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Abstract 
We have investigated the optically measurable properties of single evaporating microdroplets of sus-
pensions containing up-converting luminescent nanoparticles (Gd₂O₃:Er³⁺), levitated in a linear elec-
trodynamic trap. These microdroplets served as spherical optical resonators, with their resonance 
properties influenced by the distribution and interactions of nanoparticles (NPs) acting as nanoprobes. 
Using a combination of light scattering theories, we examined the evolution of the microdroplet radi-
us, nanoparticle surface organization, and effective refractive index during evaporation. Up-conversion 
luminescence, driven by 805 nm excitation, enhanced the resolution of these observations. Key find-
ings reveal that the increasing NP density in the surface layer leads to surface saturation, followed by 
transitions to a gel-like state through successive layer formation and collapse. Scattering and lumines-
cence signals exhibit complex oscillatory behaviors linked to resonance phenomena and nanoparticle 
migration driven by photophoretic forces. Theoretical modeling closely aligns with experimental 
trends, confirming the interplay between NP distribution and optical resonance properties. 

1. Introduction 
The study of evaporating microdroplets of colloidal suspensions is crucial in various fields such as 
material science [1], medical science [2], and climate modelling [3,4]. Evaporation is not only a scien-
tifically important complex process [5,6], but also provides a practical robust method for creating 
functional nanomaterials used in sensors, optical, and biological devices [7]. 

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



evaporation progresses and the droplet's radius decreases, the influence of the surface state on the en-
tire droplet increases. 

When examining a droplet using light, its spherical shape causes the system to act like an optical reso-
nator (a spherical cavity) with various modes, in particular Whispering Gallery Modes. In this context, 
the surface of the droplet plays a crucial role in the interactions between the droplet and light [9,10].  

In suspension microdroplets, the array of optical phenomena allows for the collection of information 
about surface states [11], as well as the structures formed by dispersed (nano)particles and their evolu-
tion [12].  

The thermodynamic states of the surface constitute or at least influence the physicochemical properties 
of the microdroplet (see e.g. [13]). The microdroplet surface interfaces the environment with the drop-
let volume, governing the droplet's catalytic properties [14] as well as controlling the mass transport 
between the surface and the volume.  

The surface states influence the drying scenario of the droplet and shape the structure of the dried par-
ticle, which is the result of evaporation [15]. The drying scenario has a fundamental impact on aerosol 
droplets of suspensions, affecting global warming [16], monsoon drying [17], and the contagiousness 
of pathogens adsorbed in microdroplets produced by respiration, coughing, and sneezing [18].  

In previous papers, several properties of the surfaces of evaporating microdroplets of colloidal suspen-
sions were studied, including the mean value of the index of refraction [19], the formation of super 
plasmons in a dispersion of gold nanoparticles in diethylene glycol (DEG) [20], the formation of sur-
faces/shells of silica nanoparticles in colloidal suspensions [15], the generation of surface films in 
SDS/DEG mixtures [21], and Brownian motion of the dispersed nanoparticles [22].  

The concept of using various nanoparticles as nanoprobes is already well-grounded – see e.g. [23] for 
a review. In [24], optical lattices forming in microdroplets containing down-converting luminescent 
nanoparticles (Gd₂O₃:Nd³⁺) were investigated. In this paper, we examine the evolution of optically 
measurable properties of single microdroplets of charge-stabilized suspensions containing up-
converting luminescent nanoparticles (Gd₂O₃:Er³⁺) as nanoprobes. Since up-conversion is a two-
photon process, it enhances the resolution of observations. The study primarily focuses on the droplet 
radius, density, surface organization of nanoparticles, and the effective refractive index.  

A key characteristic of the system is the increasing nanoparticle density in the surface layer, eventually 
resulting in surface saturation. This progression drives the system toward a gel state through the for-
mation and eventual collapse of successive surface layers. 

