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Acoustic streaming shows great potential in applications such as bubble dynamics, cell aggrega-
tion, and nano-sized particle isolation in the biomedical and drug industries. As the acoustic shock
distance decreases with the increase of incident frequency, the nonlinear propagation effect will play
a role in acoustic streaming, e.g., Eckart (bulk) streaming at a few gigahertz (GHz). However,
the theory of source terms of bulk streaming is still missing at this stage when high-order acoustic
harmonics play a role. In this paper, we derive the source term including the contribution of higher-
order harmonics. The streaming-induced hydrodynamic flow is assumed to be incompressible and no
shock wave occurs during the nonlinear acoustic propagation as restricted by the traditional Gold-
berg number Γ < 1 or Γ ≈ 1 which indicates the importance of nonlinearity relative to dissipation.
The derived force terms allow evaluating bulk streaming with high-order harmonics at GHz and pro-
vide an exact expression compared to the existing empirical formulas. Numerical results show that
the contribution of higher-order harmonics increases the streaming flow velocity by more than 20%.
We show that the expression introduced by Nyborg should be avoided in numerical computations
as it includes part of the acoustic radiation force that does not lead to acoustic streaming.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gigahertz (GHz) acoustics have recently been used in
experiments for nanoparticle trapping, enrichment, and
separation based on the acoustic streaming effect [1–3].
Acoustic manipulation in the gigahertz range has po-
tential applications including nano-sized biosensors [2],
nanoliter microreactors [4], and microfluid jet producer
[5]. However, the study of GHz streaming is just at the
beginning due to the challenges of fabrication techniques
of ultrahigh frequency resonators [6] and the huge compu-
tational costs with direct numerical simulations at such
small wavelengths especially in three dimensions [7]. For
a typical GHz tweezer, the wavelength is 1.5 µm at the
frequency of 1 GHz in water, which is much smaller than
typical microchannel sizes, e.g., a few tens or hundreds
of micrometers. In addition, it is easy to induce nonlin-
ear propagation at GHz since the acoustic shock distance
depends on the working frequency and the large vibra-
tion velocity on the transducer surface. These make the
theoretical and experimental studies of GHz acoustical
tweezers more challenging the same technique in the fre-
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quency regime of megahertz (MHz).

The sound waves are produced based on mechanical
vibration and are coupled into the fluid medium for
microfluidic applications. The highest efficiency of en-
ergy conversion from electrical to mechanical energies
typically occurs at the mechanical resonance, which de-
pends on the desired acoustic wavelength (or driving fre-
quency). The wavelengths of typical GHz transducers in
the coupling medium range from around 100 nanometers
to a few micrometers, leading to the difficulties of de-
vice fabrication. Typical piezoelectric transducers (PZT)
use the vibration of planar sources to produce acoustics
with a frequency regime of 1 - 10 MHz in the field of
acoustofluidics. However, it is a challenge to fabricate
PZT at the thickness of nanometers for the frequency
at GHz since the resonance depends on the selected vi-
bration mode depending on the piezo thickness. Con-
sidering interdigitated transducers [8] at GHz, the dis-
tances between electrode fingers are too small to fabricate
with the commonly-used fabrication process and cannot
withstand high power [6]. This is partly solved with
the successful fabrication of the high-tone bulk acous-
tic resonators on four substrates with very high Q factor
(up to 48000) at 1GHz [9]. Then, Cui et al. combined
the fabrication of FBAR (Film Bulk Acoustic Wave Res-
onator) technique with micro/nanofluidics and developed
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the field of GHz acoustofluidics [1].

Compared with the recent development of fabrica-
tion techniques and experimental demonstrations of GHz
acoustical tweezers, the theories of acoustic bulk stream-
ing at such high frequencies are not well studied. For
most of the published experimental works at GHz, empir-
ical expressions of the source term of acoustic streaming
are used in the numerical simulations, and no one seems
to verify the streaming flow velocities between the simu-
lation and experiment results [2, 3]. Indeed, it is easy to
understand that the streaming-induced flow patterns are
similar in the confined microchannels because of the mass
conservation of the steady flow. Since the seminal works
of Eckart [10], Nyborg [11, 12] and Lighthill [13], the sys-
tematic theories of the bulk (Eckart) streaming are built
and developed. A good historical perspective of bulk
acoustic streaming can be found in Ref. [14]. It should
be noteworthy that Nyborg derived an expression of the
source term of bulk streaming to solve the Stokes equa-
tion for the hydrodynamic flow velocity [11, 12] which
is widely used in the research community of this field.
However, as pointed out by Lighthill, the source term
by Nyborg contains a gradient term that makes a con-
tribution to the acoustic radiation pressure instead of
streaming [13, 14]. The source term of acoustic stream-
ing was recast recently by Riaud et al. specifying the
sole source of bulk streaming without the gradient of
acoustic Lagrangian [15]. In their work, they consider
the bulk streaming inside sessile droplets of size 1 mm
under the activation of surface acoustic waves at a fre-
quency of around 20 MHz neglecting the nonlinear prop-
agation since Gol’dberg number [defined in Eq. (1) be-
low] is much smaller than 1 and the droplet size is much
smaller than the shock wave distance. Hence, the source
term is limited to linear propagation when there are no
high-order acoustic harmonics. However, the nonlinear
effect of acoustic propagation can not be neglected in the
frequency regime of GHz since the viscous dissipation is
remarkable and the dimensionless Gol’dberg number is
comparable to the unit. This is the case for the recent
experimental works at GHz [1].

