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Starting with the most general problem on interface waves between two ideal fluids, treated here as an
ullage gas and a liquid, respectively, and separating fast and slow time scales, differential and variational
formalism for an acoustically levitating drop and its time-averaged shape (the drop vibroequilibrium) are
developed. The drop vibroequilibria can differ from spherical shape; stable vibroequilibria are associated
with local minima of the quasipotential energy whose analytical form is also derived in the present paper.

Houunarouu 3 Halbiabu 3a2aabHOL 3a0a4i nPo iHMep@elcHi X8UAL MIH 080OMA [0eANbHUMU PIOUHAMU,
W0 pO32AA0arOMbCA AK 2a3 Ma piOUHA 8ION0BIOHO, | 8I00LAAIOYU WEUOKI Ma NOBIAbHI 4aco8i uiKa-
AU, PO3BUHEHO OUpepeHUiaIbHULL Ma 8apIayiiHULL YOPMANIZM 0N AKYCMUYHO Ae8ImYIoYol Kpanai ma
3HALIOEHO 1T ycepeOHeHy 3a Hacom gopmy (8ibpopisHosaxcHuli cmai). Bibpopienosaxcui cmanu kpanai
MONCYMb 8IOPI3HAMUCA 810 chepuuHOol popmu; CMIlKI 6I0POPIBHOBANCHT CMAHU MO8 A3AHI 3 NOKAAbHU-
MU MIHIMYMAMU K8AZINOMEHUIAAbHOL eHepRil, 04 AKOL maKox no6y008aHO AHANIMUYHE 300D ANCEHHSL.

1. Introduction. The acoustic levitation [1—3] has been developing from the 70-90’s as a con-
tactless technology in chemical and pharmaceutical industry [4, 5] of ultrapure materials. The
technology facilitates preventing the liquid contamination and intensifying the chemical reacti-
ons. The acoustic levitators are also used in physical measurements of the surface tension and
the liquid viscosity [6-8]. A typical design of an acoustic levitator is schematically shown
in Fig. 1. The levitator consists of an acoustic vibrator and a spheric reflector which create,
altogether, an almost planar standing acoustic wave of the length A. The acoustic wave yields
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Fig. 1. A schematic design of acoustic levitators in which an almost planar standing acoustic wave of the
length ) is created along the gravity acceleration vector g and, therefore, there exists the time-inde-

. . 1 . . .
pendent acoustic radiation pressure, pr, (azl + 3 )\> = pr(z1), which counteracts the gravity provi-

ding the drop levitation. In the zero-gravity, the drop locates at zeros of pr(z1) but a downward
drift d occurs when the gravitation vector is not zero moving the drop into the ‘+’ zone of pr(x1).
The long standing acoustic wave (a) does not deform the levitating drop, but when the one-fourth of
the wave length is comparable with the drop size,the time-averaged drop shape becomes flattened (b).

the acoustic radiation pressure [9] which is a time-independent \/2-periodic function along
the vertical axis. Periodically changing positive (marked by ‘+’) and negative (‘—’) radiation
pressure zones enforce droplets to be located in a vicinity of a radiation pressure node with a
possible downward shift d into the ‘+’-zone due to the vertical gravity force.

As long as the equivalent drop diameter Dy = 2R (the spherical drop diameter of the same
volume) is much lower of the acoustic standing-wave length (see Fig. 1 (a)), the acoustic radiati-
on pressure does not deform the drop shape so that the drop oscillates relative to its spherical
shape as if it levitates in the zero gravity. Those nonlinear drop oscillations have been extensi-
vely studied by many authors and we refer interested readers to [10-14] in which theoretical
results are reported utilizing the Lagrange variational formalism.