The observed properties seem to be general for the drying of droplets of colloidal suspensions. These 
properties can significantly influence the evolution of the physicochemical characteristics of the drop-
lets, the accumulation of substances like drugs or dust, and the evaporation rate of droplets containing 
dust particles. 

2. Experimental setup 
As presented in Fig. 1, the experiments were conducted in an in-lab built linear electrodynamic quad-
rupole trap (LEQT; compare [25–27]). The essential trap configuration was the same as described in 
[24], so only the introduced improvements will be discussed in greater detail. Electrically charged 
droplets were confined horizontally with the quadrupolar AC field generated by rod electrodes, while 



vertical confinement was achieved with the DC field of plate electrodes. The field between the plate 
electrodes, in the configuration we used, is not homogeneous around the centre of the trap, but exhibits 
a gradient, which enables the translation of microdroplets vertically by varying the applied voltage. 
The levitating microdroplet was backlit with a bright red LED and its (vertical) position was observed 
as a shadow with a digital camera (Smartek, GC651MP, equipped with IR filters) through a high-

magnification microscope, at 10 fps, with a resolution of ~1.0 µm/pixel. It enabled microdroplet radius 
measurement (shadowgraphy) as well as setting up a stabilization loop and keeping the droplet at the 
desired vertical location – on the (horizontal) axis of the light-collecting optics. 

Gd₂O₃:6%Er³⁺ nanoparticles of 353 nm diameter were suspended in DEG by mixing the dry powder 
and sonication for several hours until no sediment was present. The mass concentration of NPs was 5 
mg/mL, on loading the suspension to the injector. Since the density of Gd₂O₃ (~7.1 g/cm3) is very 
high in comparison to that of DEG (~1.1 g/ cm3), the viscosity of DEG (~37 mPa·s) is not high enough 
to suppress sedimentation. Thus, the initial mass concentration of NPs in the microdroplet, wNP, could 
be slightly different (usually lower). When the suspension was stored, it was kept in a refrigerator in a 
vertical tube rotator. It was then sonicated for 2–3 hours before the experiments, which were conduct-
ed immediately afterward. Gd₂O₃:Er³⁺ NPs’ synthesis was described in [24] and [28]. 

Microdroplets were delivered to the trap with an in-lab built droplet-on-demand piezoelectric injector 
equipped at the nozzle with annular electrodes for droplet charging ([25], compare e.g. [29]). The high 
voltage used for charging was switched on only for the droplet injection while off directly afterwards, 
in order not to influence the trapping field during the stabilizing loop operation. In spite of significant 
effort, due to some sedimentation in the injector, the parameters of microdroplets (radius, charge, ini-
tial NS number concentration) varied noticeably, though not significantly. 

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the experimental setup. 



0In this set of measurements, the microdroplet was 
illuminated with an IR beam from below, to counter-
act possible sedimentation of Gd₂O₃ nanoparticles in 
the microdroplet. In order to circularize the beam and, 
most of all, suppress the spatial fringes produced by 
multi-junction laser diode, the beam was passed 

through the multimode 200 µm fibre. The spatial 
mode structure inherited from the fibre turned out to 
be much less harmful to the repeatability of the exper-
iment.  

The scattered light and luminescence was collected 
with a dedicated objective and fed to small grating 
spectrometer (USB4000, Ocean Optics) via 400 µm 
fibre. We observed the scattering of laser light at 
wavelengths of 805 nm (attenuated with two OD6 
notch filters) and 515 nm, as well as up-converted 
luminescence induced by 805 nm radiation, detected 
at several lines within two bands: red and green – see 
Fig. 2. Due to low luminescence light intensity, the integration time had to be set to ~1 s. It set the 
limit to the temporal resolution of the experiments. The experimental data (and spectra in particular) 
can be accessed at the data repository [30] (in particular sample DI192: 003, 006). 

