Up-Converting Luminescent Nanoparti-
cles as Probes of Surface Dynamics in
Single Evaporating Microdroplets of
Suspension

Yaroslav Shopa?, Maciej Kolwas b, Daniel Jakubczyk b, *, Gennadiy Derkachov b, Izabela

Kaminska b, Krzysztof Fronc b, ¢, Tomasz Wojciechowski b, c
 Cardinal Stefan Wyszynski University in Warsaw, Dewajtis 5, 01-815 Warsaw, Poland

b Institute of Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences, al. Lotnikéw 32/46, 02-668 Warsaw, Po-
land

¢ International Research Centre MagTop, al. Lotnikéw 32/46, 02-668 Warsaw, Poland

*Corresponding author. E-mail address: jakub@ifpan.edu.pl

Abstract

We have investigated the optically measurable ptigseof single evaporating microdroplets of sus-
pensions containing up-converting luminescent nartapes (GdO3:Er3), levitated in a linear elec-
trodynamic trap. These microdroplets served as rsgtheoptical resonators, with their resonance
properties influenced by the distribution and iat#ons of nanoparticles (NPs) acting as nanoprobes
Using a combination of light scattering theorieg @xamined the evolution of the microdroplet radi-
us, nanoparticle surface organization, and effeatfractive index during evaporation. Up-convatsio
luminescence, driven by 805 nm excitation, enharbedesolution of these observations. Key find-
ings reveal that the increasing NP density in tirdase layer leads to surface saturation, followgd
transitions to a gel-like state through succeslsiyer formation and collapse. Scattering and lusyne
cence signals exhibit complex oscillatory behaviorked to resonance phenomena and nanoparticle
migration driven by photophoretic forces. Theorgtienodeling closely aligns with experimental
trends, confirming the interplay between NP disttitin and optical resonance properties.

1. Introduction

The study of evaporating microdroplets of colloidakpensions is crucial in various fields such as
material science [1], medical science [2], and atemrmodelling [3,4]. Evaporation is not only a seie
tifically important complex process [5,6], but alpoovides a practical robust method for creating
functional nanomaterials used in sensors, optéal, biological devices [7].

The problem of evaporating microdroplets of mixtui® inherently complex due to the possibility of
multiple phase changes within the droplet's volasavell as on its surface. Additionally, the evolu-
tion of both the surface and volume can be intaneoted through volume-surface mixing [8]. As the



evaporation progresses and the droplet's radiugakses, the influence of the surface state onrthe e
tire droplet increases.

When examining a droplet using light, its sphergl@pe causes the system to act like an opticad res
nator (a spherical cavity) with various modes, antigular Whispering Gallery Modes. In this context
the surface of the droplet plays a crucial rolthminteractions between the droplet and lightqP,1

In suspension microdroplets, the array of optidermmomena allows for the collection of information
about surface states [11], as well as the strustiorened by dispersed (nano)particles and theiluevo
tion [12].

The thermodynamic states of the surface constiuge least influence the physicochemical propertie
of the microdroplet (see e.g. [13]). The microdeburface interfaces the environment with the drop
let volume, governing the droplet's catalytic prties [14] as well as controlling the mass transpor
between the surface and the volume.

The surface states influence the drying scenartbefiroplet and shape the structure of the drézd p
ticle, which is the result of evaporation [15]. Tdérying scenario has a fundamental impact on akroso
droplets of suspensions, affecting global warmibhg], monsoon drying [17], and the contagiousness
of pathogens adsorbed in microdroplets produceek$piration, coughing, and sneezing [18].

In previous papers, several properties of the sasf@f evaporating microdroplets of colloidal suspe
sions were studied, including the mean value ofitldex of refraction [19], the formation of super
plasmons in a dispersion of gold nanoparticlesigthglene glycol (DEG) [20], the formation of sur-
faces/shells of silica nanoparticles in colloidakgensions [15], the generation of surface films in
SDS/DEG mixtures [21], and Brownian motion of thepérsed nanoparticles [22].