In the contrast, when the vertical drop size and )\ /4 are of the comparable order, the acoustic
radiation pressure deforms the drop shape so that its averaged, visually observed geometry is
far from a sphere as schematically illustrated in Fig. 1 (b). Those acoustically deformed drop
shapes and their stability were investigated, experimentally and theoretically, for instance, in [9,
15-17]. The employed applied mathematical model in these references has been at a physical
level of rigor. It empirically involves the free surface problem on the weightless drop dynamics
in which the pressure (dynamic) boundary condition includes an extra quantity responsible
for the acoustic radiation pressure generated by an external standing acoustic wave in gas. A
feedback of the levitating drop shapes on the external acoustic field has been neglected, —
the acoustic field is assumed to be the same as for a solid levitating sphere. Appearance of the
acoustic radiation pressure in this empirical model can be interpreted as a so-called vibrati-
onal force well-known from the vibrational mechanics [18]. The papers [19-23] considered
the vibrational hydrodynamic problems of compressible liquids partly filling a container as an
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Fig. 2. The “ullage gas-liquid drop” mechanical system located in
a rigid box Q. The acoustic vibrator is marked by Sp, but
S is the box surface appearing as a reflector of the acoustic
wave.

object of the applied functional analysis. They introduced the so-called vibroequilibria, the time-
averaged liquid shapes occurring due to high-frequency vibrational loads. Furthermore, a series
of theorems were proved on the spectral boundary problems describing the linear eigenoscillati-
ons relative to the vibroequilibria as well as papers developing the Lagrangian formalism for
the contained liquid vibromechanics.

The present paper follows the applied mathematical studies in [19, 20 23] to construct a
new, mathematically justified model that describes slow-time motions of an acoustically levi-
tating drop. The analysis starts with the “ulage gas-liquid drop” interface problem formulated
within the framework of ideal compressible fluids with irrotational flows. Furthermore, fast and
slow time scales are separated in both differential and variational statements. The fast-time
averaged interface problem yields a free-surface problem in which the Langevin acoustic radi-
ation pressure appears, in a natural way, in the dynamic boundary condition. The kinematic
boundary condition of this problem implies that the free surface reflects the acoustic wave.
Whereas there are no slow drop oscillations, the derived free-surface problem transforms to a
static problem whose solution describes a visually-observed, acoustically deformed drop shape.
The shape is called the drop vibroequilibrium. In contrast to the mathematical model from [9,
15-17], the drop vibroequilibria change the external vibrational field. This is the first main
result of the present paper. Another main result consists in developing the averaged Lagrange
variational formalism and deriving a functional which can be interpreted as a quasipotential
energy of the drop vibroeqilibria. The forthcoming studies should deal with generalizing the
spectral theorems on the linear natural oscillations of the acoustically levitating drops relative
to the drop vibroequilibria.

2. Statement of the problem. Fig. 2 schematically shows the “ullage gas-liquid drop” mechani-
cal system confined in a closed rigid box Q@ = {z € R® | W(x) < 0} (acoustic levitator), where
W(x) = 0 determines a piecewise smooth box boundary and z = (x1,22,23) € R3 is the
Cartesian coordinate system. The domain () consists of the ullage gas Q;(¢) and liquid Q2(t)
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time-dependent domains (QQ = Qi(t) U Q2(t)) so that the interface X(t) = 9Q2(t) = {z €
€ Q2 | &(x,t) = 0} is defined by the unknown function &(z1, 2, z3,t) = 0 so that V&/|V{|
is the exterior normal vector with respect to the drop domain Q(t). Both gas and liquid are
compressible ideal and barotropic fluids with irrotational flows. The box boundary S = 9(Q) falls
into a reflecting surface S; C S and acoustic vibrator Sy C S, i.e., S = Sy U Si1. The gravity
acceleration vector is directed downward, against the Ox3 axis.

We introduce the velocity potentials ¢; = ¢;(x,t), the pressure p; = p;(z,t) and the density
field p; = pi(x,t) defined in Q;(t), 7« = 1,2. The governing equations for the ideal barotropic
fluids [19] read as

pi + diV(in(pi) =0, (1a)
N T
piV | pi + 3 |Veil* + g1 ) = —Vpi, (1b)
i /v
pi = poi () in Qi(t), (1c)
DPoi

where g is the gravity acceleration, py; are the mean densities, py; are the mean (static) pressures
in the fluids ( = 1,2), and 7;, ¢ = 1,2, are the adiabatic indexes for barotropic (by definition,
the pressure is uniquely a function of the density) ullage gas and liquid, respectively. The time
derivative is denoted by the dot. The two fluid domains should also satisfy the mass conservati-
on condition

