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Cavitation is a ubiquitous phenomenon in nature and bubble dynamics in open spaces have been widely
studied, but the effects of the wall on the dynamics of cavitation bubbles in confined spaces are still unclear.
Here, the dynamics of cavitation bubbles in small corners is studied experimentally, focusing on the interaction
of the bubble with the wall. High-speed photography is used to visualize the temporal development of laser-
induced cavitation bubbles in a small corner formed by two rigid walls, and the bubble spreading on the corner
walls and the bubble migration is analyzed via digital image processing. We identify three distinct modes
of bubble collapse, namely, collapse dominated by annular shrinkage, collapse dominated by wall attraction,
and collapse governed by a combination of both annular shrinkage and wall attraction. The distribution of
different collapse modes at different opening angles of the corner is also analyzed. The displacement and
shrinkage of different parts of the bubble surface, as well as the direction and amount of bubble migration,
are determined. The results show that the asymmetric structure of the corner leads to asymmetric bubble
dynamics, including asymmetric bubble expansion, spreading, contraction, and migration.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cavitation is the process of explosive formation and collapse of vaporous bubbles in a liquid caused by pressure
reduction or energy deposit1. It is ubiquitous in nature and of great significance in numerous fields of science
and engineering such as marine science, ocean engineering, mechanical and material engineering, environmental and
chemical engineering, and medicine and life science. Therefore, the bubble dynamics in cavitation processes, as a
fundamental problem of fluid mechanics, is attracting widespread interest. Cavitation also often occurs in narrow
spaces. For example, cavitation configurations within parallel gaps include cavitation in underwater laser-assisted
machining2, electrical discharge machining3, and biological applications4–6.
There have been many studies about the dynamics of cavitation bubbles and the induced jets near a single solid

boundary7–10. During this process, the collapse of cavitation bubbles forms high-speed jets directed towards the
boundary, which is considered as one of the main reasons for the damage to the boundary. Cavitation shock wave is
another cause of surface damage, as the collapse of bubbles can generate high-pressure waves in the order of MPa11. To
investigate the mechanism of surface damage caused by cavitation shock waves, researchers have conducted numerical
simulations12 and experimental studies13, and found that the largest erosive force is caused by the collapse of a bubble
in direct contact with the boundary, where pressures of up to several GPa act on the material surface. Philipp and
Lauterborn14 investigated the bubble-collapsing process on a flat metal specimen with high-speed photography. They
found that when the bubble is generated at a distance less than twice of the maximum radius from a solid boundary,
the jet velocity could rise to up to 83 m/s. Bubbles are accelerated towards the boundary by the Bjerknes forces
during the collapse phases. Depending on the magnitude of pressure exerted on the wall, Luo et al.15 categorized
collapses of cavitation bubbles near the wall into three groups: primary impact area collapses, secondary impact area
collapses, and slow release area collapses. For a bubble created very close to a rigid wall, different types of axial-jets
are formed through annular-liquid-flow collision16. The surface forces due to the presence of these jets from cavitation
bubbles have also been widely investigated experimentally17,18 and numerically19,20.

A bubble collapsing inside a narrow gap between two rigid walls experiences even richer dynamics than near a single
solid boundary. For bubbles created at different locations of a narrow gap, three types of distinct jetting behaviors
can occur: the transferred jet impacting on the distant wall, the double jet as a result of a bubble splitting and
impacting on both walls, and the directed jet from a conically shaped bubble impacting on the closer wall21. The gap
height is an important parameter for the bubble dynamics. With decreasing the gap height by up to 50%, the bubble
lifetime increases whereas the maximum projected bubble radius remains constant22. Under different gap heights,
Gonzalez-Avila et al.23 observed three scenarios: neutral collapse at the gap center, collapse onto the lower wall, and
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collapse onto the upper wall. The bubble tends to collapse at the closer wall when the distance between the bubble
and rigid walls is larger than the bubble diameter at its maximum expansion24. However, it was also shown that
when the distance between the bubble and a wall is much smaller than the bubble’s maximum radius, the bubble
may collapse on the opposite wall25. A bubble can also be created between two parallel plates using a low-voltage
electrical spark circuit26. The radii and oscillation periods of spark-generated bubbles are one order of magnitude
larger than those generated by laser beam27,28. Azam et al.29 used two high-speed cameras to observe the behavior
of a bubble from the side and the front simultaneously in a narrow gap. They found the presence of thin liquid films
between each of the plates and the bubble throughout the bubble’s lifetime. It results in bubble dynamics that are
unaffected by the hydrophobic or hydrophilic nature of the plate surface.

Compared with bubbles in parallel gaps, much less research has been concerned with bubble dynamics in non-parallel
gaps, a point of interest since the geometries in applications are often more complex than just a rigid boundary. For
bubbles generated between a pair of symmetrically arranged oblique plates, Sagar and Moctar30 observed bubbles
with various shapes, including vertical pillar-shaped cavities and floating toroids. For a bubble in a right-angled
corner, Brujan et al.31 studied the jetting behavior of the bubble, bubble migration, the formation and motion of the
toroidal bubble, etc., and considered the influence of the stand-off distances between the bubble and the walls. White
et al.32 quantified the pressure fields produced by a single bubble collapsing near two perpendicular rigid walls. In
contrast to a bubble collapsing near a single wall, the collapse of bubbles within a critical stand-off distance is not
symmetric about the bisecting plane due to the interaction between the bubble and the second wall. Wang et al.33

investigated bubble dynamics at different angles of corners formed by two flat rigid boundaries. A jet forms toward
the end of the collapse, pointing to the corner when a bubble initiates at the bisector of the corner but pointing to the
near wall and inclined to the corner when a bubble initiates near one of the two walls. For a bubble at asymmetric
positions in the corner, it firstly migrates to the near wall during the collapse since the Bjerknes attraction from the
near wall is dominant34. Recently, the bubbles near a corner formed by mixed boundaries have been the focus of
research in many fields35. For example, Li et al.36 studied the vertically neutral collapse of a bubble near a vertical
rigid wall below a free surface.

