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This article investigates how the acoustic propulsion of cone-shaped colloidal particles that are
exposed to a traveling ultrasound wave depends on the viscosity of the fluid surrounding the par-
ticles. Using acoustofluidic computer simulations, we found that the propulsion of such nano- and
microcones decreases strongly and even changes sign for increasing shear viscosity. In contrast, we
found only a weak dependence of the propulsion on the bulk viscosity. The obtained results are in
line with the findings of previous theoretical and experimental studies.

I. INTRODUCTION

After the idea of nano- and micromachines that carry
out medical tasks inside a patient’s body has been a
dream for several decades [1], the progress in nanotech-
nology at the end of the last century made the fabrication
of motile nano- and microparticles (so-called active par-
ticles [2]) possible [3–52]. During the last two decades,
a large number of artificial motile nano- and micropar-
ticles that utilize various mechanisms for propulsion has
been developed [2, 53–55] and fascinating future applica-
tions of these particles have been envisaged in fields like
medicine [56–60], where they could be used for targeted
drug delivery [61–63], materials science [64–73], where
they could be used to form active crystals [74–79] and
other new types of matter [80], and environmental care
[47, 81–87].

Among all propulsion mechanisms that have been de-
veloped so far, acoustic propulsion [3–11, 13–24, 26–
29, 31–36, 38–43, 88–99], where nano- or microparticles
in a fluid become motile when they are exposed to an
ultrasound wave, belongs to the most promising mecha-
nisms [37, 54, 57, 83, 100–105]. Important advantages of
this mechanism compared to other ones are its biocom-
patibility [106, 107], its compatibility with various types
of fluids [4, 6, 8, 14, 15, 17, 22, 24, 26, 27, 32, 33, 59],
and an easy way of permanently supplying the particles
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with energy [103, 106]. For special purposes, acoustic
propulsion can even be combined with other propulsion
mechanisms [12, 25, 30, 37, 41, 105, 108].

Despite intensive research on acoustically propelled
nano- and microparticles based on experiments [3–33, 35–
43], computer simulations [21, 28, 30, 37, 90–93], and
analytical approaches [109, 110], this is still a rapidly
growing field of research with many important questions
remaining unanswered. For example, little is known
about how the propulsion of such a particle depends on
the viscosity of the surrounding fluid. This is, how-
ever, an important question, since in future applica-
tions the particles will be combined with various fluids
[4, 6, 8, 14, 15, 17, 22, 24, 26, 27, 32, 33, 59].

Some experimental studies, that have compared the
propulsion velocity of particles for a few surrounding flu-
ids with different shear viscosities [4, 8, 27, 32, 59], indi-
cate that the propulsion velocity of the particles decreases
for increasing shear viscosity. A similar observation was
made in another experiment where particles inside a cell
moved slower than particles outside a cell [6]. However,
these experiments were not able to change the shear vis-
cosity independently of other parameters (such as the
bulk viscosity) of the fluid. The experimental results are
confirmed by a study that is based on an analytical ap-
proach [110], but the theory developed in this work com-
pletely neglects the bulk viscosity.

In this article, we, therefore, address the viscosity de-
pendence of the acoustic propulsion in more detail. We
focus on cone-shaped nano- and microparticles that have
been found to exhibit particularly strong propulsion [91].
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Our work is based on direct acoustofluidic simulations
where we varied the fluid’s shear viscosity as well as its
bulk viscosity and studied how the values of these viscosi-
ties influence the flow fields generated around the parti-
cles and the particles’ propulsion velocity.

II. METHODS

For this study, we used the well-established methods
described, e.g., in Ref. [90].

A. Setup

The setup for our simulations is shown in Fig. 1. It

FIG. 1. Setup for the simulations.

consists of a fluid-filled simulation domain with a rectan-
gular shape that has width 2l1 (parallel to the x1-axis)
and height l2 = 200 µm (parallel to the x2-axis). The
fluid is water that is initially at standard temperature
T0 = 293.15 K and standard pressure p0 = 101 325 Pa
and quiescent, i.e., it has a vanishing initial velocity field
~u0 = ~0 m s−1. Its shear viscosity νs ∈ [0.1, 10] mPa s and
bulk viscosity νb ∈ [0.1, 10] mPa s are varied. A cone-
shaped particle with diameter σ = 2−1/2µm and height
h = σ is positioned in the middle of the simulation do-
main such that the center of mass S of the particle domain
Ωp coincides with the center of mass of the rectangular
domain. Its orientation, which is given by the orientation
of its axis of symmetry, is parallel to the x2-axis. The
shape of the particle is chosen analogously to Refs. [91–
93], since this shape has been found to lead to relatively
efficient propulsion [91] and this choice allows to compare
directly with the previous work.