The concept of using various nanoparticles as rmabeg is already well-grounded — see e.g. [23] for
a review. In [24], optical lattices forming in maxroplets containing down-converting luminescent
nanoparticles (G#D;:Nd3) were investigated. In this paper, we examinegbaution of optically
measurable properties of single microdroplets o&rgé-stabilized suspensions containing up-
converting luminescent nanoparticles (GgtEr®") as nanoprobes. Since up-conversion is a two-
photon process, it enhances the resolution of sagens. The study primarily focuses on the droplet
radius, density, surface organization of nanopagjand the effective refractive index.

A key characteristic of the system is the incregisianoparticle density in the surface layer, ewahtu
resulting in surface saturation. This progressioned the system toward a gel state through the for
mation and eventual collapse of successive sulfgees.

The observed properties seem to be general fadrifieg of droplets of colloidal suspensions. These
properties can significantly influence the evolatif the physicochemical characteristics of thepdro
lets, the accumulation of substances like drugsdust, and the evaporation rate of droplets comtgini
dust particles.

2. Experimental setup

As presented in Fig. 1, the experiments were cdedua an in-lab built linear electrodynamic quad-

rupole trap (LEQT; compare [25-27]). The essertegb configuration was the same as described in
[24], so only the introduced improvements will biscdissed in greater detail. Electrically charged
droplets were confined horizontally with the quambiar AC field generated by rod electrodes, while
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the experimental s

vertical confinement was achieved with the DC fiefdplate electrodes. The field between the plate
electrodes, in the configuration we used, is nohdgeneous around the centre of the trap, but éghibi
a gradient, which enables the translation of miaptets vertically by varying the applied voltage.
The levitating microdroplet was backlit with a briged LED and its (vertical) position was observed
as a shadow with a digital camera (Smartek, GC651&4Ripped with IR filters) through a high-
magnification microscope, at 10 fps, with a resolubf ~1.0um/pixel. It enabled microdroplet radius
measurement (shadowgraphy) as well as settingatalkéization loop and keeping the droplet at the
desired vertical location — on the (horizontal)saod the light-collecting optics.

Gd,03:6%Er¥ nanoparticles of 353 nm diameter were suspend&E@ by mixing the dry powder
and sonication for several hours until no sedinveas present. The mass concentration of NPs was 5
mg/mL, on loading the suspension to the injectincé the density of G®; (~7.1 g/c) is very

high in comparison to that of DEG (~1.1 g/®nthe viscosity of DEG (~37 mPg is not high enough

to suppress sedimentation. Thus, the initial massentration of NPs in the microdroplet;, could

be slightly different (usually lower). When the paasion was stored, it was kept in a refrigeraia i
vertical tube rotator. It was then sonicated foB Beurs before the experiments, which were conduct-
ed immediately afterward. GOz:Er3" NPs’ synthesis was described in [24] and [28].

Microdroplets were delivered to the trap with afah built droplet-on-demand piezoelectric injector
equipped at the nozzle with annular electrodeslfoplet charging ([25], compare e.g. [29]). Thehhig
voltage used for charging was switched on onlytlierdroplet injection while off directly afterwards
in order not to influence the trapping field durithg stabilizing loop operation. In spite of sigraint
effort, due to some sedimentation in the injedtoe, parameters of microdroplets (radius, charge, in
tial NS number concentration) varied noticeablypuiih not significantly.



OIn this set of measurements, the microdroplet was
illuminated with an IR beam from below, to counter-,
act possible sedimentation of &3 nanoparticles in
the microdroplet. In order to circularize the beamd, £
most of all, suppress the spatial fringes prodlkoyed‘glo_ 8
multi-junction laser diode, the beam was passed
through the multimode 20@um fibre. The spatial
mode structure inherited from the fibre turned mut £ °7

be much less harmful to the repeatability of theeex L
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The scattered light and luminescence was collecter_o|g Z. A fragment of the spectrum—

with a dedicated objective and fed to small gratin%reen and red luminescence bands — ob-

spectrometer (USB4000, Ocean Optics) via 400 served for a microdroplet of 5&n diam-

fibore. We observed the scattering of laser light aéter containing G,:6%Er* nanopar-
wavelengths of 805 nm (attenuated with two Oincle,s of 508-nm diarrgléter (~40 mg/mL in
notch filters) and 515 nm, as well as up-converteﬂ,ie,[hylene glycol). The temporal evolu-
luminescence induced by 805 nm radiation, detectq%n of the markedllines was followed

at several lines within two bands: red and gresee- '

Fig. 2. Due to low luminescence light intensitye timtegration time had to be set to ~1 s. It set th
limit to the temporal resolution of the experimenibe experimental data (and spectra in particular)
can be accessed at the data repository [30] (ticpkar sample DI192: 003, 006).