Bubble generation inside small corners is a common phenomenon, such as cavitation occurring frequently in the
corner formed by propeller blades. However, the study of bubble generation in corners has received relatively little
attention, especially in small corners. Therefore, this paper conducts experimental research on this less attended
area to effectively reveal the dynamics of bubbles generated within a small corner. This study reports experimental
investigations on the bubble dynamics by focusing on the interaction of the bubble with the wall of the corner and
indentifies three modes of bubble collapse. High-speed photography is used to visualize the temporal development
of the bubble shape and behavior. The spreading and migration characteristics of the bubble during the bubble
oscillation cycle is analyzed. The results show that the asymmetric structure of the small corner leads to asymmetric
bubble dynamics.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHOD

The experimental setup is schematically shown in Figure 1a. The cavitation bubble was generated by a Q-switched
Nd:YAG laser pulse (Nano L 135-15 PIV, Litron). The laser was collimated with a combination of a plano-concave
lens (L1) and a plano-convex lens (L2). After collimation, the laser beam was focused by a plano-convex lens (L3) into
an acrylic cuvette filled with distilled water. The cuvette is made of 5-mm thick acrylic glass plates, and has height
H1 = 150 mm, length H2 = 150 mm, and width W = 150 mm. The acrylic plates behave as rigid walls without any
noticeable deformation in the experiment. The focused laser pulse ionizes the water, generating a breakdown plasma37.
This facilitated obtaining a single uninterrupted plasma, thereby avoiding the generation of multiple bubbles38. The
wavelength of the laser light is 532 nm and the maximum energies of the laser pulses are up to 135 mJ with a duration
of 6 ns. Images of bubble evolution were recorded by a high-speed camera (Phantom TMX 7510) at a frame rate of
375,000 frames per second (fps) with a resolution of 640 × 320 pixels and an exposure time of 2.3 µs. The interval
between two image frames is 2.7 µs, which is much smaller than the period of bubble oscillation (about 200 µs). A
notch filter was placed in front of the camera to prevent scattered laser beams from damaging the camera sensor. An
LED lamp was used to provide mildly diffused light with a diffuser. A digital delay generator (Quantum Composer
9214) was used to trigger the pulsed laser and the high-speed camera synchronously.

The corner used in the experiment was formed by two transparent rectangular acrylic glass plates with a thickness
of 5 mm. The two acrylic glass plates were placed at an angle of α = 10◦. The angle formed by the bisector and the
line of the initial bubble center and the corner vertex is denoted as β. The energy of the pulsed laser was set constant
at about 12.4 mJ, and the maximum radius of the laser-induced bubble in the experiment was Rmax = 0.70 ± 0.05
mm. Since the bubble at its maximum expansion is non-spherical, the equivalent spherical radius Rmax is obtained
via image processing, which represents the radius of a spherical bubble with the same volume. It was calculated using
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of the experimental setup. (b) Schematic drawing of the parameters for the initial bubble
position in the corner.

the area of the bubble Amax in the image at its maximum expansion, i.e., Rmax =
√

Amax/π.
The relative positions of the bubble with respect to the rigid walls of the corner are important parameters for

the bubble evolution process. For a bubble near a single rigid boundary in previous studies, its dynamics can
be characterized by the stand-off distance8,39,40. Following a similar concept, for a bubble near a corner in this
study, we use three non-dimensional parameters to depict the initial position of the bubble in the corner, namely
the dimensionless upper-wall distance d∗upper-wall = dupper-wall/Rmax, dimensionless lower-wall distance d∗lower-wall =

dlower-wall/Rmax, and the dimensionless vertex distance d∗vertex = dvertex/Rmax, where dupper-wall and dlower-wall are,
respectively, the distance from the bubble initial position to the upper wall and the lower wall, and dvertex is the
distance between the bubble initial position and the vertex of the corner, as illustrated in Figure 1b.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Behaviors of cavitation bubbles at a corner

According to the characteristics of the bubble evolution and their underlying mechanisms, we classify the modes
of bubble collapse into three main categories: collapse dominated by annular shrinkage, collapse dominated by wall
attraction, and collapse governed by a combination of both annular shrinkage and wall attraction. We next discuss
these three categories.

1. Annular shrinkage

Figure 2 (Multimedia available online) shows a scenario where the bubble collapse is dominated by annular shrinkage.
During the growth phase, due to the constraining effect of the walls, the top and bottom of the bubble are flattened.
However, the expansion in the middle of the bubble is relatively less pronounced compared to the top and bottom
sections. During the collapse phase, two concave annular rings form on the upper and lower parts of the bubble. These
rings develop into ‘necks’ on the bubble during subsequent stages of the collapse process (242.7 µs). Meanwhile, the
top and bottom of the bubble shrink faster than the middle. This results in an oval shape of the bubble with smaller
top and bottom regions and a larger central region during the late stages of the collapse (274.7–282.7 µs). Then, the
bubble detaches from the wall at the top and bottom, undergoes fragmentation, and enters the rebound phase. Since
the bubble shrinks mainly in the annular direction in the collapse process, we refer to this phenomenon as bubble
collapse dominated by annular shrinkage. Even though there is interaction of the bubble with the wall, the interaction
is not very strong and the bubble does not make complete contact with the wall, and there exists a liquid film between
the bubble surface and the wall. Such liquid film has been confirmed to exist during the bubble evolution near a
single wall, and its thickness is on the micrometer scale41. The liquid within the film flows outward, generating a
strong shear stress and creating a substantial pressure gradient in the region where the bubble approaches the wall.
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FIG. 2. Image sequence of bubble collapse dominated by annular shrinkage (Multimedia available online). Here, d∗vertex = 6.87,
d∗lower-wall = 0.65, and Rmax = 0.72 mm at t = 136.0µs.
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FIG. 3. Image sequence of bubble collapse dominated by wall attraction (Multimedia available online). Here, d∗vertex = 11.61,

d*lower-wall = 0.54, and Rmax = 0.72 mm at t = 98.7µs.

