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Small droplets are irradiated with visible and infrared light in many natural and industrial envi-
ronments. One of the simplest ways to describe their evaporation is the D2-Law. It states that the
evaporation rate is proportional to t−1/2, and R−1. However, models like the D2-Law do not account
for the volumetric heating of light and the effect of strong irradiation on individual droplets is not
fully understood. Here we show the effects of IR irradiation on optically levitated water droplets.
We find that, under strong irradiation of up to 108W/m2, the droplet evaporation is initially driven
by the heat from the laser following the power law dR/dt ∼ R, i.e. the inverse of the D2-Law.
Then, when the droplets shrink to 2 - 3 µm in radius a turnover occurs from irradiation-driven back
to diffusion-driven evaporation. Our findings support the understanding of droplet evaporation in
cases such as rocket engines or internal combustion, where the radiation from the flame will heat
water and fuel droplets.

I. INTRODUCTION

The evaporation of small liquid droplets into the sur-
rounding gas phase is ubiquitous in many industrial and
scientific applications. Spray drying is often employed to
produce fine particles for medical use [1, 2], while in com-
bustion science it is important to understand how fuel
droplets evaporate in order to improve engine efficiency
[3, 4]. Other applications include atmospheric sciences [5]
and biomedical research [6]. In some scenarios, droplets
are subjected to radiative heating, which significantly in-
fluences the evaporation dynamics. These include fuel
droplets inside a combustion chamber or rocket engine,
where droplets are exposed to flames [7], cloud formation
by aerosol droplets [8], where droplets are exposed to ra-
diation from the sun, and laser diagnostics of fuel droplets
[3] in combustion, where atomized fuel droplets are stud-
ied using optical diagnostics like LIF (Laser-Induced Flu-
orescence).

To study the evaporation of individual droplets, many
studies have relied on methods such as free-falling
droplets [9], sessile droplets on flat surfaces [10], and
fiber-based studies [11]. However, falling droplets induce
convective flows [12] due to the relative motion between
the droplet and the ambient medium, and the solid sur-
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faces introduce heat conduction and imperfect sphericity
of the droplets.
To mitigate these limitations, various non-contact lev-

itation methods have been developed for evaporation
studies, such as electrostatic [13] and acoustic traps [14].
However, these methods also face significant challenges.
Electrostatic traps, for instance, require droplets to be
charged. This introduces issues of charge saturation [15],
which can cause droplets to break up [16] and sets a
lower limit to their size to approximately 5 µm in ra-
dius [17, 18]. In acoustic traps, on the other hand, it is
difficult to trap droplets below a millimeter due to their
low inertia [19] and high susceptibility to environmental
perturbations, such as air currents and thermal fluctua-
tions.
Optical traps, especially those using counter-

propagating beams [20], offer an alternative for studying
droplets smaller than 5 µm in radius. These traps have
enabled detailed measurements of evaporation rates
[21], refractive indices [22], Raman scattering [23], and
water uptake in organic droplets [24]. However, optical
traps also face challenges, such as positional instability
as droplets evaporate, often leading to “jumping” be-
tween trapping positions [25], or being completely lost.
High-humidity conditions or high salt concentrations in
droplets are commonly used to stop the droplets from
evaporating and keep them stably trapped. However, by
adding salt the physical properties of the system under
investigation are changed.
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Despite the importance of understanding droplet evap-
oration, predicting this behavior in conditions involving
radiative heating remains challenging. The widely-used
D2-Law provides a foundational framework for predict-
ing evaporation rates [26] by assuming that evaporation
is driven by diffusion into the surrounding air, but it does
not include radiative heating. Several numerical and ex-
perimental evaporation studies for droplets under laser
irradiation have been conducted showing the uneven vol-
umetric absorption of irradiative heat [27] and the evap-
oration of droplets in air [28, 29], and on hydrophobic
surfaces [10]. These report only small deviations from
the D2-Law with the evaporation rate increasing as they
shrink. However, none of these experiments have inves-
tigated the droplets down to full evaporation or under
strong irradiative heating.

