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The multi-timing technique is applied to both differential and variational
formulations of the problem on the acoustically levitating drops.

i muddepennnanbHOil 1 BapUAIMOHHON ITOCTAHOBOK 33/]a4M IIPO Kall-
JIIO, KOTOpas JIEBUTUPYET B aKyCTUIECKOM IIOJIe, HCIOJIb3YyeTCdA TEXHHUKA
pa3szesieHust ObICTPLIX U MEJICHHBIX JIBUKEHUI.

Texnika po3jiieHHsT MIBUAKAX Ta IOBIILHUX PYXIiB 3aCTOCOBYETHCS 0
mudepeHIiaabHol Ta BapiamiifHOl MOCTAHOBOK 3aJadi MpPO KPAILIIO, SKa
JIEBITy€ B aKyCTUYHOMY IIOJI.

1 Introduction

The acoustic levitation has been developing from the 70-90’s as a novel
contactless technology in chemical and pharmaceutical industry of ultra-
pure smart materials [5,7]. Along with preventing the liquid reagent
contamination, using the acoustic levitation intensifies chemical reactions
by increasing the interface area between liquid and ullage gas domains.
Furthermore, the acoustic levitators are used in physical measurements
of, e.g., the surface tension and the liquid viscosity [13,16,19].

An acoustic levitator is shown in Figure 1. It consists of the upper
acoustic vibrator and the lower spheric reflector which create, altogether,
an almost planar standing acoustic wave whose acoustic radiation pressure
counteracts the gravity force and, thereby, holds liquid drops nearby the
standing-wave nodes. As long as the vertical drop size Dy = 2Ry is

* The work was partly supported by the the Grants Ne 01120001015 and
Ne 0113U003270
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much lower of the acoustic standing-wave length, the acoustic radiation
pressure does not deform the drop so that it oscillates relative to the
spherical shape as if the drop levitates in the zero-gravity. This case has
been extensively studied and we refer interested readers to the papers
[6,8,17,18] where theoretical results are reported utilizing the Lagrangian
variational formalism. Alternatively, when the vertical drop size and the
acoustic wave length are of the same order, the acoustic radiation pressure
deforms the drop shape so that its averaged, visually observed geometry
is far from the sphere as illustrated in Figure 1 (c).

The acoustically deformed drop shapes and their stability were
investigated, experimentally and theoretically, e.g., in [1,15,22,23]. The
applied mathematical analysis normally involves the well-known free
boundary problem on the weightless drop motions in which the dynamic
boundary condition describes not only the pressure jump caused by
the surface tension (as, e.g., in [6]) but also the acoustic radiation
pressure created by the external standing acoustic wave. The acoustic
radiation pressure plays the role of an averaged vibrational force normally
appearing in the vibrational mechanics problems [4]. The force also
appears in [2,3,9,10, 12] where the time-averaged shape of a contained
liquid (called the vibroequilibrium) was analyzed provided by the high-
frequency vibrational loads to the tank. A principal difference is that the
papers [1,15,22, 23] postulate the acoustic radiation pressure be a given
function, but the aforementioned “vibroequilibria” problems deal with the
vibrational force which is a function of the averaged liquid shape.

The present paper generalizes analytical results from [2,3,12] to the
problem on acoustically-levitating drops. Following [2,3,12], the starting
point is the “ulage gas—liquid drop” interface problem considered within
the framework of ideal compressible fluids with irrotational flows. Along
with the corresponding differential formulation, four different Lagrange-
type variational formulations are presented. The multi-timing technique
is applied to separate quick and slow time scales in both differential and
variational statements. The quick-time averaged interface problem yields
a new free-surface problem on a slowly-oscillating drop in which the
Langevin acoustic radiation pressure naturally appears in the dynamic
interface condition. The pressure parametrically depends on the quick-
time averaged drop shape whose free surface is a reflector. When there
are no slow drop oscillations, we arrive at a static free-surface problem
whose solution describes the visually observed, acoustically deformed
drop shapes. These shapes are called the drop vibroequilibria. The main
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variational result consists of deriving a functional which can be interpreted
as a quasi-potential energy of the drop vibroeqilibrium whose local minima
correspond to the stable acoustically-deformed drops.