This results in intense annular shrinkage on the bubble’s top and bottom. Similarly, the phenomenon of intense
constriction also occurs when bubbles are formed very close to a rigid wall or within the gap between two parallel
plates16,42. In the final stage before the bubble’s rupture (280.0 µs), a slight dimple appears on the right-middle of
the bubble. Subsequently, the bubble breaks apart during the rebound phase, producing numerous tiny bubbles (see
the dark region in the image). And these tiny bubbles migrate to the left (see the dark region expanding to the left
in the images in 288.0–317.3 µs). The dimple on the right side before the bubble breaks and the movement of the
bubble toward the left after the bubble breaks suggest that, during the collapse, the bubble is likely influenced by the
jet pointing towards the corner vertex. The generation of the jet is due to the higher pressure of the fluid on the right
side of the bubble compared to the left and this asymmetry in pressure is a consequence of the asymmetric corner
structure. Simultaneously, unlike the top and bottom regions, the middle of the bubble does not experience significant
annular shrinkage. As a result, the influence of the jet directed towards the corner vertex is more pronounced in the
middle of the bubble. This leads to a dimple on the right-middle of the bubble, causing it to collide with the opposing
left surface.

2. Wall attraction

When the bubble is distant from the corner vertex and close to one of the side walls, the phenomenon of wall
attraction occurs, as shown in Figure 3 (Multimedia available online). In this case, the evolution of the bubble is
similar to that of a bubble near a single rigid wall43, and a ring-like ‘neck’ appears in the lower portion of the bubble
during its collapse. In contrast, since the bubble is farther away from the upper wall, the attractive influence of the
upper wall on the bubble is much weaker compared to that of the lower wall. Even with the presence of a ring-like
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FIG. 4. Image sequence of bubble collapse dominated by both annular shrinkage and wall attraction (Multimedia available
online). Here, d∗vertex = 8.47, d∗lower-wall = 0.75, and Rmax = 0.71 mm at t = 136.0µs.

constriction at the bottom of the bubble, the attractive force exerted by the lower wall remains dominant. This results
in the bubble being unable to detach from the lower wall, ultimately leading to its collapse directly against the lower
wall (213.3–221.3 µs). In addition, due to the influence of the asymmetry in the corner structure, the bubble shape
during the bubble collapse process is not axisymmetric. This can be evidenced by the gradual leftward movement of
the protrusion at the top of the bubble (94.7–208.0 µs).

3. Combined annular shrinkage and wall attraction

When the bubble is generated close to the bisector of the corner and the distances from both the upper and lower
wall surfaces are slightly greater compared to the case with annular shrinkage, the process of bubble collapse is
governed by a combination of both annular shrinkage and wall attraction, as shown in Figure 4 (Multimedia available
online) for d∗vertex = 8.47 and d∗lower-wall = 0.75. In the initial stages of bubble formation, the bubble exhibits a regular
spherical shape (2.7–24.0 µs). As the bubble expands and encounters constraints from the upper and lower walls, the
top and bottom of the bubble become flattened (69.3–109.3 µs). During the contraction process, there is no noticeable
annular shrinkage along the wall surfaces for either the top or bottom of the bubble. Instead, the annular shrinkage is
more prominent in the middle of the bubble (136.0–242.7 µs). Then, the bubble is attracted to the upper and lower
walls, leading to a rupture at the thin middle part and thus initiating the collapse. In this condition, the primary
effect on the top and bottom of the bubble is the attraction exerted by the upper and lower walls. This results in
the bubble transforming into a dumbbell shape (253.3 µs). The gas column in the middle of the bubble bends to
the side, resembling a bow shape. The bubble deforms into a bow shape because the middle of the bubble contracts
faster than the top and bottom, and the right side of the top and bottom of the bubble contracts faster than that
on the left side. That is, when the middle of the bubble contracts to its smallest and becomes a column, the top
and bottom are still in the process of contracting. Due to the influence of an asymmetric corner structure, there is
a greater degree of contraction on the right sides of the top and bottom of the bubble, causing the top and bottom
to be positioned more to the left relative to the middle, thus the gas column in the middle of the bubble assumes a
bow shape. The top and bottom of the bubble remain in contact with the walls throughout the entire collapse cycle.
After the bubble expands to its maximum volume, the internal pressure of the bubble is lower than the surrounding
fluid pressure, leading the bubble into a contraction phase. When the bubble contracts to its smallest size, the bubble
interface becomes unstable, causing the bubble to burst into many smaller bubbles. Similarly, due to the asymmetric
structure created by the corner, the fluid pressure on the right side of the bubble is higher than that on the left. Thus,
during the rebound phase, many small fragmented bubbles gradually migrate towards the left (261.3–298.7 µs).

B. Effects of initial bubble position

1. Overview of the bubble behavior within the corner for α = 10◦

The results in Section IIIA have shown that the initial bubble position is important for the evolution of cavitation
bubbles. To study the effects of the initial bubble position, we perform experiments by generating bubbles at different
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FIG. 5. Distribution of different modes of bubble collapse within a small corner of α = 10◦. Solid symbols represent data
obtained from the experiment, whereas hollow symbols represent data obtained by symmetry reflection of the experimental
results about the corner bisector. The yellow arrows indicate the contraction directions of the bubble surfaces. The yellow
dashed line indicates the positions of the upper wall and the corner bisector.

positions of the corner, as shown in Figure 5. The initial bubble position can be characterized by the dimensionless
lower-wall distance d∗lower-wall and dimensionless vertex distance d∗vertex. Since the corner structure is symmetric with
respect to the bisector line, for two bubbles within the corner that are symmetrically positioned with respect to the
bisector, their behavior should also be symmetric with each other. The effect of gravity can be quantified using
the a dimensionless parameter proposed by Blake44, δ =