Here we investigate the evaporation dynamics of wa-
ter droplets from 10 µm in radius down to full evapora-
tion. We find that droplets early in the evaporation pro-
cess do not evaporate according to the D2-Law, where
Ṙ(t) ∼ R−1, but rather as Ṙ(t) ∼ R. We attribute
these evaporation dynamics to laser-driven evaporation.
As evaporation proceeds further and the droplets be-
come smaller, we observe a turnover to diffusion-driven
evaporation similar to the classical D2-Law. These find-
ings contribute to a deeper understanding of evapora-
tion processes under strong radiative heating, including
atmospheric sciences, internal combustion engines, and
aerospace propulsion.

II. METHODS

A. Counter-propagating trap with IR heating

We developed a counter-propagating optical trap,
shown in Fig. 1a, in which water droplets are trapped
and evaporate into the ambient air. The laser beam from
a 532 nm continuous wave (gem532) was expanded to 4.5
mm in diameter and split into two arms using a polar-
izing beam splitter. Each polarized beam was focused
using a pair of 50 mm lenses in a counter-propagating
arrangement, with beam waist at a focus of 3.7 ± 0.2
µm.
This setup was similar to previous optical traps used

to study droplet kinetics [22, 24]. However, our setup
could trap droplets with radii up to 10 µm and keep them
trapped down to full evaporation. We achieved this using
long focal length lenses instead of microscope objectives
in the counter-propagating trap, resulting in larger beam
waists. On the contrary to other studies where solutes
such as salt and high-humidity environment are used to
slow or even stop the evaporation [18, 30], we instead let
the droplets evaporate, allowing us to study the evapo-
ration of small droplets without added solutes.

We used an ultrasonic nebulizer (MY-520A) to dis-
pense a cloud of droplets into the chamber. The droplets
fell randomly into the trap and merged up to a maximum

FIG. 1. Experimental Setup (a) A counter-propagating op-
tical trap levitates water droplets between the lenses L1 and
L2. The water droplets are heated with an IR laser beam set
up in either configuration (b) or (c). (b) Horizontal configu-
ration where the IR beam enters parallel to the trapping beam
and is focused by L1 (f = 50 mm). The long focal distance of
L1 leads to a lower power density. (c) Vertical configuration
where the IR beam enters perpendicular to the trapping laser.
The short focal distance of L8 (f = 25 mm) leads to higher
power densities.

droplet size defined by the optical trap. The continuous
dispensing of water vapor resulted in a sustained high
relative humidity (RH) inside the chamber between 98 ±
3% and an ambient temperature of 297 K.

To heat the droplets, we used an infrared (IR) laser
(TLX1 C-Band Tunable Laser), set to a wavelength of
1550 ± 1 nm, amplified by an erbium-doped fiber ampli-
fier (Thorlabs EDFA100P) as shown in Fig. 1(a). The
fiber output was collimated to a beam diameter of 1.6
mm.

We used two different setups to study the impact of in-
creasing IR irradiation on evaporation dynamics. First,
a horizontal configuration (Fig. 1(b)) with a beam waist
of 30.3 ± 0.2 µm, where we scanned the power of the
IR laser from 0 to 140 mW in steps of 10 mW. Second,
a vertical configuration (Fig. 1(c)) with a beam waist
of 15.3 ± 0.2 µm, where we scanned the power from 35
mW (equivalent to 140 mW for the horizontal configura-
tion) to 95 mW in steps of 5 mW. Importantly, the beam
waists were always larger than the droplet radii under
study, meaning they always received homogeneous laser
heating. The two setups were operated independently at
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FIG. 2. We use the radius change of a droplet between reso-
nances in the Fano comb pattern to measure the evaporation
rate. (a) A simulation of the 90◦ light scattering of a 532 nm
plane wave by a water droplet as it evaporates. The domi-
nating resonances from the first comb are highlighted in blue.
(b) The commonly used approximation that a resonance oc-
curs every time the droplet diameter changes one wavelength
inside the material, ∆R = λ/2πn is plotted in magenta. The
exact radius change between resonances, ∆R, is plotted in
blue for the first four combs. The average radius change,
∆R = 68.5 ± 0.6 nm, is plotted with a horizontal green line
with green shading representing one standard deviation. The
radius changes from the dominating resonances in the first
comb are highlighted in blue, while the radius changes from
resonances hidden underneath the next comb are highlighted
in magenta. We only use the dominating resonances in this
work.

different times, with the horizontal setup used for lower
IR intensities and the vertical setup for higher intensi-
ties, allowing us to explore a wide range of IR irradiation
levels.