At the left edge of the simulation domain, we pre-
scribe inlet boundary conditions corresponding to a pla-
nar traveling ultrasound wave entering the system. For
this purpose, we prescribe a time-dependent velocity
uin(t) = ∆u sin(2πft) and pressure pin(t) = ∆p sin(2πft)
at this edge. Here, t is time, the velocity amplitude is
given by ∆u = ∆p/(ρ0cf), and the pressure amplitude
is given by ∆p = 10 kPa. We choose the frequency of
the ultrasound wave as f = 1 MHz, the mass density of

the unperturbed fluid as ρ0 = 998 kg m−3, and the sound
velocity as cf = 1484 m s−1. To allow the wave to prop-
agate in the x1-direction without strong damping at the
lower and upper edges of the simulation domain, we pre-
scribe slip boundary conditions there. At the right edge
of the simulation domain, we prescribe outlet boundary
conditions so that the wave can leave the system. For the
boundary ∂Ωp of the particle, we choose no-slip bound-
ary conditions.

The ultrasound wave has wavelength λ =
cf/f = 1484 mm and acoustic energy density
ER = ∆p2/(2ρ0c

2
f ) = 22.7 mJ m−3. Based on the

wavelength λ, we choose the width of the simulation
domain as 2l1 = λ/2. The interaction of the ultrasound
wave with the particle leads to a propulsion force and
a propulsion torque that act on the center of mass S of
the particle. We denote the time-averaged stationary

propulsion force as ~F , which can be decomposed into a
component F‖ parallel to the particle and a component
F⊥ perpendicular to the particle, and the time-averaged
stationary propulsion torque as T .

B. Parameters

All parameters that are relevant for the simulations
and the values chosen for them are summarized in Table
I. For consistency, the values are chosen analogously to
Ref. [90].

C. Acoustofluidic simulations

In our direct computational fluid dynamics simula-
tions, we solve the continuity equation for the fluid’s
mass-density field, the compressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, and a linear constitutive equation for the pressure
field with the finite volume software package OpenFOAM
[111]. Nondimensionalization of the equations leads to
four dimensionless numbers. These are the Euler number
Eu, the Helmholtz number He, a bulk Reynolds number
Reb, and a shear Reynolds number Res:

Eu =
∆p

ρ0∆u2
≈ 2.20 ·105, (1)

He =
fσ

cf
≈ 4.76 ·10−4, (2)

Reb =
ρ0∆uσ

νb
≈ 4.76 ·10−4−4.76 ·10−2, (3)

Res =
ρ0∆uσ

νs
≈ 4.76 ·10−4−4.76 ·10−2. (4)

A detailed discussion of the meaning of these dimension-
less numbers can be found in Ref. [91].

When solving the field equations with the finite vol-
ume method, we use a structured, mixed rectangular-
triangular mesh. It has about 300,000 cells with a
position-dependent cell size ∆x that is very small near
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TABLE I. Simulation parameters and their values. For consistency, the values are analogous to Ref. [90]. The values of cf and
ρ0 correspond to quiescent water at temperature T0 and pressure p0.

Name Symbol Value

Particle diameter σ 2−1/2µm
Particle height h σ
Sound frequency f 1 MHz
Speed of sound cf 1484 m s−1

Time period of sound τ = 1/f 1 µs
Wavelength of sound λ = cf/f 1.484 mm
Temperature of fluid T0 293.15 K (normal temperature)
Mean mass density of fluid ρ0 998 kg m−3

Mean pressure of fluid p0 101 325 Pa (normal pressure)

Initial velocity of fluid ~u0 ~0 m s−1

Sound pressure amplitude ∆p 10 kPa
Flow velocity amplitude ∆u = ∆p/(ρ0cf) 6.75 mm s−1

Acoustic energy density ER = ∆p2/(2ρ0c
2
f ) 22.7 mJ m−3

Shear/dynamic viscosity of fluid νs 0.1-10 mPa s
Bulk/volume viscosity of fluid νb 0.1-10 mPa s
Inlet-particle distance l1 λ/4
Domain width l2 200 µm
Mesh-cell size ∆x 15 nm-1 µm
Time-step size ∆t 1-10 ps
Simulation duration tmax > 500τ
Euler number Eu 2.20 ·105

Helmholtz number He 4.76 ·10−4

Bulk Reynolds number Reb 4.76 ·10−4-4.76 ·10−2

Shear Reynolds number Res 4.76 ·10−4-4.76 ·10−2

Particle Reynolds number Rep < 10−4

the particle and larger further away from it. To increase
the performance of the simulations, we use an adap-
tive time-step method with a variable time-step size ∆t.
We ensure that ∆t always fulfills the Courant-Friedrichs-
Lewy condition

C = cf
∆t

∆x
< 1. (5)

We simulate the system for a duration of tmax > 500τ
with the period τ of the ultrasound wave. Due to the nec-
essary fine discretization in space and time, the compu-
tational expense for an individual simulation was about
36, 000 CPU core hours.

