due to the competition between the pri-
mary acoustic force, which attracts neighboring chains of
rigid particles toward the nodal line, and the secondary
force, which is repulsive in the direction perpendicular to
that nodal line, dense patterns of closely spaced parallel
chains can be formed in the vicinity of the node (see Fig.
5b), which is of potential interest for filtration applica-
tions [187].

With more complicated transducer arrangements, such
as in Fig. 1c, superposition of standing sound waves leads
to patterns of wells in which particles can be first trapped
and then aggregated by secondary forces [57, 245–247].
In addition, with computer-controlled changes of the am-
plitudes and frequencies of the superimposed waves, the
local particle configuration and orientation can be con-
trolled [247].

In 3D acoustic cavities, where the standing wave nodes
generated by plane waves form 2D planes, attractive
secondary forces have been used to generate crystal-

like, close-packed clusters and monolayer particle rafts
in either liquid or air [7, 38, 41, 188, 189, 221, 239].
These forces also direct the assembly of particles of non-
spherical shape by exploiting the local particle curvature
(see Section II.A and Fig. 5).
While levitating monolayer rafts are confined to a

nodal plane by the primary acoustic force, they are ef-
fectively unconstrained to rotate in that plane, hindered
only by drag from the surrounding fluid. For rafts levi-
tated in air the minimal effect from drag opens up possi-
bilities for use as a contactless rheometer, where the raft
defects and shape changes can be tracked at the individ-
ual particle level while the rotation speed is increased,
allowing for detailed examination of material failure [38].
From the oscillating term in Eq. 9 we see that the

secondary acoustic force exhibits additional in-plane po-
sitions where the particles are acoustically bound across
distances of approximately one sound wavelength from
each other, albeit more weakly than at close approach.
This has been used to generate 2D lattices of well-
separated spherical objects within the nodal plane [44,
45, 87].
On much larger scales, differences in acoustic con-

trast Φ together with ultrasound-generated attractions
between particles have been applied for the separation
and aggregation of food particles in liquids or solid/liquid
mixtures [254, 255] as well as for stratification of sludge
particles during ultrasound-assisted hot air convective
drying [256] (Fig.7d). Another such ‘megasonic’ appli-
cation has been for the large scale accumulation and ag-
gregation of aerosol particles to aid their collection and
removal [257, 258].
Finally, there may also be applications where coupling

to acoustic forces needs to be suppressed. From Eq. 7
we see that vanishing acoustic contrast Φ = 0 leaves par-
ticles unaffected by the primary force, i.e., it eliminates
acoustophoresis. Interestingly, for plane standing waves,
such acoustic ‘transparency’ with respect to the primary
force does not necessarily imply that secondary scatter-
ing interactions also vanish. This is because these inter-
actions depend only on f0 or f1 (see Eqs. 8 and 11), while
Φ involves both f0 and f1 in combination. Thus, parti-
cles with Φ = 0 can still scatter sound and interact with
other objects, for example levitated objects that exhibit
a nonzero Φ. However, by considering special core-
shell particles with an outer ‘cloaking’ layer designed to
suppress scattered sound, simulations have shown that it
should be possible to effectively also eliminate the sec-
ondary radiation forces between two or more such parti-
cles and thus render them acoustically ‘invisible’ [24].

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this article we discussed acoustic levitation as a
research platform to manipulate systems of multiple
interacting particles. We specifically focused on the
regime where the particles are spaced closely, a couple
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particle diameters or less apart, and where the parti-
cles themselves are much smaller than the sound wave-
length (Rayleigh limit). In this regime secondary scat-
tering forces in concert with forces due to viscous micro-
streaming give rise to a host of opportunities to tailor
strong particle-particle interactions in situ.
Given the ability of sound to interact with objects of

any shape and essentially any material, this regime has
become of interest for directed particle assembly and has
led to the emergence of applications ranging from mi-
crofluidic devices for controlled particle aggregation to
‘megasonic’ equipment for large-scale aerosol removal.
At the same time, the tunability of the sound-matter
interactions makes this regime an exquisite laboratory
for exploring many-body physics at room temperature
under ambient conditions. Both conservative as well
as non-conservative forces can be introduced systemat-
ically, whereby the former control the steady-state par-
ticle configurations and the latter the strength of fluc-
tuations around those configurations. Here acoustic lev-
itation in air offers an advantage over related systems
such as colloids or dusty plasmas in that it becomes
possible to access underdamped many-particle motions
without Coulomb interactions. Acoustic levitation en-
ables active fluctuations that can arise either from the
feedback between particle movement and the resonant
modes in the acoustic cavity or directly from the hydro-
dynamic coupling between moving particles. With in-
creasing strength they can drive levitating particle assem-
blies reversibly between quiescent, highly ordered steady-
states and agitated disordered configurations behaving
like liquids. Furthermore, the low-viscosity environment
of air can permit particle assemblies to display long-lived
vibrational modes that may be amenable to parametric
excitation.