All measurements were performed under ambient tiondj while the lab was air-conditioned with
temperature set at 22°C.

3. Microdroplet radius

First of all, microdroplet radius found with shadypaphy shows some meaningful departure from the
so called radius-square-law, as can be seen irBKay. and (b). The effects can be observed bath fo
droplet evolution with a significant, over 3.2:adius change (Fig. 3 (a)) as well as for that witly
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Fig. 2. Evolution of the microdroplet radius (smoothed using Lowess a 13-point window)

and the corresponding radius change rate (smoothed using Laitless 899-point window) for
two microdroplets of different size ranges. The verteoads use quadratic scales, so evaporation
following the radius-square-law should appear as a strigghindicated by the red dashed lines.
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Fig. 4. Scattered light intensity in the far fieldeigrated over the field-of-view of (206° x 0£5°).
Left panel — Mie theory calculation, right panel — experim@npure DEG microdroplet. For both
panels: wavelength = 458 nm, refractive index of DEG at°Z2and 458 nnm = 1.4524. Radius-

square law shown as the red solid line in both

panelstréhd of experimental intensity — green

solid line — deviates slightly from the radius-square lawtduenited purity (99.9 %) of DEG used

in the experiment.

1.2:1 radius change (Fig. 3 (b)). The radius chahgamics is obviously higher in the first case. A
closer investigation of the first case shows thatevaporation rate (radius change raté&jtdyrows

(at different pace) until ~5600 s, and then suddstdbilizes at a significantly lower magnitude.isrh
latest development is easiest to interpret — tfaras a compact surface layer of NPs, possibly even
wet aggregate of NPs, which later dries very sloetympare [15]). The NPs simply cover the surface

and block the evaporation.

Then, it can be also observed thefddmagnitude
exhibits a few “kinks™: the first two mark slight
accelerations of evaporation rate, while the thirc
a deceleration. All such kinks seem to correle
with rapid changes of the character of oscillatio
observed in the optical signals — see Fig. 9. At
same time, it can be observed that as the evap
tion rate increases, the frequency of oscillatio
observed in the optical signals (scattering and
minescence) also increases, as can be gene
expected.

Such rapid changes are not predictable with
effective medium approach (compare orange li
in Figs. 7 and 9 and violet line in Fig. 11), ar
require considering rapid changes of the NPs
dering — structural changes of the microdrop
(compare [11]).

Having measured the droplet radius, we calcula
light scattering with Mie theory using effectiv
medium approximation and combined with tf
theory of light scattering by fractal aggregate=e(s
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e.g. [31]). In this way, we were able to verify thgpothesis on the NPs distribution evolution. By

analysing the evolution of luminescence signalsstuelied modifications to the resonance properties
of a microdroplet—an inhomogeneous spherical optesonator—altered or introduced by nanopar-
ticles (NPs) and their distribution.

4. Far-field light scattering by a homogeneous droplet and internal

field distribution

The intensity of light scattered by a sphericalechj as cal-
culated using Mie theory [32], is proportional tetsurface
area of the sphere (see e.g.: [33]) and exhibitdutation

due to spherical cavity modes. The amplitude & thodula-
tion, which represent a small fraction of the tatehttered
light intensity, is also proportional to the sudaarea. Theo-
retical modeling aligns very accurately with expental

data, such as light scattering observed in thdidéd during

the evaporation of a single droplet of diethyleheg — see
Fig. 4.

The scattered light intensity maxima observed @ftr-field

versus the size parameter correspond to resonarictee Fig. € A conceptualisation of
internal field (see Fig. 7 in [24]; compare e.gd]j3Internal- microdroplet of NPs suspension
field simulation using Mie theory shows that thghtiintensi-  With a standing light wave interact-
ty is concentrated near the interface (droplefase) and is N Wwith NPs in an equatorial
modulated spatially with the distance around thieucnfer- ~ Cross-section.

ence — see Fig. 5 (compare e.g. [35,36]).

