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In the field of acoustic suspension or levitation of droplets against gravity, the ap-
plication of Gorkov’s acoustic radiation force for small particles (within the Rayleigh
limit, i.e., d ≪ λ) or its extensions to larger ones (beyond the Rayleigh limit, i.e.,
d ≳ λ) is limited to predicting the suspension position of the droplet. Since this approach
treats the droplet as a rigid particle, it fails to capture the fluid dynamics of the droplet
and is also unsuitable for studying interfacial phenomena such as droplet deformation,
splitting, or coalescence. In this work, we employ our recently developed acoustic body
force in Eulerian form (Thirisangu et al. 2024), which models the droplet as a fluid, to
theoretically investigate the suspension dynamics of droplet subjected to standing waves
through the interaction between acoustic, interfacial, and gravitational forces. Our theory
predicts that when interfacial forces are dominant, the presence of positive and negative
acoustic force regions within droplets exceeding the Rayleigh limit reduces the net
acoustic force counteracting gravity. As a result, the suspension dynamics become highly
dependent on droplet size, in contrast to droplets within the Rayleigh limit, where the
dynamics remain size-independent. Thus, beyond the Rayleigh limit, as the droplet size
to wavelength ratio (d/λ) increases, the critical acoustic energy density (Ecr) required to
suspend the droplet initially rises sharply, which agrees with recent experimental results
(Thirisangu et al. 2023). After Ecr reaches a local maximum at d/λ ≈ 0.65, Ecr exhibits
a pattern of alternating decreases and increases, with each successive peak surpassing the
previous one. Remarkably, our study reveals a size-dependent shifting of the suspension
position between nodes and antinodes for droplets beyond the Rayleigh limit, whereas
droplets within this limit maintain a consistent suspension position regardless of size.
Furthermore, our theory predicts the sorting of the droplets based on the critical energy
method, which was proposed in recent experimental work (Thirisangu et al. 2023). Unlike
the case where interfacial force dominates, when this force weakens, acoustic body force
can deform the droplet. If the droplet contains regions with opposing acoustic forces, these
forces compete with each other, potentially causing the droplet to split. If gravitational
force is not sufficiently weak, droplet splitting becomes unequal or asymmetric.

1. Introduction

The manipulation of matter through acoustic fields originates from the pioneering
works of Chladni (1787) and Faraday (1831), who explored particle patterns on vibrating
plates. Later, Kundt & Lehmann (1874) developed Kundt’s tube, a device that used
fine powders to visualize acoustic standing waves, offering an effective tool for studying
sound propagation and resonance. King (1934) formulated a theoretical expression for the
radiation pressure on small rigid spheres, without considering the compressibility of the
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spheres. Yosioka & Kawasima (1955) later extended this theory for compressible spheres
in line with experimental observations. Gor’kov (1962) further developed this approach
by formulating the acoustic radiation force (Fac) as the gradient of a potential, now
widely known as the Gor’kov potential, and predominantly applied to particles within
the Rayleigh limit (the droplet size (d) is much smaller than the wavelength (λ) of the
acoustic wave (d << λ)).

Fac = 4πd3kEacsin(2ky)
1

3

(
5 ρ̃− 2

2ρ̃+ 1
− 1

ρ̃ c̃2

)
ey. (1.1)

Later, the above acoustic radiation force was employed to manipulate droplets and
bubbles against gravity as follows. Eller (1968) experimentally demonstrated the trapping
of air bubbles in a liquid medium using acoustic standing waves, overcoming buoyancy
forces. Following this, Crum (1971) successfully suspended small liquid droplets in
the water against gravity, showing that the minimum pressure amplitude required for
suspension is independent of droplet size. Subsequent works (Hasegawa 1979a,b; Marston
2017; Baasch & Dual 2018; Pazos Ospina et al. 2022; Rueckner et al. 2023) have refined
and extended the formula (Fac) to apply to particles beyond the Rayleigh limit (d ≳ λ).