9

Figure 1: The acoustic levitator used in experiments [21]. An almost planar
standing acoustic wave is created by the acoustic vibrator at the top and the
spherical reflector at the bottom. The photos illustrate levitating (a) — three
solid polymer spheres, (b) — four “liquid crystal” drops, and (c) — a liquid drop
which is flattened by the nearly-planar standing acoustic wave.

2 Statement of the problem

Figure 2 schematically shows the “ullage gas—liquid drop” mechanical
system situated in a closed box Q = {x € R® | W(z) < 0}, where W (z)
determines the piece-smooth box boundary and = = (1,22, 23) € R3 is
the Cartesian coordinate system. The box domain ¢ does not depend
on time ¢ and consists of the gas Q1(t) and liquid Q2(¢) domains (Q =
Q1(t) U Q2(t)) separated by the drop surface 3(t) = 0Q2(t) = {z € Q2 |
&(z,t) = 0} defined by the equality &(x1, z2,23,t) = 0 so that VE/|V¢E| is
the exterior normal vector with respect to Q2(t). The gas and liquid are
assumed being compressible ideal and barotropic with irrotational flows.
The box boundary S = 9@ includes the acoustic vibrator Sy C S and the
reflecting surface S; C S, S = SoUS;. For brevity, we exclude the gravity
component assuming the zero-gravity condition.
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Figure 2: The “ullage gas-liquid drop” hydromechanic system situated in a
rigid box Q). The acoustic vibrator is located on Sp, Si is the reflecting wall of
the box.

After introducing the velocity potentials ¢; = @;(z,t), the pressure
p; = pi(z,t) and the density p; = p;(z,t) fields defined in Q;(t), i =1,2,
one can write down the governing equations for the ideal barotropic fluids
[2] as follows

pi +div(pi Vi) =0, (1a)
piV (#i + 3|Veil*) = =V, (1b)
s 1/7i
pi = Poi (—) n Q). (1c)
DPoi

Here, the time derivative is denoted by the dot and ~;, ¢ = 1,2 are the
adiabatic indexes for the ullage gas and the liquid, respectively. The fluid
domains should also satisfy the mass conservation condition

/ p;dQ = m; = const;, 1=1,2. (2)
Qi(t)

Appropriate kinematic boundary conditions for (1) read as

i . § .
on = Ve i=1,2 on X(t), (3a)
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0 .
p1% = po1Vo(x)sinvt on Sy, (3b)
% =0 on 5. (3c)

These imply that fluid particles remain on the interface X(t), define
the normal velocity on the acoustic vibrator Sy, and suggest that the
remaining box walls S7 are a reflecting surface, respectively. Here, v is
the acoustic frequency and Vp(x) # 0 determines the vibrator shape (on
So)-

Finally, the compressible fluid interface problem requires the dynamic
boundary condition

—po + Ts(k1 + k2) = —p1 on X(t) (4)

giving the pressure balance between the drop and the ullage gas. It
accounts for the surface tension associated with the Ts(k1 + ko)-term,
where k;, ¢ = 1,2 are the principal curvatures of 3(¢) and Ty is the surface
tension coefficient.

The problem (1)—(4) needs the following initial conditions

§(x,0) = &o(2); &(x,0) =& (x),
vi(z,0) = v (x); &(x,0) = vy(x), i=1,2.

3 The drop vibroequilibrium

3.1 Nondimensional statement

Henceforth, the free-interface problem (1)—(4) is considered in
nondimensional statement assuming the characteristic size | = 2Ry and
the characteristic time v~!. The normalization suggests

Tnew = l_lx; gnew = l_lg; Pinew = 1_21/_1()01'; Pinew = pOil_2V_2piu
Poinew = Poil 2V poi, Minew = mil®/poi, i=1,2, (6)
and introduces the following nondimensional parameters

ZS 2 212 212
g=P0 P T and k2= D (7)
P02 Ts Cy €

where § is the “gas—liquid” mean densities ratio, v, is the nondimensional
acoustic frequency, and k and k., are the wave numbers of acoustic



Vibroequilibria of acoustically-levitating drops 247

(compressible) wave motions in gas and liquid, respectively; ¢, and ¢
are speeds of sound in the corresponding media.