5. Intra-cavity field distribution and NPs distribution

The radiation intensity inside a homogeneous mress with a linear refractive index can be rigor-
ously determined using Mie theory (see e.g.: [3R,3Towever, for a spherical microdroplet contain-
ing a suspension of luminescent (nano)particles dbsorb and scatter light, this provides only a
rough approximation. Some phenomena can be gragiffe@ffective medium approach — as we show
below, while an exact solution to the problem remaiout of reach for now. However, to
grasp/visualize the resonance properties of a g@laravity, it turns out sufficient to conside2®
model of a circular resonator [38] — see Fig. @r{pare Fig. 5). Thus, the intensity of radiatioq/t)

at the circumference of a spherical cavity (homegers droplet) in the equatorial plane can be sim-
plistically described as an intra-cavity standireye.

I(R,x)~1 + cos(QgrR) cos(Q,x) , 1)

whereR is the decreasing in time droplet radius ansl the position along the circumferenttegives
an intuitive picture of a complex distributiofhe frequencieQr and(), can be determined by consid-
ering the interval/spacing between the consecutitensity maxima/minima versuR andx: dR =
A/2mm anddx = 1/m, whereA is the vacuum wavelength of radiation ands the refractive index
of the droplet. The obvious conditiof,dx = QzdR = 21 leads toQy = 4n? 1/m = 2nQ,. Any
phase relations are of no importance in this deson.



As mentioned before, NPs dispersed in a microdtopleract with its internal field (absorb, scajter
and thus modify it. In modelling of scattering/atygmn/luminescence on a microdroplet as a whole,
the distribution of NPs — particularly near thefaoe, where the field is strongest at resonanceist m
be taken into accouitt some way, and therefore must also be modelledigted beforehand.

Since the NPs dispersion is usually charge-stabliliheir distribution naturally evolves from com-
pletely random to somehow organised (e.g. hexagorayers), in particular for the higher NPs num-
ber density. We assume that the NPs distributicinenmicrodroplet surface layer (most important to
interactions with radiation) can be approximatedsagissian, characterized by the mean distance p
and standard deviatian(distribution width):

N(x) = ci\i/s—;_’;exp [— (3%—::)2] , (2

whereNg, is the number of NPs in the surface layer ansl obviously much smaller than the droplet
circumference 2R. When NPs arrange themselves in a regular pattéransitioning from a “surface
gas” to a “surface solid” phasebecomes smaller.

As mentioned above, just after the droplet foromtiat the beginning of the evolutidine number
densityn of NPs in the droplet can be considered uniferegual at the surface and in the droplet
volumeng,s = n. Due to the evaporation of the dispersion meditma,droplet surface is moving radi-
ally and capturing particles from the evaporateldme. Additionally, the existence of surface adsorp
tion and charge of NPs helps to move them to therface until all radial forces acting on NPs are
equilibrated [39] and most of the nanoparticlesdeest or close to the interface. The details @f th
evolution depend on the relation between the meatoprocesses. In this consideratibl,; was
simplistically modelled as resulting only from ttieplet evaporation — interface inward movement:

wnp (R§-R®)
PNPT3

Nsurf (R)E ' (3)
whereRy is the initial droplet radiusme is the initial mass concentration of NPPSs the NP radius
andpne is the density of NPs’ material. This formula sldoreasonably describe the number of NPs at
the surface until the surface saturation, whileratte surface collapse(s), it should give the rofan-

ber of NPs in the near-interface layers. We shalify this assumption in Section 6.1 — the black do
ted line in Fig. 7 represenit&,; corresponding to the radius evolution shown in Bi¢g).

On the other hand, light-absorbing NPs are expdctedigrate to the minima of absorbed light inten-
sity due to photophoretic forces, rather than ®rtlaxima via gradient forces, thereby reflecting th
temporal evolution of these minima. In the discdsegperiments, the 805-nm radiation absorbed in
Gd,05:Er3* NPs drives a “standing wave” of NPs density, whieddbacks with 805-nm internal field
distribution and heavily influences scattering dunthinescence at all wavelengths. Furthermore, this
“standing wave” of NPs density modifies resonanageprties to the microdroplet — introduces addi-
tional resonances and modifies the existing onemare e.g. [40,41]). This phenomenon can be
clearly observed in Fig. 10 as a transition in miedulation of scattered light intensities at difietr
wavelengths. Initially, the modulation correspomdsspherical cavity modes specific to each wave-
length, characterized versBdy a period of1/Qg = m/4m?1. Over time, this transitions to a unified
period corresponding to the 805 nm line. We disausslow in detail.