B. Measuring the evaporation rate using the Fano
comb structure

Spherical droplets can become resonance cavities for
light. This happens when the light that evanescently
couples into the droplet reflects around the inner water-
air interface through total internal reflection. When the
optical path is a multiple of the wavelength inside the
material constructive interference occurs and the droplet
shines brighter. These are called Whispering Gallery
Modes (WGM) and result in the droplet twinkling as
it evaporates. Fig. 2(a) shows the 90◦ scattering inten-
sity of 532 nm light by a water droplet with a refractive
index of n = 1.3355 + 2.6544 × 10−9i [31]. The scatter-
ing shows a Fano comb structure, named so because of
the asymmetric Fano profile of the resonances on the far
right side of the combs [32].
A common approximation is that resonances occur

when the optical path of the light rotating around the
droplet is equal to the circumference, C. Hence, reso-
nances occur every time C = mλ where m is an integer.
This approximate change in radius, ∆R, between reso-
nances is plotted in magenta in Fig. 2(b). The exact ra-
dius change between resonances is plotted in blue in Fig.
2(b), showing that the approximation slightly underesti-
mates the radius change. The dark blue line (highlighted
in blue for the first comb) marks the radius changes be-
tween resonances of a comb that rise above any other
comb, i.e. dominant resonances. The transparent line
(highlighted in magenta) marks resonances that fall be-
low those of the next comb. The exact turnover will be
dependent on the absorbance of the material. We find
that radius change between dominant resonances is ap-
proximately constant with an average of ∆R = 68.5±0.6
nm, plotted with a green line in 2(b).
In our experiments, we record time series of light scat-

tered by evaporating droplets. To measure the evapo-
ration rate we assume the radius change between reso-
nances to be constant and then measure the period be-
tween resonances ∆t. Then, the evaporation rate is

dR

dt
=

∆R

∆t
. (1)

C. Using the Fano Combs vs. the Far-field
Scattering to Measure Evaporation Rates

Several studies use a recording of the far-field light
scattering (also called phase function) of the droplets to
measure their size as they evaporate [17, 24, 30]. This has
several advantages over using the Fano combs. To name a
few, the sample rate is constant and depends on the frame
rate of the camera, it measures the absolute size, and
it is a well-established technique. Both techniques also
share disadvantages, including the necessity of knowing a
priori the refractive index. A comparison between these
two methods can be found here [33].



4

The Mie resonance technique used in this work has sev-
eral advantages. Most importantly, for small droplets,
the far-field scattering can become so large that very few
if any fringes are visible. This depends on the numeri-
cal aperture (NA) of the lens collecting the scattering of
the droplets. However, for applications where the light
cannot be collected at short range, the Mie resonances
technique provides access to measurements of droplets
below radii of 5 µm.

Secondly, it only requires a photodiode instead of a
camera. This, on top of reducing the cost of the ex-
periment, results in a measurement made up of a one-
dimensional time series instead of a video, increasing
the accessible sampling rate. Using the resonances we
achieved a maximum sampling rate of 1 400 sps, which,
although reachable with a high-speed camera, is two or-
ders of magnitude faster than a normal 30 fps camera
and has a much lower memory cost.

III. THEORY

A. D2-Law Evaporation

The classical D2-Law of droplet evaporation [34, 35]
describes how the size of a spherical droplet decreases
over time, assuming spherical symmetry for both the
droplet and surrounding gas. For this law to be valid,
several assumptions must hold: the evaporation process
is limited by diffusion of water molecules into the ambient
air, the droplet maintains a constant temperature, den-
sity, and surface tension, and remains spherical through-
out the process. Additionally, the surrounding gas must
be stagnant, with no external forces acting on the droplet,
and mass transfer should be unaffected by chemical re-
actions, condensation, or coalescence. The model fur-
ther assumes that the ambient vapor pressure is much
lower than the droplet’s saturation vapor pressure, the
droplet’s surface remains stationary relative to vapor dif-
fusion, and that radiative heat transfer is negligible.

A generalized form of the D2-Law reads [26]

D2(t) = D2
0 −Kt, (2)

where D(t) is the droplet diameter at time t, D0 is the
initial diameter, and K is the evaporation rate constant.
Changing the diameter to radius, R, and derivating Eq. 2
as a function of time we obtain

dR

dt
= − K

8R(t)
= − K

4
√
D2

0 −Kt
. (3)

Eq. (3) highlights the dependence for the diffusion-
limited evaporation rate as a function of time and radius:
power laws proportional to t−1/2 and to R−1.

