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This paper presents a model for nonspherical oscillations of encapsulated bubbles coated
with a polymer infused with magnetic particles, developed using membrane theory for
thin weakly magnetic membranes. According to this theory, only the applied magnetic
field significantly contributes to the Maxwell stress and membrane is under generalized
plane stress. The study focuses on axisymmetric deformations of bubbles under symmetri-
cally arranged magnetic coils. Non-spherical oscillations of the bubble are restricted to the
linear regime, with the second mode dominating within the pressure range of the stability
region. The pressure-frequency stability region is computationally determined, and its
variation with different material properties and applied magnetic field is analyzed. The
natural frequency of each mode is estimated using boundary layer approximation. Time-
series analysis of the second mode amplitude reveals a significant oscillation amplitude
relative to the bubble radius. Estimation using the model indicates that the interface
magnetic susceptibility and initial bubble radius enhance the amplitude of second-mode
oscillations. Computational findings suggest that the applied magnetic field does not
influence the stability region for exponential stability.

Key words:

1. Introduction
Encapsulated microbubbles have become essential in biomedical applications, serv-

ing as contrast agents for ultrasound imaging and as targeted drug delivery carriers.
The development of innovative all-in-one drug delivery systems has garnered significant
attention due to their multifunctionality, enabling the integration of therapeutic and
imaging components, as well as targeting moieties, for simultaneous targeted therapy
and imaging (Stride et al. 2009; Sciallero et al. 2016; Chertok & Langer 2018). Mulvana
et al. (2012) in their work studied experimentally oscillation of bubble encapsulated
with magnetic particles in presence of magnetic field. Owen et al. (2015) analyzed the
dynamics of magnetic bubbles, assuming them to be rigid, and studied the flow conditions
necessary to retain these bubbles near the vessel wall in a Poiseuille flow under an applied
magnetic field. However, designing multifunctional agents that meet specific diagnostic
and therapeutic requirements remains a significant challenge. This is largely due to
the limited understanding of how the integration of magnetic nanoparticles within the
microbubble shells influences their mechanical properties and dynamic behavior in both
ultrasound imaging and drug delivery systems. Addressing these complexities is crucial
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for the development of effective multifunctional agents. The challenge in theoretically
modeling the oscillations of encapsulated magnetic microbubbles arises from the absence
of magnetic monopoles, which makes the oscillations inherently axisymmetric. Non-
spherical modes are not introduced as instabilities of the spherical mode; rather, they are
a direct result of the applied magnetic field, which excites these modes. The nonspherical
behavior of gas bubbles is well established both theoretically and experimentally. (Hao
& Prosperetti 1999; Guédra et al. 2016; Guédra & Inserra 2018; Shaw 2006, 2009, 2017).
The numerical investigation by (Shaw 2006) and (Guédra et al. 2016) showed that the
nonlinear mode coupling is responsible for the saturation of instabilities.

There are relatively few studies focused on modeling the non-spherical oscillations of
encapsulated bubbles. Tsiglifis & Pelekasis (2011) investigated the parametric stability
and dynamic buckling of encapsulated bubbles, while Liu et al. (2012) examined the
surface instability of these bubbles and analyzed how membrane surface properties influ-
ence the natural frequencies of the bubble shell. They also showed that the parametric
resonance of encapsulated bubbles is similar to that of gas bubbles, with membrane effects
having no significant impact on stability. However, the above models are not completely
valid as they consider only linear oscillations of shape modes. Dash & Tamadapu (2024)
incorporated nonlinear mode coupling and interface energy into their model, demonstrat-
ing that non-linearity also saturates instability in the case of encapsulated bubbles.

Till now, a comprehensive model for encapsulated magnetic microbubbles remains
elusive. Zhao et al. (2022) modeled encapsulated bubbles undergoing radial oscillations
in the presence of a magnetic field, while Du et al. (2024) extended this by incorporating
translational motion along the x and y directions in addition to radial oscillations.
However, these models are incomplete, as purely radial oscillations are unrealistic due to
the non-radial nature of the magnetic field. Moreover, no standard models exist in the
case of magnetic bubbles, analogous to the Leaky dielectric model used for encapsulated
electric bubbles (Shaw et al. 2009; Liu et al. 2018) to model the magnetoelastic interface.
This is primarily because interface magneto-elasticity is not yet sufficiently developed to
be applied to bubble dynamics.

To model the behavior of encapsulated magnetic microbubbles, a theory for thin
magneto-elastomers is essential. However, there are only a few papers on the magneto-
elastic shell theory for polymer materials. A simpler approach is the membrane theory
for magneto-elastomers (Barham et al. 2007, 2012), which neglects the bending energy
of membranes. While this simplification is technically inaccurate, as bubble deformation
involves changes in curvature, it can serve as a reasonable approximation due to the low
thickness-to-curvature ratio of the bubble. In this paper, this membrane theory is adopted
to derive mode shape equations, by considering nonlinear radial oscillations and linear
shape mode oscillations. Using the approximations from (Liu et al. 2012), the natural
frequency of the shape modes is calculated, including the magnetic effects, and stability
diagram is constructed based on driving pressure amplitude and frequency to predict the
model’s range of validity.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides the mathematical formulation of
the problem, including the membrane theory for magneto-elastomers, the kinematics of
the bubble surface, magnetic field-induced forces, fluid dynamics, and the final governing
equations. In Section 3, the natural frequency of the kth mode is derived using the bound-
ary layer approximation. In Section 4 A stability criterion for linear non-autonomous
systems is presented to validate the computational results. Section 5 presents stability
diagrams showing the relationship between driving pressure amplitude and frequency,
along with their variation across different material parameters to predict the range of
validity of the model. Finally, Section 6 offers a summary and conclusion.
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2. Mathematical Formulation
2.1. Magneto-elastic equations