In most of the theoretical studies, droplets are treated as rigid particles, both within
(Crum 1971; Luo et al. 2016, 2017) and beyond the Rayleigh limit (Marston 2017;
Baasch & Dual 2018; Yarin et al. 1998; Zang et al. 2017). Consequently, the force
(Fac) acting on droplets in the Lagrangian form, which is not fully compatible with
the Navier-Stokes equation, fails to capture the fluid dynamics of droplets and is also
unsuitable for studying interfacial phenomena such as droplet deformation, splitting, and
coalescence. The above limitation is especially notable in theoretical studies of acoustic
suspension/levitation against gravity, where the Gor’kov acoustic force (Fac) determines
the suspension position of the droplet (Lee et al. 1991, 1994; Yarin et al. 1998; Tian
et al. 1993; Shi & Apfel 1996; Di et al. 2018; Naka & Hasegawa 2020; Zang et al.
2017), but Fac is not applied to describe deformation/splitting. Instead, deformation
is typically evaluated by substituting acoustic radiation pressure into the Young-Laplace
equation, which yields only static deformation shapes and fails to capture the dynamic,
time-dependent behavior of droplets. A theoretical framework addressing the splitting of
levitated droplets has not been developed so far (Stone & Leal 1989; Danilov & Mironov
1992; Foresti et al. 2013; Hasegawa et al. 2019; Naka & Hasegawa 2020; Aoki & Hasegawa
2020).

In our previous work (Thirisangu et al. 2024), we established a comprehensive theoret-
ical framework to investigate the behaviour of droplets subjected to acoustic fields. Using
the acoustic body force in Eulerian forms, the above framework governed the migration,
deformation, and splitting of droplets. The prior study primarily concentrated on the
interplay between acoustic and interfacial forces, omitting the influence of gravitational
effects. In this study, we extend our theoretical framework to study the dynamics of
droplet suspension in a liquid medium under acoustic fields, incorporating the combined
effects of acoustic forces, interfacial forces, and gravity. We reveal that suspension
dynamics of larger droplets become highly size-dependent, in contrast to droplets within
the Rayleigh limit (Crum 1971), due to the presence of opposing acoustic forces within the
droplet, which reduces the net acoustic force counteracting gravity. We also show that this
size-dependent behaviour leads to phenomena such as size-dependent droplet switching
between nodes and antinodes consistent with the rigid particle suspension/levitation
dynamics works by Pazos Ospina et al. (2022); Rueckner et al. (2023)), alternating
patterns in critical energy density, and droplet sorting based on critical energy density.



Suspension Dynamics of Droplets in Acoustic and Gravitational Fields 3

Along with the above suspension position dynamics, this framework allows the study
of the interfacial effects such as deformation, splitting, and coalescence during droplet
suspension.

2. Physics of the problem

When the immiscible fluid droplets are subjected to gravity and acoustic fields, their
dynamics are governed by incompressible mass continuity, momentum conservation, and
advection equations(Landau & Lifshitz 1987), which are given below,

∇ · v = 0, (2.1a)

ρ[∂tv + (v ·∇)v ] = −∇p+ η∇2v + f g + f σ + f a, (2.1b)

∂tϕ+ v ·∇ϕ = 0, (2.1c)

where ρ is the density, v is the velocity, p is the pressure, η is the dynamic viscosity of the
fluid, ϕ is the phase fraction (ϕ = 0 for fluid 1 and ϕ = 1 for fluid 2), and f g = −ρgey is
the gravity force. The interfacial force (f σ) is expressed as σκδsn, where σ is the surface
tension, κ is the curvature, δs is a surface Dirac delta function which is non-zero only on
the interface, and n is the unit normal.

The slow-time phenomena (v,p), including acoustic radiation force, acoustic streaming,
and the acoustic relocation of inhomogeneous fluids, are induced by the fast-time acoustic
fields (vf , pf ) resulting from the application of high-frequency acoustic waves. Neglecting
the effects of acoustic streaming, the acoustic body force f a, as discussed in Rajendran
et al. (2022), is expressed as:

f a = −∇ · ⟨ρsvf ⊗ vf ⟩ =
1

2
∇(κ0⟨|pf |2⟩ − ρ0⟨|vf |2⟩)

− 1

2
(⟨|pf |2⟩∇κ0 + ⟨|vf |2⟩∇ρ0).