After omitting the subscript new, the original free-interface problem
(1)-(4) transforms to the nondimensional form

pi +div(pi Vi) =0, (8a)
piV (¢i + 5|Veil?) = —Vp;, (8b)
s 1/7i
pi = <—) in Qi(t), (80)
Poi
Q:(t)
0
% =0 on S, (8e)
e _swolVol Volo) Lo e (s6)

on cg sup|W| k
—— ——

€ V(z)=0(1)

0 5 )
=2 =12
—p2 + V;Q (kl + kz) =-—p1_ 0 on Z(t) (8h)
€3 H1€

An extra set of nondimensional parameters (and relationships between
them) are introduced that is marked by the underbraces.
First, the small parameter
sup |V
sl oy 9)
Cg

implies the ratio between the maximum acoustic vibrator velocity and the
sound speed in the ullage gas. Secondly, the ratio

POL— 5 = e, || ~1 (10)

P02

is assumed to of the same order than e (1 = O(1) is the proportionality
coefficient). Thirdly, the nondimensional acoustic frequency is chosen as
high as to provide the asymptotic relation

v %= e, p=0(1). (11)
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Fourthly, the wave numbers are
O(e) = k? < k* = O(1) (12)

that means, from the physical point of view, that the forcing frequency
may be close to lower acoustic resonant frequencies in the ullage gas,
k = O(1), but, because speed of sound in the liquid domain is much
higher of that in the ullage gas (k. is smaller of k on the O(e'/?)-scale),
compressible liquid motions are far from a resonant condition and, in the
first approximation, the drop is an incompressible liquid.

3.2 Multi-timing asymptotic technique

In this section, we apply the multi-timing technique assuming;:

P1: The mnondimensional initial perturbations (5) provide that
the free-interface problem (8) has the smooth solution in the
closed domains of definition (up to the interface X(t)) such that
Vi1 < to ©Vi, Pi, Pi € 02(Q1), Ql = {(t,I) 1Vt € [tl,tQ] S Ql(t)UE(t)}
The interface X(t) also is smooth, i.e. there exists a smooth
homeomorphism F(F~Y) of a fized single-connected domain Qo
with a smooth boundary and the time-depending domain Q-
— =~ -1 —

(Tt t2) x Qo 5 Q2™ [t1,t2] x Qo).

P2: ¢ i, pi, and F(F~1) are analytical functions of the nondimensional
parameter € in a neighborhood of zero.

As it is usually accepted in the vibrational mechanics, the quick time
is associated with the nondimensional time ¢, but introducing the slow
time 7 suggests that it should be proportional to the square-root of the
nondimensional potential forces. These forces are, in part, contributed by
the surface tension which appears in the dynamic interface condition (8h)
within the O(e3)-multiplier. This means that the slow time can be defined
as 7 = €3/t and the nondimensional solution of (8) takes the form

vi = @i(x,t,7), pi =pi(x,t,7), pi = pi(x,t,7), and { = §(x,t,7).

Furthermore, based on assumption P2, this solution admits the
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asymptotic expansion

05 = Zek/2s0§k/2) (z,t,7); pi= Zek/Zpgk/Z)(%t, T),

k;o oi:O (13)
Pi = Zek/zp(k/2)($,t,7); 5 = Zek/zgk/2(xat77—)

k=0 k=0

and substituting (13) into (8) leads to a consequence of boundary value
problems with respect to gpgk/m,pgkm),pz(-k/m,{k/z,i =1,2,k=0,1,2....
The problem (8) contains three small input parameters €, /2 and €, but
there is no the O(e'/?)-order input. This means that the O(e'/2)-order
approximation is zero.

The O(1)-order approzimation comes from the homogeneous problem
i+ divip”Vel™) = 0 "V + (V")) = -vp” i QY

K2

(0) /v (0) (0)
= <p1_> in Q" 85@—2:0 on 1 22— 0 on S,

Poi on

3%(‘0) _ 50

= ,i=1,2, —p =0 on £,
on V&0l b2

where the last pressure condition on ©(?) shows that the drop motions
are uncoupled with the compressible gas flow and, moreover, they do
not depend on the surface tension. This means that, in the O(1)-
approximation, the drop can slowly deform on the 7-scale and the zero-
order solution is

§o = &o(z,7); / dQ = mo; chl(-o) =0,:1=1,2,
QS ()

0 0 0 0
B0 = s A7 =1, 47 =59 =0
where &y(x, 7) = 0 defines the O(1)-order interface motions £(©) = £(0)(7)
which, in turn, defines the slowly-deforming domains QZ(-O) (r), i=1,2.
Henceforth, the O(1)-order drop deformations are associated with the
quick-time averaged drop shape, i.e.