D. Propulsion force and torque

To calculate the time-averaged stationary propulsion

force ~F , with components F‖ and F⊥, and the time-
averaged stationary propulsion torque T in the labora-
tory frame, we first determine the time-dependent force
and torque that are exerted on the particle. For this pur-
pose, we calculate from the space- and time-dependent
velocity and pressure fields of the fluid, which are ob-
tained from the acoustofluidic simulations, the quantities
[112]

F
(α)
i =

2∑
j=1

∫
∂Ωp

Σ
(α)
ij dAj , (6)

T (α) =

2∑
j,k,l=1

∫
∂Ωp

ε3jk(xj − xp,j)Σ
(α)
kl dAl (7)

with α ∈ {p, v}. These are the pressure component
(superscript “(p)”) and viscous component (superscript

“(v)”) of the time-dependent force ~F (p)+ ~F (v) and torque
T (p) + T (v) that act on the particle. Here, Σ(p) and
Σ(v) are the pressure component and the viscous com-

ponent of the stress tensor Σ, respectively, d ~A(~x) =
(dA1(~x),dA2(~x))T is the normal (outwards oriented) sur-
face element of ∂Ωp at position ~x ∈ ∂Ωp, εijk is the Levi-
Civita symbol, and ~xp is the position of the center of
mass S.

The time-averaged stationary propulsion force ~F and
torque T are then obtained by locally averaging the time-
dependent quantities over one period and extrapolat-
ing towards t → ∞ with the method presented in Ref.

[90]. This yields the propulsion force ~F = ~Fp + ~Fv with

pressure component ~Fp = 〈~F (p)〉, where 〈·〉 is the time

average, and viscous component ~Fv = 〈~F (v)〉 and the
propulsion torque T = Tp + Tv with pressure compo-

nent Tp = 〈T (p)〉 and viscous component Tv = 〈T (v)〉.
The components F‖ and F⊥ are then obtained by con-

sidering the Cartesian elements of ~F individually. We

obtain the parallel force F‖ = (~F )2 = F‖,p + F‖,v with

pressure component F‖,p = (〈~F (p)〉)2 and viscous com-

ponent F‖,v = (〈~F (v)〉)2 as well as the perpendicular
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force F⊥ = (〈~F⊥〉)1 = F⊥,p + F⊥,v with pressure com-

ponent F⊥,p = (〈~F (p)〉)1 and viscous component F⊥,v =

(〈~F (v)〉)1.

E. Translational and angular propulsion velocity

Introducing the force-torque vector ~F = (~F , T )T and
the translational-angular velocity vector ~v = (~v, ω)T, we
can transform from the time-averaged stationary propul-

sion force ~F and torque T that act on the particle to the
corresponding translational propulsion velocity ~v, with
components v‖ = (~v)2 and v⊥ = (~v)1, and angular
propulsion velocity ω via the Stokes law [113]

~v =
1

νs
H−1 ~F. (8)

Here, the hydrodynamic resistance matrix

H =

(
K CT

S

CS ΩS

)
(9)

with submatrices K, CS, and ΩS depends on the size
and shape of the particle. The subscript S at CS and
ΩS denotes a reference point on which these submatrices
depend. This reference point is chosen here as the center
of mass S.

Since H needs to be calculated for a three-dimensional
particle, whereas our acoustofluidic simulations are per-
formed in two spatial dimensions (to reduce the com-
putational effort to a manageable amount), we ascribe
a thickness of σ in the third dimension to the particle
and calculate H for the resulting three-dimensional par-
ticle. Using the software HydResMat [114, 115], we then
obtained the submatrices

K =

7.74 µm 0 0
0 7.48 µm 0
0 0 7.16 µm

 , (10)

CS =

 0 0 0.05 µm2

0 0 0
−0.11 µm2 0 0

 , (11)

ΩS =

1.81 µm3 0 0
0 1.69 µm3 0
0 0 1.73 µm3

 . (12)

To be able to work with these 3×3-dimensional matrices,
we use the three-dimensional versions of Eqs. (6)-(8) and
neglect the contributions K33, C13, Ω11, and Ω22, which
correspond to the particle’s lower and upper surface.