(2.2)

.
Here, ρo and κo represent the background density and compressibility, respectively,

while pf and vf denote the fast-time-scale acoustic pressure and velocity fields induced
by acoustic waves. The symbol ⟨...⟩ indicates time averaging over one oscillation period
of the wave. For the standing acoustic wave applied along the y-direction, (pressure pf =
pa sin(ky) and velocity vf = pa

iρ0c0
cos(ky)ey) the above equation reduces to (Rajendran

et al. 2022),

f a = ∇ϕa − Eac cos(2ky)∇Ẑey = ∇ϕa + f a1. (2.3)

Where Eac = p2a/(4ρavgc
2
avg) is the acoustic energy density, pa is the pressure ampli-

tude, Z = ρc denotes impedance, Ẑ = Z/Zavg, Zavg = (Z1 + Z2)/2, c speed of sound
and ey is the unit normal vector along the y direction, where the subscript ‘avg’ denotes
the respective average quantities of droplet and continuous medium. It is important to
note that Eq. 2.2 is valid for the plane standing acoustic wave considered in this study.
Whereas, for an acoustic beam or a travelling acoustic wave, the corresponding pf and vf
are to be substituted in the Eq. 2.2. In the equation Eq. 2.3, the first term represents a
conservative or gradient term that induces pressure within the bounded domain without
causing fluid flow, and the second term is responsible for the relocation of inhomogeneous
fluids. Thus, the non-gradient body force term (f a1), in the above equation is responsible
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic representation of the droplet suspended in a continuous liquid medium
subjected to acoustic standing wave with the λ ≪ h. (b) Schematic representation of acoustic
force distribution within the smaller droplet (A) and the larger droplet (B) of a size beyond the
Rayleigh limit (d ≳ λ).

for droplet movement under acoustic fields. This term is further expanded as discussed
in Thirisangu et al. (2024) as follows,

f a1 = −Eac cos(2ky)∇Ẑey = −∇
(
cos(2kx)Ẑ

)
− f ac. (2.4)

The non-gradient body force term (f ac) becomes,

f ac = −2kEac sin(2ky)Ẑey. (2.5)

Thirisangu et al. (2024) showed that both f a1 (Eq. 2.4) and f ac (Eq. 2.5) yields the
same result, except the variation in the background pressure due to the existence of the
gradient term in the Eq. 2.4. The advantage of f a1 (Eq. 2.5) over f ac (Eq. 2.4) is that
the structure of f ac is consistent with Gorkov’s force Equation (Fac) for small particles,
which enables better scaling and allows straightforward prediction of droplet behaviour.
Using Gorkov’s equation (Eq. 1.1), Crum (1971) demonstrated that for droplets within

the Rayleigh limit, the minimum pressure amplitude (pa) or acoustic energy density
(Eac) required to suspend the droplet is independent of its size, as both the acoustic and
gravitational forces scale proportionally with the droplet volume (∼ a3). However, for
droplets beyond the Rayleigh limit, our recent experimental work (Thirisangu et al. 2023)
showed that the minimum pa or Eac required to suspend the droplets increases with the
droplet size. In this work, we now proceed to show that the f ac (Eq.2.5) in Eulerian
form effectively predicts this behaviour by illustrating how larger droplets encompass
both positive and negative force regions, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The partial cancellation
of these opposing forces reduces the net acoustic force acting against gravity, making
suspension strongly size-dependent. We also show that this size dependence gives rise to
other intriguing phenomena, such as the size-dependent switching of droplets between a
pressure node to a pressure antinode, sorting of the droplets, and unequal splitting of
droplets. To enhance readability, ’pressure node’ and ’pressure antinode’ are referred to
as ’node’ and ’antinode,’ respectively, throughout the manuscript.
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3. Numerical method

The numerical analysis of droplets subjected to acoustic fields is performed by si-
multaneously solving the governing equations: the continuity equation (Eq. 2.1a), the
advection-diffusion equation (Eq. 2.1c), and the momentum equation (Eq. 2.1b) coupled
with the acoustic force equation (Eq. 2.5) as the body force term, using COMSOL
Multiphysics 6.0. The effects of gravity and interfacial forces are also included in the
computational framework. In the simulations, the droplet interface is modelled as dif-
fusive to prevent singularities and improve numerical stability. This is achieved by
incorporating a diffusion term into Eq. 2.1c, expressed as follows: ∂tϕs + vs · ∇ϕs =