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

3. Microdroplet radius 
First of all, microdroplet radius found with shadowgraphy shows some meaningful departure from the 
so called radius-square-law, as can be seen in Fig. 3 (a) and (b). The effects can be observed both for a 
droplet evolution with a significant, over 3.2:1, radius change (Fig. 3 (a)) as well as for that with only 
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Fig. 2. A fragment of the spectrum – 
green and red luminescence bands – ob-
served for a microdroplet of 55-µm diam-
eter, containing Gd₂O₃:6%Er³⁺ nanopar-
ticles of 508-nm diameter (~40 mg/mL in 
triethylene glycol). The temporal evolu-
tion of the marked lines was followed. 
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Fig. 3. Evolution of the microdroplet radius (smoothed using Lowess with a 131-point window) 
and the corresponding radius change rate (smoothed using Lowess with an 899-point window) for 
two microdroplets of different size ranges. The vertical axes use quadratic scales, so evaporation 
following the radius-square-law should appear as a straight line, indicated by the red dashed lines. 

(a) (b) 



1.2:1 radius change (Fig. 3 (b)). The radius change dynamics is obviously higher in the first case. A 
closer investigation of the first case shows that the evaporation rate (radius change rate) dr/dt grows 
(at different pace) until ~5600 s, and then suddenly stabilizes at a significantly lower magnitude. This 
latest development is easiest to interpret – there forms a compact surface layer of NPs, possibly even a 
wet aggregate of NPs, which later dries very slowly (compare [15]). The NPs simply cover the surface 
and block the evaporation. 

Then, it can be also observed that dr/dt magnitude 
exhibits a few “kinks”: the first two mark slight 
accelerations of evaporation rate, while the third – 
a deceleration. All such kinks seem to correlate 
with rapid changes of the character of oscillations 
observed in the optical signals – see Fig. 9. At the 
same time, it can be observed that as the evapora-
tion rate increases, the frequency of oscillations 
observed in the optical signals (scattering and lu-
minescence) also increases, as can be generally 
expected. 

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

Having measured the droplet radius, we calculated 
light scattering with Mie theory using effective 
medium approximation and combined with the 
theory of light scattering by fractal aggregates (see 

Fig. 5. Light intensity distribution at a narrow 
resonance predicted by the Mie theory for a 
homogeneous sphere of R = 3953 nm, m = 
1.45 – internal and near field intensity seen in 
the cross section at the equatorial plane; a 

magnification of a fragment (X∈[-2000, 

2000], Y∈[2000, 4000]) is shown in the in-
set.  Illumination with a plane wave from the 
left. 

100 200 300 400 500
0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350
lig

ht
 in

te
ns

ity
 [a

rb
.u

.]

mx [dimensionless]

396 398 400 402 404

150

360 380 400 420 440

100

150

200

100 200 300 400 500

50

100

150

200

250

mx [dimensionless]

360 380 400 420 440

100

150

200
396 398 400 402 404

100

150

Fig. 4. Scattered light intensity in the far field, integrated over the field-of-view of (90±16° × 0±5°). 
Left panel – Mie theory calculation, right panel – experiment on pure DEG microdroplet. For both 

panels: wavelength λ = 458 nm, refractive index of DEG at 22°C and 458 nm m = 1.4524. Radius-
square law shown as the red solid line in both panels. The trend of experimental intensity – green 
solid line – deviates slightly from the radius-square law due to limited purity (99.9 %) of DEG used 
in the experiment.  



e.g. [31]). In this way, we were able to verify the hypothesis on the NPs distribution evolution. By 
analysing the evolution of luminescence signals, we studied modifications to the resonance properties 
of a microdroplet—an inhomogeneous spherical optical resonator—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 spherical object, as cal-
culated using Mie theory [32], is proportional to the surface 
area of the sphere (see e.g.: [33]) and exhibits modulation 
due to spherical cavity modes. The amplitude of this modula-
tion, which represent a small fraction of the total scattered 
light intensity, is also proportional to the surface area. Theo-
retical modeling aligns very accurately with experimental 
data, such as light scattering observed in the far field during 
the evaporation of a single droplet of diethylene glycol – see 
Fig. 4. 