The bubble surface is encapsulated by a polymer coating infused with magnetic
nanoparticles. This facilitates the translation, radial, and non-spherical oscillations of
the bubble on the application of the magnetic field. In general, the strain energy density
W of magneto elastomer is a function of F and m (Steigmann 2004). Here, F is the
gradient of the deformed position x with respect to reference position X, and m is
magnetization which is the magnetic moment per unit volume. For ease of analysis and
the range in which the magnetic field is applied (0.5T− 1.5T) the interface response is
assumed to be weakly magnetic. This simplifies the expression for the free energy of the
interface to a sum of elastic energy and magnetic energy as

W =We(F)−
µoχ

2
h · h. (2.1)

Here, µ0 is permeability of free space, χ is interface susceptibility, and h is induced
magnetic field at the interface. This simplifies the constitutive equations of interface
stresses and magnetization as

σ =
∂W

∂F
FT − qI, m = − 1

µo

∂W

∂h
= χh. (2.2)

In the above equation, q is constraint pressure associated with incompressibility con-
straint, FT is transformation of deformation gradient and I is the unit tensor. The induced
field can be split as

h = ha + hs, (2.3)

where ha is applied magnetic field and hs is self field which is the secondary field created
due to the induced magnetic moment at the interface. Due to the weakly magnetic
nature of the membrane, the self field can be ignored. This simplifies the divergence of
pondermotive stress σpon which is the sum of magnetic stress σmag and Maxwell stress
σmax as

σmax = µ0(h⊗ h)− µ0(h · h)
2

I,

σmag = µ0(h⊗m),

∇ · σpon = µ0∇h ·m ≈ µ0χ∇ha · ha,

(2.4)

where ∇ is the del operator in the current configuration. The three-dimensional magneto-
elastic equation in the absence of applied body forces in the current configuration is

∇ ·T = 0, T = σ + σpon. (2.5)

Using the expression for the divergence of pondermotive stress from (2.4) in (2.5)
and transforming the interface stress to the reference configuration modifies the above
equation as,

∇̄ · P + µ0χ∇ha · ha = 0, (2.6)
where P is the first Piola stress tensor and ∇̄ is del operator in reference configuration.
The above equation is also valid at mid surface of the membrane

∇̄ ·Ps + µ0χ∇ha · ha = 0, (2.7)

with Ps as the Piola stress evaluated at the membrane mid-surface. Due to the thinness
and the very low thickness-to-radius ratio of the bubble surface, approximately O(10−3)
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the interface can be modeled as a membrane (Barham et al. 2007, 2012). Let the
membrane thickness be ϵ, divergence of the first Piola stress becomes

∇̄ ·Ps = ∇̄s ·Ps +P′
sk. (2.8)

Here, ∇̄s is the two-dimensional surface gradient operator in the reference system, P′
s

is the differentiation of first Piola stress in the normal direction, and k is normal to the
reference surface. Now, expanding first Piola stress in the thickness direction,

P+ = Ps +
ϵ

2
P′

s,

P− = Ps −
ϵ

2
P′

s,
(2.9)

where P± are the limiting value of Piola stress at the top and bottom surface, respectively,
from inside, k± are corresponding exterior normals at top and bottom ±k. Adding the
traction on top t+a and on bottom surface t−a the following equations are obtained

P+k+ = α t+a ,

P−k− = α t−a ,

P+k+ +P−k− = ϵP′
sk.

(2.10)

Here, α is local area dilatation. Substituting the above equations in (2.7) and rewriting
in the current configuration, the following membrane equation is obtained

∇s · σs + α
t+a + t−a

ϵ
+ µ0∇ha · ha = 0. (2.11)

σs is cauchy stress at mid surface of membrane. In (2.2) the expression for stress can be
represented in terms of principle stretches λi, i = 1, 2, 3 as

σs =

3∑
i=1

(
λi
∂W

∂λi
− q

)
vi ⊗ vi, (2.12)

and the deformation gradient as

F =

3∑
i=1

λi vi ⊗ ui, (2.13)

where ui and vi are the principle stress directions before and after the deformation and λi
is the stretch in the corresponding principle stress direction. Incompressibility assumption
of the bubble implies det(F) = 1, which leads to λ3 = (λ1λ2)

−1. A generalized plane
stress condition is assumed by which stress vector component σs · n̂ normal to membrane
mid-surface vanishes. This leads the mechanical part of the stress component in the
normal direction to zero and the expression for the constraint pressure can be written as

q = λ3
∂W

∂λ3
.

2.2. Kinematics of bubble surface
In this work only axisymmetric coils with uniform current distribution is considered

which creates axisymmetric magnetic fields and the applied pressure is radial. Conse-
quently, only the axisymmetric oscillations of the bubble are taken into account.
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Figure 1: (a) Deformed and (b) undeformed configurations of a bubble surface.