Zo(r) = (B(t,7)e = SO(1); Q1) = (Qilt, 7)), i=1,2,  (14)
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and the higher-order asymptotic problems with respect to
cpl(-k/m,pgk/z),pgk/z),ﬁk/g,k > 2 should be formulated in the averaged
domains ng)(’?') and Qéo)(T) as well as on the quick-time averaged
interface Xo(7).

The O(e)-order approzimation comes from the problem

590(1) 51
k2 (1) _ v? (1) =0 i (0) . 1 b
©1 ¥1 in Q' (7); on V& on Yo(7),
ap 0ol V(x)sint

o =0 on Si; e 3 on Sp,

a3 & 1)

= — N = E
on |v§0|7 Do H1Po1 on 0(7')7

A+ =0 =0 m Q)

where the last condition is due to p{" = k2p{") and (12).

As it happened in the zero-order approximation, the dynamic interface
condition (here, pgl) = [po1 = const) on the quick-time averaged
interface Xo(7) decouples the problem into two independent boundary
value problems in Qéo) (1) and ng) (7).

Analyzing the boundary problem in Qéo) (1) shows that this
approximation can only contribute into the slow-time drop deformations
which, due to definition (14), are fully accounted for by the O(1)-order
component. As a consequence,

&1 =0, Vwél) =0, pél) =0, pél) = p1po1-

The boundary value problem in ng) (7) has the solution

9051) = e®y(z,7)sint; Pgl) = &1 (z,7) cost, (15)

where ®1(z) is the so-called wave function of the linear acoustic field in
the ullage gas governed by the Neumann boundary value problem

o®
V20, 4+ k20, =0 in QV(r); ==L =0 on S UXy(r);

on
08, _ V()
on  k

1 SO (16)
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and stated in the slowly-deforming gas domain where the quick-time
averaged drop surface plays the role of a reflector.

The interface problem remains decoupled in the O(e*/2)-order
approximation. For the gas domain ng) (r), the homogeneous -
dependent boundary problem takes the form

Ve =0 piM? = i Q1 (),

39053/2) 39053/2) Sor + 53/2
P21 _ ) on SpUSi _— D
on on So 13 on |v§0| n 0(7’),
but
V2D — g pB Z 3. 8 _g i o©(r),
982 _ Cort &y 22 20 on B(r) (17)
on Vol P

describes the O(e%/?)-contribution to the drop motions which also is 7-
dependent. This means that @(3/2) = g0§3/2) (x,7),i=1,2.

%

Summarizing all asymptotic terms following from the constructed
approximations gives the asymptotic solution

ooz, t,7) = e3/? cpé?’/z) (x,7) +0(63/2), (18a)
—_———
e(z,7)
E(x,t,7) = &ol, 7) +0(e¥?), (18b)
——
¢(z,T)
o1(z,t,7) = € Py (z,7) sint + 63/2<p§3/2)(x, 7) + o(e3/2). (18¢)
———
P(x,T)

It shows that the lowest-order velocity field in the drop domain is of the
order 0(63/ %) and this velocity field does not depend on the quick time. In
the contrast, the lowest-order velocity field in the gas domain describes the
linear acoustic standing wave for which the slowly-varying drop surface is
a reflector. Finally, possible quick-time oscillations of the drop surface is
of the o(e%/?)-order.

Because the dynamic interface condition (8h) contains, in the right
hand side, the O(e)-multiplier, the drop may oscillate on the quick-

time scale caused by the linear acoustic field (15) so that 3052) =
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sint Fy(z, T), but the velocity potential in ng) (1) takes the form @52) =

sin(2t) Fy(x, 7) 4 cos(2t) F3(x, 7). However, due to quadratic terms, the
second-order pressure component in ng)(T) contains the quick-time
averaged quantity

PPy, m) = L(R2(®1)? — (VP1)?) + const (19)

associated with the so-called Langevin acoustic radiation pressure.