In this work, we revisit the source term of bulk acoustic
streaming with two assumptions: (i) acoustics are rota-
tional, and (ii) the streaming-induced steady hydrody-
namic flow is incompressible. Only weakly nonlinear ef-
fects with harmonic waves are taken into consideration
and the shock wave is outside of scope since it will make
the second assumption fail. Both theoretical and nu-
merical examples are proposed to illustrate the issue of
Nyborg’s expression which should be avoided as shown
in section III. More importantly, based on the peculiar
characteristics of bulk streaming at GHz, the nonlinear
effect of acoustic propagation will be considered and a
theoretical source term for this situation is provided in
terms of pressure fields of different orders of harmonics.
This work provides a theoretical basis for steady stream-
ing at GHz with high-order harmonics.
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) The wavelength, acoustic attenua-
tion length, and shock distance versus the incident frequency
from 0.01 MHz to 1000 GHz (both axes are in logarithmic
coordinates). B/A = 5.1 is taken from Ref. [16] for water.
The vibration velocity to estimate the shock distance is Uac

= 1 m/s based on previous experimental results from 0.1 to
10 GHz. The attenuation length La is equal to the incident
wavelength λ = 0.055 µm at f ≈ 27.5 GHz (see the grey
dashed line). For a special case at frequency f = 1.5 GHz,
the wavelength is λ = 1 µm, the attenuation length La = 18.4
µm, and the shock distance is Ls = 67.2 µm. The pressure
field in the propagation plane with a circular transducer at
f = 1.5 GHz is shown in (b).

II. CHARACTERISTIC LENGTHS IN THE
FREQUENCY REGIME NEAR 1 GHZ

Compared with the general frequencies in the medical
ultrasonic regime (e.g., 1-10 MHz), there are two differ-
ent characteristics in the regime near 1 GHz as shown in
Fig. 1(a): (i) the attenuation length La = 2ρ0c

3
0/[ω

2µsb]
is just 1 order of magnitude as the wavelength at typ-
ical MHz regime, and the acoustic Reynolds number is
Reac = La/λ ≫ 1 [15]. ρ0 is the static mass density of
the propagation medium, c0 is the sound speed, ω is the
angular frequency, and b = 4/3 + µb/µs is the defined
coefficient related to dynamic (µs) and bulk viscosities
(µb) for convenience. The related physical parameters
and values for the medium of water are listed in Table
I. At f = 1.5 GHz in water, the wavelength is λ = 1
µm and the attenuation length is La = 18.4 µm [see Fig.
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TABLE I. Physical parameters. The fluid medium in this
work is water. f is the incident frequency. A = ρ0c

2
0 and B

are two classical acoustic coefficients in nonlinear acoustics.
Another nonlinear parameter is defined as β = 1+B/2A. Uac

is the magnitude of the acoustic velocity perturbation at the
transducer surface. Note that a factor of 2 is missing in the
definition of La in Refs. [14] and [15].

Symbol Physical parameter Value
ρ0 static density 1000 kg/m3

c0 acoustic velocity 1500 m/s
ω angular frequency 2πf
µs dynamic viscosity 1.002× 10−3 Pa s
ν kinematic viscosity µs/ρ0
µb bulk viscosity 2.8× 10−3 Pa s
b defined coefficients 4/3 + µb/µs

Γ Goldberg number La/Ls

La acoustic attenuation length 2ρ0c
3
0/[ω

2µsb]
Ls acoustic shock distance c20/[ωβUac]
Reac acoustic Reynolds number La/λ
Rehd hydrodynamic Reynolds number ρ0|v2|Lc/µs

δ boundary layer thickness
√

2ν/ω
Lc microchannel height 60µm

1(b) for the pressure distribution]. While at f = 1.5
MHz in water, it has λ = 1 mm and La = 1.84 × 104

mm. (ii) the attenuation length is comparable with the
shock distance Ls = c20/[ωβUac] at the typical vibra-
tion velocity of the transducer working at GHz (e.g.,
Uac = 1 m/s). β = 1 + B/[2A] is the nonlinear pa-
rameter with two nonlinear acoustic coefficients A and
B. At f = 27.5 GHz as marked with the grey dashed
line in Fig. 1(a), the attenuation length equals the wave-
length, i.e., La = λ = 0.055 µm. That is to say, most
of the energy from the transducer will dissipate in the
propagation distance of one wavelength. In this work,
only low GHz transducers for acoustic steaming will be
studied and they have been used most in recent microflu-
idics experiments in the regime of GHz. In fact, the
shock distance describes the nonlinearity of the acoustic
propagation and the attenuation length is an indicator
of the wave dissipation in the medium. Here, the Gold-
berg number Γ is introduced to provide a dimensionless
measure of the importance of nonlinearity relative to dis-
sipation with the definition

Γ =
La

Ls
=

2ρ0c0βUac

ωµsb
(1)

Note that the attenuation length La is independent of the
activation velocity Uac, while the shock distance Ls has a
linear relation with it. In general, there are no high-order
harmonics during the acoustic propagation with Γ ≪ 1
which is the case in Ref. [15]. When Γ is around the unit,
it is possible to induce the high-order harmonics which
will be discussed in detail in Sec. IV. Note that the shock
distance depends on the Uac and for the case of Uac = 1
m/s in Fig. 1(a), Γ equals 1 (i.e., Ls = La) at f = 0.407
GHz. However, the source term of bulk streaming with
the consideration of high-order acoustic harmonics is not

available and this will be solved in the present work.