The evaporation constant K depends on characteristic
properties of the droplet and the ambient air [26] and can
be generally defined as

K =
ρa
ρl

· Sh

Sca
·Hm · va, (4)

where the parameter

Hm = ln

(
1− Yv,m

1− Yv,d

)
, (5)

describes the mass transfer rate. We note that the pa-
rameter Hm is expected to change with the pressure
and temperature of the system [26], which we assume
to be approximately constant during the diffusion-driven
regime in our experiments. In these equations, ρa and ρl
are the densities of the ambient gas and the liquid in the
droplet respectively. Sh is the Sherwood number which
compares the convective mass transfer to the mass trans-
fer by diffusion and Sca is the Schmidt number of air for
water vapor which compares the viscous diffusion rate to
the mass diffusion rate. Ta is the ambient temperature,
pa is the ambient vapor pressure, RHa is the relative hu-
midity of ambient, and va is the dynamic viscosity of air.
Yv,m is the vapor mass fraction at the water-air interface,
and Yv,d is the mass fraction of a saturated gas–vapor
mixture at a given droplet temperature.

B. Irradiation-Driven Evaporation

We will now account for the irradiative heating on the
droplets. We will use several strong assumptions, which,
although not valid for the whole evaporation process, il-
lustrate the effect of strong irradiation and help interpret
the data shown in the following section.
The assumptions are the following: (1) The droplet un-

der strong irradiative heating reaches a steady state with
constant temperature where all the heat from the lasers
is lost through evaporation, as shown in [28] where the
temperature reaches an approximately constant level. (2)
The heat loss through evaporation is so dominant that
the convective and radiative heat losses become negligi-
ble. (3) The droplet maintains a spherical size and a
constant environment. With these approximations, the
heat balance equation becomes

Q̇abs,trap + Q̇abs,IR = Q̇evap, (6)

where Q̇abs,trap and Q̇abs,IR are the heat absorption rates

from the trapping and IR lasers. Q̇evap is the heat loss
due to evaporation which depends on the latent heat of
vaporization L and the mass evaporation rate ṁ as

Q̇evap = ṁL. (7)

The mass evaporation rate ṁ can be related to the
radius change as

ṁ = −ρl
dV

dt
= −ρl · 4πR2 dR

dt
. (8)

Substituting this into Eq. (6) and solving for the evapo-
ration rate, we obtain

dR

dt
= − Q̇abs,trap + Q̇abs,IR

4πρlLR2
. (9)
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For both the optical trap and the IR laser, the heat
absorption rate Q̇abs of the droplet is given by

Q̇abs = qabs · Ilaser ·Adroplet, (10)

where qabs is the Mie absorption efficiency, Ilaser is the
irradiation of the laser and Adroplet is the droplet cross
sectional area. Using Ilaser = Plaser/Abeam, where Plaser

is the laser power and Abeam is the cross-sectional area
at the waist of the beam and Adroplet = 4πR2, Eq. 10
can be further expressed as

Q̇abs = qabs ·
Plaser

Abeam
· πR2. (11)

Here, qabs represents the absorption efficiency of light
by the droplet, as derived from Mie theory. In the geo-
metrical optics approximation, this efficiency is propor-
tional to the droplet radius, as detailed in [36]. qabs =
γR, with γ = (4/3)(α/(nwter/nair))[(nwter/nair)

3 −(
(nwter/nair)

2 − 1
)3/2

] a constant dependent on the re-
fractive indices, and the absorption coefficient of the
droplet, α [36].

Then, by substituting Eq. 11 into Eq. 9 we obtain

dR

dt
= −R(Ptrapγtrap + PIRγIR)

4AbeamρlL
. (12)

Eq. 12 highlights that in the laser-driven regime, we ex-
pect a power law relationship between the evaporation
rate and the radius proportional to R.

IV. RESULTS

A. Diffusion-driven evaporation

Fig. 3(a) shows an example of the twinkling of a water
droplet as it evaporates without any IR heating. This
light scattering is perpendicular to the illuminating laser
and forms a Fano comb pattern. The dominating reso-
nances are marked with green dots.