The O(e®/?)-order component has much more complicated structure,
but it does not matter for the O(e®)-order approximation which yields the
quick-time averaged dynamic boundary condition

2
90537/2) +3 (V@égm) — ppr (kr + ko) +

+ qpu (k2 (@)% — (V@1)%) = const on Xo(7), (20)

Accounting for the asymptotic solution (18), the quick-time averaged
dynamic condition (20) as well as the governing boundary value problems
for the lowest-order quantities in (18), we arrive, finally, at the following

free-interface problem with respect to ((z,7) = &(z,7), ¢z, 7) =
<p§3/2) (z,7) and ®(z,7) = D1 (z, 7)
: Iy ¢
2p= Da(1); == = —= I(7); / dQ =
\Y ¥ 0 in 2(7-)7 on |v<| on (T)7 Q) ma,
21
or + 5(V)? — ppa (ky + ko) + (21a)
+ %Hﬂl (k2(<1>)2 — (V‘I))Q) = const on T'(7),
2 2 - o
VO +£k*® =0 in Q(7); o =0 on SyUT(7),
n
0®  V(x)
% = A 11 SO, (21b)
where Q1(7) = QV(7),Q(r) = Q(r), and T'(r) = So(r). This

problem does not depend on ¢t and describes a slow-time evolution of
the acoustically levitating drop.
As matter of the fact, we proved the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 Under assumptions P1 and P2, the quick-time
averaged drop shape Qa(7) slowly oscillates governed by the free-surface
problem (21).
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The free-interface problem (21) schematically takes the same form
as that for a weightless drop. A difference consists of an extra term in
the dynamic interface condition on I'(7) associated with the Langevin
radiation pressure created by the acoustic vibrator in the quick-time
averaged gas domain. This radiation pressure parametrically depends on
the 7-instant drop shape due to the zero-Neumann boundary condition
(21b) on I'(7). The latter implies that, in the lowest-order approximation,
the slowly-oscillating drop surface plays the role of a reflector for the linear
acoustic field in the ullage gas.

When assuming that the averaged drop shape does not oscillate, even
on the slow-time scale, we come to the static free-interface problem

—p(ki+ke)+1 (K*(2)* — (V®)?) = const on T, / dQ) = ma, (22a)

Q20
V2<I>+k2<1>:O in Qqp; Z—Q) =0 on S;UTy,
mn
o®  V(x

The drop shape I'y is called the drop vibroequilibria.

4 Lagrangian formalism for (1)—(4)

Following [2], one can prove the following theorem providing equivalence
of (1)—(4) and the Lagrangian variantional formulations.

Theorem 4.1 Under assumption P1, the free-interface problem (1)-
(4) is the necessary condition of the extremal points of the action

Gle.pinp) = [ 1T -U -1

t1

- (Vei)?

:/: {Z;/Qi(t) pi [T _Ui(pi)] dQ—TSIEI} dt (23)

subject to the kinematic constraint (1) and assuming smooth isochronous
variations

5§|t1,t2 =0 6Pi|t1,t2 =0. (24)
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Here, U;(p;) is the internal energy of the gas and liquid, respectively, i.e.

_dgf QdUZ
pZ - pz dpz *

(25)

Remark 4.1 Because of constraint (1), the action G is a function of
& and p;.

Proof. Let us employ the formula

. d .
/ 6+ (Ve, V)] dQ + — / ppdQ — po1Vopsin(vt) dS
QM) dt Jow Socs

. . 0 15}
—— [ pravovolede+ [ p5leass [ pTloas
Q) s\8, On s on

3 o |
" /z(t) pmwds + /SO {p% —po1Vo s1n(ut)] ©dS  (26)

for arbitrary domain @, 9Q = X(¢) U S U Sy, so that X(¢t) ({(z,t) = 0)
is the time-depending interface 9Q but ¢(x,t) and ¥(z,t) are smooth
functions. Assuming (1) and ¢ = ¢, ¥ = 11, the right-hand side of (26)
equals to zero. Analogously, since ¢ = @9 and 1 = )5 (SpNIQ2 = 0), the
right-hand-side is also zero. Difference of the left-hand sides of the action
gives

G(&, i, pi) = /: {i/@(t) Pi |:_(Pit - % - Ui(pi)] d@

i=1

2
TS+ [ pmVogrsin) s | de= S lpepls. (20)
So

i=1

Assuming (1) satisfied, let us compute variations of G by p; and &:

2 Vp;)? dU;
0p. G = [/ op; [—%‘t . gj) —Uj(p;) —de—]_] dQ
Q;(t) Pj

t1

—/Q ()pj[ésojtJr(V%,V&Dj)] dQ+/
S (t

001 Vo1 sin(vt) dS] dt
So

— [6pj; + pidpilli? =0, j=1,2. (28)
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Accounting for (26), the second line (for domain Q2, Sy = (}) equals
to zero, but (24) and constraint (1) lead to

(Ve;)?

o au;
Pjt 2

—gx1— Uj(ps) — Py = 0. (29)
J

Applying the grad-action to (29) and transforming the result based on
the pressure definition (25) give (1b).