F. Characterization of particle motion

The particle Reynolds number

Rep =
ρ0σ

νs

√
v2
‖ + v2

⊥ < 10−4 (13)

shows that the particle’s motion through the fluid is dom-
inated by viscous forces. To further characterize the mo-
tion of the particle, we compare its Brownian rotation
with its translational and rotational propulsion [91]. De-
pending on the acoustic energy density E (in our simula-
tions, we use E = ER), to which the particle’s propulsion
is approximately proportional [93], we can distinguish the
following types of motion [91]:

• E < min{Edir, Egui}: Random motion,

• E > min{Edir, Egui}: Directional motion,

• E < Egui: Random orientation,

• E > Egui: Guided motion.

“Random motion” means that Brownian rotation dom-
inates translational and rotational propulsion. “Direc-
tional motion”, on the other hand, means that transla-
tional or rotational (which can align the orientation of the
particle [92]) propulsion dominates Brownian rotation.
Furthermore, “Random orientation” means that Brown-
ian rotation dominates rotational propulsion. “Guided
motion”, on the other hand, means that rotational
propulsion dominates Brownian rotation. The energy
density thresholds Edir and Egui are defined as [91]

Edir =
σDRER

|v‖|
, (14)

Egui =
πDRER

2|ω|
(15)

with the particle’s rotational diffusion coefficient DR =
(kBT0/νs)(H

−1)66 that corresponds to a rotation in the
x1-x2 plane. Here, kB denotes the Boltzmann constant.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

To study how the acoustic propulsion of a cone-shaped
particle in a planar traveling ultrasound wave (see Fig.
1) depends on the viscosity of the surrounding fluid, we
calculated the propulsion of such a particle for various
values of the shear viscosity νs and the bulk viscosity νb

of the fluid. We consider a variation of νs while νb is
kept constant, a variation of νb while νs is kept constant,
and a joint variation of νs and νb. The viscosities are
varied in the interval [0.1, 10] mPa s. As reference vis-
cosities, whose values are chosen when a viscosity is kept
constant, we use those of water at standard temperature
T0 = 293.15 K and standard pressure p0 = 101 325 Pa,
i.e., νs = 1 mPa s and νb = 2.87 mPa s.

We study the effect of the viscosities on the time-
averaged stationary flow fields generated around the par-
ticle as well as on the strength and direction of the par-
ticle’s propulsion. As relevant quantities for a charac-
terization of the strength and direction of the propul-
sion, we consider the time-averaged stationary propulsion
force F‖ parallel to the particle’s orientation (as defined
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in Fig. 1), the time-averaged stationary propulsion force
F⊥ perpendicular to the particle’s orientation, the time-
averaged stationary propulsion torque T that tends to
rotate the particle within the x1-x2 plane, their pressure
components F‖,p, F⊥,p, and Tp, their viscous components
F‖,v, F⊥,v, and Tv, as well as the translational propul-
sion velocities v‖ and v⊥, which correspond to F‖ and
F⊥, respectively, and the angular propulsion velocity ω
that corresponds to T . After the analysis of these rele-
vant quantities, we compare the propulsion torque of the
particle with its rotational diffusion coefficient and study
on this basis which type of motion the particle can be
expected to exhibit depending on the viscosities and the
acoustic energy density of the ultrasound.

A. Viscosity-dependent flow fields

Our simulation results for the time-averaged stationary
flow fields generated around the particle are shown in
Fig. 2. The qualitative structure of the flow field is the
same for all considered values of the viscosities νs and
νb and it is consistent with the flow fields of acoustically
propelled particles that have been presented previously
in the literature [90–93]. It includes 4 vortices that are
placed at the top left, top right, bottom left, and bottom
right of the particle. The vortices cause the fluid to flow
on the left and right towards the particle and on the
bottom and top away from it. Accordingly, the pressure
of the fluid is increased on the left and right of the particle
and it is reduced on the bottom and top of the particle.

When the shear viscosity νs is increased (see Fig. 2a-c
and Fig. 3), the vortices move away from the particle. As
a consequence, the flow near the particle becomes weaker.
The size of the regions with reduced or increased pres-
sure, on the other hand, remains roughly the same. When
we increase the bulk viscosity νb (see Fig. 2d-f), we see
only a slight shift of the vortices away from the particle
and no significant change in the flow field. Furthermore,
changing both viscosities νs and νb jointly (see Fig. 2g-i)
leads to similar flow fields as for changing only the shear
viscosity νs. From these observations, we can expect that
the strength of the particle’s propulsion will decrease for
increasing νs and that it will only weakly depend on νb.