γ∇ ·
(
ϵ∇ϕs − ϕs(1− ϕs)

∇ϕs

|∇ϕs|

)
.The parameter ϵ defines the width of the transition

region where ϕs smoothly varies from 0 to 1, ensuring a gradual interface transition.
The parameter γ controls the degree of reinitialization or stabilization of the level set
function, enhancing numerical stability. A two-dimensional channel of width (w) 6 mm
and height (h) 8 mm containing a droplet in a continuous domain is considered for the
study. An acoustic wave with a wavelength ′λ′ is applied along the height of the channel
in the y direction with the no-slip boundary condition enforced at all walls. Since this is a
closed domain, a pressure constraint is imposed at a single point to stabilize the pressure
field. The number of grids used in this study is 8, 67, 560, with the maximum size of the
grid being 12.53 microns, beyond which the flow fields are unaffected by the increase
in the number of grids. The following fluid combinations are considered in this study:
water droplet in mineral oil, silicon droplet in mineral oil, silicon droplet in olive oil, and
water droplet in olive oil (Fig. 3). However, to qualitatively compare the two-dimensional
numerical results with our recent experimental findings (Thirisangu et al. 2023), all the
results presented in this study are for water droplets (ρwater = 1000 kg/m3, cwater = 1480
m/s, and µwater = 0.8 mPa.s) in mineral oil (ρoil = 857.5 kg/m3, coil = 1440 m/s, and
µoil = 26.5 mPa.s), with an applied wavelength of λ = 2 mm. The properties of all these
fluids are taken from Hemachandran et al. (2019).

4. Results and discussion

When a higher-density immiscible fluid droplet is introduced into a lower-density
continuous medium in the absence of an acoustic field, the droplet undergoes uniform
downward motion due to the balance between gravity and drag forces. However, the
introduction of the acoustic field disrupts this uniform motion, enabling control over the
droplet’s movement. This section presents a detailed investigation of the droplet dynamics
under the combined effects of acoustic and gravitational forces. From Sections 4.1 to 4.5,
the droplet dynamics are studied when the interfacial effects dominate over the acoustic
and gravitational forces, making droplet deformation negligible. As the interfacial force
weakens, the acoustic force begins to significantly influence the shape of the droplet,
which is discussed in Section 4.5. For brevity, the velocity of the droplet in the absence
of acoustic force (under the balance between gravitational and drag forces) is referred to
as ’uniform velocity’ throughout the manuscript.

4.1. Suspension characteristics of the droplet

Figure 2 shows the behaviour of a water droplet (d = 1.2 mm) in mineral oil subjected
to the acoustic field (Eq. 2.5) of varying acoustic energy density (Eac). If the applied
acoustic energy density overcomes gravity (Eac ≳ Ecr), then the droplet suspends as
shown in Fig. 2(c). If the applied acoustic energy density is not enough to overcome
gravity (Eac < Ecr), then the uniform motion of the droplet as seen in the absence of
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Figure 2. Suspension characteristics of water droplet (d = 1.5mm) in mineral oil subjected to
varying acoustic energy densities: (a) The droplet settles with uniform motion in the absence
of acoustic energy density (Eac = 0); (b) The droplet settles with delayed settling time at an

acoustic energy density below the critical value (Eac = 8.3 J/m3); (c) The droplet is suspended

at an acoustic energy density above the critical value (Eac = 11.3 J/m3).

acoustic force (Fig. 2(a)) is disturbed and the settling time of the droplet is delayed
(Fig. 2(b)). This change in the settling time is due to the non-uniform acoustic force
distribution along the y direction, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Since the wavelength (λ =
c0/f = 2 mm) of the acoustic fields (in Eq. 2.5) is much lesser than the height (H = 8 mm)
of the fluid domain (λ ≪ H), a series of nodes and anti-nodes are produced along the y
direction. During the settling process, when the droplet passes through this series of nodes
and antinodes, the velocity of the droplet increses relative to the uniform velocity in the
negative acoustic force region (shaded green colour in Fig. 1(b)), where f ac acts downward
along with f g. Conversely, the velocity of the droplet decreases relative to the uniform
velocity in the positive acoustic force region (shaded red colour in Fig. 1(b)), where the
acoustic force (f ac) acts upward against gravity. Upon applying enough acoustic energy

density (Ecr = 11.3 J/m
3
for d = 1.2 mm), the droplet suspends near the node as

the acoustic force overcomes gravitational force (Fig. 1(c)). Remarkably, the suspension
characteristics of the water droplets in mineral oil, as shown in Fig 2, qualitatively agree
with our recent experimental results (Thirisangu et al. 2023). In the following section,
the critical acoustic energy density (Ecr) required to suspend the droplet of different
sizes is discussed in detail.