Much of this rich dynamical behavior has only started
to be explored. While mean-field models are available for
dilute assemblies of point-like scatterers, new theoretical
approaches are needed to properly describe the physics
that emerges for dense configurations of finite-size par-
ticles, where approximations based on single scattering
events may no longer hold and recent experiments as
well as simulations indicate that pairwise additivity of
particle-particle forces breaks down. Some of the signa-
tures of the underlying non-reciprocal interactions have
been reported, although a fuller understanding is needed
of the conditions under which they arise in acoustic lev-
itation. Finally, there are new and so far under-explored
opportunities for tailoring particle interactions by design-

ing specific non-spherical shapes or non-uniform material
properties of the particles. This includes Willis coupling
for particles or structures that are not symmetric or par-
ticles with highly flexible components. In general, shape
effects due to scattering can be expected to become even
more pronounced in the Mie limit, while the effect of
particle shape on acoustic streaming-induced interaction
forces remains an open frontier.

On the experimental side, acoustic levitation provides
an environment in which many-body physics is accessible
with particles in a size range, from a few microns on up,
that enables straightforward observation and tracking of
individual objects inside larger assemblies with standard
light microscopy (in the case of microfluidic systems) or
high-speed video imaging (for levitation in air). Espe-
cially for levitation in air, the open sides and the large
size of the acoustic cavity containing the sound field pro-
vide easy access to freely floating structures in the nodal
plane(s). This also allows for the straightforward appli-
cation of additional electric or magnet fields or for con-
trolled changes in the (chemical) environment, and it also
opens up interesting possibilities for in situ mechanical
access via computer-controlled micro-manipulators. Fi-
nally, the large particle sizes and extremely wide range
of different materials compatible with acoustic levita-
tion open up unique new possibilities for tailoring the
interactions among objects often difficult to control by
other means. This includes interactions between parti-
cles made from high-density material that would sedi-
ment too quickly in a liquid but can be levitated by the
primary acoustic force, interactions among particles with
designed shapes of arbitrary complexity that can nowa-
days be 3D-printed given that the resolution of additive
manufacturing methods has become sufficiently high, as
well as interactions among biological and thus inherently
active objects such as small live organisms.
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[35] M. A. Andrade, N. Pérez, and J. C. Adamowski, Exper-
imental study of the oscillation of spheres in an acous-
tic levitator, The Journal of the Acoustical Society of
America 136, 1518 (2014).

[36] V. Lee, N. M. James, S. R. Waitukaitis, and H. M.
Jaeger, Collisional charging of individual submillime-
ter particles: Using ultrasonic levitation to initiate
and track charge transfer, Physical Review Materials
2, 035602 (2018).

[37] Y. Wang, Y. Wang, X. Zheng, É. Ducrot, J. S. Yodh,
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M. A. Iat̀ı, Surface plasmon resonance in gold nanopar-
ticles: a review, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter
29, 203002 (2017).

[177] N. Huang, L. J. Mart́ınez, E. Jaquay, A. Nakano,
and M. L. Povinelli, Optical epitaxial growth of gold
nanoparticle arrays, Nano letters 15, 5841 (2015).

[178] J. Rieser, M. A. Ciampini, H. Rudolph, N. Kiesel,
K. Hornberger, B. A. Stickler, M. Aspelmeyer, and
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M. Wiklund, Acoustic formation of multicellular tu-
mor spheroids enabling on-chip functional and struc-
tural imaging, Lab on a Chip 18, 2466 (2018).

[241] P. Juliano, F. Bainczyk, P. Swiergon, M. I. M.
Supriyatna, C. Guillaume, L. Ravetti, P. Canamasas,
G. Cravotto, and X.-Q. Xu, Extraction of olive oil as-
sisted by high-frequency ultrasound standing waves, Ul-
trasonics sonochemistry 38, 104 (2017).

[242] S. Kothapalli, M. Wiklund, B. Janerot-Sjoberg,
G. Paradossi, and D. Grishenkov, Investigation of
polymer-shelled microbubble motions in acoustophore-
sis, Ultrasonics 70, 275 (2016).

[243] M. Schrage, M. Medany, and D. Ahmed, Ultrasound mi-
crorobots with reinforcement learning, Advanced Mate-
rials Technologies 10.1002/admt.202201702 (2023).

[244] R. Habibi, C. Devendran, and A. Neild, Trapping and
patterning of large particles and cells in a 1d ultrasonic
standing wave, Lab on a Chip 17, 3279 (2017).

[245] Y. Gao, K. Liu, R. Lakerveld, and X. Y. Ding, Staged
assembly of colloids using dna and acoustofluidics, Nano
Letters 22, 6907 (2022).