Since the positions of the vortices have a strong influ-
ence on the structure of the flow field, we show in Fig. 4
the distance of the vortices from the center of mass of the
particle as a function of the shear viscosity νs. One can
see that all vortices have a similar distance from the par-
ticle for low values of νs and that the vortices move away
from the particle when νs increases, where the left vor-
tices move slightly faster than the right vortices. Since
for low values of νs, the left vortices are a bit closer to
the particle than the right vortices, there is a viscosity
νs ≈ 1 mPa s where the distance from the particle is the
same for the left and right pairs of vortices. The viscos-
ity dependence of the vortex-to-particle distance can be

described by a function of the form

f(νs)

σ
= a+ b

√
νs/(mPa s) (16)

with the particle’s diameter σ and coefficients a and
b. Fitting this function to the simulation data for the
vortex-to-particle distance results in the fit functions that
are given and visualized in Fig. 4. A comparison with the
simulation data shows that the agreement is excellent.

The form of the function (16) can be related to the
viscosity dependence of boundary-layer-driven acoustic
streaming. When ultrasound interacts with a boundary,
Schlichting vortex streaming within a viscous boundary
layer can emerge [116]. The typical thickness of this vis-
cous boundary layer is given by 2δ(νs) with the viscous
penetration depth [112, 117]

δ(νs) =

√
νs

πρ0f
≈ 0.8

√
νs/(mPa s)σ. (17)

Interestingly, the scaling of the viscous penetration depth
δ with the shear viscosity νs is the same as in Eq. (16) for
the vortex-to-particle distance. Averaging the functions
for the vortex-to-particle distance over the 4 vortices and
neglecting the offset, we find that the mean vortex-to-
particle distance scales as ≈ 1.55

√
νs/(mPa s)σ ≈ 2δ.

This indicates that the acoustic propulsion mechanism is
strongly linked to acoustic streaming. In previous work,
a similar scaling as found here for the viscosity depen-
dence of the vortex-to-particle distance was found for its
dependence on the ultrasound frequency f [93].

B. Viscosity-dependent propulsion

The results of our simulations for the propulsion of the
particle are shown in Fig. 5.

1. Variation of shear viscosity

We start with varying the shear viscosity νs ∈
[0.1, 10] mPa s while keeping the bulk viscosity constant
at νb = 2.87 mPa s (see Fig. 5a-c).

First, we consider the parallel components of the
propulsion. The force components F‖,p and F‖,v as
well as the parallel propulsion force F‖ and the parallel
propulsion velocity v‖ decrease when νs increases. F‖,p
decreases from F‖,p = −5.10 fN to F‖,p = −7.50 fN, F‖,v
decreases from F‖,v = 13.28 fN to F‖,v = 7.48 fN, F‖ de-
creases from F‖ = 8.18 fN to F‖ = −0.02 fN, and v‖ de-

creases from v‖ = 10.94 µm s−1 to v‖ = −0.0003 µm s−1.
Remarkably, the decrease for the parallel propulsion in-
volves a sign change, i.e., a thrust reversal of the parti-
cle. The change of sign occurs between νs = 5 mPa s and
νs = 7.5 mPa s, i.e., for relatively large values of νs. Ac-
cording to our simulation data, the parallel propulsion
force F‖ scales roughly as F‖ ∼ 1/νs, and the parallel
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FIG. 2. Time-averaged mass-current density 〈ρ~u〉 and reduced pressure 〈p − p0〉 for varying a-c shear viscosity νs, d-f bulk
viscosity νb, and g-i shear and bulk viscosities νs and νb. The center of mass (CoM) of the particle, the centers of vortices

(CoV) of the flow field, and the directions of the particle’s propulsion force ~F and propulsion torque T are indicated.

propulsion velocity v‖ scales roughly as v‖ ∼ 1/ν2
s . The

faster decrease of v‖ can be understood from the Stokes
law (8), which implies v‖ ∼ F‖/νs.

This decrease of the propulsion for increasing shear vis-
cosity νs is consistent with the weakening of the flow field

that we observed in Section III A. It is also in line with the
findings of previous experiments [4, 6, 8, 27, 32], but the
comparability is very limited due to the fact that in ex-
periments the viscosities cannot be varied independently
of other parameters of the system. The observation of the
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FIG. 3. The same as in Fig. 2a-c, but now for more values of the shear viscosity νs.

reversal of the propulsion direction is consistent with the
theory of Ref. [110]. This reference predicts a propulsion
reversal at β ∈ O(1) with the acoustic Reynolds number
β = πρ0σ

2f/(2νs). In our work, β ranges in the inter-
val [0.0785, 7.85] so that the observation of a sign change
in our study is likely according to Ref. [110]. Actually,

the sign change occurs here in a range for the shear vis-
cosity that corresponds to an acoustic Reynolds number
between β = 0.2 and β = 0.3.