The scattered light intensity maxima observed in the far-field 
versus the size parameter correspond to resonances of the 
internal field (see Fig. 7 in [24]; compare e.g. [34]). Internal-
field simulation using Mie theory shows that the light intensi-
ty is concentrated near the interface  (droplet surface) and is 
modulated spatially with the distance around the circumfer-
ence – see Fig. 5 (compare e.g. [35,36]).  

5. Intra-cavity field distribution and NPs distribution  
The radiation intensity inside a homogeneous microsphere with a linear refractive index can be rigor-
ously determined using Mie theory (see e.g.: [32,37]). However, for a spherical microdroplet contain-
ing a suspension of luminescent (nano)particles that absorb and scatter light, this provides only a 
rough approximation. Some phenomena can be grasped with effective medium approach – as we show 
below, while an exact solution to the problem remains out of reach for now. However, to 
grasp/visualize the resonance properties of a spherical cavity, it turns out sufficient to consider a 2D 
model of a circular resonator [38] – see Fig. 6 (compare Fig. 5). Thus, the intensity of radiation (light) 
at the circumference of a spherical cavity (homogeneous droplet) in the equatorial plane can be sim-
plistically described as an intra-cavity standing wave: 

���, ��~1 � cos�Ω �� cos�Ω!�� ,            (1) 

where R is the decreasing in time droplet radius and x is the position along the circumference. It gives 
an intuitive picture of a complex distribution. The frequencies ΩR and Ωx can be determined by consid-
ering the interval/spacing between the consecutive intensity maxima/minima versus R and x: d� "
# 2π&⁄  and d� " # &⁄ , where λ is the vacuum wavelength of radiation and m is the refractive index 
of the droplet. The obvious condition: Ωxd� " ΩRd� " 2π leads to ΩR " 4π- # &⁄ " 2πΩx. Any 
phase relations are of no importance in this description.  

Fig. 6. A conceptualisation of a 
microdroplet of NPs suspension 
with a standing light wave interact-
ing with NPs in an equatorial 
cross-section. 



As mentioned before, NPs dispersed in a microdroplet interact with its internal field (absorb, scatter), 
and thus modify it. In modelling of scattering/absorption/luminescence on a microdroplet as a whole, 
the distribution of NPs – particularly near the surface, where the field is strongest at resonance – must 
be taken into account in some way, and therefore must also be modelled/predicted beforehand. 

Since the NPs dispersion is usually charge-stabilised their distribution naturally evolves from com-
pletely random to somehow organised (e.g. hexagonal in layers), in particular for the higher NPs num-
ber density. We assume that the NPs distribution in the microdroplet surface layer (most important to 
interactions with radiation) can be approximated as Gaussian, characterized by the mean distance µ 
and standard deviation σ (distribution width): 

						.��� " /surf

0√-2
exp 4− 6789

√-0:-;	,             (2) 

where Nsurf is the number of NPs in the surface layer and σ is obviously much smaller than the droplet 
circumference 2πR. When NPs arrange themselves in a regular pattern – transitioning from a “surface 
gas” to a “surface solid” phase, σ becomes smaller. 

As mentioned above, just after the droplet  formation, at the beginning of the evolution, the number 
density n of NPs  in the  droplet  can be considered uniform – equal at the surface and in the droplet 
volume nsurf = n. Due to the evaporation of the dispersion medium, the droplet surface is moving radi-
ally and capturing particles from the evaporated volume. Additionally, the existence of surface adsorp-
tion and charge of NPs helps to move them to the interface until all radial forces acting on NPs are 
equilibrated [39] and most of the nanoparticles reside at or close to the interface. The details of the 
evolution depend on the relation between the mentioned processes. In this consideration, Nsurf was 
simplistically modelled as resulting only from the droplet evaporation – interface inward movement: 

.surf	���≅	
>NP	?@A

B8@BC

DNPEB
,       (3) 

where R0 is the initial droplet radius, wNP is the initial mass concentration of NPs, r is the NP radius 
and ρNP is the density of NPs’ material. This formula should reasonably describe the number of NPs at 
the surface until the surface saturation, while after the surface collapse(s), it should give the total num-
ber of NPs in the near-interface layers. We shall verify this assumption in Section 6.1 – the black dot-
ted line in Fig. 7 represents Nsurf corresponding to the radius evolution shown in Fig. 3 (a). 