We then use the period between resonances to mea-
sure the evaporation rate shown in Fig. 3(b). Here we
plotted the evaporation rates of 10 separate droplets on a
log-log scale. Note also that the x-axis is inverted show-
ing instead the “time before evaporation ends”, t′. The
evaporation rate for these droplets increases polynomi-
ally as the droplet shrinks. The blue line shows a best-fit
curve for the data from all 9 droplets together using the
equation

dR

dt
= B(t′)−2/3, (13)

where B is a fitting constant. Eq. (13) can be written as

dR

dt
= B(t0 − t)−2/3, (14)

using instead an initial time, t0, and time, t. The black
dashed line illustrates the trend of the D2-Law for com-
parison. The fact that these power laws appear increas-
ing even though the exponents are negative is a conse-
quence of the inversion of the x-axis to plot the time be-
fore evaporation ends. Fig. 3(c) shows the same data but
plotting the radius instead, which follows a R1/3 power
law.
It is surprising that the evaporation dynamics with-

out additional IR irradiation follows a t−2/3 power law,
which suggests that in this experiment the droplet is be-
ing heated by the optical trap. Even though the absorp-
tion of the 532 nm trapping laser is small (for comparison,
the absorption of 1550 nm by water is 5 orders of magni-
tude larger), it may produce non-uniform heating since
the droplet is larger than the laser beam waist, which
could potentially result in the observed deviations from
the D2-Law. Another reason could be the small drift of
the position of the droplet inside the laser trap towards
zones of higher laser power, which also causes it to shine
brighter as it shrinks.

B. Irradiation-driven evaporation

Figs.3 (d - g), show again an overlap of the evaporation
rates of ten different droplets, where now each has an in-
creasing level of IR irradiation. For low irradiation levels,
the evaporation follows the same t−2/3 power law as in
3(b), as indicated by the solid blue line. However, on
the left side of the figures showing the beginning of the
evaporation, the evaporation rate becomes increasingly
higher. Furthermore, for the highest irradiation levels,
Figs.3 (f) and (g), a bend appears where the evaporation
rate first drops and then increases again.
This same behavior is shown again in Fig. 4 as a func-

tion of radius instead of time. The blue dashed line il-
lustrates the D2-Law as a function of radius, i.e. ∼ R−1

from Eq. (3), as a reference of diffusion-driven evapora-
tion. The magenta dashed line represents the irradiation-
driven evaporation, i.e. ∼ R from Eq. (12). This result
shows that for smaller droplets diffusion-driven evapo-
ration is dominant while for larger droplets irradiation-
driven evaporation is dominant.
The constants related to each power law are βK and

−(Ptrapγtrap + PIRγIR)/4AbeamρlL, where β is a fit-
ting constant that accounts for droplet heating in the
diffusion-driven regime. These were calculated using Eq.
(4) and the values shown in the Supplemental Material
[37].

C. Turnover from irradiation-driven to
diffusion-driven evaporation

The turnover we observe between the two regimes
starts at radii of approximately 3µm at lower irradiation
levels and decreases to approximately 2.5µm in radius at
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FIG. 3. The evaporation rate follows a Ṙ ∼ t−2/3 power law in the absence of IR heating. In the presence of IR heating, the
evaporation rate tends towards this power law at the end of the evaporation. (a) Fano combs of an evaporating water droplet
in a laser trap without IR irradiation. The green dots mark the resonances used to calculate the evaporation rate following
the method described in Sec. II B. (b) The evaporation rates of ten separate water droplets in a laser trap (green dots) follow

a Ṙ ∼ t−2/3 power law plotted with a blue line. The classical D2-Law Ṙ ∼ t−1/2 is plotted with a dashed black line for
comparison. (c) Integrating the evaporation rates from (b) we obtain the droplet radius during the evaporation. It follows

R ∼ t1/3 behavior instead of R ∼ t1/2 given by D2-Law. (d)-(g) Evaporation rates at increasing IR irradiation levels, each

showing several separate droplets overlapped. Here solid blue line shows the same Ṙ ∼ t−2/3 power law as in (a).

higher irradiation levels. The minimum evaporation rate
at the turnover increases progressively up to ∼ 10µm/s,
and the bend becomes more significant as the irradiation
increases.

Fig. 4 shows our model of this turnover where we use
a linear combination of the terms in Eq. 3 and Eq. 12.
We observe that the coefficient for the D2-Law term, β,
in this combination must increase with higher IR irradi-
ation to match the experimental data. This means that
irradiative heating also affects the diffusive evaporation
regime, most likely by increasing the maximum temper-
ature of the droplet.