Considering a spherical bubble of initial radius R0, (R0, Θ) in the reference configu-
ration gets transformed to (r, θ) in the current configuration as shown in Fig. 1. The
position of the bubble surface after deformation is expressed in terms of the spherical
mode shapes as

r(Θ, t) = R(t) +

∞∑
k=2

ak(t)Pk(cosΘ),

θ(Θ, t) = Θ +

∞∑
k=1

bk(t)

R(t)
P 1
k (cosΘ),

(2.14)

with radial mode shape represented by the Legendre polynomial Pk(cosΘ) and tangential
mode shape represented by the associated Legendre polynomial P 1

k (cosΘ). In (2.14)
R(t), ak(t) and bk(t) are deformed radius, and amplitude of radial and tangential mode
shapes, respectively. The deformed and undeformed mid-surface of encapsulation are,

x = r(Θ, t) cos(ϕ) sin(θ)e1 + r(Θ, t) sin(ϕ) sin(θ)e2 + r(Θ, t) cos(θ)e3 = r(Θ, t)er,

X = R0 cos(ϕ) sin(Θ)E1 +R0 sin(ϕ) sin(Θ)E2 +R0 cos(Θ)E3 = R0ER0 ,

(2.15)

where Ei and ei are the Cartesian unit basis in the undeformed and deformed interface,
respectively. Additionally, ER0

and , er are the unit vector in the radial direction on the
deformed and undeformed interface, respectively. The curvilinear basis vectors on the
deformed surface are

g1 = x,Θ = r(Θ, t),Θ er + r(Θ, t)θ,Θ eθ,

g2 = x,ϕ = r(Θ, t) sin θ eϕ.
(2.16)

The undeformed basis vectors are given by

G1 =X,Θ = R0EΘ G1 =
EΘ

R0
,

G2 =X,ϕ = R0 sinϕEϕ G2 =
Eϕ

R0 sinϕ
,

(2.17)

where the lower and upper subscripts correspond to co-variant and contra-variant vectors.
The gradient on the deformed mid-surface can be written as

∇̄x = gα ⊗Gα, (2.18)
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∇̄x =
r(Θ, t),Θ
R0

(er ⊗Eθ) +
r(Θ, t)θ,Θ

R0
(eθ ⊗EΘ) +

r(Θ, t) sin θ

R0 sinΘ
(eϕ ⊗Eϕ)

=

√
(r(Θ, t),Θ)2 + (r(Θ, t)θ,Θ)2

R0
(t̂⊗Eθ) +

r(Θ, t) sin θ

R0 sinΘ
(eϕ ⊗Eϕ),

F = ∇̄x+
1

λ1λ2
(n̂⊗ er).

(2.19)

Comparing above equations with (2.12), the principle stretches in meridional and cir-
cumferential directions become

λ1 =

√
(r(Θ, t),Θ)2 + (r(Θ, t)θ,Θ)2

R0
≈ rθ

′

R0
≈ R(t)

R0
+
ak(t)

R0
Pk +

bk(t)

R0

∂P 1
k

∂Θ
,

λ2 =
r(Θ, t) sin(θ)

R0 sin(Θ)
≈ R(t)

R0
+
ak(t)

R0
Pk +

bk(t)

R0
cot(Θ)P 1

k .

(2.20)

Similarly, the normal (n̂) and the tangent (t̂) vectors on the deformed surface are

n̂ ≈ er −
ak(t)

R(t)
P 1
keθ,

t̂ ≈ eθ +
ak(t)

R(t)
P 1
ker.

(2.21)

From the expression for normal, the principle curvature of the deformed surface is
obtained as

κ = ∇n̂ = κ1 eθ ⊗ eθ + κ2 eϕ ⊗ eϕ, (2.22)

where the principal curvature components κ1 and κ2 are given by

κ1 ≈ 1

R(t)
−

∞∑
k=2

ak(t)

R(t)2

(
Pk +

d2Pk

dθ2

)
,

κ2 ≈ 1

R(t)
−

∞∑
k=2

ak(t)

R(t)2

(
Pk +

cos(θ)

sin(θ)
P 1
k

)
.

(2.23)

The membrane is assumed to follow Mooney-Rivlin constitutive law as follows

We = C1

(
λ21 + λ22 +

1

λ21λ
2
2

− 3

)
+ C2

(
1

λ21
+

1

λ22
+ λ21λ

2
2 − 3

)
. (2.24)

The in-plane mechanical stress becomes

σ1 = λ1
∂We

∂λ1
= 2C1

(
λ21 −

1

λ21λ
2
2

)
+ 2C2

(
λ21λ

2
2 −

1

λ21

)
,

σ2 = λ2
∂We

∂λ2
= 2C1

(
λ22 −

1

λ22λ
2
1

)
+ 2C2

(
λ22λ

2
1 −

1

λ22

)
.

(2.25)

The divergence of in-plane stress becomes (Pozrikidis 2001),

(∇ · σ)n = −κ1σ1 − κ2σ2,

(∇ · σ)t =
∂σ1
∂s

+
1

d

∂d

∂s
(σ1 − σ2),

(2.26)

where d is the horizontal distance of point in membrane from axis of revolution of bubble.

d = R(t) sin(θ) + ak(t) sin(θ)Pk + bk(t) cos(θ)P
1
k . (2.27)
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Substituting the stretches and x in the divergence expression, we get

Fmem
n =

(∇ · σs)n
λ1λ2

≈ S0 + S1ak(t) + S2bk(t),

Fmem
t =

(∇ · σs)t
λ1λ2

≈ S1
1ak(t) + S1

2bk(t).

(2.28)

S0 = C1

(
−4R6

0

R7
+

4

R

)
+ C2

(
−4R4

0

R5
+

4R

R2
0

)
,

S1 = C1

(
−(2k2 + 2k − 28)

R6
0

R8
+

2k2 + 2k − 4

R2

)
+ C2

(
−(2k2 + 2k − 20)

R4
0

R6
+

2k2 + 2k + 4

R2
0

)
,

S2 = C1

(
−12(k2 + k)

R6
0

R8

)
+ C2

(
−(8k2 + 8k)

R4
0

R6
− 4k2 + 4k

R2
0

)
,

S1
1 = C1

(
−8R6

0

R8
− 4

R2

)
+ C2

(
−4R4

0

R6
− 8

R2
0

)
,

S1
2 = C1

(
(4k2 + 4k)

R6
0

R8
+

4k2 + 4k − 4

R2

)
+ C2

(
(4k2 + 4k − 4)

R4
0

R6
+

4k2 + 4k

R2
0

)
.