On the other hand, light-absorbing NPs are expected to migrate to the minima of absorbed light inten-
sity due to photophoretic forces, rather than to the maxima via gradient forces, thereby reflecting the 
temporal evolution of these minima. In the discussed experiments, the 805-nm radiation absorbed in 
Gd₂O₃:Er³⁺	NPs drives a “standing wave” of NPs density, which feedbacks with 805-nm internal field 
distribution and heavily influences scattering and luminescence at all wavelengths. Furthermore, this 
“standing wave” of NPs density modifies resonance properties to the microdroplet – introduces addi-
tional resonances and modifies the existing ones (compare e.g. [40,41]). This phenomenon can be 
clearly observed in Fig. 10 as a transition in the modulation of scattered light intensities at different 
wavelengths. Initially, the modulation corresponds to spherical cavity modes specific to each wave-
length, characterized versus R by a period of 	1 ΩR⁄ = & 4π-#⁄ . Over time, this transitions to a unified 
period corresponding to the 805 nm line. We discuss it below in detail. 



6. Scattering of light on a droplet of suspension 
Having in mind the considerations of the previous section, several hypotheses were tested using Mie 
theory-based codes, and we found that the increase of effective refractive index of the microdroplet 
can explain the observed trend (long-time average) of the scattered light intensity (see the cyan line in 
Fig. 7), but not the oscillatory properties of the signal. A separate term describing the scattering on 
NPs is necessary (compare Figs. 7 and 11). Using the analysis for the corresponding characteristic size 
relationship (spatial coherence criterion), presented e.g. in [31], we’ve arrived at conclusion that the 
scattering on NPs is proportional to number of NPs at the surface and must also depend on their distri-
bution N(x). In order to fully explain the oscillatory properties of the signal, the second term must be 
modulated by the internal field of the droplet (we shall discuss the modulation of scattering and lumi-
nescence signals in detail in section 6.3). Further on the correlation between N(x) and I(x) should be 

accounted for. Thus, the intensity of light of wavelength λ, scattered on a microdroplet of radius R 
could be postulated as: 

�sca�λ, �� ≅ �eff?λ, �,&eff���C � G H .��, �����, ��d�
-I@

J
	, 

(4) 

where the proportionality factor α depends, among others, on the microdroplet and NP size parameter, 
and the composite microdroplet mass and surface fractal dimensions.	Ieff is the intensity of light scat-
tered by an effective homogenous sphere with an effective refractive index meff, which follows a sim-
ple mixing rule for refractive indices of Gd2O3 and DEG: 

 &eff��� = LGd2O3∙&Gd2O3 � �1 − LGd2O3�∙&DEG ,     (5)  

where, in turn, cGd2O3 is the volume fraction of NPs residing in the near-surface layer of the droplet: 

LGd2O3 = S-.surf 4�-T 	.      (6) 

The required change in refractive index actually occurs in the near-surface layer of the droplet due to 
the accumulation of NPs there, which is the result of liquid evaporation. The value of the refractive 
index of the droplet interior was found of less importance, if not entirely negligible.  