This aligns with the revised D2-Law proposed in [26],
which introduces a droplet asymptotic temperature Tds

in the expression of the evaporation constant K. Al-
though, in their model the droplet asymptotic tempera-
ture Tds cannot be greater than the ambient temperature,
the external heating from the IR laser makes it possible

for the Tds to be greater than the ambient temperature
Ta. We suspect that this temperature Tds increases as
the laser irradiation intensifies, which in turn increases
the value of the evaporation constant K.

D. Heating during a WGM resonance

We also measured the IR scattering, shown in Fig. 5(a),
simultaneously to the measurement of the 532 nm laser
used to calculate the evaporation rate. The zoom-in to
a 400 ms period in Fig. 5(b) shows that the evaporation
rate oscillates from fast to slow in correlation with the
IR resonances. Since we use the resonances to measure
the evaporation rate and the IR wavelength is about three
times longer than the trapping wavelength, we have three
evaporation rate measurements per IR resonance.
The increased heat absorbance during Mie resonances
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FIG. 4. Turnover from irradiation-driven (magenta dashed line) to diffusion-driven (blue dashed line) evaporation. (a)-(e) The
evaporation rates of 10 droplets at increasingly stronger IR irradiation. The black line shows a fit using a linear combination
between the two regimes described in Eq. 3 and Eq. 12.

is well-known [36]. However, we can use this fact show-
cased in Fig. 5(b) to illustrate how the evaporation rate
can adapt fast to changes in irradiation. We observe in-
creases of 10 - 15% in evaporation rate with a delay of 14
- 16 ms between the Mie resonance and the peak evapo-
ration speed.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Our work showcases the strong effects of irradiation on
the evaporation rate of micrometer-sized water droplets.
We find that early in the evaporation process, when the
droplets are larger than 3 µm in radius, strong irradiative
heating drives the evaporation dynamics, which become
different from the classical D2-Law. In this regime the
evaporation rate decreases as Ṙ(t) ∼ R. As evaporation
proceeds, we observe a turnover in the evaporation dy-
namics after which the evaporation returns to a diffusion-
driven behavior where Ṙ(t) ∼ R−1.
We can explain the turnover between irradiation-

driven evaporation and diffusion-driven evaporation by
considering the dimensionality of the system. Diffusion-
driven evaporation is a surface effect proportional to the
area of the droplets, while, since the droplets are trans-
parent, the heating from the irradiation is a volume ef-
fect. For larger droplets the irradiative heating is large,
meaning that it heats up the droplet and increases the
evaporation rate until the evaporation can remove heat
comparable to the irradiative heating it receives. As
the droplet gets smaller, the irradiative heating decreases
cubically while the surface area decreases quadratically.
Eventually, the irradiative heating becomes negligible
and the evaporation becomes again diffusion-driven.

In conclusion, in this paper we showed and explained
the effects of strong irradiation on evaporating droplets
with radii below 10 µm. The Mie resonance technique
we used to calculate the evaporation rates allowed us to
measure evaporation rates accurately and with a high
sampling rate. With our optical trap, we were able to

FIG. 5. Fast increase in the evaporation rates of a droplet
following a Mie resonance. (a) Mie combs in the IR scattering
of the droplet (magenta, right y-axis) and the evaporation rate
(green dots, left y-axis) (b) Zoomed-in plot of the evaporation
rate showing the increases caused by the increased absorption
because of the Mie resonances.

study spherical, levitating drops with no lower limit on
droplet size, which are not in thermal contact with other
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materials. This setup allowed us to study the effects
of laser irradiation on the evaporation rate in a con-
trolled manner. We explained our experimental results
through simple thermodynamic theory, proving the valid-
ity of our approach. Our findings highlight how irradia-
tive heating can affect the evaporation dynamics of small
droplets, which is important for understanding evapora-
tion dynamics in many applications in nature and in-
dustry, for instance in internal combustion engines like
gas-turbines where the irradiation from the flame heats
up fuel droplets.
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[2] Vincent Dugas, Jérôme Broutin, and Eliane Souteyrand.
Droplet evaporation study applied to dna chip manufac-
turing. Langmuir, 21(20):9130–9136, 2005.