Second, we consider the perpendicular components of
the propulsion. Except for small nonmonotonicities, the
force components F⊥,p and F⊥,v as well as the perpen-
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FIG. 4. Distance of the centers of the vortices (CoV) from
the particle’s center of mass (CoM) for the flow field shown
in Fig. 3.

dicular propulsion force F⊥ increase with νs. F⊥,p in-
creases from F⊥,p = 0.033 fN to F⊥,p = 0.24 fN, F⊥,v
increases from F⊥,v = −0.047 fN to F⊥,v = 0.15 fN,
and F⊥ increases from F⊥ = −0.014 fN to F⊥ =
0.39 fN. In contrast, the perpendicular propulsion ve-
locity v⊥ first increases from v⊥ = −0.018 µm s−1 to
v⊥ = 0.030 µm s−1 at νs = 0.3 mPa s and then decreases
to v⊥ = 0.005 µm s−1. This behavior of v⊥ can be under-
stood from the scaling v⊥ ∼ F⊥/νs that follows from the
Stokes law (8). As we can see, there is now a sign change
of the perpendicular propulsion that occurs at low values
of νs.

The observed sign change of the perpendicular propul-
sion can be explained by the balance of the acoustic ra-
diation force and the acoustic streaming force that act
on the particle in the perpendicular direction and oc-
cur also for highly symmetric particles including spheres
[118, 119]. While the acoustic radiation force results from
the scattering of the ultrasound wave at the particle, the
acoustic streaming force corresponds to fluid streaming
that is caused by the dissipation of energy of the ultra-
sound wave into the fluid. The acoustic streaming can
occur even if there is no particle in the fluid [118]. Both
forces typically point in opposite directions [119], with
the acoustic radiation force being parallel to the propa-
gation direction of the ultrasound wave and the acoustic
streaming force being antiparallel to the propagation di-
rection for a spherical particle, and it is often difficult to
predict which one dominates. For a spherical particle,
the acoustic radiation force scales as ∼ √νs for small νs

and as ∼ νs for large νs [120], and the acoustic streaming

force scales as ∼ νs [118, 121]. This shows that the sign
of the total force acting on the particle in the perpendic-
ular direction, i.e., parallel to the propagation direction
of the ultrasound, can change when the value of the shear
viscosity νs is varied. (Whether the sign actually changes
depends on the shape of the particle.)

Third, we consider the angular components of the
propulsion. The torque components Tp and Tv, as well
as the propulsion torque T , have a clear downward
trend for increasing νs, however, with significant non-
monotonicities. Tp decreases from Tp = −0.03 fN µm to
Tp = −0.07 fN µm, Tv decreases from Tv = 0.03 fN µm
to Tv = −0.04 fN µm, and T decreases from zero to
T = −0.11 fN µm. In contrast, the angular propulsion
velocity ω shows no clear downward or upward trend.
It decreases from ω = −0.001 s−1 to ω = −0.054 s−1 at
νs = 0.3 mPa s and then increases to ω = −0.006 s−1.
Similar to the behavior of v⊥, the behavior of ω can
be understood from the scaling ω ∼ T/νs that follows
from the Stokes law (8). We thus see that different from
translational propulsion, angular propulsion involves no
change of sign.

2. Variation of bulk viscosity

Next, we vary the bulk viscosity νb ∈ [0.1, 10] mPa s
while keeping the shear viscosity constant at νs = 1 mPa s
(see Fig. 5d-f).

First, we consider the parallel components of the
propulsion. The force component F‖,p is rather inde-
pendent of νb. It only increases from F‖,p = −7.53 fN
to F‖,p = −7.37 fN when νb is increased. For the force
component F‖,v, on the other hand, we see that its value
remains rather constant for small values of νb but sig-
nificantly increases for νb > 1 mPa s. Its total increase
reaches from F‖,v = 7.49 fN to F‖,v = 9.79 fN. For
the parallel propulsion force F‖ and the parallel propul-
sion velocity v‖, we observe a similar behavior as for
F‖,v, but the increase for νb > 1 mPa s is more pro-
nounced for F‖ and even more for v‖. F‖ increases
from F‖ = −0.04 fN to F‖ = 2.42 fN and v‖ increases

from v‖ = −0.006 µm s−1 to v‖ = 0.32 µm s−1. Simi-
lar to a variation of the shear viscosity νs, we now see
that the parallel propulsion changes sign when the bulk
viscosity νb is varied. The sign change occurs between
νb = 0.3 mPa s and νb = 0.5 mPa s. However, the over-
all dependence of the parallel propulsion on νb is rather
different from its dependence on νs. While the parallel
propulsion increases with νb, it decreases for increasing
νs. Here, we cannot compare our results to experimental,
numerical, or analytical studies from the literature, since
it seems that no previous findings on the dependence of
the parallel acoustic propulsion on the bulk viscosity νb