Qi(t)

where m; and mg are the constant masses of gas and liquid, respectively.
The kinematic boundary conditions are

dpi &

- =12 >
e ] (3a)
dp1 .
Py = po1Vo(z)sin(vt) on Sp, (3b)
0
% =0 on 5. (3¢)

These conditions imply that fluid particles remain on the interface >(¢) (kinematic condition
(3a)), define the normal velocity on the acoustic vibrator Sy (condition (3b)) so that v is the
acoustic frequency and Vy(z) # 0 determines the vibrator (Sp) shape, and (3¢) implies that Sy
is a reflecting surface.

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

p2+ Ts(k1+ ko) =p1 on X(t) 4)

expressing the pressure balance between the drop and the ullage gas, where the surface tension
is associated with the T (k1 + ko) quantity in which k;, ¢ = 1,2, are the principal curvatures of
Y(t) and Ty is the surface tension coefficient.
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The problem (1) —(4) needs the initial conditions

§(x70) = g()($), §(x70) = él(x)y

vi(z,0) = vi(x), @(z,0) = vi(w), i=1,2. ®)

3. The drop vibroequilibrium. 3.1. Nondimensional statement. Henceforth, the free-interface
problem (1) —(4) is considered in the nondimensional statement assuming the characteristic si-
ze Dy = 2Ry (the equivalent drop diameter) and the characteristic time ! (v is the circular
acoustic frequency). The normalization suggests

Tnew = Do_lxv Enew = D61§7 Pi(new) = D62V7190i7 Pi(new) = pOiD(]_2V72pi7

o _ . (6)
Poi(new) = pOiDO 2y 2p0i7 Pi(new) = piO/pia Mi(new) = miDO 3/P0i7 i =1,2,
and introduces the following nondimensional parameters:
D3 D} 2 D D
b = L OPOZ; d = @7 VE = 40/)02V 5 k = v 07 and k* - v 07 (7)
T po2 T ¢y cl

where § is the “gas-liquid” mean densities ratio, v, is the nondimensional acoustic frequency, b
is the Bond number, and k and k. are the wave numbers of compressible wave motions in gas
and liquid, respectively; ¢, and ¢; are speeds of sound in the corresponding media.

After omitting the subscript new, (1) —(4) transforms to the nondimensional form

pi +div(p; Vi) = 0, (8a)
1
iV (@- + §|V<p¢|2 + u;Qbm) = —Vp;, (8b)
i 1/v; ‘
pi = () in Qilt), (80)
DPoi
/ pidQ = m;, =12, (8d)
Qi(t)
)
% =0 on S, (8e)
91 = sup [Vo| _Vo(2) 1sint on Sy, (8f)

P on cg sup|Vo| k
——— N——

Op; 3 .
= =12 8
an |vé—|7 Z M ) ( g)
p2 + V*_Q (k1+ka) =p1_0 on X(t). (8h)
fipi1 €3 pe
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A set of small nondimensional parameters is introduced that are marked by the underbraces.
First, the primary, main small parameter is
sup |V
e = SwlVol 9)
Cq
It gives the ratio between the maximum acoustic vibrator velocity and the sound speed in the
ullage gas. Secondly, the density ratio

POU— 5 = e, i~ 1, (10)

P02
is assumed to be of the same order as € (13 = O(1) is the proportionality coefficient). Thirdly,
the nondimensional acoustic frequency is chosen as high as to provide the asymptotic relation

2= pme®, p=0(). an
Fourthly, the wave numbers are
Oe) = k2 < k* = 0(1) (12)

implying (from the physical point of view) that the acoustic frequency may be close to lower
acoustic resonant frequencies in the ullage gas, ¥ = O(1), but, because speed of sound in the
liquid is higher than that in the ullage gas, the compressible liquid motions are far from the
resonant condition and, in the first approximation, the drop can be considered as an incompres-
sible liquid.