Computing the ¢-variation of (27), accounting for (24) and using the
formulas for the area variation of |X| give

5eG = / [Z / = (V6 060]0Q

/Z(t) P |V§| { o 2 Uiles)| d

—T / [—k1 — kol o % ds + / pdp1Vosin(vt)dS| dt
() V¢ So

2

= (pidei)li2 =0. (30)

i=1

Accounting for (26) with ¢ and dp leads to

o -5

in what follows, the dynamic condition (4) is satisfied if and only if (29)
(0,,G =0, j =1,2) is satisfied.

The next formulation was called in [11] the Bateman wvariational
principle for a compressible fluid. It is based on the functional which is not
constrained to (1a), (3c), (3a), (3b) and the extremal point condition of
the functional naturally deduces (1)—(3). According to [11], the functional
should take the form
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B(&, i, pi) = /:2 {i/@»(w pi {—% - (V?)Q —Ul-(pi)] dQ

—Ts|%| —|—/ po1 Vo1 sin(vt) dS} dt.  (32)
So

It differs from the action (27) due to the absence of the last summand.
Theorem 4.2 Under assumption P1, the solution of (1)-(4) coincides

with stationary points of the Bateman action (32) subject to isochronous
smooth variations

5§|t17t2 =0; 690i|t1,t2 =0 6Pi|t1,t2 =0. (33)

Proof. The proposition follows from the formulas for variations of (27)
by pj, £ and the formula expressing the variation by ¢;

12
0p, B = /
t1

ta
+/ p015g0jV0 Sin(l/t) dS:| dt = /
So t1

D
—/ Pig 6, dS — / pi
S\ So o)

0 .
—517' . <p1% - P01V0 sm(ut)) 5(/71 dS:| dt + pjégaj if = O, (34)

- / 7%+ (V6 952)]40
j t

/ [P + div(p;Vp;)]dp; dQ

8903 5
5 T o | 9eidS
vl | 07

where §;; is the Kronecker delta.

If (29) is fulfilled, but ¢; are the velocity potentials, the integrand
in (32) coincides with the pressure defined by (25). Therefore, the
Lagrangian in the Bateman action really coincides with the pressure, but
only on the solution of (1)-(4), namely, only on the extrema points of the
action.

According to the Berdichevskii idea, we introduce the functional

By(&, @) —/ {Z/ {sup <pz[ pi — %—Ui(m)b} dQ
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—TS|E|+/ po1Vopr sin(vt)dS}dt.  (35)
So

The following theorem gives the necessary generalization of the
Bateman-Berdichevskii principle. The proof immediately follows from
Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.3 Under assumptions Pl1, the solution of (1)-(4)
coincides with the extremal points of the action (35) subject to the smooth
isochronous variations & and @;:

6€|t17t2 =0; 5<Pi|t1-,t2 =0. (36)

The Bateman—Berdichevskii variational formulation explicitly employs
the pressure (¢; are the velocity potentials) so that varying the action by
pi is replaced by the sup-operation. Assuming the Euler equation (1b) is
fulfilled due to the sup-operation, one can express p via p: p = P71 (—¢ —
%(ch)Q — gx1), where p is the pressure. Thereby, we arrive at the action

Bi(& ¢i) = /: {i/@(t) {P_lpi {—% - (chi)Q - Ui(ﬂi)}} d@Q

=1

—Ts|%| +/ P01 Vo1 sin(vt) dS} dt.  (37)
So

The proof of the following theorem automatically follows from the proof
of Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.4 Assuming P1 makes the (1)-(4) solution coinciding
with the extremal points of the action (87) with respect to independent
isochronous smooth variations of & and @;: §&|t, 1, = 0; 0@ilty .1, = 0.