6. Scattering of light on a droplet of suspension
Having in mind the considerations of the previoasti®n, several hypotheses were tested using Mie
theory-based codes, and we found that the increséective refractive index of the microdroplet
can explain the observed trend (long-time averafjf)e scattered light intensity (see the cyan iine
Fig. 7), but not the oscillatory properties of the signalseparate term describing the scattering on
NPs is necessary (compdtigs. 7 and 1)L Using the analysis for the corresponding charéastic size
relationship (spatial coherence criterion), presere.g. in [31], we've arrived at conclusion tHhae t
scattering on NPs is proportional to number of ldPthe surface and must also depend on their-distri
butionN(x). In order to fully explain the oscillatory propies of the signal, the second term must be
modulated by the internal field of the droplet (s¥&ll discuss the modulation of scattering and dumi
nescence signals in detail in section 6.3). Furtimethe correlation betweé(x) andl(x) should be
accounted for. Thus, the intensity of light of wiaveth A, scattered on a microdroplet of radids
could be postulated as:
2mR
Lea@ R) = Ig(L R, meg(R)) + J N(R,x)I(R,x)dx,
0
(4)
where the proportionality factar depends, among others, on the microdroplet andiddPparameter,
and the composite microdroplet mass and surfactafrdimensiond is the intensity of light scat-
tered by an effective homogenous sphere with acife refractive indexy, which follows a sim-
ple mixing rule for refractive indices of @ and DEG:

Megr(R) = Cga203Maaz03 + (1 — Cca203) MpEG » %)

where, in turngeg03is the volume fraction of NPs residing in the nearface layer of the droplet:

2N,
CGd203 = Surf/ 4R2 (6)

The required change in refractive index actuallguos in the near-surface layer of the droplet due t
the accumulation of NPs there, which is the restiliquid evaporation. The value of the refractive
index of the droplet interior was found of less artance, if not entirely negligible.

6.1 NPs distribution evolution and its interaction with light
Now, it must be noticed that the second term inEfja. (4) does not hold well whé(R,X) is itself
driven by the strong internal field at 805 nm lihethat case, we postulate a semi-empirical foamul

i R) = L (A, R me(R)) + aNgulety (805, R + BNgues®, me(R) ) )

which we will discuss in detail in the following sections. Again, the proportionality factorsr, 8
depend, among others, on the microdroplet and X& Erameter, and the composite microdroplet
mass and surface fractal dimensions. The factas$pund for scattering at different wavelengths,
were consistent.



First of all, at this point it, is possi-

ble to verify the hypothesis on the "
Nsurf (R) evolution (Eqn. (3)). If we 09 J
neglect the influence of the refrac- E 0.8
tive index change/evolution and & o7
assume the long-time trend of I % 06
O R, and we observe that the dy€
namics of Eqn. (7) is dominated b)é 0%

Nsur(t), we can write:
Isca(R) ~ RZ + aNsurf . (8)

scattered li
o
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Then, from the long-term temporal =~ %2 o~ 2 =805nm, p-polarised s
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o -_0
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main trends of the evolution of the time [s]

surface NPs’ number densitys,s [
isca AS Ccan be seen in Fig. 8, thg
evolution obtained with Egn. (3) is in
a very good agreement witk, ob-
tained from the experiment.