3.2. Introducing slow and fast time variables. As it is usually accepted in the vibrational
mechanics [18], the fast and slow time scales can be introduced so that the fast time is associated
with the nondimensional time ¢ appearing in the nonhomogeneous condition (8f) expressing
the input vibrational signal, but the slow time scale T should be proportional to the square-root
of the nondimensional potential type forces. The latter forces are contributed by the surface
tension and the gravity. The related quantities appear in the dynamic interface condition (8h)
accompanied by the O(e®)-multiplier and, therefore, the slow time variable can be defined as
7 = €3/2¢. The nondimensional solution of (8) takes the form

wYi = gOl‘(.’E,t,T), pi = pi(x7ta7_)a Pi = Pz’(iﬁ,tﬁ), and ‘£ = {(.%',t,’]’). (13)

The nondimensional problem (8) contains the small parameters ¢, €3 and, because of the
slow-time component in (13), €¥/2. The standard assumption of the asymptotic method emplo-
ying the fast and slow time separation is that (13) can be posed in the asymptotic series

©; = Zekm«plkﬂ)(m t,7), pi= Zek/2 (k/Q (x,t,7),

k=0
5 5 (14)
pPi = Zek/2p(k/2)([£,t77')7 5 = ZGk/sz/Q(fL‘,t,T),
k=0 k=0

where the coefficients are smooth functions of their variables. Specifically, the rational-number
superscript indexes are introduced to link the functional coefficients with the small parameter
powers. The sequence of the indexes are 0,1/2,1,3/2,2,5/2, 3,
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3.3. Separating slow and fast time variables. Substituting (14) into (8) leads to the k-family of
boundary-value problems with respect to %(k/ 2), pgk/ 2), pgk/ 2), k2,1 = 1,2, starting with k = 0.
The starting point implies the O(1)-order approximation which comes from the homogeneous

problem
(pz(o) )t +div (pﬁo)vtpl(o)) =0, p"vV ((wﬁo))t + % (w&”f) = —vp”,

(0)\ M/ (0)
p = (pl> in Q¥ 22— on 5.

Poi on
9,0
g; =0 on Sy,
3901('0) _ (o), i—1.9 _p(o) — 0 on 2O
871 IVEO” ) &y 2 )

where (-); is the fast-time derivative. The last pressure condition on X(°) shows that the liquid
motions are dynamically uncoupled with the compressible gas flows and, moreover, the drop is
not affected by the surface tension. From physical point of view, this means that the O(1)-order
drop motions can only slowly deform on the 7-scale and the zero-order solution takes the form

=), [ dQ=m V¥ =0, i-12

2 ()

P =po, PV =1, o =p =0,

where &y(x,7) = 0 defines the O(1)-order interface motions £(©) = X(0)(7) which, in turn,
defines the slowly-deforming domains QEO)(T), i=1,2.

Henceforth, the O(1)-order drop motions are associated with the fast-time averaged drop
shape, i.e., by definition,

So(r) = 20(r) = (26,7, QV(r) = (Qilt, 7)), i =1,2. (15)

Furthermore, the higher-order asymptotic problems with respect to @E’“/ 2), pgk/ 2), pgkm, Ek/2

k > 1, would be formulated in the fast-time averaged domains ng)(r) and ng) (1) separated
by 20 (T )

The problem (8) contains three small input parameters of the order O(e), O(¢%/2) and O(€?),
but there are no the O(e'/?)-order input quantities. This means that the O(e!/?)-order approxi-
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mation is zero. The O(¢)-order approximation (k = 2) comes from the problem

890:(11) (gl)t

# ("), - 73l = 0 in Q). P =~ St on ma(r),
&pgl) B agogl) _ V(x)sint
o 0 on Sy, = ? on Sy,
oy (),
= — = E
o Vel 23 p1por on Yo(T),

pél) +V2g0§1) =0, pgl) =0 in ng)(r),

where the last condition is due to ,oél) = k:fpgl) and (12).