4.2. Critical acoustic energy density

When the droplets of varying sizes are subjected to acoustic fields, the critical acoustic
energy density (Ecr) required to suspend the droplets also varies, as shown in Fig. 3(a).
Within the Rayleigh limit (a ≪ λ), Ecr required for droplet suspension is independent of
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Figure 3. Suspending and Settling regimes of droplets beyond the Rayleigh limit (d ≳ λ)
due to interplay between acoustic (f ac) and gravity (f g) forces. The suspending regime (pink)
and settling regime (green) are separated by an intermediate regime (blue), in which some
combinations of fluids suspend while others settle. For the given fluid combination, the first cross

mark (just above the settling regime) represents the critical |fac|
fg

required for droplet suspension

(from which the Ecr can be obtained). All the data points correspond to the simulation results.

droplet size, as both the acoustic and gravitational forces scale with the droplet volume
(a3) (Crum 1971). It is important to note that droplets of this size can be accommodated
entirely within either the positive or negative acoustic force region (refer to droplet A
in Fig. 1(b)). If the droplet size increases beyond the Rayleigh limit, both positive and
negative acoustic force regions exist within the droplet due to the presence of multiple
nodes and antinodes (refer to droplet B in Fig. 1(b)). The portion of the droplet located
in the positive acoustic force region experiences an upward force (f ac is positive), while
the portion in the negative acoustic force region experiences a downward force (f ac

is negative). These opposing forces partially cancel out each other, resulting in a net
acoustic force acting on the droplet that is significantly lower than the force that would
act if either the positive or negative force were uniformly distributed across the same
droplet. Consequently, as droplet size to wavelength ratio (d/λ) increases beyond the
Rayleigh limit, Ecr required to suspend the droplet also increases exponentially, reaching
a peak at ∼ 0.65 d/λ, as shown in Fig. 3(a). This is due to the available volume for the
net positive acoustic force decreasing up to ∼ 0.65 d/λ. As a result, more energy (Ecr) is
required to overcome gravitational force to suspend the droplet. This theoretical result is
consistent with recent experimental results (Thirisangu et al. 2023). Interestingly, beyond
this peak, as the d/λ further increases, the Ecr required to suspend the droplet decreases
up to the d

λ ≈ 0.85 and then increases again, reaching the peak at ∼ 1.15 d/λ, as shown
in the Fig. 3(a). Remarkably, it is seen that the magnitude of the successive peak/trough
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Figure 4. Size dependent switching of the droplet between node and antinode: (a) Droplets
with a size range d

λ
< 0.65 are getting suspended near the nodes (d = 1.2mm), (b) Droplets with

a size range 0.65 < d
λ
< 1.15 are getting suspended near the antinodes (d = 1.9mm), and (c)

Droplets with a size range 1.15 < d
λ
< 1.5 are getting suspended near the nodes (d = 2.6mm).

(Note: In this study, all droplets are introduced at the node, and the results remain the same
even when the droplets are introduced at the antinode.)

is greater than that of the previous one (Fig. 3(a)). The reason for the sudden decrease in
the Ecr in the interval of 0.65 ≲ d/λ ≲ 0.85 is that the increase in the available volume
for the positive net acoustic force acting on the droplet. In contrast, in the interval
0.85 ≲ d/λ ≲ 1.15, the available volume for the positive net acoustic force decreases,
which demands more Ecr to counteract gravity and suspend the droplet.