III. REVISIT OF SOURCE TERM FOR BULK
STREAMING

A. Source term of bulk streaming

Before studying the streaming effect with high-order
harmonics, we need to revisit the source term of bulk
streaming. By following the work in Ref. [15], we
briefly recall the source term for the Eckart-type acoustic
streaming with bulk waves. To derive the final formula
of the streaming source term, we start with the consti-
tutive equations including the conservation of mass and
momentum in the fluid medium as

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρv) = 0 (2)

∂ρv

∂t
+∇ · (ρv ⊗ v) = −∇p+ µs∆v +

(µs

3
+ µb

)
∇∇ · v

(3)
with ρ, v, and p are the density, velocity vector, and
pressure, respectively. t designates the time. The entropy
(s) balance is ensured for the system with ds = 0 and the
state equation is

p = p(ρ), with
∂p

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
s

= c20 (4)

The first-order equation of state is easily obtained by us-
ing the Taylor expansion with p1 = c20ρ1, where p1, ρ1
are the first-order acoustic pressure and density. In gen-
eral, compared with the viscous effect, the thermal effect
is negligible because it is proportional to γ−1 with γ the
adiabatic index which is weak in liquids [15]. Since only
small perturbation occurs with respect to the hydrostatic
parameters, we can apply the perturbation method and
hence decompose the physical field X into three parts:
hydrostatic X0, acoustic X1, and hydrodynamic X2. Un-
der the assumption with the perturbation method, we
assume that X0 ≫ X1 ≫ X2. X can be either a scalar
or a vector. The time average of acoustic component
X1 is equal to zero, written as ⟨X1⟩ = 0, while the hy-
drodynamic part X2 shows the nonlinear feature with its
time average not equal to zero (i.e., ⟨X2⟩ ̸= 0). Based
on the above assumptions, we can expand the density ρ,
pressure p, and velocity v as follows

ρ = ρ0 + ρ1 + ρ2,

p = p0 + p1 + p2

v = 0+ v1 + v2.

(5)

Here the particle velocity v0 is zero when not disturbed
by acoustic waves. By expanding the above mass and
momentum conservation equations up to the first- and
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second-order with some algebraic operations [see details
in Appendix A], the source term of acoustic streaming
can be derived as

Fs = −
(
4µs

3
+ µb

)〈
ρ1
ρ0

∆v1

〉
, (6)

where ∆ is the Laplace operator with ∆v1 = ∇2v1 =
∇ · ∇v1. It is noteworthy that this formula excludes
the contribution of the gradient of acoustic Lagrangian,
which in fact will not induce the bulk acoustic streaming
[13, 15]. In addition, the gradient of acoustic Lagrangian
is very large compared to the sole source term which is
possible to result in large computational errors. The ef-
fect of the acoustic Lagrangian gradient has not been
studied before and will be demonstrated numerically in
this work [see Sec. III C].

As shown in Appendix B 1 by using the linear wave
equation for mono-chromatic waves, the source term for
acoustic streaming in Eq. (6) can be simplified as

Fs =

(
4µs

3
+ µb

)
ω2

ρ0c40
⟨p1v1⟩ (7)

which depends on the time-averaged acoustic intensity
⟨I⟩ = ⟨p1v1⟩. It indicates that once the acoustic field is
calculated, the source term to compute the steady fluid
streaming (v2) is available to solve the Stokes equation
derived in Eq. (A12)

−∇p∗2 + µs∆v2 + Fs = 0 (8)

where p∗2 is the modified hydrodynamic pressure to
remove the contribution of the average acoustic La-
grangian.

It is noteworthy that the classical source term for
acoustic streaming simulation proposed by Nyborg [11,
12] is widely used although it should be avoided:

Fs
Nb = −ρ0∇ · ⟨v1 ⊗ v1⟩ (9)

where ⟨·⟩ is the time average operator. Recent studies
have shown that this expression is not completely related
to acoustic streaming, which may cause large numeri-
cal errors, and the source term can be divided into two
parts through mathematical derivation [14, 15]. In the
following, we propose an analytical example of a one-
dimensional (1D) bulk standing wave and a numerical
simulation of a two-dimensional (2D) traveling wave to
show the difference between the streaming field induced
by these two source terms, i.e., based on Eq. (7) and Eq.
(9) by Nyborg.

B. One-dimensional bulk standing wave example

In this section, we take the ideal 1D bulk standing
waves as an example to show the difference of the source
terms from Nyborg and in Eq. (7). This simple case will

FIG. 2. (color online) The schematic of a 2D acoustic stream-
ing by a planar transducer. The resonator (black area) excites
GHz plane waves in the fluid (blue) and forms vortices (closed
dashed lines) under the activation of body force (red arrow).
In the acoustic simulation, the wall is set as the impedance
boundary condition, and in the flow field simulation, the wall
is set as the no-slip condition. Based on the conservation of
fluid inside the cavity, the Eckart streaming always pushes
the fluid up in the center and rolls back again from the two
sides.

easily show the contradiction of the two source terms
for bulk streaming and can be well understood from the
point of view of streaming physics. The acoustic velocity
field and pressure field of the 1D plane standing waves
can be expressed as the addition of two ideal counter-
propagating plane waves:

v1 = 2vam sin(kz) cos(ωt)ez (10a)

p1 = 2pam cos(kz) sin(ωt) (10b)

where vam and pam are the amplitudes of the acoustic ve-
locity and pressure, k is the wavenumber, z is the space
coordinate with the unit vector in the propagation direc-
tion ez. By substituting them into the Nyborg source
term in Eq. (9), we can get the body force in the propa-
gation direction as:

Fs
Nb = −2ρ0kv

2
am sin(2kz) ⟨cos(2ωt) + 1⟩ (11)