(2.29)

2.3. Magnetic field and forces due to coil
Two coils are symmetrically placed above and below a bubble, each carrying current I

in opposite directions and having N1 turns. While the Biot-Savart law offers a straight-
forward approach to calculate the resulting magnetic field, it often involves the use of
complex elliptic integrals, making the computation cumbersome. To simplify the analysis,
an alternative method proposed by (Boridy 1989) is used to calculate magnetic fields for
axially symmetric systems. The generalized expression for axisymmetric magnetic fields
is

ha = harer + haθeθ,

har =

∞∑
n=1

Hn

( r
a

)n−1

Pn(cos θ),

haθ =

∞∑
n=1

Hn

n

( r
a

)n−1

P 1
n(cos θ),

(2.30)

where r and θ are radial and angular position of any point in the r−z plane. For the case
of coils carrying currents in opposite direction placed symmetrically above and below the
equator, the odd terms vanish in (2.30) and only even terms sustain. The expressions for
even coefficients is given as below,

H2n = −I
a
N1 sin θc P

1
2n(cos θc). (2.31)

By choosing the value of θc as a positive root of P 1
4 , the co-efficient H4 can be made zero.

As we are interested in fields and field gradients in the region of the bubble, the r/a ratio
is very small. Hence, the subsequent terms H6, H8, .. in (2.30) can be ignored and only
leading terms can be considered, resulting in simplified expressions for magnetic fields,
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Figure 2: Two coils placed symmetrically about e1−e2 plane carrying currents in opposite
direction

as

har = H2
r

2a
(3 cos2 θ − 1),

haθ = H2
r

2a
(−3 sin θ cos θ).

(2.32)

In-spherical co-ordinates the magnetic forces become,

Fmag
r = (µoχ∇ha · ha)r = µoχ

(
har

∂har
∂r

+
haθ
r

∂har
∂θ

− h2aθ
r

)
= µoχ

H2
2r

4a2
(3 cos2 θ + 1),

Fmag
θ = (µoχ∇ha · ha)θ = µoχ

(
har

∂haθ
∂r

+
haθ
r

∂haθ
∂θ

+
harhaθ
r

)
= µoχ

H2
2r

4a2
(−3 sin θ cos θ).

(2.33)

Substituting for r and θ the deformed radial and meridional position from (2.13) in
the above equation we get the radial and θ component of magnetic forces. Once these
components are obtained in spherical coordinates, the dot product of the magnetic forces
with the normal and tangential vectors is calculated. This gives us the corresponding force
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components in the normal and tangential directions as

Fmag
n =

(
1

λ1λ2

)
(Fmag

r − ak(t)P
1
k

R(t)
Fmag
θ ),

Fmag
t =

(
1

λ1λ2

)
(Fmag

θ +
ak(t)P

1
k

R(t)
Fmag
r ).

(2.34)

The above equations are linearized in ak and bk to be consistent with the present
formulation. The final equations after using recurrence relations of Legendre polynomials
is

Fmag
n =

H

2R
+

2H

R2
b1P1 +

H

2R
P2 +

H

4R2

[ ∞∑
k=2

F1(k)akPk +

∞∑
k=2

F2(k)bkPk

+

∞∑
k=0

F3(k)ak+2Pk +

∞∑
k=0

F4(k)bk+2Pk +

∞∑
k=4

F5(k)ak−2Pk +

∞∑
k=4

F6(k)bk−2Pk

]
,

Fmag
t = − 3H

4R2
b1P

1
1 +

H

4R
P 1
2 +

H

4R2

[ ∞∑
k=2

F1
1 (k)akP

1
k +

∞∑
k=2

F1
2 (k)bkP

1
k

+

∞∑
k=0

F1
3 (k)ak+2P

1
k +

∞∑
k=0

F1
4 (k)bk+2P

1
k +

∞∑
k=4

F1
5 (k)ak−2P

1
k +

∞∑
k=4

F1
6 (k)bk−2P

1
k

]
,

(2.35)

where H =
µoχsH

2
2R

2
0

a2 and χs = ϵχ. The expressions for Fi and F1
i are given Appendix A.

It is evident from Liu et al. (2012, 2018) that applied acoustic pressure primarily excites
the radial mode. If we disregard any initial disturbances to the non-spherical modes,
the applied magnetic field excites the radial mode as well as the a2 and b2 modes.
Additionally, the forcing on the k-th mode depends on the neighboring modes, specifically
the k−2 and k+2 modes. As a result, under the influence of the magnetic field generated
by the coil arrangement, only the even-numbered modes are triggered. This allows us to
ignore the translations and odd-numbered modes in the equations for mode shapes.

2.4. Fluid equations

The assumption is made that the flow field inside the bubble is negligible and fluid
flow is considered only outside the bubble, governed by the incompressible Navier–Stokes
equations

∇ · u = 0,

ρ
∂u

∂t
+ ρ[u ·∇]u = −∇p+ η∇ · (∇u+∇uT ),

(2.36)

where u and p are fluid velocity and pressure, respectively. Here, ρ and η represent the
density and viscosity of the fluid, respectively. The non-spherical oscillations are assumed
to be small compared to radial oscillations, and the velocity is split into potential and
viscous flow (Prosperetti 1977) as follows:

u = up + uv. (2.37)
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The velocity of potential flow is calculated by substituting η = 0. The generalized solution
for the axisymmetric Laplace equation for incompressible flow is

ψ =
C0P0

r
+

∞∑
k=2

CkPk

rk+1
, (2.38)

up =
∂ψ

∂r
er +

1

r

∂ψ

∂θ
eθ. (2.39)

The fluid velocity continuity at the interface in the normal direction is given by

S = r −R− akPk,

0 =
∂S

∂t
+ (∇ψ) ·∇S.