6.1 NPs distribution evolution and its interaction with light 
Now, it must be noticed that the second term in the Eqn. (4) does not hold well when N(R,x) is itself 
driven by the strong internal field at 805 nm line. In that case, we postulate a semi-empirical formula: 

�sca�λ, �� ≅ �eff?λ, �,&eff���C � G.surf�eff 6805, � + X.surf-, &eff���:	,     (7) 

which	we	will	 discuss	 in	detail	 in	 the	 following	 sections.	Again,	 the proportionality factors α, β 
depend, among others, on the microdroplet and NP size parameter, and the composite microdroplet 
mass and surface fractal dimensions. The factors, we	found	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 

neglect the influence of the refrac-

tive index change/evolution and 

assume the long-time trend of Ieff 

∝ R2, and we observe that the dy-
namics of Eqn. (7) is dominated by 
Nsurf(t), we can write: 

�sca(�� ≈ �- + G.surf .     (8) 

Then, from the long-term temporal 
variability of the flux density isca = 
Isca/R

2, we should be able to grasp the 
main trends of the evolution of the 

surface NPs’ number density: nsurf ∝ 

isca. As can be seen in Fig. 8, the nsurf 
evolution obtained with Eqn. (3) is in 
a very good agreement with isca ob-
tained from the experiment.  

It must be kept in mind that undula-
tions of the optical signals in Fig. 8 
arise rather due to specific interac-
tions of light with NP struc-
ture/distribution (surface-thermodynamics states) [19,42], than to significant short-time variations of 
nsurf. Perhaps with the exception of the collapse(s) of the NPs surface layer observed in Fig. 8 as deep 
oscillations near the end of the evolution. It can be further noticed that different wavelength – different 
field modes – interact differently with the microdroplet with evolving NPs distribution. It can be no-
ticed, for instance, that effectiveness of scattering of the non-coherent unpolarized (red) light from an 

LED is(632) exhibits fairly little inter-
action with NPs until ~3600 s, when 
the number of NPs at the droplet sur-
face starts to grow. The is(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, is(515) – non-absorbed, 
coherent light – additionally shows 
some interaction with the transient NP 
structures forming in the microdroplet. 
It can be seen both as broad maximum 
(maxima?) as well as high modulation 
depth. 
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Fig. 7. Scattered light intensity at three different wave-
lengths and polarisations. This incident light also differs in 
character: only 805-nm light is absorbed in NPs; 632-nm 
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6.2 Scattering long-time trend 
It could be expected that the intensity of scattered light – its long-time trend – decreases in a similar 
manner as the square of the radius (see Fig. 3 (a)) – orange solid line in Fig. 7. However, this is not the 
case, and the observed decrease 
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 – 
see below – it indicates that there 
is a process, which slows the 
evaporation down. As it has been 
established, it is the presence of 
suspended phase – NPs – that 
governs the phenomenon. NPs 
located in regions of a strong field 
(e.g., close to the surface) are 
expected to contribute the most to 
the total scattering. It turns out, 
that the averaged Eqn. (7) predicts 
the observed trends quite well, as 
can be seen in Fig. 7. 

6.3 Oscillatory part of scattering and luminescence signals 
However, the factors discussed so far are not by themselves sufficient to explain the properties of the 
oscillatory part of the signals, among others: (i) There are striking transitions from de-phased signals 
oscillating at individual eigenfrequencies, to synchronised oscillations with a common frequency – see 
e.g. transition at ~2050 s in Fig. 10. This synchronicity is lost at ~3500 s. Synchronisation repeats at 
~4600 s and lasts only until ~4900 s. They seem to be associated with formation and decay of some 
regular NP structures at the droplet surface (compare [43]). (ii) The mean frequency of all signals de-
creases much more slowly than predicted only by the first term of equation (7) (effective homogene-
ous droplet) – compare the purple line in Fig. (peak positions).  