Obviously, the magnitude of the force Fs
Nb does not van-

ish since the time dependence ⟨cos(2ωt) + 1⟩ is not equal
to 0. On the other hand, we can get the following differ-
ent result if we use the source term in Eq. (7):

Fs =

(
4µs

3
+ µb

)
ω2

c40ρ0
⟨p1v1⟩ ∝ ⟨sin(ωt) cos(ωt)⟩ (12)

which vanishes as 0 after the time average procedure in
one period. It is clear that these two results are con-
tradictory. As observed from Eq. (7), the body force
depends on the average acoustic intensity which is uni-
form in space for progressive ideal plane waves. Since
the standing waves can be regarded as the addition of
two counter-propagating plane waves, the body forces of
each plane wave should have the same magnitude while
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The flowcharts of the simulation for
bulk streaming (a) when the hydrodynamic Reynolds number
is much smaller than 1; (b) when nonlinear propagation is
considered.

in reversed directions, leading to the null of the total
body force for the streaming effect. This physical expla-
nation agrees with the results of Eq. (12). Indeed, the

source term Fs
Nb by Nyborg is not entirely related to

the streaming, and it contains the gradient of acoustic
Lagrangian which contributes to acoustic radiation pres-
sure instead of streaming [13, 15].

C. Numerical examples of 2D bulk streaming

Since the wavelength at GHz is in the order of nanome-
ters or a few microns, it often needs small size steps in
the computational domain based on the rules of thumb.
Hence, the three-dimensional simulation of bulk stream-
ing problems will suffer the challenge of a massive amount
of numerical computation cost. To reduce the numeri-
cal burden, we build a 2D model as illustrated in Fig.
2, and this will not hinder our understanding of the
acoustic streaming mechanism at this stage. The con-
tradiction between the two streaming source terms has
been revealed by the ideal 1D standing wave model in
Sec.III B. This section will further show the difference
of hydrodynamic flow velocities through numerical sim-
ulations. In the following simulations, only the source
terms are different [i.e., Eqs. (7) and (9)]. We use water
as the propagation medium with the parameters listed
in Table I. The excitation frequency is f = 1.5 GHz and
the vibration velocity of the transducer with a radius
50 µm is Uac = 0.1 m/s, leading to the Goldberg num-
ber Γ = 0.027 ≪ 1. Under this condition, the source
term of streaming in Eq. (7) is suitable without the con-
sideration of nonlinear propagation. The boundary layer
thickness (or viscous penetration depth) is δ =

√
2ν/ω =

22 nm ≪ Lc = 60 µm with Lc the height of the mi-
crochannel. Meanwhile, the microchannel size is smaller
than the shock distance Ls = 67.2 µm so that the shock
waves will not be accumulated and formed. Hence, the
bulk streaming is dominant in the fluid domain and the
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The streaming simulation of two source
terms at 1.5 GHz when the vibration velocity of the trans-
ducer surface is Uac = 0.1m/s. The radius of the transducer
is a = 50 µm. The channel height is Lc = 60 µm and the
width is 200 µm. The left half is simulated by using the
recast source term [Eq.(7)], and the right half is simulated
with Nyborg’s source term [Eq.(9)]. The uniform colorbar is
used. The color background represents the velocity distribu-
tion of the hydrodynamic flow and the arrows represent the
flow directions. Significant differences between the two source
terms are observed to calculate the streaming-induced veloc-
ities. The maximum flow velocity by Nyborg’s expression is
0.02 mm/s, which is much smaller than that with the present
source term in Eq. (7).

Rayleigh boundary streaming can be negligible [17].
The numerical simulations of acoustic streaming in this

paper are carried out by COMSOL Multiphysics 6.0 [18]
with the flowchart shown in Fig. 3(a). For the calcula-
tion of the first-order acoustic field, we use the “Ther-
moacoustic” Interface. The oscillation velocity bound-
ary is used to replace the effect of the resonator, and
the impedance boundary condition is adopted for the
walls. Then, the steady flow simulations are conducted
based on the “creep flow” interface with the input of the
source terms under the circumstance that the hydrody-
namic Reynolds number is Rehd = 0.072 ≪ 1. All the
walls were set with no-slip boundary conditions. Indeed,
the simulation with the “laminar” interface obtains the
same streaming results as the “creep flow” interface case
(not shown in the following for brevity).
In the 2D numerical simulations of bulk streaming,

we set the volume forces in the propagation direction
Fz and the lateral direction Fr with the flow velocities
indicated by the colormap of the background and the di-
rections indicated by the black arrows in Fig. 4. Because
of the symmetry of the hydrodynamic flows in the mi-
crochannel, we show half of the simulation results and
put them together for ease of comparison: the left half
is for the source term in Eq. (7) while the right half
is for the source term by Nyborg in Eq. (9). It is ob-
vious that the streaming velocities of these two terms
have a significant difference at this time. Note that the
main differences lie in the magnitudes of the maximum
flow velocities, while the hydrodynamic flow patterns are
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FIG. 5. (color online) Acoustic pressure based on the theo-
retical method in Ref. [19] and frequency spectrum with two
different Goldberg numbers. (a) For Γ = 0.1, the pressure
amplitude is pam = 0.6 MPa with the attenuation distance
La = 18.4 um (indicated by the black dotted line) and the
shock distance Ls = 168.1 um. (b) Only the fundamental
wave appears along with a few sidelobes. There are no ob-
vious high-order harmonics in the frequency spectrum. (c)
For Γ = 1.8, the pressure amplitude pam = 10 MPa with
La = 18.4 um and Ls = 10.1 um. (d) Different from the re-
sults in (b), the second-order harmonic wave appears in this
case.

similar because of the conservation of fluid flow in the
microchannels. Through this example, it is obvious that
there are problems in using the classical source term by
Nyborg for acoustic streaming simulation. In addition,
it will be noteworthy that an empirical expression of the
source term [1, 3] is widely used for the present simu-
lations of GHz streaming which is limited to the plane
wave case and could not predict the exact values of the
hydrodynamic flow velocities.