(2.40)

Expanding the terms in (2.40) gives

−Ṙ+

∞∑
k=2

−ȧkPk − C0

R2
+

2C0akPk

R3
− (k + 1)CkPk

Rk+2
= 0. (2.41)

The coefficients in (2.41) are determined by using the orthogonality property of Legendre
polynomials. These conditions are given by collecting

0th order coefficient:

Ṙ+
C0

R2
= 0,

C0 = −R2Ṙ,

(2.42)

kth order coefficient:

−ȧk +
2C0ak
R3

− Ck(k + 1)

Rk+2
= 0,

Ck = −R
k+2

k + 1

(
ȧk +

2akṘ

R

)
.

(2.43)

In the Navier-Stokes equation viscosity is substituted as zero and integrated by sub-
stituting potential flow velocity and gives pressure developed due to potential flow as

pp = p∞ − ρ

(
∂ψ

∂t
+

1

2
|∇ψ|2

)
, (2.44)

The viscous correction to the potential flow is obtained by solving the linearized Navier-
Stokes equation (Liu et al. 2012, 2018).

ρ
∂Tk
∂t

+ ρ
∂

∂r

(
RṘ2Tk
r2

)
− η

∂2Tk
∂r2

+ ηk(k + 1)r−2Tk = 0. (2.45)
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The viscous velocity and viscous pressure are obtained as

uv =

( ∞∑
k=2

TkPk − ∂Φ

∂r

)
er −

1

r

∂Φ

∂θ
eθ, (2.46)

pv =

∞∑
k=1

k

[
µ
Tk
R

+
ρṘ

R

∫ ∞

R

[
R3

s3
− 1

]
Rk

sk
Tk ds

]
Pk, (2.47)

Φ =

∞∑
k=2

Pk

[(
− k + 1

2k + 1

∫ ∞

R

s−kTk ds+
k + 1

2k + 1

∫ r

R

s−kTk ds

)
rk

−
(

k

2k + 1
R2k+1

∫ ∞

R

s−kTk ds−
k

2k + 1

∫ r

R

sk+1Tk ds

)
r−(k+1)

]
. (2.48)

The viscous stress due to this flow on the bubble surface becomes,

Tfluid
ex = η(∇u+∇uT ). (2.49)

The components of this flow in normal and tangential directions becomes

n̂ ·Tfluid
ex · n̂ =

−4ηṘ

R
+

∞∑
k=2

2µ

[
(k + 2)

ȧk
R

− 2(k − 1)
Ṙ

R2
ak

+ k(k + 1)Rk−2

∫ ∞

R

s−kTk ds

]
Pk, (2.50)

t̂ ·Tfluid
ex · n̂ =

∞∑
k=2

2η

[
k + 2

k + 1

ȧk
R

+
1− k

k + 1

Ṙak
R2

− Tk
2R

−Rk−2

∫ ∞

R

s−kTk ds

]
P 1
k . (2.51)

2.5. Final Equations
The traction on the lower and upper surfaces of the membrane are

t+a = −pexn̂+Tfluid
ex n̂,

t−a = pinn̂.
(2.52)

Dividing (2.9) by −α and substituting Fmem, Fmag, t+a and t−a in the governing equation
stress balance at the interface, following equations are obtained:

Fmem
n +

pex
ϵ

− pin
ϵ

− n̂ ·Tfluid
ex n̂

ϵ
− Fmag

rad = 0,

Fmem
t − t̂ ·Tfluid

ex n̂

ϵ
− Fmag

tan = 0.

(2.53)

From the expression for the divergence of stresses at the interface, tractions from above
and below it can be observed that they are well separated in terms of Legendre or
associated Legendre polynomials. The orthogonality property of these polynomials can
be utilized to decompose the equation into separate modes.∫ 1

−1

P k
nP

k
mdx = 0 when [m ̸= n],∫ 1

−1

P k
nP

k
mdx =

2

2n+ 1

(n+m)!

(n−m)!
when [m = n],

 (2.54)

Multiplying (2.53)1 by Pk and integrating the equations for radial, translational and kth
mode shape yields the following equation
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ρ

(
RR̈+

3

2
Ṙ2

)
+p∞−pin+4η

Ṙ

R
+Fmem

n0 − H

2R
− 3H

3R2
[F3(0)a2(t)+F4(0)b2(t)] = 0, (2.55)

ρ

(
Rä2
3

+ Ṙȧ2 −
R̈

3
a2 +

2Ṙ

R

∫ ∞

R

[
R3

s3
− 1

]
R2

s2
T2 ds

)
+

2ηT2
R

+ 2η

[
4ȧ2
R

+
2Ṙa2
R2

− 6

∫ ∞

R

s−2T2 ds

]
+ Fmem

n2 − H

2R
(2.56)

− 3H

4R2
[F1(2)a2(t) + F2(2)b2(t) + F3(2)a4(t) + F4(2)b4(t)] = 0,

ρ

(
Räk
k + 1

+

[
3Ṙ

k + 1
+

2(k + 2)η

ρR

]
ȧk +

[
−(k − 1)R̈

k + 1
+

4(k − 1)η

ρ

Ṙ

R2

]
ak +

kηTk
ρR

+k
Ṙ

R

∫ ∞

R

[
R3

s3
− 1

]
Rk

sk
Tk ds−

2η

ρ
k(k + 1)

∫ ∞

R

s−kTk ds

)
+ Fmem

nk − H

4R2
[F1(k)ak(t)

+F2(k)bk(t) + F3(k)ak+2(t) + F4(k)bk+2(t) + F5(k)ak−2(t) + F6(k)bk−2(t)] = 0.