Fig. 7. Scattered light intensity at three different ‘e-
lengths and polarisations. This incident light alsoedgfin
character: only 805-nm light is absorbed in NPs; 632-nm
light is non-coherent. The scale for each trace is indkpen
ent. The solid black lines are long-time averages predicted
It must be kept in mind that undula- with Eqn. 7. The orange and cyan lines corresporiR(t)o
tions of the optical signals in Fig. 8 and the first term of Eqn. 7, respectively. The dottedkblac
arise rather due to specific interac-"”e shows the predicted/modelled evolution Mf The
tions of light with NP struc- dashed blue lines are eye-guiding straight lines.

ture/distribution (surface-thermodynamics statd$),42], than to significant short-time variatiorls o
nsur. Perhaps with the exception of the collapse(shefNPs surface layer observed in Fig. 8 as deep
oscillations near the end of the evolution. It barfurther noticed that different wavelength —efiént
field modes — interact differently with the microgiet with evolving NPs distribution. It can be no-
ticed, for instance, that effectiveness of scattenf the non-coherent unpolarized (red) light fram
LED i4632) exhibits fairly little inter-
action with NPs until ~3600 s, when
the number of NPs at the droplet sur-
face starts to grow. Thig(805) of IR
coherent light, which is absorbed by
NPs (which manifests in smaller
modulation depth), seems to detects
NPs somewhat deeper below the drop-
let surface and thus its increase starts
earlier — practically from the begin-
ning. Finally, if(515) — non-absorbed,
coherent light — additionally shows

0 some interaction with the transient NP
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Fig. & Scattered light flux density at three velengths (maxima?) as well as high modulation

and the modelled surface number density of NPsisthe depth.
scales at different wavelengths are independent.



6.2 Scattering long-time trend

It could be expected that the intensity of scattdight — its long-time trend — decreases in a lsimi
manner as the square of the radius (see Fig. 3- @gnge solid line in Fig. 7. However, this ig tihe

case, and the observed decrease N
resembles linear — see blue dashed ||
line in this figure. This is in line

with what has been observed for’
the oscillatory part of the signal —g,
see below — it indicates that therea‘
is a process, which slows them
evaporation down. As it has beerL
established, it is the presence oE’
suspended phase — NPs — that
governs the phenomenon. NPs$o+
located in regions of a strong field
(e.g., close to the surface) ar(g'oj

expected to contribute the most ta.o
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the total scattering. It turns out,
that the averaged Eqn. (7) predlcts
the observed trends quite well, as
can be seen in Fig. 7.
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Fig. S. Oscillatory part of optical signals (see in text)
shown with independent scales. Microdroplet radius change

However, the factors discussed so far are not esnselves sufficient to explain the properties @f th
oscillatory part of the signals, among othersT{iere are striking transitions from de-phased dgyna
oscillating at individual eigenfrequencies, to dyramised oscillations with a common frequency — see
e.g. transition at ~2050 s in Fig. 10. This synaiuity is lost at ~3500 s. Synchronisation repests
~4600 s and lasts only until ~4900 s. They seetvetassociated with formation and decay of some
regular NP structurest the droplet surface (compare [43]). (i) The mé&aquency of all signals de-
creases much more slowly than predicted only byfiteeterm of equation (7) (effective homogene-
ous droplet) — compare the purple line in Fig. kpgesitions).

Again, several hypotheses were tested
and, as mentioned in section 3, thg
migration/ordering of NPs caused by&
intra-cavity 805 nm radiation wasg
proposed as the common factor influg
encing both scattering and luminesg
cence on all spectral lines. Thus, IiT
seemed justified to introducég,

modulation withle(A = 805 nm), as

resonances observed in the interna
and the scattered fields are very simi-

i mw\ i

-1.0

1500

2000
time [s]

Fig. 1Q. Transition from d-phased signals oscillating
ilndividual eigenfrequency, to synchronised oscillations
with a common frequency, at ~2050 s.

lar, as discussed earlier. Furthermore, sincenitbeawell expected that the migration of NPs intimd

es some lag in respect to the driving radiatioerisity due to viscosity, some retardation had to be
introduced into the second term. We found out ithigtproportional tdNs.#, Which seems to indicate
the dependence on the NPs surface lattice stifffM8s mutual interactions). The interference of the



two terms generates beating, which can also bdifigehin the experimental data, as can be seen in
Fig. 9. Since the specific resonance features efffstem for each wavelength are neglected, the re-
produced beating shows only a general property.