4.3. Shifting of the suspending position

Within the Rayleigh limit (d ≪ λ), in the absence of gravitational force or under the
condition where acoustic force dominates the gravitational force (f g = 0 or fac ≫ fg), a
water droplet (high acoustic impedance) in mineral oil (low acoustic impedance) medium
migrate towards the nearest pressure node when subjected to acoustic fields. Whereas
beyond the Rayleigh limit (d ≳ λ), under the same condition (f g = 0 or fac ≫ fg), the
migration of the droplet or the suspending position of the droplet becomes size-dependent
as shown in Fig. 4. Upon applying the Eac ≫ Ecr (fac ≫ fg), for the droplet of sizes
d
λ ≲ 0.65 and 1.15 ≲ d/λ ≲ 1.5, the suspension position of the centre of the droplet is
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seen to be suspended at the node as shown in Fig. 4(a) and (c). In contrast, the droplet
of sizes 0.65 ≲ d/λ ≲ 1.15 is seen to be suspended at the antinode (Fig. 4(b)).

In the presence of both gravity and acoustic force, at the critical acoustic energy density
(Eac ≈ Ecr or fac ≈ fg), the suspending position of the droplets within the Rayleigh
limit (d ≪ λ), is located at distance λ/8 below the pressure node (Crum 1971). This
occurs due to the sinusoidal variation of the acoustic radiation force, which reaches its
maximum upward magnitude at a distance λ/8 below the node (counteracting gravity)
and its maximum downward magnitude at a distance of λ/8 above the node (aiding
gravity) as shown in the Fig. 1(b). Upon applying Eac ≫ Ecr (fac ≫ fg), the droplet
suspending position shifts toward nodes. Whereas beyond the Rayleigh limit (d ≳ λ),
for droplet with sizes d

λ ≲ 0.65 and 1.15 ≲ d/λ ≲ 1.5, at the critical acoustic energy
density (Ecr or fac ≈ fg), the suspending position of the centre of the droplet is seen to
be located close to λ/8 below the pressure node as shown in Fig. 4(a) and (c). Due to
the change in force direction (this result is consistent with the rigid particle behaviour
of Pazos Ospina et al. (2022)), droplets with sizes 0.65 ≲ d/λ ≲ 1.15 are seen to be
suspended close to λ/8 above the pressure node for the applied critical acoustic energy
density as shown in Fig. 4(b). The following section provides a detailed analysis of the
influence of acoustic fields on droplet velocity and settling time (when Eac < Ecr).

4.4. Velocity and settling time

When the droplet is introduced at the node or antinode, the net acoustic force acting on
it is zero, as the droplet is symmetrically positioned within both the positive and negative
acoustic force regions. This symmetry causes the upward and downward forces to cancel
each other out. As a result, gravity becomes the dominant force, causing the droplet to
descend from its initial position. As the droplet begins to move between the node and
antinode or vice versa, the net acoustic force becomes non-zero due to the asymmetry in
the acoustic force regions within the droplet. If the net acoustic force becomes positive
(acting upward against gravity) and upon applying the Eac ⩾ Ecr, the droplet suspends,
as shown in Fig. 5(a). However, if the net acoustic force is insufficient to counteract gravity
(Eac < Ecr), the droplet settles with delayed settling time compared to the settling time
of the droplet without acoustics, as shown in Fig. 5(a). During this settling process,
when the centre of the droplet is within the region where the net acoustic force acting on
the droplet is positive (shaded red color in the Fig. 5(a)), its velocity decreases relative
to the uniform velocity in the absence of acoustic forces. Conversely, when the centre
of the droplet is within the region where the net acoustic force acting on the droplet is
negative (shaded green colour in Fig. 5(a)), its velocity increases compared to the uniform
velocity of the droplet in the case of without acoustics. Despite the alternative increases
and decreases of velocity under acoustic fields, the delay in the settling time is due to
the residence time of the droplet within each half-wavelength distance being more than
the residence time of a droplet without acoustics.