√
ρgRmax/(p0 − pv), where ρ is the liquid density, g is the

gravitational acceleration, Rmax is the maximum radius of the bubble, p0 is the pressure at infinity at the vertical
position of the bubble center and pv is the vapor pressure. In our experiment, the dimensionless parameter δ is very
small, approximately 0.0083, indicating that the influence of gravity can be neglected. There have been some studies
about the effect of gravity on the cavitation dynamics. It was found that the effects of gravity are important for
the generation of micro-jets45, which occurs at the end of the collapse stage. Since we focus on interaction of the
bubble with the walls during the expansion and contraction of the bubble, the effect of the gravity can be neglected.
Therefore, we conducted experiments to generate bubbles only within the region between the bisector and the lower
wall. The behavior of bubbles in the region between the bisector and the upper wall can be deduced based on
symmetry considerations. In Figure 5, solid symbols represent data obtained from the experiment directly, whereas
hollow symbols represent data obtained by symmetry reflection of the experimental results about the corner bisector.
Additionally, because bubbles cannot be generated very close to the wall in the experiment, there is no data point for
very small d∗lower-wall or its reflection.
The bubble collapse behavior in a small corner of α = 10◦ is summarized in Figure 5. For small values of d∗vertex

(see the region with red squares in Figure 5), the bubble is very close to both the upper and lower walls. Even when
the bubble is generated at the bisector, there is strong annular shrinkage at the top and bottom of the bubble, leading
to the bubble detaching from the walls. When the bubble approaches one wall of the corner, the annular shrinkage
becomes even more pronounced in the part of the bubble that is in contact with the wall. Consequently, the bubble
collapse is dominated by annular shrinkage. As d∗vertex increases and when the bubble is generated near the bisector
line (see the region with green upper triangles in Figure 5), annular shrinkage occurs in the middle of the bubble, while
the bubble experiences an attractive force from both the upper and lower walls. As a result, the bubble transforms
into a dumbbell shape. For larger values of d∗vertex and when the bubble is generated close to one wall (see the region
with blue lower triangles in Figure 5), the bubble is primarily influenced by the attraction from the wall. This causes
the bubble to completely collapse towards the wall.
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2. Effect of dimensionless lower-wall distance d∗lower−wall

To further explain the effect of the lower-wall distance, image sequences are presented in Figure 6 to show the
variation of the bubble behavior as the initial bubble position gradually approaches the lower wall, under three
different values of d∗vertex.
When d∗vertex is relatively small (e.g., d∗vertex ≈ 7.0 in Figure 6a, Multimedia available online), as d∗lower-wall decreases,

the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble becomes more intense, whereas the annular shrinkage at the top
of the bubble gradually diminishes. The extent of contraction at the bottom of the bubble is significantly greater
than that at the top and middle, resulting in the bubble assuming an inverted triangle shape during the late stages
of bubble collapse. This results in a gradual upward migration of the bubble’s centroid. As the bubble continues to
contract, the bottom of the bubble will detach from the lower wall earlier than the top wall. Then tiny fragmented
microbubbles appear at the bottom of the bubble, while the rest of the surface contours of the bubble remains smooth.
Consequently, fragmentation of the bubble commences at the bottom and proceeds upwards gradually. Ultimately,
the bubble shrinks to its smallest volume and collapses against the upper wall. During the rebound phase, under the
influence of the jet directed towards the vertex, the bubble cluster continues to migrate leftward.

The image sequences in Figure 6b (Multimedia available online) show the collapse of bubbles for a moderate
dimensionless vertex distance (i.e., d∗vertex ≈ 8.3). At a relatively large dimensionless lower-wall distance (i.e.,
d∗lower-wall = 0.75), a strong annular contraction occurs in the middle of the bubble, leading to the fragmentation
of the bubble from its middle towards both the upper and lower ends. At a moderate dimensionless lower-wall
distance (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.59), the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble is more pronounced compared
to the middle section, whereas there is virtually no discernible annular shrinkage at the top of the bubble. During
the collapse phase, the bubble gradually migrates upward. At the end of the collapse stage, a wedge-shaped defect
forms at the lower right corner of the bubble. This could be attributed to the influence of the asymmetric structure,
which causes the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble to proceed more rapidly on the right side than on
the left side. The bottom of the bubble detaches from the lower wall first and begins to fragment upwards from the
bottom, being consistent with the phenomena described for bubbles close to the vertex (e.g., d∗vertex ≈ 7.0 in Figure
6a). For a relatively small dimensionless lower-wall distance (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.43), it is only after the fragmentation
of the bubble that the fine and dispersed bubbles make contact with the upper wall. The annular shrinkage at the
bottom of the bubble is more pronounced than at the top and the middle of the bubble. Similar to the case with
d∗lower-wall = 0.59 in Figure 6b, a wedge-shaped defect is present at the lower right corner of the bubble. Ultimately,
the bottom of the bubble detaches from the lower wall and undergoes fragmentation from the bottom.

The bubble behavior at large dimensionless vertex distances (i.e., d∗vertex ≈ 11.5) is shown in Figure 6c (Multimedia
available online). At a relatively large dimensionless lower-wall distance (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.97), intense annular
shrinkage occurs only in the central region of the bubble during the contraction of the bubble. Under the combined
influence of the annular shrinkage in the middle and the attractive forces exerted by the upper and lower walls, the
bubble transforms into a dumbbell shape. The middle of the bubble is a slender column and is offset to the left.
This is because the asymmetric structure leads to unequal fluid pressures on the left and right sides of the bubble,
consequently resulting in the asymmetric contraction of the bubble. This phenomenon is analogous to the bubble
behavior in rectangular channels46, in which the structure connecting the upper and lower parts of the bubble has
a slight offset due to the effect of the left wall. During the first growth-collapse cycle of the bubble, the top and
bottom of the bubble remain consistently uncontacted with the walls. The fragmentation of the bubble initiates from
the cylindrical portion. Subsequently, the surface of the bubble becomes unsmooth, giving rise to fine and dispersed
bubbles. The fragmentation then progresses from the central region to both the upper and lower parts of the bubble.
At a smaller dimensionless lower-wall distance (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.85), there is a distinct annular shrinkage noticeable
in the middle of the bubble. However, because the distance from the bubble to the upper wall is greater than that
to the lower wall, the attractive effect of the lower wall on the bubble is stronger at this moment. Consequently,
the annular shrinkage in the middle of the bubble causes the bubble to transform into a conical shape. For a small
dimensionless lower-wall distance (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.54), the attraction from the lower wall dominates the collapse of
the bubble. This results in the bubble being unable to detach from the lower wall, ultimately leading to its collapse
directly against that wall.