have been published.
Now, we consider the perpendicular and angular com-

ponents of the propulsion. Interestingly, all these com-
ponents are rather independent of the bulk viscosity νb.
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FIG. 5. Simulation results for the pressure and viscous force contributions F‖,p, F‖,v, F⊥,p, and F⊥,v and torque contributions
Tp and Tv acting on the particle shown in Fig. 1, the parallel and perpendicular propulsion forces F‖ = F‖,p + F‖,v and
F⊥ = F⊥,p + F⊥,v, respectively, the propulsion torque T = Tp + Tv, the parallel and perpendicular propulsion velocities v‖
and v⊥, and the angular propulsion velocity ω for varying a-c shear viscosity νs, d-f bulk viscosity νb, and g-i shear and bulk
viscosities νs = νb.

Their values are roughly constant at F⊥,p = 0.11 fN,
F⊥,v = 0.05 fN, F⊥ = 0.16 fN, and v⊥ = 0.020 µm s−1

as well as at Tp = −0.034 fN µm, Tv = −0.012 fN µm,
T = −0.046 fN µm, and ω = −0.025 s−1. The fact that
the perpendicular propulsion is rather independent of νb

is in line with theoretical treatments of the force that
ultrasound exerts on a sphere in the direction of prop-
agation of the ultrasound wave. In previous theoretical
approaches, the dependence of this force on the bulk vis-
cosity νb has been found to be negligibly small [118] or
it has directly been ignored [119].

We thus see that the bulk viscosity νb has a much
smaller influence on the propulsion of the particle than
the shear viscosity νs. This agrees with the weak depen-
dence of the particle’s flow field on νb that we observed
in Section III A.

3. Variation of shear and bulk viscosities

Finally, we vary both viscosities jointly as νs = νb ∈
[0.1, 10] mPa s (see Fig. 5g-i).

The parallel force components F‖,p and F‖,v and the
parallel propulsion force F‖ remain rather constant at
F‖,p = −7.35 fN, F‖,v = 7.48 fN, and F‖ = 0.13 fN when
the viscosities are increased. As a consequence of the
constant parallel propulsion force for increasing viscosi-
ties, the parallel propulsion velocity v‖ decreases from

v‖ = 0.17 µm s−1 to v‖ = 0.001 µm s−1. The perpendicu-
lar force components F⊥,p and F⊥,v and the perpendicu-
lar propulsion force F⊥ increase with the viscosities from
F⊥,p = 0.030 fN, F⊥,v = 0.008 fN, and F⊥ = 0.038 fN
until F⊥,p = 0.29 fN, F⊥,v = 0.15 fN, and F⊥ = 0.44 fN
at about νs = νb = 5 mPa s and afterward slightly de-
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crease or increase to F⊥,p = 0.23 fN, F⊥,v = 0.17 fN, and
F⊥ = 0.40 fN. In contrast, the perpendicular propul-
sion velocity v⊥ decreases from v⊥ = 0.049 µm s−1 to
v⊥ = 0.005 µm s−1, since the increase of the viscosi-
ties dominates the increase of the propulsion force. The
torque components Tp and Tv and the propulsion torque
T behave qualitatively similar when the viscosities are
increased. They start with a value close to zero Tp =
−0.010 fN µm, Tv = 0.001 fN µm, and T = −0.01 fN µm,
decrease until Tp = −0.095 fN µm, Tv = −0.044 fN µm,
and T = −0.139 fN µm at about νs = νb = 3 mPa s,
and afterward increase to Tp = −0.070 fN µm, Tv =
−0.043 fN µm, and T = −0.113 fN µm. For the angu-
lar propulsion velocity ω, we find a rather linear in-
crease with the viscosities from ω = −0.05 s−1 to ω =
−0.006 s−1.

Overall, the behavior of the propulsion for a joint varia-
tion of both viscosities shows some parallels to the behav-
ior for a variation of only the shear viscosity νs, but there
are also significant differences. This is interesting, as we
observed only a very weak dependence of the propulsion
on the bulk viscosity νb.