[3] Samir Chandra Ray, Safiullah, Shinichiro Naito, Mats
Andersson, Keiya Nishida, and Yoichi Ogata. Evaluation
of vaporizing diesel spray with high-speed laser absorp-
tion scattering technique for measuring vapor and liq-
uid phase concentration distributions. Fuels, 4(1):75–91,
2023.

[4] S Kotake and T Okazaki. Evaporation and combustion
of a fuel droplet. International Journal of Heat and Mass
Transfer, 12(5):595–609, 1969.

[5] Kutbay Sezen and Afsin Gungor. Water droplet evapora-
tion in atmospheric air stream. Physics of Fluids, 35(1),
2023.

[6] Khellil Sefiane. On the formation of regular patterns from
drying droplets and their potential use for bio-medical
applications. Journal of Bionic Engineering, 7:S82–S93,
2010.

[7] Busheng Wang, Yimin Xuan, and Xingsi Han. Analysis
on roles of thermal radiation to evaporation and combus-
tion of fuel droplets. International Journal of Thermal
Sciences, 191:108306, 2023.

[8] Gabrielle R Leung, Stephen M Saleeby, G Alexander
Sokolowsky, Sean W Freeman, and Susan C van den
Heever. Aerosol–cloud impacts on aerosol detrainment
and rainout in shallow maritime tropical clouds. Atmo-
spheric Chemistry and Physics, 23(9):5263–5278, 2023.

[9] Manoj Kumar Tripathi and Kirti Chandra Sahu. Evapo-
rating falling drop. Procedia IUTAM, 15:201–206, 2015.

[10] Long Jiao, Rong Chen, Xun Zhu, and Qiang Liao. Ir
laser caused droplet evaporation on the hydrophobic sur-
face. International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer,
94:180–190, 2016.

[11] Camille Duprat, Alison D Bick, Patrick B Warren, and
Howard A Stone. Evaporation of drops on two paral-
lel fibers: Influence of the liquid morphology and fiber

elasticity. Langmuir, 29(25):7857–7863, 2013.
[12] Meysam R Barmi and Carl D Meinhart. Convective flows

in evaporating sessile droplets. The Journal of Physical
Chemistry B, 118(9):2414–2421, 2014.

[13] Yuankai Jin, Wanghuai Xu, Huanhuan Zhang, Ruirui Li,
Jing Sun, Siyan Yang, Minjie Liu, Haiyang Mao, and
Zuankai Wang. Electrostatic tweezer for droplet manip-
ulation. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
119(2):e2105459119, 2022.

[14] Belal Ali Al Zaitone and Cameron Tropea. Evaporation
of pure liquid droplets: Comparison of droplet evapora-
tion in an acoustic field versus glass-filament. Chemical
Engineering Science, 66(17):3914–3921, 2011.

[15] Daniel Jakubczyk, Marcin Zientara, Gennadij Derka-
chov, Krystyna Kolwas, and Maciej Kolwas. Inves-
tigation of the evolution of charged water droplets
in the electrodynamic trap. In Tenth Joint Inter-
national Symposium on Atmospheric and Ocean Op-
tics/Atmospheric Physics. Part II: Laser Sensing and
Atmospheric Physics, volume 5397, pages 23–33. SPIE,
2004.

[16] Kuo-Yen Li, Haohua Tu, and Asit K Ray. Charge limits
on droplets during evaporation. Langmuir, 21(9):3786–
3794, 2005.

[17] Yong-yang Su, Rachael EH Miles, Zhi-ming Li,
Jonathan P Reid, and Jiang Xu. The evaporation ki-
netics of pure water droplets at varying drying rates and
the use of evaporation rates to infer the gas phase rel-
ative humidity. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics,
20(36):23453–23466, 2018.

[18] Allen Haddrell, Grazia Rovelli, David Lewis, Tanya
Church, and Jonathan Reid. Identifying time-dependent
changes in the morphology of an individual aerosol parti-
cle from its light scattering pattern. Aerosol Science and
Technology, 53(11):1334–1351, 2019.

[19] G Barrios and R Rechtman. Dynamics of an acoustically
levitated particle using the lattice boltzmann method.
Journal of Fluid Mechanics, 596:191–200, 2008.

[20] Richard Bowman, Alexander Jesacher, Gregor Thalham-
mer, Graham Gibson, Monika Ritsch-Marte, and Miles



9

Padgett. Position clamping in a holographic counterprop-
agating optical trap. Optics express, 19(10):9908–9914,
2011.