3. Effect of dimensionless vertex distance d∗vertex

To further investigate the effects of d∗vertex on bubble behavior, in our experiment, we maintained a constant distance
between the initial position of the bubble and the lower wall (i.e., d∗lower-wall ≈ 0.44) while progressively increasing
the distance of the bubble from the corner vertex, as shown in Figure 7 (Multimedia available online). Through
comparison, we can see that, as d∗vertex increases, the bubble becomes more difficult to detach from the lower wall.
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FIG. 6. Bubble behaviors as the initial position gradually approaches the lower wall, under three different values of d∗vertex.
(a) d∗vertex ≈ 7.0 (Multimedia available online); (b) d∗vertex ≈ 8.3 (Multimedia available online); (c) d∗vertex ≈ 11.5 (Multimedia
available online).
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The annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble also gradually becomes less obvious.
For the collapse of bubbles in a corner, the strength of the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble is

determined by the distances of the bubble’s initial position to the upper wall and to the lower wall. Among these
two factors, the distance to the lower wall plays a dominant role. The closer the bubble forms to the lower wall, the
more pronounced the annular shrinkage at the bubble’s base becomes. Simultaneously, the upper wall exerts a certain
degree of promoting effect on the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble. The smaller the distance from
the bubble to the upper wall (but not less than the distance between the bubble and the lower wall), the promoting
effect becomes more pronounced. As shown in Figure 7, while the distance to the lower wall remains constant, the
distance to the upper wall increases as the bubble moves farther away from the vertex of the corner. This weakens
the promoting effect of the upper wall on the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble, causing the annular
shrinkage to become increasingly indistinct and the bubble to become increasingly difficult to detach from the lower
wall.

C. Effect of the opening angle α

To study the effect of the opening angle of the corner, we performed experiments with different opening angles at
α = 15◦ and α = 20◦, and the results of bubble collapse behavior are shown in Figure 8. Together with the results
of the opening angle α = 10◦ in Figure 5, we can see that, as α increases, bubbles collapse dominated by annular
shrinkage becomes more concentrated near the vertex of the corner. This trend is because, when the corner is larger,
bubbles must be closer to the vertex to ensure that the distance from the bubble to both the upper and lower walls
is small enough for the bubble to be strongly affected by both upper and lower walls simultaneously, which causes
a noticeable annular shrinkage at the top or bottom of the bubble. Similarly, in a larger corner, when the initial
position of the bubble is slightly away from the vertex, the distance from the bubble to both the upper and lower
walls becomes greater than that in a smaller corner. Consequently, the bubble can escape the strong influence of
the walls at a position closer to the vertex than in a smaller corner. Thus, the shifts of the bubble collapse mode
from dominated by annular shrinkage to dominated by wall attraction, and also to dominated by combined annular
shrinkage and wall attraction, occur at positions closer to the vertex than in smaller corners.

Figures 9a (Multimedia available online) and 9b (Multimedia available online) show the collapse processes of bubbles
within corners for α = 15◦ and α = 20◦, respectively. Compared with that for α = 10◦ in Figure 5, we can see that in
larger corners, the collapse dominated by annular shrinkage occurs closer to the vertex. As a result, the attraction of
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FIG. 8. Distributions of different modes of bubble collapse within small corners: (a) α = 15◦, (b) α = 20◦. The yellow arrows
indicate the contraction directions of the bubble surfaces.

the vertex to the bubble is more pronounced, leading to a protrusion toward the vertex of the corner in the later stage
(272.0 µs, Figure 9b, for annular shrinkage mode). For the collapse mode dominated by wall attraction, the bubble in
larger corners still contracts toward the lower wall and finally collapses on the lower wall. However, unlike in a corner
of α = 10◦, for corners of α = 15◦ and α = 20◦, the collapse dominated by annular shrinkage shifts to the collapse
dominated by wall attraction at positions closer to the vertex. Consequently, during the collapse process, the bubble
experiences a stronger attraction toward the vertex. This results in a greater extent of indentation on the right side of
the bubble compared to the left side (213.3 µs in Figure 9a and 202.7 µs in Figure 9b, for wall attraction mode). For
the collapse dominated by combined annular shrinkage and wall attraction, there is still an evident annular shrinkage
in the middle of the bubble, and the bubble transforms into a dumbbell shape under the attraction of the upper and
lower walls.

D. Bubble spreading on the corner walls

To characterize the bubble shape and the interaction of the bubble with the wall, we performed digital image
processing on the high-speed images and obtained the bubble contours from the high-speed images for every frame.
Then we calculated the intersections of the contour curve with the upper wall, the lower wall, and the bisector line,
respectively, as indicated by the six yellow dots in Figure 10a. These six points are used to characterize the shape
changes at the top, bottom, and middle of the bubble, respectively. Figure 10(b-e) illustrates the shape changes of
a bubble during the first cycle of bubble oscillation. The red triangles indicate the positions where the bubble first
contacts with the upper wall, lower wall, and the bisector line. The initial contact point of the bubble with the
bisector line is the midpoint of the line segment formed by points PML and PMR, when the bubble’s contour first
reaches the bisector. Similarly, the initial contact point of the bubble with the upper or lower wall is the midpoint of
the line segment formed by points PTL and PTR, or by points PLB and PBR, when the bubble’s contour first touches
the upper or lower wall. Then, we calculated the displacement of the bubble at the top, middle, and bottom on both
the left and right sides (see the length X in Figure 10). In addition, the interface meeting points (i.e., the point
where the left and right sides of the bubble meet in the shrinkage process) on the top wall, on the bottom wall, or on
the bisector line of the corner can be used to quantify the process of bubble evolution. Because the evolution of the
bubble in the late stage of the contraction is extremely quick and challenging to capture accurately, we obtained the
minimum shrinkage points by polynomial fitting. We fitted the points after the moments of maximum displacement
on both the left and right sides of the bubble on the top wall, on the bottom wall, or on the bisector line of the corner,
respectively, and the intersection points of the fitted curves for the left and right sides indicate the interface meeting
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FIG. 9. Image sequence of bubble collapse for different collapse modes: (a) α = 15◦ (Multimedia available online), (b) α = 20◦