As it happened in the zero-order approximation, the dynamic interface condition (here,
pél) = pipo1 = const) on the fast-time averaged interface ¥y(7) decouples the interface
problem into two independent boundary-value problems in ng) (1) and ng) (1), respectively.
Analyzing the first boundary-value problem in Q(QO) (7) shows that this approximation can only
contribute a slow-time drop deformation which, due to definition (15), is already accounted for
by the O(1)-order component. As a consequence,

& =0, Wg) =0, pél) =0, pél) = [1Po1-

The second boundary-value problem in QSO) (7) has the solution

gogl) = &y (z,7)sint, pgl) = ®y(z,T)cost, (16)
where ®(z) is the so-called wave function of the linear acoustic field in the ullage gas governed
by the Neumann boundary-value problem

20, 1 k20, = 0 in QO (r), 221 = 00, _ V(z)
Vi@, + k°®; =0 in Q) (1), o = 0 on S; UXy(7), an  k
and stated in the slowly-deforming gas domain; the fast-time averaged drop surface Xy (7) plays
the role of a reflector.
The interface problem remains decoupled in the O(e3/?)-order approximation. For the gas

on Sy (17)

domain ng) (1), the homogeneous 7-dependent boundary problem takes the form

T <0 = (), i

84/3(13/2) B 8@53/2) B (o), + (53/2),5
T =0 on S(]USl, W = —W on EO(T),

but

VAT =0 B = (), A =0 i Q).

(18)
8(pg3/2) _ _(50)7 + (53/2)1: p(3/2) —0 on So(r)
on VEo| 7 72
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describes the O(e3/2)-contribution to the drop motions which also is 7-dependent. This means
that %(3/2) = <p§3/2)(x,7),i =1,2.
Summarizing all asymptotic quantities obtained from the constructed approximations gives

pr(a ) = 2 o8, 7) +o(¥?), (192)
—_————
p(x,7)
E(x,t,7) = folw, 7) +o(¥/?), (19b)
——
(@)
o1(x,t,7) = e®y(z, 7)sint + 63/2(,053/2) (z,7) + o(e/?). (19¢)
(z,7)
P(x,m

This shows that the lowest-order component of the velocity field in the drop domain is of the
order 0(63/ 2); the velocity field does not depend on the fast time ¢. In the contrast, the lowest-
order component of the velocity field in the gas domain describes the linear acoustic standing
wave for which the slowly-varying drop surface 3¢ (7) : {(z,7) = 0is a reflector.

Because the right-hand side of the dynamic interface condition (8h) has the O(¢)-multiplier,

the drop oscillates on the fast-time scale caused by the linear acoustic field (16) so that @52) =

= sint Fi(x, 7). The velocity potential in ng) (1) takes the form @%2) = sin(2t) Fo(x,7)+
+ cos(2t) F3(x, 7). However, due to quadratic terms, the second-order pressure component in

ng) (7) contains the fast-time averaged quantity
1
(P, 7) = 5 (B(@1)* = (V21)%) + const @)

expressing the so-called Langevin acoustic radiation pressure.
The O(e%/?)-order component is of more complicated structure, but it does not affect the
O(e®)-order approximation which yields the fast-time averaged dynamic boundary condition

1 2
(@3/2))7 n s (vsogz/z)) — ppey (k1 + ko) + g pbay +

1
+m (k*(®1)* — (V®1)?) = const on (7). (21)

3.4. Slow-time oscillations with respect to the drop vibroequilibrium. Accounting for the
asymptotic solution (19), the fast-time averaged dynamic condition (21) as well as the governi-
ng boundary-value problems for the lowest-order quantities in (19), we arrive, finally, at the
following free-interface problem with respect to ((z,7) = &o(z, 7), p(z,7) = cpg3/ 2) (x,7) and
O(x,7) = O1(2,7):

Iy Cr

V2o = 0 in Qy(7), = Nz on I'(7), / dQ = ma,

Qa(7)

22a)
1 1 (
prt g (V)? — ey (ky + ko) + pupr by + e (k*(®)? — (V®)?) = const on I'(7),
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, oD od  V(x)
2 2 —_ — —_— =
V20 + k*® = 0 in Qy(7), o 0 on S; UT(7), o A

on Sy (22b)

where Q1 (1) = Q\V(7), () = Q) (7), and T'(r) = So(7).

In fact, we have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 1. If the original interface problem (8) has the asymptotic solution (14), the lowest
order terms in (19) depend only on the slow time T = €3/2t and these terms are governed by the
free-surface problem (22).