The oscillatory part of the signals can be convaiyestudied when the slow trend is subtracted from
the raw signal, and — in case of experimental de&game smoothing is performed, which filters oet th
random fast component of the signal — see Figh#s fast-changing component could not be further
resolved in the reported experiment (as mentionesection 2) due to sensitivity limitations of the
spectrometer. Thus, due to possible ali- 5
asing, it could not be decided whether 5
deformations and movements of thég
droplet caused by the trapping field ar§ 4
reflected in this random signal compo§
nent or it was just caused by rando@ 3
inhomogeneity of the microdroplet. In%
the next step, the extrema (e.g. maxima§. 2
in this processed signal can be identifie@
and/or frequency analysis (short timeEZ 1
Fourier, wavelet) can be performed.”
We've decided that analysis of maxima A
positions presents a convincing visuali- o 20 40 60 8 100 120 140 160 180

sation of the observed phenomena — see peak number
Fig. 11. Fig. 11. Temporal positions of subsequent peaks se:

Fig. 9. Color-coding corresponding. The violet solid line
It can be observed in Fig. 11 that fre-corresponds to prediction with the first term of Eqn. 7
quency of oscillations of 805 nm scatter-only. Horizontal dashed line marks the approximate posi-

ing (and so essentially also of internaltion peak frequency change.
field) and 562 nm luminescence is near-

ly identical (which is also replicated for otheminescence signals). This oscillations frequenay ev
lution has been quite well reproduced with Eqn. {7¢range solid line in Fig. 11. As mentioned
above, the violet line in Fig. 11 corresponds ® fikst term of this equation only. The oscillasoof
632 nm scattering of unpolarized non-coherent lightn an LED and scattering of 515 nm coherent
p-polarized 515 nm laser light are again nearlyilamand both are quite similar to 805 nm filedibsc
lations. It should be kept in mind that 805 nm adidn is absorbed in NPs, while other wavelengths,
considered in the presented experiments, aretrmdnlbe also observed in Fig. 9 that each of the p
sented signals exhibit somewhat different modutatishich signifies different interactions with in-
homogeneous spherical resonator — NPs distribwtimh the microdroplet as a whole. Its evolving
structure of morphology dependent resonances (MOdR&3canned” with light of different wave-
lengths.

modelled scattering at 805 nm

the same w/out NPs interaction
scattering at 632 nm

scattering at 805 nm
luminescence at 562 nm
scattering at 515 nm

Here, it is worth noting as a side remark thatliplet at 805 nm (the excitation radiation) intesact
with light at other wavelengths by modifying thednen (i.e., the distribution of nanoparticles). Un-
der such conditions, the microdroplet can be peeckas optically non-linear, enabling light-light
interaction.



7. Intensity of luminescence long-time trend

The intensity of luminescence (up-conversion) apptabe simpler to analyse compared to scatter-
ing, as it primarily depends on the intensity @& #xcitation light (at 805 nm) and the correlatrath
the distribution of particles:

Iymi~ foan N(x)I*(2 = 805 nm, x)dx. (9)

It can be divided into two components: one thadraortional to the number of illuminated nanopar-
ticles and an oscillatory component that refleatsvtwell the excitation radiation spherical cavity
(droplet) mode aligns with the mean distance beatvte NPs. Since luminescence is driven by 805
nm intra-cavity radiation, it also inherits the ilatory properties predicted with equation (7).€Th
long-term signal variation requires additional ddesation. It should be also kept in mind that thoe
up-conversion driven luminescendgy; [ I,>, wherel, is the incident light intensity.

Under the reasonable assumption that the | e
quantum efficiency of Bf luminescence | Mmmw iy
in G403 lattice can be considered con- M

stant, the luminescence signal must deT— ' ,lml

pend directly on the number of excited 0.7 il .vﬂ"‘ L
Er* ions. Since the concentration of Er if et ;(ﬂmnﬂ" \
Gd,0; is constant for a given sample, thg 06 luminescence: \“
luminescence signalu, must then de- £ at 562 nm \\
pend linearly on the (total) number of NP5, at 661 nm h
Nt Since here we consider a long-time —— theoretical trend \\M
trend, it is enough to consider that the 03
energy of the 805 nm radiation that can be
passed to Bf is just proportional to the 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
geometric cross-section of the micro- time <]

droplet. WhileN, is obviously constant, Fig. 1z. Luminescence at two spectra lines resul
the cross-section of the microdropletfrom different up-conversion mechanisms, together
evolves in time af(t). with the prediction with Eqn. (10).