Again, several hypotheses were tested 
and, as mentioned in section 3, the 
migration/ordering of NPs caused by 
intra-cavity 805 nm radiation was 
proposed as the common factor influ-
encing both scattering and lumines-
cence on all spectral lines. Thus, it 
seemed justified to introduce Nsurf 

modulation with Ieff(λ = 805 nm), as 
resonances observed in the internal 
and the scattered fields are very simi-
lar, as discussed earlier. Furthermore, since it can be well expected that the migration of NPs introduc-
es some lag in respect to the driving radiation intensity due to viscosity, some retardation had to be 
introduced into the second term. We found out that it is proportional to Nsurf

2, which seems to indicate 
the dependence on the NPs surface lattice stiffness (NPs mutual interactions). The interference of the 

Fig. 9. Oscillatory part of optical signals (see main text) 
shown with independent scales. Microdroplet radius change 
rate is shown in blue solid line. 
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Fig. 10. Transition from de-phased signals oscillating at 
individual eigenfrequency, to synchronised oscillations 
with a common frequency, at ~2050 s. 
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two terms generates beating, which can also be identified in the experimental data, as can be seen in 
Fig. 9. Since the specific resonance features of the system for each wavelength are neglected, the re-
produced beating shows only a general property. 

The oscillatory part of the signals can be conveniently studied when the slow trend is subtracted from 
the raw signal, and – in case of experimental data – some smoothing is performed, which filters out the 
random fast component of the signal – see Fig. 9. This fast-changing component could not be further 
resolved in the reported experiment (as mentioned in section 2) due to sensitivity limitations of the 
spectrometer. Thus, due to possible ali-
asing, it could not be decided whether 
deformations and movements of the 
droplet caused by the trapping field are 
reflected in this random signal compo-
nent or it was just caused by random 
inhomogeneity of the microdroplet. In 
the next step, the extrema (e.g. maxima) 
in this processed signal can be identified 
and/or frequency analysis (short time 
Fourier, wavelet) can be performed. 
We’ve decided that analysis of maxima 
positions presents a convincing visuali-
sation of the observed phenomena – see 
Fig. 11. 

It can be observed in Fig. 11 that fre-
quency of oscillations of 805 nm scatter-
ing (and so essentially also of internal 
field) and 562 nm luminescence is near-
ly identical (which is also replicated for other luminescence signals). This oscillations frequency evo-
lution has been quite well reproduced with Eqn. (7) – orange solid line in Fig. 11. As mentioned 
above, the violet line in Fig. 11 corresponds to the first term of this equation only. The oscillations of 
632 nm scattering of unpolarized non-coherent light from an LED and scattering of 515 nm coherent 
p-polarized 515 nm laser light are again nearly similar and both are quite similar to 805 nm filed oscil-
lations. It should be kept in mind that 805 nm radiation is absorbed in NPs, while other wavelengths, 
considered in the presented experiments, are not. It can be also observed in Fig. 9 that each of the pre-
sented signals exhibit somewhat different modulation, which signifies different interactions with in-
homogeneous spherical resonator – NPs distribution and the microdroplet as a whole. Its evolving 
structure of morphology dependent resonances (MDRs) is “scanned” with light of different wave-
lengths. 

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

Fig. 11. Temporal positions of subsequent peaks seen in 
Fig. 9. Color-coding corresponding. The violet solid line 
corresponds to prediction with the first term of Eqn. 7 
only. Horizontal dashed line marks the approximate posi-
tion peak frequency change. 
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7. Intensity of luminescence long-time trend 
The intensity of luminescence (up-conversion) appears to be simpler to analyse compared to scatter-
ing, as it primarily depends on the intensity of the excitation light (at 805 nm) and the correlation with 
the distribution of particles: 

�cdef~g .����-�# = 805	nm, ��d�-I@
J 	.         (9) 

It can be divided into two components: one that is proportional to the number of illuminated nanopar-
ticles and an oscillatory component that reflects how well the excitation radiation spherical cavity 
(droplet) mode aligns with the mean distance between the NPs. Since luminescence is driven by 805 
nm intra-cavity radiation, it also inherits the oscillatory properties predicted with equation (7). The 
long-term signal variation requires additional consideration. It should be also kept in mind that for the 

up-conversion driven luminescence, Ilumi ∝ I0
2, where I0 is the incident light intensity. 