The free-interface problem (22) is the announced mathematical model for the acoustically
levitating drops. It describes slow-time oscillations of an acoustically levitating drop. The problem
(22) is similar to the earlier empirical mathematical model in [9, 15-17] and should, perhaps,
theoretically clarify the vertical vibrations and shape oscillations of droplets [25]. A difference
consists of an extra term in the dynamic interface condition on I'(7) expressing the Langevin
radiation pressure which becomes now parametrically depending on the 7-instant drop shape
(due to the zero-Neumann boundary condition (22b) on I'(7)). The latter boundary condition
means that the slowly-oscillating drop surface is, in the lowest-order approximation, a reflector
for the linear acoustic field in the ullage gas.

When assuming that the fast-time averaged drop shape does not oscillate, we arrive at the
static free-interface problem

1
—u(k1 + ko) + buzxy + 1 (k:2(<1>)2 — (VCIJ)Q) = const on Ty, / dQ) = ma, (23a)
Q20
V20 + k20 = 0 in Qo, 9% _ ) on S; U T, ge _ V@) o So. (23b)
on on k

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

The drop vibroequilibria shape is what one can see in acoustic levitators but the evoluti-
on problem (22) describes, in fact, nonlinear motions with respect to the vibroequilibria. The
drop vibroequilibria can be stable or not depending on input parameters. The stability analysis
should normally involve the spectral problem on linear natural (eigen) oscillations with respect
to Iy, or, alternatively, the extremal problem on the quasipotential energy as in Section 4.

The aforementioned spectral problem has the classical exact Rayleigh solution [26] for the
weightless drop when the acoustic field is absent. The acoustically-deformed levitating drops are
not the case and dedicated studies are required on the natural (eigen) modes and frequencies
which differ from those in [26].

4. Lagrangian formalism for (1) — (4). We will follow [19] to prove two theorems providing
equivalence of (1) —(4) to the classical Lagrange and the Bateman — Luke variational formulati-
ons. The first case is the classical Lagrange principle.

Theorem 1. When functions £, p; and p;, i = 1,2, are smooth enough, the free-interface
problem (1) - (4) is equivalent to the necessary condition of the extremal points of the action

to to

2
Glepup) = [T -v == [33° [ 59002~ Uilo) - gm1] d@ - Tl
2 b (o
eh
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subject to the kinematic constraint (1) and assuming the smooth isochronous variations

5€|t1,t2 = 0) 5pi|t1,t2 = 0. (25)

Here, T is the kinetic energy, 11 is the potential energy, and U;(p;) is the inner energy of gas and
liquid, respectively. The area is denoted as | - |. The inner energy of barotropic fluids defines the
pressure as

df o dU;
= P , 2
Remark 1. Because of constraint (1), the action is a function of £ and p;.
Proof. We employ the formula
) d .
[+ e vonaq+ 5 [ pedo— [ pmvopsino s -
Q(t) Q(t) So
. 0 0
= — / [p+ div(pV)]p dQ + /p¢ pdS + / p—d) pdS+
on on
Q(t) 51 %(t)
. 5 '
+ / péﬂ pdS +/ [paﬁ: — po1Vo sm(vt)] pdS (27)

2(t) So

following from the Reynolds transport theorem and the Green formulas when Q(t), 9Q(t) =
= 3(t) U S; U S is an arbitrary domain, X(¢) ({(x,t) = 0) is a piece of the time-dependent
boundary, but p(x,t) and ¥ (x, t) are smooth functions.

Using the kinematic constraint (1) with ¢ = @1, ¥ = ; for Q(t) = Q1(t), the right-hand
side of (27) equals to zero. Analogously, when ¢ = @9 and ¥ = 9 in Q(t) = Q1(t), O0(t) =
= Y(t), the right-hand side is also zero. After integration by ¢ from ¢; to ¢» of the remaining
left-hand sides and subtracting the results from the action, we come to

to 2
1
G(&, i, pi) = / > / Pi |:_Qbi —3 (Vepi)? = Uilpi) — 9561} d@Q —
h e
2

~ LSO+ [ pVoprsine)dS b dt = Y (pigi) (28)
So =1

Now, assuming the kinematic constraint (1) is satisfied, one can compute variations of G by