(Multimedia available online). Here, (a1) d∗vertex = 4.0, d∗lower-wall = 0.55, (a2) d∗vertex = 7.5, d∗lower-wall = 0.44, (a3) d∗vertex = 7.1,
d∗lower-wall = 0.88, (b1) d∗vertex = 3.4, d∗lower-wall = 0.56, (b2) d∗vertex = 5.6, d∗lower-wall = 0.47, (b3) d∗vertex = 5.5, d∗lower-wall = 0.88.

points (i.e., the red dots in Figure 10). Then, we calculated the shrinkage amount between the left and right sides
(i.e., the length S in Figure 10). Here, the shrinkage amount means the distance between the maximum displacement
point and the minimum shrinkage point. The ratio of shrinkage (i.e., R in Figure 10) between the left and right sides
was also calculated, which enables a clear comparison of the difference between the shrinkage amounts on the left and
right sides of the bubble.

1. Effect of dimensionless lower-wall distance d∗lower−wall

To quantify the bubble’s dynamics, we monitored the evolution of the bubble shape during the bubble collapse.
Figures 11a, 11b, and 11c show the temporal variation of the displacement of the top, middle, and bottom of the
bubble, respectively, at a relatively small dimensionless vertex distance d∗vertex ≈ 7.0, considering both the left and
right sides. Since the top and bottom of the bubble do not contact the upper and lower walls initially during the
early stage, the displacement values for both sides of the bubble are zero in the early stage in figures 11a and 11c.

Because of the asymmetric effect of the corner on the bubble dynamics, the top, middle, and bottom of the bubble
exhibit asymmetry during collapse, as shown in Figure 11. Regarding the top of the bubble (Figure 11a), as the initial
bubble position approaches the lower wall, there is a discernible difference in the slope of the displacement curve for
the right side at different d∗lower-wall. At a relatively large dimensionless lower-wall distance (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.65),
the displacement of the top right side of the bubble (i.e., the green solid line of XTR in Figure 11a) exhibits relatively
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FIG. 10. Characterization of the bubble shape. (a) Definition of interaction points of the bubble contour with the upper wall,
lower wall, and bisector line. (b-e) Definition of points, displacements, and shrinkage amounts at different instants of bubble
evolution: (b) initial bubble, (c) bubble during growth, (d) largest bubble, and (d) smallest bubble. XTL, XTR, XML, XMR,
XBL, and XBR are the displacements at the top/middle/bottom left/right side of the bubble. STL, STR, SML, SMR, SBL, and
SBR are the shrinkage amounts at the top/middle/bottom left/right side of the bubble. RT = STR/STL, RM = SMR/SML,
and RB = SBR/SBL are the ratios of shrinkage between the left and right at the top/middle/bottom of the bubble. The first
subscripts T , M and B indicate the top, middle, and bottom of the bubble. The second subscripts L and R indicate the Left
and right interface of the bubble.

uniform changes throughout the shrinkage process. In contrast, as the dimensionless lower-wall distance decreases
(i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.54 and d∗lower-wall = 0.47), the displacement of the top right side of the bubble (i.e., the red
and blue solid lines of XTR in Figure 11a) shows minimal change in the early stages of shrinkage, resulting in a
flatter displacement curve. However, the displacement curve suddenly becomes steep thereafter, indicating a sudden
contraction of the top right side of the bubble. This is because, as the initial bubble position moves closer to the
lower wall, the intensity of the annular shrinkage at the top of the bubble gradually diminishes, making the influence
of the asymmetric structure of the corner on the top right side of the bubble more pronounced. This leads to a
rapid contraction of the top right side, causing the displacement changes to become non-uniform. For the middle
of the bubble (Figure 11b), there remains a distinct asymmetry. The displacement variation of the right side of the
middle of the bubble (i.e., XMR in Figure 11b) is notably greater than that of the left side (i.e., XML in Figure 11b).
Concerning the bottom of the bubble (Figure 11c), when the dimensionless lower-wall distance is relatively large (i.e.,
d∗lower-wall = 0.65), there is already a strong annular shrinkage. As the bubble approaches the lower wall, this annular
shrinkage continues to dominate, causing pronounced shrinkage on both the left and right sides of the bubble bottom.
Thus, the asymmetry at the bubble bottom is less pronounced compared to that at the top and middle sections.

The shrinkage amounts on the left and right sides of the top of the bubble are compared in Figure 11d. As d∗lower-wall
decreases, the initial position of the bubble progressively moves closer to the lower wall surface. Correspondingly, the
difference in the shrinkage amounts between the left and right sides of the top of the bubble becomes increasingly
pronounced, indicating that as the bubble moves downward, the asymmetry becomes more evident during the shrinking
process. This is due to the increased distance between the top of the bubble and the upper wall, which weakens the
annular shrinkage at the top of the bubble, consequently intensifying the asymmetry. The shrinkage amount on the
right side of the top of the bubble is more than twice that of the left side. For the shrinkage amounts in the middle
of the bubble (see Figure 11e), under the influence of the corner structure, there is a considerable difference in the
shrinkage amounts on the left and right sides as well. However, for the bottom of the bubble (see Figure 11f), the
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FIG. 11. (a-c) Temporal variation of the displacement of the top (a), middle (b), and bottom (c) of the bubble at a relatively
small dimensionless vertex distance d∗vertex ≈ 7.0. The displacement is considered positive in the direction to the left. The
circles represent the displacement of the bubble on the left side, whereas the triangles denote the displacement on the right
side. Using polynomial fitting, we fitted all points after the moments of maximum displacement on both the left and right sides
of the top, middle, and bottom of the bubble. The fitted curves are shown as solid lines. The intersection points of the fitted
curves for the left and right sides are represented by solid squares. (d-f) Shrinkage amounts on both the left and right sides of
the top (d), middle (e), and bottom (f) of the bubble at d∗vertex ≈ 7.0. Blue dots indicate the ratio of the right-side shrinkage
to the left-side shrinkage.
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FIG. 12. (a-b) Time variation of displacement for the left and right sides of the bubble’s middle (a) and bottom (b) at a
moderate dimensionless vertex distance (d∗vertex ≈ 8.3). (c-d) Comparison of the shrinkage amounts for the bubble’s middle (c)
and bottom (d) at a moderate dimensionless vertex distance (d∗vertex ≈ 8.3).