It is important to note that, for droplets within the size ranges d
λ ≲ 0.65 and 1.15 ≲

d
λ ≲ 1.5, the net acoustic force acting on the droplet is positive, when the center of
the droplet is within quarter-wavelength below the node (shaded in red in Fig. 5(a)).
Whereas, the net acoustic force acting on the droplet is negative, when the center of
the droplet is within quarter-wavelength above the node (shaded in green in Fig. 5(a)).
Consequently, droplets within this size range are seen to be suspended near the node
(Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 4) with the applied Eac ≫ Ecr. In contrast to the above size, for
droplets within the size range 0.65 ≲ d

λ ≲ 1.15, the net acoustic force acting on the
droplet is negative, when the center of the droplet is within quarter-wavelength below
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Figure 5. For droplets with size ranges d
λ
≲ 0.65 and 1.15 ≲ d

λ
≲ 1.5, suspended at the node:

(a) The variation of the location of the droplet center (d = 1.2 mm) with time and (b) the
change in the velocity of the droplet with varying acoustic energy density. For droplets with a
size range 0.65 ≲ d

λ
≲ 1.15, suspended at the antinode: (c) The variation of the location of the

droplet center (d = 2.1 mm) with time and (b) the change in the velocity of the droplet with
varying acoustic energy density.

the node (shaded in red in Fig. 5(a)). Whereas, the net acoustic force acting on the
droplet is positive, when the center of the droplet is within quarter-wavelength above the
node (shaded in green in Fig. 5(a)). Consequently, droplets within this size range are seen
to be suspended near the antinode (Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 4) with the applied Eac ≫ Ecr.

4.5. Sorting of the droplet based on critical energy method

In our recent experimental work (Thirisangu et al. 2023), the sorting of droplets of
size beyond the Rayleigh limit based on the critical power/ critical energy method
was demonstrated. We now proceed to show that our theoretical model predicts the
experimental results for droplet sorting based on the critical energy method. Interestingly,
for two droplets of different sizes beyond the Rayleigh limit, the critical acoustic energy
density (Ecr) required to suspend each droplet varies: one droplet requires a higher
Ecr, while the other requires a lower Ecr. When an acoustic energy density (Eac) is
applied between these two Ecr values, only the droplet with the lower Ecr suspends,
while the droplet with the higher Ecr settles. Thus, droplets can be effectively sorted
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Figure 6. Droplet sorting based on critical energy method. (a) The initial position of the
droplet. (b) When the applied acoustic energy density (Eac) is lower than the critical energy
densities of both droplets (Eac < Ecr,A < Ecr,B). (c) When the applied Eac is in between the
critical energy densities of the droplet A and B (Ecr,A < Eac < Ecr,B), the droplet A suspends
while the droplet B settles. (d) When Eac exceeds the critical energy densities of both droplets
(Eac > Ecr,A > Ecr,B).

based on the critical energy method. Figure 6 illustrates this sorting technique clearly.
When the applied acoustic energy density (Eac) is lower than the critical energy densities
of both droplets (Eac < Ecr,A < Ecr,B), both droplets settle, as shown in Fig. 6(b). If
Ecr,A < Eac < Ecr,B , droplet A suspends while droplet B settles, as shown in Fig. 6(c).
When Eac exceeds the critical energy densities of both droplets (Eac > Ecr,A > Ecr,B),
both droplets suspend, as depicted in Fig. 6(d).
The method described above significantly differs from two widely employed acoustic

sorting techniques for small particles: contrast factor-based sorting and size-based sorting.
In contrast factor-based sorting (Petersson et al. 2005), particles with a positive contrast
factor migrate toward the pressure node, while those with a negative contrast factor move
toward the antinode. In size-based sorting (Petersson et al. 2007), the acoustic radiation
force scales with particle size, causing larger particles to migrate more quickly to the node
or antinode than smaller particles. However, given sufficient time, particles of all sizes
will ultimately converge at the node or antinode. In contrast to the size-based sorting
method, our approach allows droplets of one size to remain suspended while droplets of
another size settle indefinitely until the critical acoustic forces are applied to them.

4.6. Interfacial effects

Since the maximum Bond number
(
Bo = ∆ρgr2/σ

)
considered until the previous

sections is 0.063 (for radius, r = 1.5 mm and σ = 50 mN/m), which is much less than
1, the dominant interfacial force over the acoustic and gravitational forces, enabling the
droplet to retain its shape with negligible deformation. We now proceed to present the
influence of droplet shape when the interfacial force weakens (Fig. 7).
Upon suspending the droplets of size d < λ/2 introduced at the node (Fig. 7(a))

with the applied Eac > Ecr, the positive acoustic force (the region below the node of
the droplet centre) and the negative acoustic force (the region above the node of the
droplet centre) are acting towards the centre of the droplet as shown in the Fig. 7(a1)).
This causes the droplet to squeeze/deform towards the node, as shown in Fig. 7(b),
particularly when the interfacial force is weak. The deformation of the droplet increases
as the interfacial force weakens with a reduction in the surface tension coefficient (σ)
under constant acoustic energy density (Eac > Ecr), as shown in Fig. 7(b).