ISSN 1562-3076. Heainitini koausanns, 2015, m. 18, N2 3



424 M. 0. CHERNOVA, L A. LUKOVSKY, A.N. TIMOKHA

pi and & employing (28). Variations by p; give

t2
, 1 dU;
0p, G = / / op; [—w =5 (Ve))* = 921 = Ujlpy) = pj > | dQ =
t1 Q pj

5 (t)

- / pildd; + (Vj - Vig;)] dQ+/p01Vo<5<p1 sin(vt) dS | dt—
Q;(1) So

— [6pjpj + pidpill2 =0, j=1,2. (29)

Accounting for (27), (25) and (1) leads to
.1 j
—%i 5 (Vepj)? = ga1 = Uj(pj) — pj == = 0. (30)

Taking the gradient action and using (26) give (1b).
Computing the {-variation of (28), accounting for (25) and using formulas [24] for variations
of the X(t) area by ¢ give, altogether,
to 2
5= [ |3 [ nil-doi - (Ve Voe)dQ +
t1 =

Zlei(t)
& - 5¢ 1
T Z(—W@pi [—sbi =5 (Vei)* = gz1 = Uz‘(ﬂi)} dS—
st =1
¢ 2
— TS/ [—k1 — ]{32]@ ds + /p&prg sin(vt) dS| dt — Z(p@&pl)ﬁf =0. (31
() i=1
So

Employing the formula (27) within ¢ and d¢ transforms (31) to the form

to 9
5eG = [{ / > (=1)pi [—%’ - % (Vepi)? — g1 — Uz’(ﬂi)] +
t st =1

ds| dt =0, (32)

which leads to the dynamic condition (4) provided by (30) (following from the condition §, G =
=0,7=1,2).

Theorem 1 is proved.

Another variational formulation is associated with the so-called Bateman — Luke variational
principle [24] for a compressible fluid. Specifically, this variational principle is not restricted to
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the kinematic constraint. The Bateman — Luke action takes the form

B(&, ¢i, pi) =/ Z / pz[ Pi — V%) —gx1 = Ui(pi) | dQ —

i 7,1

= TS0+ [ Vo sin) ds | de (33)
So
which is the same as expression (28) but without the last summand.
Theorem 2. When functions &, p; and p;, i = 1,2, are smooth enough, the free-interface

problem (1)—(4) follows from the necessary condition of the extremal points of the action (33)
subject to the isochronous smooth variations

5£|t1,t2 =0, 5<P'L'|t17t2 =0, 5Pi|t17t2 = 0. (34)

Proof. The theorem immediately follows from the already computed variations of (28) by
p;, & as well as the formula for variations by ¢;:

to
d,,B =/ - / pj (045 + (Vi - Vig;)] dQ+/po1590jVosin(Vt) dS| dt =
bl e S0

_ / / [p; + div(p; VoS5 dQ
1 |Q;(t)

99 5 / |22 E | s
/PJ on OpjdsS Pj + VE] op; dS
S1 S(t)
0 .
— / (plafll —po1Vo sm(ut)) dp1dS | dt + pj&pj]if =0. (35)
So

We should account for (34) and the fact that Sp = S; = @ for j = 21in (35).

Theorem 2 is proved.

5. Quasipotential energy of the drop vibroequilibrium. In Subsection 3.4, we showed that
the nondimensional problem (8) has the asymptotic solution (19) whose lowest-order terms
describe slow-time motions with respect to the drop vibroequilibrium. The slow time variable is
7 = €3/2t and the lowest-order terms are governed by (22). In this section, we separate slow and
fast time variables in the variational formulations from Section 4 to derive the quasipotential
energy of the drop vibroequilibrium governed by (23).