IV. WEAKLY NONLINEAR PROPAGATION
WITH HIGH-ORDER ACOUSTIC HARMONICS

The source term of the bulk streaming in Eq. (7) is
proper under the assumption of linear acoustic propaga-
tion. However, it does not apply if nonlinear acoustics are
considered (e.g., high-order harmonics) for the stream-
ing phenomenon since the pressure field may include the
contribution of multiple frequencies. To solve the issue,
we re-derive a general expression of the sole source term
for acoustic streaming with the multi-frequency acoustic
field in terms of only acoustic pressure p1 as follows [see
Eq. (B3)]

Fs =

(
4

3
µs + µb

)〈
p1
c40ρ

2
0

∇∂p1
∂t

〉
(13)

With the detailed derivation of the source expression
given in Appendix B 2. This formula has the advantage

to compute the incompressible hydrodynamic fluid mo-
tion induced by acoustic streaming once the acoustic field
can be calculated.
Recall the Goldberg number as first introduced in Sec.

II, which plays an important role in the viscous process
considering nonlinear effects [20]. It measures the relative
importance of nonlinear effects and dissipation effects.
Since only weakly nonlinear propagation is considered
in this work and there are no shock waves as assumed,
the following will derive the source terms with Goldberg
numbers within Γ ≪ 1 and Γ ∼ 1 based on the analyti-
cal expressions of harmonic waves from finite-amplitude
Gaussian beam in a fluid by Du and Breazeale [19].

A. Acoustic pressure and frequency spectrum at
different Γ

To calculate the acoustic streaming with nonlinear
propagation, we need to solve the pressure field accord-
ing to Eq.(13). The nonlinear propagation of acoustics
could be calculated with either analytical methods or nu-
merical simulations. This part will review the analytical
expressions of the acoustic pressure fields of the funda-
mental and second-order harmonics by Du & Breazeale
for a Gaussian beam from a piston transducer [19]. As
Goldberg points out, the shock wave will not be formed
when Γ < 1. This is because the dissipation effect is
significant under the circumstance, and the harmonics
cannot be effectively accumulated. For the piston trans-
ducer, we assume that the vibration velocity of the sound
source satisfies the Gaussian function and take the Gaus-
sian coefficient as a unit for simplicity:

U(R) = Uace
−R2/a2

(14)

where R is the radial coordinate, and a is the radius of the
piston transducer. By taking the method from Du and
Breazeale, we can expand its acoustic pressure waveform
into Fourier series (see Eqs. (A1) and (A4) in Ref. [19]):

p1 =

2∑
n=1

Pn sin

[
nω

(
t− z

c0

)]
(15)

where Pn represents the spatial components of the nth

harmonic acoustic pressure, t designates time, and z is
the distance from the transducer surface in the propa-
gation direction. This expression illustrates the physical
mechanism of the nonlinear pressure field in terms of the
addition of different orders of harmonics. For the funda-
mental component (the first order)

P1(f | z) = pame−αz exp
(
−R2/a2

)
(16)

and for the second-order harmonics

P2(f | z) = p2amkβe−4αz

4αρ0c20
e(−2R2/a2) (e2αz − 1

)
(17)
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where the pressure amplitude at the center of the trans-
ducer surface is pam = ρ0c0Uac, and α = 1/La is the
attenuation coefficient. The detailed derivation is briefly
organized in Appendix B 3.

An example shows that the nonlinear effect starts
around Γ = 3 for a plane wave by Hamilton and Black-
stock, while other scholars select 4.5 as the threshold for
shock formation [21]. To compare the pressure fields with
or without high-order harmonics, two pressure ampli-
tudes are selected to make the Gol’dber numbers Γ = 0.1
and Γ = 1.8 for the Gaussian beam, respectively. The
radius of the piston transducer is a = 50 µm with the
excitation frequency f = 1.5 GHz. The pressure fields
along the propagation direction z are computed with the
analytical method and numerical simulations based on
COMSOL [22]. These two results agree well with each
other and are shown (one blue curve for brevity) in Fig.
5(a) at pam = 0.6 MPa and (c) at pam = 10 MPa.
The attenuation distance La is indicated by the verti-
cal dashed lines. To illustrate the nonlinear high-order
harmonics when Γ > 1, the frequency spectrum based on
fast Fourier transform is calculated as shown in Fig. 5(b)
and (d). It could be observed that there is a sharp peak
at f = 3 GHz for Γ = 1.8 in the frequency spectrum
of Fig. 5(d) which comes from the contribution of the
second-order harmonics.