Under the reasonable assumption that the 
quantum efficiency of Er3+ luminescence 
in Gd2O3 lattice can be considered con-
stant, the luminescence signal must de-
pend directly on the number of excited 
Er3+ ions. Since the concentration of Er in 
Gd2O3 is constant for a given sample, the 
luminescence signal Ilumi must then de-
pend linearly on the (total) number of NPs 
Ntot. Since here we consider a long-time 
trend, it is enough to consider that the 
energy of the 805 nm radiation that can be 
passed to Er3+ is just proportional to the 
geometric cross-section of the micro-
droplet. While Ntot is obviously constant, 
the cross-section of the microdroplet 
evolves in time as R2(t). 

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

Thus, it makes sense to compare the mean distance between NPs with the wavelength and/or distance 
between field maxima/minima on the resonator circumference. Here, comparing the distribution of 
NPs described by Eqn. (2) with the excitation radiation wavelength in the (effective) medium λ yield-
ed the expected results. Thus, the intensity of luminescence could be approximated as  

�lumi = h�-.tot + i /surf
0√-2 exp j−6

7(@�8k
√-0 :-l	,           (10) 

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000

0.3

0.4

0.6

0.7

0.9

1.0

 at 661 nmlig
ht

 in
te

ns
ity

 [a
rb

. u
.]

time [s]

luminescence:
 at 562 nm

 theoretical trend

Fig. 12. Luminescence at two spectra lines resulting 
from different up-conversion mechanisms, together 
with the prediction with Eqn. (10). 



where, a and b are constants. We confirmed with the fit (see Fig. 12) that Nsurf must be, in a way, ac-
counted for twice: the first term must contain Ntot, rather than the number of NPs only below the sur-
face: Ntot – Nsurf, and the second term accounts for an additional resonant feature. 

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

Notably, in the language of surface thermodynamics, the width of the particle distribution σ is related 
to the entropy of the particle layer at the surface (see e.g. [44]): 

m =
n

-
log�2op-� +

n

-
	.      (11) 

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

8. Conclusion 
This study investigates the dynamic optical properties of single evaporating microdroplets containing 
up-converting luminescent nanoparticles (Gd₂O₃:Er³⁺). The microdroplets, acting as spherical optical 
resonators, enable the exploration of the intricate interplay between light-matter interactions, reso-
nance phenomena, and the evolving nanoparticle distribution. 

The resonant modes of the droplet, particularly whispering gallery modes, form standing wave pat-
terns within the droplet that dynamically interact with the nanoparticle arrangements, modulating the 
scattered and luminescent light intensities. These modes can be conceptualized as "optical atom" 
states, where the light field within the resonator forms periodic, quantized distributions akin to elec-
tronic orbits in an atom [9,45]. Deviations from perfect symmetry, caused by nanoparticle inclusions 
or surface roughness, break the degeneracies of these modes, further shaping the optical behavior 
(compare [46]). 

The evaporation process concentrates nanoparticles at the droplet surface, leading to increasing surface 
density, saturation, collapse(s), and eventual transitions into a gel-like state. This evolution alters the 
resonance properties, introducing new optical modes and modifying existing ones. Photophoretic forc-
es, exerted by the strong internal field (excitation at 805 nm), play a significant role in driving nano-
particles toward regions of light intensity minima within the droplet. This, in turn, influences reso-
nance dynamics and enhances the structural complexity of these "optical atom" states. 

Theoretical modeling aligns well with experimental results, validating the hypothesis that nanoparticle 
distribution significantly impacts the droplet's optical characteristics. The interplay between the evolv-
ing physical properties of the droplet and its resonant optical states provides a deeper understanding of 
light-matter interactions in such systems. 

These findings underscore the intricate relationship between optical resonance phenomena and the 
evolving physical properties of microdroplets. The study's outcomes have implications for understand-
ing aerosol behavior, nanoparticle self-assembly, and evaporation dynamics in colloidal systems. Fur-
ther exploration of light-matter interactions in multi-component droplets could provide deeper insights 
into the physicochemical processes underlying these phenomena. 
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