(2.57)

Similarly, orthogonality conditions are used to simplify (2.53)2 to obtain the equations
for bk as

2η

[
k + 2

k + 1

ȧk
R

+
1− k

k + 1

Ṙak
R2

− Tk
2R

−Rk−2

∫ ∞

R

s−kTk ds

]
+ Fmem

tk − H

4R2
[Rδk2 + F1

1 (k)ak(t)

+ F1
2 (k)bk(t) + F1

3 (k)ak+2(t) + F1
4 (k)bk+2(t) + F1

5 (k)ak−2(t) + F1
6 (k)bk−2(t)] = 0.

(2.58)

Along with this no-slip boundary condition at the surface of the bubble in tangential
direction is used

uθ = r
∂θ

∂t
. (2.59)

Substituting the deformed radial and angular positions of bubble surface from (2.13) in
above equation it gets simplified as

−ȧk
k + 1

− 2Ṙak
(k + 1)R

+Rk−1

∫ ∞

R

s−kTk ds = ḃk − Ṙbk
R

. (2.60)

3. Natural Frequency
To estimate the natural frequency of magnetic bubbles the thin boundary layer ap-

proximation for acoustic streaming near a surface is used similar to the approach of Liu
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et al. (2012). This simplifies (2.60) as

δk = min
(√

η

ρω
,
R

2k

)
,∫ ∞

R

[
R3

s3
− 1

](
R

s

)k

Tk(s, t) ds ≈ 0,∫ ∞

R

s−kTk(s, t) ds ≈ R−kT (R, t)δk.

(3.1)

To calculate the natural frequency of kth mode, in (2.57) and (2.58) above approximations
are substituted.

äk + Ca1ȧk + Cb1ḃk + Caak + Cbbk + Ψ1(ak+2, bk+2, ak−2, bk−2) = 0,

Db1ḃk +Da1ȧk +Daak +Dbbk + Ψ2(ak+2, bk+2, ak−2, bk−2) = 0,
(3.2)

where coefficients are,

Ca =
S1

ρR
− H

4ρR3
F1 − (k − 1)

R̈

R
+

[
(k − 1)(k + 1)(k + 2) +

k(k + 2)R

δk

]
2ηṘ

ρR3
,

Cb =
S2

ρR
− H

4ρR3
F2,

Da = −S1
1

ρR
+

H

4ρR3
F1

1 − (k + 1 +
R

δk
)
2ηṘ

R2
,

Db = −S1
2

ρR
+

H

4ρR3
F1

2 + (k + 1)(2 +
R

δk
)
ηṘ

R2
.

(3.3)

The other coefficients can be found in (Liu et al. 2012). Based on the arguments presented
in the same paper, the magnitudes of Da1 and Db1 are negligible compared to other terms
in the second equation of (3.2). To calculate the natural frequency for the kth mode, we
can assume Da1 ≈ 0 and Db1 ≈ 0. The second equation of (3.2) is linearized in R and
written in matrix form as

Aa

{
ak
}
+Bb

{
bk
}
+

{
− H

4R0

...

}
= 0. (3.4)

Aa =


··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···
... −HF1

5 (k)

4R2
0

0 S1
1 (k)−

HF1
1 (k)

4R2
0

0 −HF1
3 (k)

4R2
0

0 0
...

... 0 −HF1
5 (k+1)

4R2
0

0 S1
1 (k+1)−HF1

1 (k+1)

4R2
0

0 −HF1
3 (k+1)

4R2
0

0
...

··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···


(3.5)

Bb =


··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···
... −HF1

6 (k)

4R2
0

0 S1
2 (k)−

HF1
2 (k)

4R2
0

0 −HF1
4 (k)

4R2
0

0 0
...

... 0 −HF1
6 (k+1)

4R2
0

0 S1
2 (k+1)−HF1

2 (k+1)

4R2
0

0 −HF1
4 (k+1)

4R2
0

0
...

··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···


(3.6)
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similarly the first equation of (3.2) is written as

I
{
äk
}
+A

{
ak
}
+B

{
bk
}
+A1

{
ȧk
}
+B1

{
ḃk
}
+

{
− H

2R0

...

}
= 0. (3.7)

where I is identity matrix, A and B are matrix obtained by linearizing R and ignoring
transients in R as follows,

A =


··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···
... −HF5(k)

4R2
0

0 S1(k)−HF1(k)

4R2
0

0 −HF3(k)

4R2
0

0 0
...

... 0 −HF5(k+1)

4R2
0

0 S1(k+1)−HF1(k+1)

4R2
0

0 −HF3(k+1)

4R2
0

0
...

··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···

 ,
(3.8)

B =


··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···
... −HF6(k)

4R2
0

0 S2(k)−HF2(k)

4R2
0

0 −HF4(k)

4R2
0

0 0
...

... 0 −HF6(k+1)

4R2
0

0 S2(k+1)−HF2(k+1)

4R2
0

0 −HF4(k+1)

4R2
0

0
...

··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ··· ···

 .
(3.9)

The expression for natural frequency becomes,{
ω2
k

}
= diag

{
A−BB−1

a Aa

}
. (3.10)

4. Stability analysis
Analyzing the stability of (2.55), (2.57) and (2.58) is in general very difficult as they

are inhomogeneous coupled system of nonlinear ODEs. There are no general approaches
to understand the stability of inhomogeneous equations. Considering the system of linear
coupled equations

ẋ = A(t)x+ f(t), (4.1)
where x is n dimensional vector and A(t) is n × n matrix. If the time period of both
A(t) and f(t) are same,

A(t) = A(t+ T ),

f(t) = f(t+ T ),
(4.2)

then from the theorem proved in Slane & Tragesser (2011) for exponential stability of
(4.1) depends only on fundamental matrix X(T ) of homogeneous part of the system
of equations. The fundamental matrix can be constructed by integrating the system of
equations (4.1) till time period T with initial conditions X(0) = I. The eigenvalues of
the fundamental matrix determine the stability as follows,
• Case 1: If all the eigenvalues are less than one then the system of equations is

asymptotically stable.
• Case 2: If at least one eigenvalue is greater than one then the system of equations is

asymptotically unstable.
• Case 3: If some eigenvalues are equal to one and the remaining is less than one, then

the solution is stable but not asymptotically stable.
The system of equations for radial and tangential shape modes is not of the form (4.1).