When the interfacial force is weak (σ = 2 mN/m), upon suspending the droplets of size
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Figure 7. Effect of surface tension on droplet shape while suspending. (a1) Schematic
representation of deformation of the droplet introduced at the node. (a2) Schematic
representation of splitting of the droplet introduced at the antinode. (b) Droplet deformation:
When droplets of size d < λ/2 are introduced at the node with Eac > Ecr causes it to suspend
at the node and deform towards the nodes. As the surface tension coefficient (σ) decreases,
the droplet deforms more. (c) Droplet splitting: When a droplet of size d ≳ λ/2 is introduced
at the antinode with enough Eac to overcome gravity, it splits into two daughter droplets of
different sizes (asymmetric splitting). When Eac is significantly dominating gravity, the droplet
splits into two daughter droplets of the same size (symmetric splitting). (d) Droplet coalescence:
When droplets of size d < λ/2 are introduced at a node adjacent to each other at the node,
they deform towards the node and coalesce with acoustic energy density Eac > Ecr.

d ≳ λ/2 introduced at the antinode with the applied Eac ≫ Ecr, the positive acoustic
force (the region above the antinode of the droplet centre) and the negative acoustic
force (the region below the antinode of the droplet centre) are acting away from the
centre of the droplet as shown in the Fig. 7(a2). This causes the droplet to split into
two daughter droplets, each moving to the nearest node as shown in Fig. 7(c). When the
applied acoustic energy density is just sufficient enough to overcome gravity for splitting,
the gravitational effect causes asymmetrical splitting, where the lower daughter droplet
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is larger than the upper one, as shown in Fig. 7(c). However, when the applied acoustic
energy density significantly dominates the gravity (fac ≫ fg), the daughter droplets
are equal in size (symmetrical splitting), as shown in Fig. 7(c). The deformation of the
daughter droplet increases as the applied acoustic energy density (Eac ≫ Ecr) increases,
as shown in Fig. 7.
When droplets of size d < λ/2 are introduced adjacent to each other at the node with

the acoustic energy density Eac > Ecr, the opposing forces within each droplet cause
them to deform towards the nodes and coalesce, as shown in Fig. 7(d). Once the acoustic
field is turned off (Eac = 0 J/m3), the coalesced droplet begins to settle.

5. Conclusion

This theoretical study examines the suspension dynamics of droplets under acoustic
fields, by modeling droplet as fluid domain governed by the interplay of acoustic, inter-
facial, and gravitational forces. For droplets beyond the Rayleigh limit, we showed that
their suspension dynamics become highly size-dependent, in contrast to droplets within
the Rayleigh limit. This is due to the presence of regions of positive and negative acoustic
forces within the droplet, which reduce the net acoustic force opposing gravity. We also
highlighted that this size-dependent behavior leads to phenomena such as size dependent
droplet switching between nodes and antinodes, alternating patterns in critical energy
density, and droplet sorting based on critical energy density.

In addition to the significant insights and potential applications highlighted in this
study, it is equally important to acknowledge its limitations. The droplets were modelled
in two dimensions, resulting in only qualitative agreement with experimental observations
that involve the three-dimensional behaviour of droplets. Consequently, deviations in the
relationship between critical acoustic energy density (Ecr) and d/λ ratio are expected.
Furthermore, the steady Eac approach, which assumes first-order acoustic fields such
as wave pressure and velocity, successfully captures the observed phenomena but does
not account for position-dependent variations in Eac. Although these variations are
minimal due to the droplet’s small volume relative to the fluid domain, addressing them
would require solving first-order acoustic fields alongside slow timescale equations, a
more complex and computationally intensive method. Additionally, this study is limited
to liquid-liquid suspensions without extending to liquid-in-air levitation, which will be
explored in future work.
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