B. Source terms of streaming with and without
high-order harmonics

According to the general source term of acoustic
streaming in Eq. (13), explicit expressions with and
without high-order harmonics could be obtained once the
pressure fields are known. For the situation with only
fundamental component, by the insertion of Eqs. (15)
with (16) into Eq. (13), we can rewrite the axial body
force F s

z as (note n is truncated up to 1 for the funda-
mental wave case):

F s
z =

α

ρ0c20
|P1|2 (18)

where |P1|2 = p2ame−2αze−2R2/a2

. Similarly, by substi-
tuting Eq. (15) into Eq. (13), the axial body force Fh

z

considering the second-order harmonics can be expressed
as:

Fh
z =

α

ρ0c20

2∑
n=1

(
n2 |Pn|2

)
(19)

where the upper right “h” represents the body force with
the contribution of the second-order harmonics. Indeed,
this source term works for high-orde harmonics when n >
2. When only the fundamental wave is considered (n =
1), Eq. (19) degenerates into (18). Note that the lateral
component of the source term vanishes after the time
average procedures, i.e., FR = 0 for the cases with and
without high-order harmonics.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The ratios of pressure magnitude of
the fundamental wave p10/pam (red solid line), second har-
monic wave p20/pam (blue dotted line), and the body force
Fh
z /Fz (black dashed line) change along the axial direction

when the pressure magnitude is pam = 10 MPa and the fre-
quency is 1.5 GHz. Fh

z is the axial body force considering
the contribution of both the fundamental and the second-
order harmonics, which is defined by Eq. (19). Fz is the vol-
ume force considering only the fundamental frequency acous-
tic pressure, which is determined by Eq. (18). The funda-
mental sound pressure decreases with the increase of axial
distance, and the second harmonic sound pressure and body
force increase first and then reduce with the increase of ax-
ial distance. The attenuated energy of the fundamental wave
turns into high-order harmonics.

To study the contribution of the second-order harmon-
ics on the total pressure field and body force, the same
piston transducer is used with the initial pressure ampli-
tude pam = 10 MPa at the excitation frequency f = 1.5
GHz. The sizes of the microchannel are the same as those
in Fig. (4). The simulation flowchart is given in Fig. 3(b)
with the pressure field computed based on the theoretical
method in Matlab and the induced streaming obtained
by using COMSOL. Note that the hydrodynamic flow
speed can reach up to 1 m/s, leading to Rehd ≫ 1, the
‘laminar’ interface is applied in this section. The normal-
ized pressure fields versus the propagation distance z of
the fundamental (red solid line) and second-order (blue
dotted line) harmonic waves are shown in Fig. 6. The
surface of the transducer is defined as z = 0. The am-
plitude of the fundamental component decrease versus z
because of the wave absorption. While the pressure am-
plitude of the second-order harmonics increases from the
transducer surface to a maximum value at z ≈ 6 µm,
which agrees with the fact that the nonlinearity effect
is dominant over the dissipation close to the source. In
addition, the relative axial body force with the consider-
ation of the second-order harmonics with respect to only
the fundamental wave contribution is plotted versus z
with the black dashed line in Fig. 6. A horizontal grey
dashed line is also provided as a reference. It is shown
that the excess of the body force comes from the contri-
bution of the second-order harmonics.
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To further explore the streaming-induced hydrody-
namic motion in the microchannel, we take the same
configuration as in Fig. 6 but double the pressure am-
plitude pac = 20 MPa to enhance the contribution of
the second-order harmonics. The left half part of Fig. 7
shows the streaming patterns with only the fundamental
component, while the right half is for the situation with
both the fundamental and second-order harmonics. The
colormap in the background indicates the velocity ampli-
tude of the hydrodynamic flows with the arrows giving
the flow directions. The maximum hydrodynamic flow
velocity increases more than 20% if the second harmonic
component is taken into consideration, as shown in Fig.
7.

-100 -50 0 50 100
0

30

60

z
(µ

m
)

R(μm)

h

zFzF

13.47 m/s 17.11 m/s 
18

12

6

0

m/s

FIG. 7. (color online) Streaming results without and with
the second-order harmonics at 1.5 GHz. The acoustic pressure
is 20 MPa. The left half shows the acoustic streaming field
with only the contribution of the fundamental wave with the
maximum flow speed of 13.47 m/s, it is calculated by Eq.(18).
The right half considers the contribution of the second-order
harmonics with the maximum flow speed of 17.11 m/s, which
is based on Eq.(19). The color depth represents the streaming
velocity.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

The theory of the source term for bulk acoustic stream-
ing has been developed with an emphasis on the non-
linear propagation in the frequency regime of GHz. A
dimensionless number called Goldberg number (Γ) is in-
troduced to measure the importance of acoustic nonlin-
earity relative to dissipation at GHz. This work makes it
possible to compute the streaming-induced microfluidic
motion for the recent GHz devices in a better manner
instead of using the empirical formulas [1, 3]. As shown
in the numerical simulation, the contribution of high-
order harmonics could increase the maximum velocity of
hydrodynamic flows up to 20% if only the fundamental
component is considered in linear propagation. In addi-
tion, the source term of bulk streaming in linear acoustic
propagation is revisited in the form of the wave damp-
ing and acoustic intensity [15]. More importantly, we

propose analytical and numerical examples to show the
contradictory results by the source term of linear prop-
agation and the classic expression by Nyborg [11, 12].
The term by Nyborg should be avoided by others (e.g.,
see Ref. [23]) since it contains the contribution of acous-
tic radiation pressure [13, 15].
The alternative method to compute the bulk streaming

is the full-model direct numerical simulation (DNS) [7].
However, it will take more computational cost and will
be challenging to handle the full simulation in the 3D do-
main. The computational burden could be relieved with
the effective boundary conditions developed by Bach and
Bruus [24] and using the axial symmetry of the geomet-
rical model [25]. However, attention should be still paid
to the simulation of 3D bulk streaming if there is no ax-
ial symmetry with either the present theory or DNS, for
instance, the drop-shaped transducer working at GHz in
a microchannel [3]. It should be noted that this work
could be helpful to design acoustical tweezers for particle
trapping with the consideration of both the acoustic ra-
diation pressure[26, 27] and the streaming-induced drag
force.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the sole source of
acoustic streaming