However, substituting for R̈ in (2.57) from (2.55) and linearize radius as,

R(t) = R0(1 + r(t)),
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Figure 3: Convergence of stability diagram with number of modes and results of linear
stability analysis. (a) Stability diagram with total modes considered in the analysis and
(b) Mode number unstable at a particular frequency.

by ignoring rak, rȧk, rbk and rḃk as small quantities, the system of equations of bubble
can be rewritten in the form of (4.1). Now the only time-dependent term in the coefficient
matrix is p∞ which is also the only time-dependent forcing term and if they are periodic
then the above stability analysis holds.

5. Numerical Results and Discussion
The equations (2.55), (2.57) and (2.58), are solved using the Runge-Kutta method

implemented by MATLAB ode45 package, while equation (2.45) is solved using finite
difference method. The problem is approached using a one-way coupling method. At
each time step t, the Runge-Kutta method is used to solve the equations, with the value
of Tk at the previous time step t−1 being utilized. This gives the solution for the variables
of interest at time t. Subsequently, the values of R, ak, and bk at time t are used to solve
the finite difference equation, which updates the fluid terms for the current time step.
The initial conditions are R = R0, ak = 0 and bk = 0 for simulations.

5.1. Stability diagrams
In the study of bubble dynamics under an applied magnetic field, all even-numbered

shape modes are excited, making it challenging to determine the number of modes need
to be considered for analysis. To address this challenge, the pressure-frequency stability
diagram (see figure 3(a)) is analyzed as a function of the number of modes, while applying
pressure at infinity as p∞ = p0(1 + ϵp cosωdt). Here, ϵp and ωd represent dimensionless
acoustic pressure and circular frequency, respectively. The stability curve represents the
critical pressure above which the amplitude response of at least one nonspherical mode ak
changes its behavior from bounded oscillations to exponential blowup. In the simulations,
the coils are assumed to carry a current of I = 100 kA, with the number of coil turns set
to N1 = 1000, a thickness of ϵ = 20 nm, and an initial bubble radius of R0 = 10 µm.

Figure 3a shows that as the number of modes increases from 12 to 32, the critical
pressure curves in the ϵp − ωd plane stabilize, defining a well-converged stable region
where the linearized non-spherical oscillation equations remain valid. This convergence
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Figure 4: (a) Variation of natural frequency with mode numbers plot ωk vs k at various
values of applied current, (b) The critical pressure curves in pressure frequency plane
ϵp vs ωd shown for different values of applied current (c) Maximum eigenvalue of
fundamental matrix variation with driving frequency at various values of applied current.
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Figure 5: (a) Variation of natural frequency with mode numbers for shear modulus c1 =
0.1Nm−1 and (b) critical pressure versus driving frequency curve for shear modulus
c1 = 0.1Nm−1 in ϵp vs ωd plane shown for different values of initial radius.
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Figure 6: Plots for an undeformed bubble radius R0 = 10µm with different values
of surface encapsulation shear modulus c1. (a) Variation of natural frequency with
mode numbers. (b) Critical excitation pressure (ϵp) versus driving frequency (ωd) curves
representing the stability boundaries.

occurs because, in the absence of initial disturbances in the shape modes, the a2 mode
is initially dominant. The amplitude of each successive even-numbered mode gradually
decreases, approaching zero at higher mode numbers.

Furthermore, the stability analysis results discussed in Section 4 indicate that the first
mode to become unstable during a frequency sweep shifts to higher modes as frequency
increases, as shown in figure 3b. This explains the convergence of critical pressure curve
when more than 16 modes are considered for driving frequencies up to 6 MHz.

5.1.1. Effect of current and material parameters on stability diagram
Figure 4b shows the influence of applied current on the critical pressure above which

mode amplitude response becomes unstable. From this, it is evident that the applied
magnetic field does not affect the stability diagram of surface instability. Similarly, the
ωk − k plot in figure 4a which shows the relationship between natural frequency and
mode number, suggests that the applied current does not noticeably influence the natural
frequency. Additionally, the same plot reveals that several harmonics, sub-harmonics, and
super-harmonics of different modes are closely spaced around the fundamental frequency
of a particular mode. As a result, when the critical pressure is exceeded, multiple modes
become unstable simultaneously. This complexity makes stability analysis feasible only
through computational methods.

Figure 4c is obtained by calculating the maximum eigenvalue of fundamental matrix
X(T ) by varying pressure amplitude until eigenvalue becomes greater than 1. The
max(λi) plot of figure 4c indicates that the maximum eigenvalue remains unaffected by
increasing current in the system of equations, which explains the invariance of the stability
diagram with respect to variations in current. Furthermore, figure 5 demonstrates that
increasing the bubble radius while keeping other parameters constant lowers the natural
frequency, shifting the stability diagram to the left. Also, from figure 6a increasing c1
increases the natural frequency which is consistent with minima in critical pressure curves
shown in figure 6b occurring at higher frequency. The slight shift of critical pressure curve
down in the same plot can be explained by inspecting first equation of (3.3) where S1
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Figure 7: Variation of radial mode amplitude R(t) and second mode amplitude a2(t)
with time for a bubble of initial radius R0 = 10µm at various values of encapsulation
susceptibility. The simulations are conducted at ωd = 1MHz and ϵp = 0.5.

contains c1 and R̈ contains −ϵp. So, lower pressure amplitude ϵp is enough to cause
exponential blow up at higher c1.