I
094, ‘.HW%

X
1Y 1

However, these considerations do not explain tlk@dbmaximum seen in the luminescence signals
and exactly overlapping on all luminescence spkkitr@s. This maximum seems to signify some res-
onant feature of the system. Furthermore, the Besmn must be attributed to a single wavelength,
since there is no temporal shift between signalslitierent wavelength. It can be well expected that
again it must be attributed to 805 nm radiatiorcigextion). In line with our previous works [20,42],
we expect that the distributed feedback/additieeabnance introduced by the specific NPs distribu-
tion strongly enhances two-photon excitation (upv@ssion). This effect cannot be identified in scat
tering, which is dominated by scattering on theptiFbas a whole, while also it is a single-photon
process.

Thus, it makes sense to compare the mean distateedn NPs with the wavelength and/or distance
between field maxima/minima on the resonator cifawence. Here, comparing the distribution of
NPs described by Eqgn. (2) with the excitation radmwavelength in the (effective) mediukryield-

ed the expected results. Thus, the intensity oflestence could be approximated as

Nsur (R)_}\ 2
hymi = AR*Nioy + b F%exp (‘ (xw) ) ’ (10)



where,a andb are constants. We confirmed with the fit (see ER). thatN,s must be, in a way, ac-
counted for twice: the first term must cont&lg, rather than the number of NPs only below the sur-
face:Nit — Nsyrr @and the second term accounts for an additionaheet feature.

It can be observed that the peak value of the sesmEnmaximum in the luminescence signal depends
on the width of the particle distributian Similar effect manifests for interaction of ligheld with
regularly structured NPs distribution. It can beselyed at ~2000 s and ~4600 s in Fig. 9 as an in-
crease of luminescence modulation amplitude. Theeethe amplitude of luminescence intensity
modulation could serve as a measure.of

Notably, in the language of surface thermodynanils,width of the particle distributiom is related
to the entropy of the particle layer at the surf@e e.g. [44]):

H= %log(eraz) + % (11)

This connection should allow us to quantify theodier or randomness of the particle arrangement on
the surface by measuring the amplitude of lumineseaignal modulation.

8. Conclusion

This study investigates the dynamic optical prapsrof single evaporating microdroplets containing
up-converting luminescent nanoparticles {GgEr3"). The microdroplets, acting as spherical optical
resonators, enable the exploration of the intricaterplay between light-matter interactions, reso-
nance phenomena, and the evolving nanoparticledison.

The resonant modes of the droplet, particularlyspéiing gallery modes, form standing wave pat-
terns within the droplet that dynamically interagth the nanoparticle arrangements, modulating the
scattered and luminescent light intensities. The®eles can be conceptualized as "optical atom"
states, where the light field within the resondtams periodic, quantized distributions akin tocele
tronic orbits in an atom [9,45]. Deviations fromrfeet symmetry, caused by nanoparticle inclusions
or surface roughness, break the degeneracies gé tiln@des, further shaping the optical behavior
(compare [46]).

The evaporation process concentrates nanopardictee droplet surface, leading to increasing sarfa
density, saturation, collapse(s), and eventuakittians into a gel-like state. This evolution adt¢he
resonance properties, introducing new optical maskesmodifying existing ones. Photophoretic forc-
es, exerted by the strong internal field (excita 805 nm), play a significant role in drivingnioa
particles toward regions of light intensity minimathin the droplet. This, in turn, influences reso-
nance dynamics and enhances the structural corhpteExihese "optical atom" states.

Theoretical modeling aligns well with experimentadults, validating the hypothesis that nanoparticl
distribution significantly impacts the droplet'stiopl characteristics. The interplay between thehev
ing physical properties of the droplet and its nest optical states provides a deeper understamding
light-matter interactions in such systems.

These findings underscore the intricate relatigndietween optical resonance phenomena and the
evolving physical properties of microdroplets. Hbady's outcomes have implications for understand-
ing aerosol behavior, nanoparticle self-assemblg, @vaporation dynamics in colloidal systems. Fur-
ther exploration of light-matter interactions in lilrgomponent droplets could provide deeper insght
into the physicochemical processes underlying thegaomena.
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