1. First-order perturbation expansion

To derive the source term of acoustic streaming (i.e.,
sound-induced fluid motion), we need to bridge the
acoustic field (acoustic pressure p1 and hydrodynamic
velocity v1) with the fluid velocity v2. Using the per-
turbation method, we need to expand the fields up to
the first-order and second-order terms. Firstly, we ex-
pand the fields up to the linear limit with the following
perturbation

ρ = ρ0 + ρ1

p = p0 + p1

v = 0+ v1

(A1)

Substituting Eq. (A1) into (2) and Eq. (3), we can
obtain the first-order formulas of mass and momentum
conservation respectively

∂ρ1
∂t

+ ρ0∇ · v1 = 0 (A2)

ρ0
∂v1

∂t
= −∇p1 + µs∆v1 +

(µs

3
+ µb

)
∇∇ · v1 (A3)
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where ∆v1 = ∇ · (∇v1). Since the first-order acoustic
field is defined as irrotational (i.e., ∇ × v1 = 0), Eq.
(A3) can be further changed into the following form:

ρ0
∂v1

∂t
= −∇p1 +

(
4

3
µs + µb

)
∆v1 (A4)

It should be noted that the derivation of the above
equation uses the mathematical identity of the vector
Laplacian: ∇∇ · v1 = ∇2v1 +∇×∇× v1 [see Eq.(3.70)
in Ref. 28].

2. Second-order perturbation expansion

Since acoustic streaming is a nonlinear phenomenon,
we need to expand the fields up to the second-order as
given in Eq. (5). After substitution into the mass con-
servation equation, one obtains

∂ρ2
∂t

+∇ · (ρ1v1) + ρ0∇ · v2 = 0 (A5)

Before expand the momentum conservation equation
[Eq. (3)] up to the second-order, we first use the mass
conservation to cancel some items in the momentum con-
servation [see Eq. (3)][

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρv)

]
v + ρ

∂v

∂t
+ ρv · ∇v

= −∇p+ µs∆v +
(µs

3
+ µb

)
∇∇ · v

(A6)

with the terms in the first square brackets vanishing
based on the global mass conservation as given in Eq. (2).
Note that the identity ∇·(ρv⊗v) = ρv ·∇(v)+v∇·(ρv)
is used here. By insertion of Eq. (5) into (A6) and taking
the equation up to the second order:

ρ0
∂v2

∂t
+ ρ1

∂v1

∂t
+ ρ0v1 · ∇v1

= −∇p2 + µs∆v2 +
(µs

3
+ µb

)
∇∇ · v2

(A7)

Since only the steady acoustic streaming is of interest,
the first term of Eq. (A7) vanishes with ∂v2/∂t = 0.
Throughout the whole work, the incompressible flow as-
sumption is hold, so that

∇ · v2 = 0 (A8)

The last term on the right-hand side in the second-order
momentum conservation equation [Eq.(A7)] vanishes. To
isolate the hydrodynamic fluid motion from the acous-
tic perturbation over time (i.e., ∂v1/∂t), we need to re-
call the first-order momentum conservation in Eq. (A4)
which is rewritten as the following for convenience

ρ1
∂v1

∂t
= −ρ1

ρ0
∇p1 +

ρ1
ρ0

(
4

3
µs + µb

)
∆v1 (A9)

Substitute Eq. (A9) into Eq. (A7), we get

−ρ1
ρ0

∇p1 +
ρ1
ρ0

(
4

3
µs + µb

)
∆v1 + ρ0v1 · ∇v1

= −∇p2 + µs∆v2

(A10)

If we take the time average of the above Eq. (A10)
and use the definitions of kinetic energy density ⟨K⟩ =
⟨ρ0v1 · ∇v1⟩ =

〈
∇
(
1/2ρ0v

2
1

)〉
and potential energy den-

sity ⟨U⟩ = ⟨ρ1/ρ0∇p1⟩ =
〈
∇
(
p21/(2ρ0c

2
0)
)〉

(note that the
first-order equation of state is applied here), the second-
order momentum conservation equation can be expressed
as

∇⟨L⟩+
(
4µs

3
+ µb

)〈
ρ1
ρ0

∆v1

〉
= ⟨−∇p2 + µs∆v2⟩

(A11)
where the time-averaged acoustic Lagrangian is defined
as ⟨L⟩ = ⟨K−U⟩. As noted that the acoustic Lagrangian
is independent of the viscous effect and hence not affected
by the wave attenuation, while the acoustic streaming is
induced by the transfer of acoustic momentum to the
viscous mode through wave attenuation. That is to say,
the averaged acoustic Lagrangian ⟨L⟩ is not related to
the steady acoustic streaming and can be balanced with
a hydrostatic pressure gradient, having ∇p∗2 = ∇p2+⟨L⟩.
[13, 15] Hence, the second-order momentum conservation
equation can be finally written as

−∇p∗2 + µs∆v2 + Fs = 0 (A12)

with the sole source for steady acoustic streaming is

Fs = −
(
4µs

3
+ µb

)〈
ρ1
ρ0

∆v1

〉
(A13)

We use the hydrodynamic Reynolds number Rehd to
characterize the relative contribution of the inertia term
ρ0 (v2 · ∇)v2 and the viscosity term µs∇2v2[13]:

Rehd =
ρ0v2d

µs
(A14)

where v2 is the characteristic streaming velocity of the
system, d is the characteristic length of the system and
d ∼ 60µm. The hydrodynamic Reynolds number is equal
to 1 when the streaming velocity is:

vcr =
µs

ρ0d
= 16.7mm/s (A15)