[21] Robert Pastel and Allan Struthers. Measuring evapo-
ration rates of laser-trapped droplets by use of fluores-
cent morphology-dependent resonances. Applied Optics,
40(15):2510–2514, 2001.

[22] Aidan Rafferty and Thomas C Preston. Measuring
the size and complex refractive index of an aqueous
aerosol particle using electromagnetic heating and cavity-
enhanced raman scattering. Physical Chemistry Chemi-
cal Physics, 20(25):17038–17047, 2018.

[23] Rachael EH Miles, Jim S Walker, Daniel R Burnham,
and Jonathan P Reid. Retrieval of the complex re-
fractive index of aerosol droplets from optical tweezers
measurements. Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics,
14(9):3037–3047, 2012.

[24] Matus E Diveky, Michael J Gleichweit, Sandra Roy, and
Ruth Signorell. Shining new light on the kinetics of wa-
ter uptake by organic aerosol particles. The Journal of
Physical Chemistry A, 125(17):3528–3548, 2021.

[25] Aidan Rafferty and Thomas C Preston. Trapping po-
sitions in a dual-beam optical trap. Journal of Applied
Physics, 130(18), 2021.

[26] Federico Dalla Barba, Jietuo Wang, and Francesco Pi-
cano. Revisiting d2-law for the evaporation of dilute
droplets. Physics of Fluids, 33(5), 2021.

[27] Leonid Dombrovsky and Sergei Sazhin. Absorption of
thermal radiation in a semi-transparent spherical droplet:
a simplified model. International Journal of Heat and
Fluid Flow, 24(6):919–927, 2003.

[28] Sagar Pokharel, Albina Tropina, and Mikhail Shneider.
Numerical modeling of laser heating and evaporation of
a single droplet. Energies, 16(1):388, 2022.

[29] Dan Zhang, Maoping Tu, Yang Yuan, and Wei Han.
Thermal radiative transfer characteristics of a single wa-

ter droplet. International Journal of Heat and Mass
Transfer, 219:124824, 2024.

[30] F. K. A. Gregson, J. F. Robinson, R. E. H. Miles, C. P.
Royall, and J. P. Reid. Drying kinetics of salt solution
droplets: Water evaporation rates and crystallization.
The Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 123(1):266–276,
2019.

[31] Stefan Kedenburg, Marius Vieweg, Timo Gissibl, and
Harald Giessen. Linear refractive index and absorption
measurements of nonlinear optical liquids in the visible
and near-infrared spectral region. Optical Materials Ex-
press, 2(11):1588–1611, 2012.

[32] Javier Tello Marmolejo, Adriana Canales, Dag Hanstorp,
and Ricardo Méndez-Fragoso. Fano combs in the direc-
tional mie scattering of a water droplet. Physical Review
Letters, 130(4):043804, 2023.

[33] Daniel C. Taflin, S. H. Zhang, Theresa Allen, and
E. James Davis. Measurement of droplet interfacial phe-
nomena by light-scattering techniques. AIChE Journal,
34(8):1310–1320, 1988.

[34] Dirk J.E.M. Roekaerts. Transfer, chapter 4, pages 97–
128. John Wiley I& Sons, Ltd, 2014.

[35] C.K. Law. Recent advances in droplet vaporization and
combustion. Progress in Energy and Combustion Science,
8(3):171–201, 1982.

[36] Craig F. Bohren and Donald R. Huffman. Absorption
and Scattering of Light by Small Particles. Wiley Science
Series. Wiley, 2008.

[37] See Supplemental Material at [URL will be inserted by
publisher] including reference [38].

[38] Jietuo Wang, Federico Dalla Barba, and Francesco Pi-
cano. Direct numerical simulation of an evaporating tur-
bulent diluted jet-spray at moderate reynolds number.
International Journal of Multiphase Flow, 137:103567,
2021.


	 Irradiation-driven Evaporation of Micro Droplets in an Optical Trap 
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Counter-propagating trap with IR heating
	Measuring the evaporation rate using the Fano comb structure
	Using the Fano Combs vs. the Far-field Scattering to Measure Evaporation Rates

	Theory
	D2-Law Evaporation
	Irradiation-Driven Evaporation

	Results
	Diffusion-driven evaporation
	Irradiation-driven evaporation
	Turnover from irradiation-driven to diffusion-driven evaporation
	Heating during a WGM resonance

	Discussion and Conclusion
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	References