C. Viscosity-dependent motion

Finally, we characterize the particle motion by com-
paring its Brownian rotation with its translational and
rotational propulsion and study how the type of motion
depends on the shear viscosity νs and bulk viscosity νb

as well as on the acoustic energy density E. Using the
classification for the type of motion described in Sec-
tion II F, we can distinguish “random motion” (E <
min{Edir, Egui}, Brownian rotation dominates transla-
tional and rotational propulsion), “directional motion”
(E > min{Edir, Egui}, translational or rotational propul-
sion dominates Brownian rotation), “random orienta-
tion” (E < Egui, Brownian rotation dominates rotational
propulsion), and “guided motion” (E > Egui, rotational
propulsion dominates Brownian rotation), where the en-
ergy density thresholds Edir and Egui are defined by Eqs.
(14) and (15). These thresholds depend on the particle’s
rotational diffusion coefficient DR = (kBT0/νs)(H

−1)66,
which in turn depends on the shear viscosity νs, as well
as on the parallel propulsion velocity v‖ and the angu-
lar propulsion velocity ω. To determine the values of v‖
and ω that occur in Eqs. (14) and (15) for other acoustic
energy densities E than ER, which corresponds to our
simulations, we rescaled our results for v‖ and ω whilst
taking into account that these parameters are approxi-
mately proportional to E [93].

Figure 6 shows which types of motion can be expected
depending on the values of νs, νb, and E. We see that
for very low values of the acoustic energy density E, the
particle performs a random motion, independent of the
values of the shear viscosity νs and bulk viscosity νb. For
moderate values of E, we see that random motion and
directional motion are possible. Directional motion is

preferred for small νs and large νb. The threshold value
E = min{Edir, Egui}, where random motion is replaced
by directional motion, increases with νs when νb is kept
constant, decreases with νb (except for very low values of
νb) when νs is kept constant, and is nearly independent
of νs = νb when both viscosities are varied simultane-
ously. In the region for directional motion, directional
motion with random orientation and guided motion can
be distinguished. While the former type of motion can
occur for moderate values of E, the latter type of motion
is found when E is large. The threshold value E = Egui,
where directional motion with a random orientation is re-
placed by guided motion, decreases with νs, irrespective
of whether νb is kept constant or not, and is independent
of νb when νs is kept constant. Therefore, directional
motion with a random orientation does not occur at all
for large νs, when νb is kept constant, for small νb, when
νs is kept constant, and for large νs = νb, when both vis-
cosities are varied simultaneously. Instead, for increasing
E random motion is directly replaced by guided motion
in these cases. When the particle is propelled by ultra-
sound with the maximal acoustic energy density Emax

that is suitable for diagnostic applications in the human
body [122], its motion is always directional.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated how the acoustic propulsion of
a cone-shaped particle in a planar traveling ultrasound
wave depends on the shear and bulk viscosities of the fluid
surrounding the particle. Our study addressed the flow
field generated by the particle, the resulting propulsion
force and torque, the corresponding translational and an-
gular propulsion velocities, and the type of motion that
corresponds to the propulsion. In the latter case, we
took also the effect of a variation of the acoustic energy
density of the ultrasound field into account. As a main
result, we observed that the propulsion becomes weaker
and can even change sign for increasing shear viscosity
and that the propulsion is rather independent of the bulk
viscosity.

The detailed analysis of the effect of the fluid’s viscosi-
ties on the particle’s propulsion is important progress
in the investigation of acoustically propelled nano- and
microparticles since insights into how the viscosity af-
fects the acoustic propulsion have been very limited for
the shear viscosity and even unavailable for the bulk
viscosity up to now [4, 6, 8, 27, 32, 110]. Reasons for
this are that it is extremely difficult or even impossible
to vary one of these viscosities in experiments without
changing other parameters of the system and that pre-
vious theory-based approaches have neglected the bulk
viscosity [28–30, 35, 37, 109, 110]. While previous stud-
ies usually considered water as the fluid surrounding the
particles [3, 5, 7, 10, 18, 20, 21, 28, 29, 31, 35, 38–
43, 90–93, 99], future applications of acoustically pro-
pelled nano- and microparticles will involve other fluids
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FIG. 6. Characterization of the qualitative particle motion according to Section II F for varying acoustic energy density E and
a shear viscosity νs, b bulk viscosity νb, and c shear and bulk viscosities νs = νb. The acoustic energy density ER used in our
simulations and the maximal acoustic energy density Emax that is suitable for diagnostic applications in the human body [122]
are indicated.

[4, 6, 8, 14, 15, 17, 22, 24, 26, 27, 32, 33, 59], which will
have other viscosities. Important examples are biofluids
since medicine is the most prominent field of application
of acoustically propelled particles that has been envis-
aged [56–62]. For future research, it would be interesting
to study the viscosity-dependence of particles with other
shapes and to consider also acoustically propelled parti-
cles in non-Newtonian fluids.
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