When Rehd ≫ 1 (v2 ≫ vcr), the inertia term is domi-
nant, and we use Lighthill theory to simulate the acoustic
streaming, at this point, the governing equation becomes:

ρ0 (v2 · ∇)v2 + µs∆v2 −∇p2 = F (A16)

When Rehd ≪ 1 (v2 ≪ vcr), the viscosity term is domi-
nant, and the ρ0 (v2 · ∇)v2 will disappear, the governing
equation will be restored to (A12).
This makes it possible to use commercial software like

COMSOL to solve the acoustic streaming problems with
the source term induced by acoustic field.
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Appendix B: Explicit expressions of source terms

1. Monochromatic fundamental wave

For most applications using the acoustic streaming ef-
fect, the acoustic wave is considered as a monochromatic
wave with the linear wave equation for the velocity as

∂2v1

∂t2
− c20∆v1 = 0 (B1)

where ∂2/∂t2 = −ω2 for a single-frequency fundamen-
tal harmonic wave with ω = 2πf the angular frequency.
Hence, the wave equation can be simplified as ∆v1 =
−ω2v1/c

2
0. Insertion of the steady wave equation into

the source term of Eq. (A13) with the combination of
the first-order equation of state, the sole source of acous-
tic streaming is

Fs =

(
4µs

3
+ µb

)
ω2

c40ρ0
⟨p1v1⟩

(B2)

with the average acoustic density ⟨I⟩ = ⟨p1v1⟩. This
formula is also given in Eq. (19) of Ref. [14].

2. High-order harmonic waves

When the weak nonlinear effect induces a few high-
order harmonics, e.g., up to the order of n = 2, the source
term for the acoustic streaming given in Eq. (B2) will
not apply which is limited to the case of single-frequency
fundamental wave. Under this condition, we have to
re-derive the source term based on the general expres-
sion of Eq. (A13) with only two assumptions: the ir-
rotational acoustic field (∇ × v1 = 0) and the incom-
pressible streaming fluid field (∇ · v2 = 0). By combin-
ing the first-order mass conservation equation [see Eq.
(A2)] and the first-order equation of state, the relation
between the acoustic pressure p1 and velocity vector v1

can be derived as ∇p1/(ρ0c
2
0) = ∆v1 with vector identity

∇∇ ·v1 = ∇2v1 +∇×∇×v1. By insertion of this rela-
tion into the general expression of body force Fs in Eq.
(A13), one can derive the following source form including
only the acoustic pressure:

Fs =

(
4

3
µs + µb

)〈
p1
c40ρ

2
0

∇∂p1
∂t

〉
(B3)

This form is helpful to deal with acoustic streaming prob-
lems if the acoustic field with high-order harmonics is
solved with either analytical or numerical methods.

Consider the acoustic pressure form including low-
order harmonics[19]:

p1 = P1 sin

[
ω

(
t− z

c0

)]
+ P2 sin

[
2ω

(
t− z

c0

)]
=

2∑
n=1

Pn sin

[
nω

(
t− z

c0

)] (B4)

Substituting the above equation into Equation (B3),
the following form of body force can be obtained:

Fh
z =

α

ρ0c20

2∑
n=1

〈
n2P 2

n

〉
(B5)

The orthogonality of trigonometric functions is used
in the derivation of the above formula, that is

1/T
∫ T

0
[sin (nωt) sin (mωt)]dt = 0 when n ̸= m and

T = 2π/ω is the period for the fundamental harmonics.

3. Pressure fields of high-order harmonic waves by
Du & Breazeale

By using the perturbation method to solve the nonlin-
ear wave equation (first proposed by Kuznetsov [29]), we
can obtain the following fundamental quasilinear solution
(see Eq.(4) in see Ref. [19] with z/z0≪1 and γ≈π/2):

P1(f | z) = pam
e−αz√

1 + (z/z0)
2
exp

(
− R2/a2

1 + (z/z0)
2

)
(B6)

where z0 = ka2/2. It is noted that the near-field con-
dition is applicable (z ≪ z0) when the channel height is
small. In this case, the diffraction effect is very weak,
and therefore the acoustic pressure in Eq. (B6) can be
simplified as

P1(f | z) = pame−αze(−R2/a2) (B7)

Noted that in Blackstock’s study [20], the extra atten-
uation (EXDB) is very small (The EXDB refers to the
loss beyond the normal small signal attenuation e−αz)
when the Goldberg number Γ ∼ 1. Under this condition,
low-order harmonics will be generated, while no shock
waves will be formed. With the help of the Hankel trans-
form, P2 can be calculated by following the work of Du
& Breazeale [see Eqs. (11) and (12) in Ref. [19]):

P2(f | z) = pamD0e
−4αz

4
√

1 + (z/z0)2
exp

(
− 2R2/a2

1 + (z/z0)2

)
×
√

H2
2 + F 2

2

(B8)

with

H2 =

∫ σ

0

e2αz0σ
′√

1 + (z/z0)
2
cos
[
tan−1 (σ′)

]
dσ′ (B9)

and

F2 =

∫ σ

0

e2αz0σ
′√

1 + (z/z0)
2
sin
[
tan−1 (σ′)

]
dσ′ (B10)

where σ = z/z0, and D0 = 2z0/Ls. Considering the
near-field condition z ≪ z0, we can further simplify the
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second harmonic acoustic pressure Eq. (B8) as:

P2(f | z) = p2amkβe−4αz

4αρ0c20
exp

(
−2R2/a2

) (
e2αz − 1

)
(B11)

Note that the solutions for higher harmonics up to the
fourth order are also listed in the Appendix of Ref. [19].
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