5 Quasi-potential energy of the drop vibroequilibria

We showed that the nondimensional problem (8) has an asymptotic
solution (18) in which the lowest-order term responsible for the drop
motions is uniquely a function of spatial variables and the slow time
7 = €/?t. The lowest-order term are governed by (21). We also
proved theorems on the Lagrange-type variational formulations of the
original free-interface problem (1)—(2). In this section, these variational
formulations will be an object of the multi-timing technique to derive the
quick-time averaged variational formulations and a quasi-potential energy
of the drop vibroequilibria governed by (22).
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Theorem 5.1 Under assumptions P1 and P2, finding the quick-
time averaged solution from the Lagrange variational formulation by
Theorem 4.1 is equivalent to finding the stationary points of the
nondimensional functional (23) (denoted by G*)

(G* (&, i, pi))e = const +€/2G(C, p) + O(€?),

within

6¢p0)= [ {/Q T T )

+A (K202 — (V®)?] dQ — ﬂ/ OV (2)dS S dr (38)
4 Jo,(n) 2k Js,
subject to the kinematic constraint
V2p =0 in Qs(7); g—i =— |é7<| on (1), (39a)
2 2 : o
Ve + k°® =0 in Qq(7); I =0 on S, UT(7),
n
0P
o V(z)/k on Sy (39b)
for isochronous smooth variations of 6C|- .-, = 0, where {(z,7) =

0
governs the quick-time averaged deformations of the drop surface T'(T)
(Q2(7) and Q4(7) are the liquid and gas domains separated by T'(T) ) on
the slow-time T = €3/t scale.

Proof. According to Theorem 4.1, finding the solution of (1)-(4)
(nondimensional statement (8)) is equivalent to description of the extrema
points of the action (23). Adopting the nondimensional variational
statement, substituting the asymptotic solution (18) into variational and
differential expressions of Theorem 4.1 and choosing [ty — t1]| > ¢ 3/2,
we get (G(£, i, pi))e = const + €/2G(C, p) + O(€?) and the kinematic
constraint (39).

Let ¢, be a local extrema point of the action (38) subject to (39).
Obviously, ¢ and ¢ satisfy (21). Taking (18) in the nondimensional
formulation of Theorem 4.1 gives, within to higher-order components,
a stationary point of G,.
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Theorem 5.2 Under assumptions P1 and P2, finding the quick-
time averaged solution from the Bateman wvariational formulation by
Theorem 4.2 is equivalent to finding the stationary points of the time-
averaged nondimensional Bateman-type action (32) (denoted by B*)

<B*(§a Pis p1)>t = const + 63/28((5 2 (I)) + 0(62)5
where

Bc.o0) = [ h { /Q e = 3(907) 4@ - e o)

1
H1 252 2 1
Wi (£28% — (V8)?] dQ — —/ BV (z)dS b dr, (40)
Ql(‘r) 2k S()
subject to isochronous smooth variations
5<|7'1,7'2 =0; 5<P|7'1,7'2 =0; 5(I)|7'177'2 =0.
Proof. The proof scheme is the same as in the previous theorem.

Remark 5.1 The quick-time averaged variational formulations of the
Bateman and Bateman—Berdichevskii types lead to Theorem 5.2 which can
be treated as the Bateman—Luke variational principle for the weightless
drop dynamics levitating in the zero-gravity and affected by the surface
tension as well as the Langevin radiation pressure.

Remark 5.2 Assuming the T-independent solutions in Theorems 5.1
and 5.2 leads to the quasi-potential energy of the mechanical system. This
gives the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3 Finding the stable drop vibroequilibria from (22) is
equivalent to minimization of the quasi-potential energy functional

U = p|To| — i/g (K*®* — (V®)?) dQ + i/g V(z)®dS  (41)

2k
subject to
/ d@Q = mg = const (42)
Q20

and

P

V20 + k2® = 0 in Qyo; % =0 on S; UTy,
n

0P,

e V(z)/k on Sy. (43)
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6 Conclusions

Based on differential and variational formulations, we study the quick-
time averaged motions of an acoustically levitated drop. An emphasis is
on the visually-observed quasi-static drop shapes called, in the present
paper, the drop vibroequilibria. Along with the differential formulation of
the problem on the drop vibroequilibria, a functional responsible for the
quasi-potential energy of the system is derived.

The forthcoming studies should focus on small drop oscillations with
respect to the vibroequlibria. This implies the corresponding spectral
theorems which can be considered as a generalization of the famous
Rayleigh results.

Another open problem may consists of appropriate numerical methods
which should solve the problem on the drop equilibria. The variational
formulation of Theorem 5.3 should facilitate the numerical method.
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