[246] A. Tahmasebipour, L. Friedrich, M. Begley, H. Bruus,
and C. Meinhart, Toward optimal acoustophoretic
microparticle manipulation by exploiting asymmetry,
Journal of the Acoustical Society of America 148, 359
(2020).

[247] S. Yang, Z. Tian, Z. Wang, J. Rufo, P. Li, J. Mai, J. Xia,
H. Bachman, P.-H. Huang, M. Wu, et al., Harmonic

https://doi.org/10.1002/adem.202100552
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultras.2016.05.016
https://doi.org/10.1002/admt.202201702
https://doi.org/10.1039/c7lc00640c
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.2c01313
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.2c01313
https://doi.org/10.1121/10.0001634
https://doi.org/10.1121/10.0001634


29

acoustics for dynamic and selective particle manipula-
tion, Nature Materials 21, 540 (2022).

[248] Y. Chen, Z. C. Fang, B. Merritt, D. Strack, J. Xu, and
S. Lee, Onset of particle trapping and release via acous-
tic bubbles, Lab on a Chip 16, 3024 (2016).

[249] Y. Gao, M. R. Wu, Q. Y. Luan, I. Papautsky, and
J. Xu, Acoustic bubble for spheroid trapping, rotation,
and culture: a tumor-on-a-chip platform (abstract plat-
form), Lab on a Chip 22, 805 (2022).

[250] W. T. Coakley, J. J. Hawkes, M. A. Sobanski, C. M.
Cousins, and J. Spengler, Analytical scale ultrasonic
standing wave manipulation of cells and microparticles,
Ultrasonics 38, 638 (2000).

[251] D. Chen, Y. B. Sun, M. S. R. Gudur, Y. S. Hsiao, Z. Q.
Wu, J. P. Fu, and C. X. Deng, Two-bubble acoustic
tweezing cytometry for biomechanical probing and stim-
ulation of cells, Biophysical Journal 108, 32 (2015).

[252] D. Saeidi, M. Saghafian, S. H. Javanmard, and M. Wik-
lund, A quantitative study of the secondary acoustic ra-
diation force on biological cells during acoustophoresis,
Micromachines 11, 10.3390/mi11020152 (2020).

[253] T. Baasch, W. Qiu, and T. Laurell, Gap distance be-
tween pearl chains in acoustic manipulation, Physical
Review Applied 18, 014021 (2022).

[254] T. Leong, K. Knoerzer, F. J. Trujillo, L. Johansson,
R. Manasseh, G. V. Barbosa-Canovas, and P. Juliano,
Megasonic separation of food droplets and particles: De-
sign considerations, Food Engineering Reviews 7, 298
(2015).

[255] T. Leong, L. Johansson, P. Juliano, R. Mawson,
S. McArthur, and R. Manasseh, Design parameters for
the separation of fat from natural whole milk in an ul-
trasonic litre-scale vessel, Ultrasonics sonochemistry 21,
1289 (2014).

[256] X. Z. Mou and Z. Q. Chen, Experimental study on
the effect of sludge thickness on the characteristics of
ultrasound-assisted hot air convective drying municipal
sewage sludge, Drying Technology 39, 752 (2021).

[257] Z. H. Qiao, Y. J. Huang, V. Naso, and D. Wei, Aerosol
manipulation through modulated multiple acoustic
wavepackets with a pair of resonators, Powder Tech-
nology 322, 24 (2017).

[258] Z. H. Qiao, X. J. Pan, S. H. Liang, X. L. Bi, J. Wang,
W. Xie, K. Wang, Y. W. Wang, J. Fang, X. F. Zhu,
S. X. Sun, and S. H. Li, Particulate aggregation through
a modulated annular one-dimensional acoustic field at
resonant frequencies, Particuology 57, 82 (2021).

https://doi.org/10.1039/c5lc01420d
https://doi.org/10.1039/d1lc01012c
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0041-624x(99)00151-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2014.11.050
https://doi.org/10.3390/mi11020152
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12393-015-9112-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12393-015-9112-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/07373937.2020.1716243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.powtec.2017.08.062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.powtec.2017.08.062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.partic.2020.11.009

	Acoustic manipulation of multi-body structures and dynamics
	Abstract
	Regimes of multi-body acoustic interactions
	Scattering Forces on Objects without Sound-Induced Deformations
	Positive acoustic contrast
	Negative acoustic contrast

	Bjerknes Forces
	Micro-Streaming
	Connections to optical radiation forces

	Frontiers in our understanding of acoustic forces
	Particles with arbitrary shape
	Energizing Instabilities
	Nonconservative and nonpairwise forces

	Applications
	Conclusions and Outlook
	Acknowledgements
	References