Theorem 3. Finding the fast-time averaged solution from the classical Lagrange variational
formulation (Theorem 1) is equivalent to description of the extremal points of the nondimensi-
onal functional

<G*<€) PLiy Pz))t = const + 63/2g(€7 90) + 0(62)7
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within

T2

6o = [{ [ 5508 = mubnr| aQ = alr)] +

1 Qa(71)
N % / (K202 — (V®)?] dQ — ;le/@v(x) ds » dr (36)
Qi(r) So

subject to the kinematic constraint

9 _ &
on V(|

Vip =0 in Qo(7), on (1), (37a)

. O od  V(x)
2 2 — — _— =
VIO + k20 = 0 in Q(r), 7 =0 on $1UT(7), - ?

on Sy (37b)

for isochronous smooth variations 6¢ |n772 = 0 where ((z,7) = 0 governs the slow-time oscillati-
ons of the drop surface I'(1) (Q2(7) and Q1 (7) are liquid and gas domains, respectively, separated
by I'(1)) on the slow-time scale.

Proof. According to Theorem 1, finding the solution of (1) —(4) (nondimensional statement
(8)) is equivalent to description of the extremal points of the action (24). Adopting the nondi-
mensional variational statement, substituting (19) into variational and differential formulations
of Theorem 1 and choosing |t —t1| > €3/2, we get (G(£, s, pi))¢ = const+€3/2G(¢, ) +O(€?)
and the kinematic constraint (37).

Let ¢, ¢ be a local extrema point of the action (36) subject to (37). Obviously, ¢ and ¢ satisfy
(22). Taking (19) in the nondimensional formulation of Theorem 1 gives, within to higher-order
terms, an extremal point of G,.

Theorem 3 is proved.

Theorem 4. Finding the fast-time averaged solution from the Bateman— Luke variational
formulation (Theorem 2) is equivalent to finding the extremal points of the time-averaged nondi-
mensional action

<B*(§> Pis p1)>t = const + 63/28(47 ®, Q)) + 0(62)?
where

T2

B(C, 0, @) = / / [—sof - % (Vep)? - umbm] dQ — ppa [T(7)| +

T1 QQ(T)

+ % / (K202 — (VP)?] dQ — ;‘li/rw(x) ds '\ dr,

Ql(’r) SO

subject to isochronous smooth variations

5C|T1,72 =0, 590|7—1,7-2 =0, 5(1)‘71,7'2 = 0.
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Proof. The proof is similar to that in the previous theorem.

Remark 2. The fast-time averaged variational formulation of the Bateman — Luke type leads
to Theorem 4 which can be treated as the Bateman-Luke variational formulation for the
weightless drop dynamics levitating in the zero-gravity and affected, altogether, by the surface
tension and the Langevin radiation pressure.

Assuming the 7-independent solutions in Theorems 3 and 4 leads to the quasipotential
energy of the mechanical system. This means that:

Theorem 5. Finding the stable drop vibroequilibria from (23) is equivalent to finding the local
minima of the quasipotential energy functional

U = u|To| + pb / r1dQ — i / (k*®@* — (V®)?) dQ + 1/V(x)<1> ds

2k
Q10 Q1o So
subject to
/ d@) = mo = const
Q20
and o 0P
V2 4+ k20 =0 in O, —— =0 on S;UTy, —t = V@) o So.
on on k

6. Conclusions. Employing the differential and variational formulations of an interface prob-
lem for two compressible fluids, we studied the fast-time averaged motions of an acousti-
cally levitated drop. A new mathematical model is derived describing slow-time motions of
the drop with respect to the visually-observed quasi static drop shapes which are called the
drop vibroequilibria. The derived mathematical model is qualitatively similar to the physically-
postulated models in [9, 15-17]. They all introduce the Langevin radiation pressure quantity
appearing in the dynamic boundary condition on the drop surface. However, there is a novelty
in our new mathematical model — it expresses the important fact that the acoustical field
geometry parametrically depends on the drop shape.

Along with the differential formulation of the mathematical model, we present a series of
theorems on the Lagrange variational formalism and derive a functional responsible for the
quasipotential energy of the mechanical system.

The forthcoming analysis should, probably, focus on the small-magnitude drop oscillati-
ons with respect to the vibroequlibria, i.e., on the corresponding spectral theorems which can
be considered as a generalization of the famous Rayleigh [26] results. Another open problem
consists of appropriate numerical methods for solving the problem on the drop vibroequilibria.
Theorem 5 should facilitate constructing the numerical methods.
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