difference in shrinkage amounts between its left and right sides is significantly smaller than that of the top and middle
sections. Moreover, as the initial position of the bubble moves closer to the lower wall, the difference in shrinkage
amounts between the left and right sides of the bubble bottom gradually diminishes. This is because, with the decrease
in d∗lower-wall, the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble intensifies, causing substantial shrinking on both the
left and right sides, thereby reducing the asymmetry.

The variation of the displacement over time for the left and right sides of the bubble’s middle and bottom, as
well as a comparison of the shrinkage amounts for a moderate dimensionless vertex distance (i.e., d∗vertex ≈ 8.3) is
shown in Figure 12. When the dimensionless lower-wall distance is relatively small (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.43), the bubble
is positioned far away from the upper wall, preventing its top from making contact with the upper wall (i.e., zero
displacement for the left/right side of the top of the bubble). Therefore, we present the displacement for the middle
and the bottom of the bubble only.

For the middle of the bubble, the asymmetry in the displacement curves for the left and right sides is less pronounced
compared to that at a relatively small dimensionless vertex distance (i.e., d∗vertex ≈ 7.0), as shown in Figure 12a.
Furthermore, the shrinkage amount on the right side of the middle of the bubble is approximately twice that of the
left side (Figure 12c). Even as the initial position of the bubble gradually moves closer to the lower wall, the ratio of
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FIG. 13. (a) Displacement and (b) shrinkage amount comparisons for the left and right sides of the bottom of the bubble when
the distance to the lower wall is fixed (d∗lower-wall = 0.44) and the bubble progressively moves away from the vertex of the corner.

shrinkage amounts between the left and right sides exhibits no significant variation with d∗lower-wall. On the one hand,
since the bubble at a moderate dimensionless vertex distance (i.e., d∗vertex ≈ 8.3) is situated farther from the vertex
of the corner, it is subjected to less influence from the asymmetrical structure of the corner. On the other hand, the
annular shrinkage in the middle of the bubble is more pronounced than that at a small dimensionless vertex distance
(i.e., d∗vertex ≈ 7.0). As a result, both the left and right sides of the bubble experience a certain degree of shrinkage,
which results in a less pronounced asymmetry.

For the bubble’s bottom (Figure 12b), when the dimensionless lower-wall distance is relatively large (i.e., d∗lower-wall =
0.75), there is virtually no annular shrinkage. Under the influence of the corner structure, unequal intensity of shrinkage
occurs on the left and right sides of the bubble. The right side of the bottom of the bubble shrinks rapidly, leading to
a very steep change in its displacement curve (see the green solid line of XBR in Figure 12b). In contrast, the left side
experiences minimal shrinks, resulting in a gradual change in its displacement curve (see the green solid line of XBL

in Figure 12b). This also gives rise to a considerable difference in the contraction amounts (as shown in Figure 12d,
d∗lower-wall = 0.75). As the dimensionless lower-wall distance decreases (i.e., d∗lower-wall = 0.59 and d∗lower-wall = 0.43),
annular shrinkage occurs at the bottom of the bubble. Both the left and right sides of the bottom of the bubble
undergo a certain degree of shrinkage, thus reducing the asymmetry. Ultimately, the shrinkage amount on the right
side of the bubble bottom is approximately 1.5 times that of the left side (as shown in Figure 12d, d∗lower-wall = 0.59
and d∗lower-wall = 0.43).

2. Effect of dimensionless vertex distance d∗vertex

The displacement variations and shrinkage amount comparisons for the left and right sides of the bottom of the
bubble when the bubble progressively moves away from the vertex of the corner are shown in Figure 13. As the initial
position of the bubble moves away from the vertex, the ratio of shrinkage amounts for the left and right sides of the
bubble’s bottom initially increases and then decreases. This is because, when the dimensionless vertex distance is
relatively small (i.e., d∗vertex = 6.72), the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble is relatively intense. Both the
left and right sides undergo a substantial degree of contraction, which reduces the asymmetry. As d∗vertex increases
to 8.14, the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble weakens. The asymmetry is more pronounced, leading to
an increase in the ratio of shrinkage amounts. As d∗vertex continues to increase, the annular shrinkage at the bottom
of the bubble further diminishes. However, as the initial position of the bubble moves farther away from the vertex
of the corner, the influence of the corner on the bubble decreases. The bubble gradually transitions into symmetric
contraction, causing the ratio of shrinkage amounts to decline, as shown in Figure 13b.



16

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

-0.5

-1

-1.5

-2
0 50 100 150 250 300200

Time (μs)

B
u

b
b

le
 d

e
v
ia

ti
o

n
 a

n
g

le
 β

 (
°) *

d  = 0.65lower-wal l

*
d  = 0.54lower-wal l

*
d  = 0.47lower-wal l

*
d  ≈ 7.0ver tex

2.5

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

-0.5

-1

-1.5

-2

-2.5
0 50 100 150 250 300200

*
d  = 0.75lower-wal l

*
d  = 0.59lower-wal l

*
d  = 0.43lower-wal l

*
d  ≈ 8.3ver tex

Time (μs)

B
u

b
b

le
 d

e
v
ia

ti
o

n
 a

n
g

le
 β

 (
°)

1

0

-1

-2

-3

-4

-5
0 50 100 150 250 300200

*
d  = 0.97lower-wal l

*d  = 0.85lower-wal l

*
d  = 0.54lower-wal l

*d  ≈ 11.5ver tex

Time (μs)

B
u

b
b

le
 d

e
v
ia

ti
o

n
 a

n
g

le
 β

 (
°)