5.2. Time-series of mode shapes
Radial and shape oscillations are analyzed only within the stable region of the ϵp −ωd

plane. In this stable zone, the dynamics is predominantly governed by R(t) and a2(t).
The behavior of these two modes is studied as material properties vary. To investigate
the influence of different material properties on the time series of radial and shape
modes, the governing equations are non-dimensionalized. This is done by introducing
the transformations:

R(t) = R0R̄(t), ak = R0āk(t), t =

√
ρfR3

0

2c1
t̄,

where c1 = ϵC1 and c2 = ϵC2. These transformations lead to the introduction of key non-
dimensional quantities: Reynolds number Re =

√
2ρfc1R0/η2, which compares elastic

and viscous forces in liquid, non-dimensional magnetic force parameter Rn =
µoχH

2
2R

2
0

2c1a2 ,
strain stiffening parameter α = c2/c1 and non-dimensional pressure P = p0R0

c1
. These

non-dimensional parameters facilitate a systematic exploration of how material properties
influence the dynamics of the system.
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Figure 8: Variation of radial mode amplitude R(t) and second mode amplitude a2(t) with
time for a bubble encapsulation of susceptibility χ = 1 at different values of undeformed
bubble radius R0. The simulations are conducted at ωd = 1MHz and ϵp = 0.5.

5.2.1. Variation with magnetic susceptibility
Simulations are conducted with the following parameters: R0 = 10µm, c1 = 0.1Nm−1,

c2 = 0.12Nm−1, N1 = 1000 turns, ϵ = 20nm, ωd = 1MHz, ϵp = 0.5 and I = 100 kA
over a duration of 100µs. The time-dependent behavior of the radial mode and the
a2 shape mode is analyzed. The results show that the radial mode remains largely
unaffected, which can be explained by the relative magnitudes of the non-dimensional
forces involved. The non-dimensional pressure force, P scales as O(R0) whereas non-
dimensional magnetic force Rn scales as O(R2

0). Since R0 ≪ 1, the magnetic forces
are significantly smaller compared to the applied pressure, rendering their influence
negligible on increasing χ. However, for the a2 shape mode, magnetic force serves as
the primary driving term, significantly influencing its maximum oscillation amplitude.
This dependence on susceptibility is clearly observed, as illustrated in figure 7.

5.2.2. Variation with undeformed radius
Simulations are conducted with c1 = 0.1Nm−1, c2 = 0.12Nm−1, χ = 1, ϵ = 20nm,

ωd = 1MHz , ϵp = 0.5 and I = 100 kA over a duration of 100µs. From the expressions
for the non-dimensional magnetic force, it is evident that the forcing on shape modes
increases with an increase in radius. Additionally, as shown in (2.55), the pressure acting
on the radial mode opposes the radial motion, which leads to a reduction in the amplitude
of radial oscillations with increasing radius. This behavior is clearly depicted in figure 8.
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6. Summary and Conclusions
In this paper, governing equations are derived for the non-spherical oscillations of an

encapsulated magnetic microbubble using a membrane approximation of weakly magnetic
hyper-elastic materials. The mode shape oscillations are analyzed under the influence
of time-varying pressure and a pair of oppositely directed current-carrying coils. We
investigate the influence of the applied current on the stability diagram and numerically
find that it does not affect stability, a conclusion further supported by stability analysis.
Additionally, the effects of bubble radius, magnetic susceptibility, and shear modulus on
the stability diagram and time-series data are explored.

Using the viscous penetration depth assumption for a toroidal vortex and an order-of-
magnitude analysis, we formulate a method to calculate the natural frequency of shape
modes. Variations in material properties are shown to cause shifts in the stability diagram,
reflected in the calculated natural frequency. However, the model has notable limitations.
The membrane approximation is valid primarily for slightly larger bubbles; for smaller
bubbles, a shell theory would provide a more accurate approximation. Furthermore,
as we focus on linear shape mode oscillations, the derived equations are only valid
within a limited stable region. Beyond this region, the equations exhibit exponential
divergence. Incorporating non-linear terms for shape oscillations could potentially address
this divergence and lead to stabilization.

Despite these limitations, this work lays a foundational framework for studying
non-spherical oscillations of encapsulated magnetic bubbles, offering a basis for further
advancements in the field.
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Appendix A. Magnetic forces coefficients

F1 =
−5k(k + 1)

(2k − 1)(2k + 3)
F1

1 =
3(2k2 + 2k − 1)

(2k − 1)(2k + 3)
(A 1)

F2 =
10k2(k2 + 2k + 1)

(2k − 1)(2k + 3)
F1

2 =
3(k2 + k + 3)

(2k − 1)(2k + 3)
(A 2)

F3 =
−3(k + 4)(k + 2)(k + 1)

(2k + 3)(2k + 5)
F1

3 =
3(k2 + 4k + 4)

(2k + 3)(2k + 5)
(A 3)

F4 =
3(k + 1)(k + 2)(k + 3)(k + 4)

(2k + 3)(2k + 5)
F1

4 =
−3(k + 2)(k + 3)(k + 4)

(2k + 3)(2k + 5)
(A 4)
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F5 =
−3k(k − 1)2

(2k − 1)(2k − 3)
F1

5 =
3(k − 1)2

(2k − 1)(2k − 3)
(A 5)

F6 =
3k2(k − 2)(k − 1)

(2k − 1)(2k − 3)
F1

6 =
−3(k − 1)(k − 2)(k − 3)

(2k − 1)(2k − 3)
(A 6)
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