2

1

0

-1

-2

-3

-4

-5
0 50 100 150 250 300200

*d  = 6.72ver tex
*d  = 8.14ver tex
*d  = 9.61ver tex

*d  ≈ 0.44lower-wal l

*d  = 11.68ver tex

Time (μs)

B
u

b
b

le
 d

e
v
ia

ti
o

n
 a

n
g

le
 β

 (
°)

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 14. Migration of the bubble at different initial bubble positions: (a) Bubbles generated very close to the vertex of the
corner, with d∗vertex ≈ 7.0; (b) Bubbles generated relatively close to the vertex of the corner, with d∗vertex ≈ 8.3; (c) Bubbles
generated relatively close to the vertex of the corner, with d∗vertex ≈ 11.5; (d) Bubbles generated with different dimensionless
vertex distances with a fixed dimensionless lower-wall distance d∗lower-wall ≈ 0.44. Here, the deviation angle of the bubble β
represents the angle formed by the line connecting the center of the bubble to the vertex of the corner and the bisector.

E. Bubble migration

To further quantify the overall position of the bubble approaching or departing from the wall over time, we consider
the migration of the bubble, as shown in Figure 14. Here, we use the deviation angle of the bubble β, which is the
angle formed by the line connecting the center of the bubble to the vertex of the corner and the bisector. A value of
β = 0◦ indicates that the bubble center is located on the bisector. As β increases, it indicates that the bubble center
moves closer to the upper wall, and vice versa.

For bubbles close to the vertex of the corner (see figures 14a and 14b), as the initial position of the bubble approaches
the lower wall, the upward migration of the bubble center becomes increasingly pronounced. This is due to an increased
intensity of annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble, causing the bubble to easily detach from the lower wall
and migrate upward. However, it should be noted that at dimensionless lower-wall distances of d∗lower-wall = 0.59 and
d∗lower-wall = 0.43, the bubble center undergoes downward migration during the final moments of collapse, as shown in
Figure 14b. This phenomenon is due to the progressive fragmentation of the bubble from bottom to top. When the
lower part of the bubble breaks up, a large number of fine fragmented bubbles form, creating a large cluster of bubbles
in the lower part of the image. Concurrently, the top part of the bubble is still undergoing shrinkage, resulting in
a smaller bubble area at the upper half than at the lower half in the image. This leads to the apparent shift of the
bubble center closer to the lower wall. When the bubble is far from the vertex (see d∗vertex ≈ 11.5 in Figure 14c), as the
position of the bubble approaches the lower wall, it undergoes downward migration rather than upward. However, at
the dimensionless lower-wall distance d∗lower-wall = 0.85, during the final moments of collapse, the bubble center moves
upward. This is, similarly, due to the fragmentation of the bubble from top to bottom. When a bubble is generated
near the bisector (see d∗lower-wall = 0.65 in Figure 14a, d∗lower-wall = 0.75 in Figure 14b, and d∗lower-wall = 0.97 in Figure
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14c), the bubble center exhibits minimal displacement in the majority of the process. The bubble center experiences
only a slight downward shift at the end of the collapse phase. This is because the initial bubble position may be
slightly close to the upper wall. The shrinkage at the top of the bubble is slightly more pronounced, which can cause
a slight downward displacement of the bubble during the collapse phase. When the bubble is moved further away
from the vertex of the corner (i.e., increasing the dimensionless vertex distance d∗vertex) while fixing the dimensionless
lower-wall distance d∗lower-wall, the bubble center migration is shown in Figure 14d. As the bubble moves progressively
away from the corner vertex, the annular shrinkage at its bottom weakens. This reduces the upward migration of the
bubble, leading to a transition of the bubble’s motion from upward to downward.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, the dynamics of cavitation bubbles in small corners are investigated experimentally, and the
deformation and migration of the bubble are analyzed. The results show that the asymmetry of the corner
leads to distinct scenarios of bubble shrinkage. The modes of bubble collapse can be divided mainly into three
categories: collapse dominated by annular shrinkage, collapse dominated by wall attraction, and collapse governed by
a combination of both annular shrinkage and wall attraction.

When the bubble is initiated very close to the vertex of the corner, the annular shrinkage dominates during the
collapse process. As the initial position of the bubble moves to the lower wall, the annular shrinkage at the top of the
bubble becomes weaker, while the annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble becomes stronger. This leads to a
distinct asymmetry during the shrinkage of the left and right sides of the bubble top, whereas it is less pronounced
at the bottom. Meanwhile, due to the strengthening of the annular shrinkage at the bottom, the upward migration
of the bubble is more pronounced.

When the bubble is initiated far from the vertex of the corner, at the bisector of the angle, the bubble collapse is
primarily dominated by a combination of annular shrinkage and wall attraction. However, in the vicinity of the wall,
the bubble collapse is mainly governed by wall attraction. As the initial position of the bubble moves closer to the
lower wall, there is no longer noticeable annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble. At this point, the attraction
from the wall causes the bubble to either split or collapse downwards onto the lower wall. The center of the bubble
gradually migrates downward.

When the initial position of the bubble progressively moves away from the vertex of the corner while the lower-
wall distance is fixed, the asymmetry in the shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble initially increases and then
decreases. This is due to the combined effect of the weakening annular shrinkage at the bottom of the bubble and the
reduced asymmetric constraint imposed by the corner. Meanwhile, the bubble center shifts from migrating upwards
to migrating downwards.

In summary, the asymmetric structure of the corner leads to asymmetric bubble dynamics, including asymmetric
bubble expansion, spreading, contraction, and migration. The present results could be useful for applications of bubble
cavitation, such as ultrasonic cleaning, micro-pumping, and underwater micro-propulsion. The damage to material
surfaces induced by cavitation is a widespread phenomenon in fluid machinery and many other fields. Therefore, in
the future, it will be crucial to study the mechanisms of surface damage caused by cavitation shock waves and jet
impacts. Additionally, cavitation in other complex confined spaces is also important for the relevant applications and
deserves more studies.
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