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Stripe domain patterns have been observed in a nematic liquid crystal film excited by ultrasonic waves
propagating in a sandwiched glass-nematic-glass medium. The effect was found to be due to molecular
reorientation induced by acoustic streaming in the nematic film. Based on a simple fluid dynamical model, we
calculated the propagating acoustic modes, their nonlinear mixing which causes acoustic streaming, and the
resultant shear flow reorientation of the director which produces the birefringent stripe patterns. Our
calculations show quantitative agreement with the measured acoustic modes and the observed stripe domain

patterns.

L. INTRODUCTION

It has been shown that acoustic waves can influ-
ence the optical properties of nematic crystals.!~®
A qualitative discussion on the subject has been
given by Helfrich.! Because of anisotropy in the
viscoelasticity and sound attenuation, a uniform
longitudinal sound wave can produce a steady trans-
verse force, which in turn gives rise to a trans-
verse mass flow and reorientation of molecules.

In the case of a thin homeotropic nematic film
(i.e., the director of molecular alignment being
normal to the film surface) with sound waves prop-
agating along the normal of the film, the molecular
orientation becomes unstable and undergoes a
transitionata critical acoustic power similar to the
well-known Fredericksz transition.” Many such
experiments have been reported? but quantitative
analysis, especially of its steady-state configura-
tion after the transition, is still not available.

Another geometry has also been used where
shear vibration in fluid perpendicular to the direct-
or is important. The experiments employed pro-
pagating surface waves® or longitudinal bulk waves*
along the substrate. Existing calculations®® in this
case assumed that the observed results came from
the molecular reorientation in the boundary layers
induced by the viscoelastic shear motion of the
sound, which is first order in the sound amplitude.
However, they were not successful in explaining
the experimental results.

We have recently studied the propagation of ultra-
sonic waves in homeotropic nematic films sand-
wiched between glass plates. With the sandwiched
film between crossed polarizers, we observed a
semiperiodic stripe pattern.>*® We found that flow
reorientation of molecules in the nematic film was
responsible for the observed pattern, while acoustic
streaming resulting from nonlinear mixing of the
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propagating acoustic modes in the film was the
cause of the fluid flow. A preliminary analysis
of the experimental results has already been re-
ported.® In this paper we would like to give a full
account of the calculation and the experiment.

In Sec. II, we show the detailed calculation for
flow reorientation induced by ultrasonic wave prop
agation in a homeotropic nematic film. In Sec.
III, we describe the experimental technique. Fin-
ally, in Sec. IV, we present the experimental re-
sults, comparison between theory and experiment,
and discussion.

I. THEORY

In this section, we first give a theoretical de-
scription of acoustic-wave propagation in a fluid
film sandwiched between two identical solid planes.
We then calculate the acoustic streaming of the .
fluid induced by the propagating acoustic waves.

In a nematic liquid-crystal film, the streaming
causes flow reorientation of molecules and hence
tilts the optic axis of the anisotropic film. We
finally evaluate the optical-transmission coeffi-
cient of the film between crossed polaroids in or-
der to compare the calculation with the experi-
mental results.

Because a rigorous treatment of the hydrodynam-
ical problem is extremely difficult, a number of
simplifying assumptions are made in our calcula-
tion. It may be helpful to first discuss these as-
sumptions here before we go into the details.
Based on the observation of almost identical acou-
stic streaming patterns in a water film to those
in a nematic film, as will be described at the end
of Sec. IV, we believe that the anisotropy of the
nematics is only of secondary importance to the
acoustic streaming. In fact, the structure of acou-
stic streaming (e.g., periodicity of the pattern)
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depends essentially only on the propagating part of
the sound, i.e., oa the reactive property of the
system, and the reactive property of nematics is
known® to be isotropic to the first order. On the
other hand, the strength of the acoustic streaming
depends on the reactive property as well as the dis-
sipative property of the material; the latter is an-
isotropic in nematics. Rigorously speaking, to
find acoustic streaming, we should solve the acou-
stic equation of motion in a nematic with at least
the anisotropic viscosity included. However, since
our primary interest is to explain the basic mecha-
nism of the occurrence of the streaming pattern, we
used the following approximations. We first solve
the acoustic equation of motion for a sandwiched
isotropic fluid film between two solid media by
taking into account only the first-order effect of
the viscosity since it is small. The anisotropy of
the viscosity is accounted for by two viscosity co-
efficients: a bulk-viscosity coefficient obtained
from attenuation of longitudinal sound wave in un-
oriented nematics and a shear-viscosity coefficient
for attenuation of shear wave. The wave vector de-
pendence of both viscosity coefficients for an ori-
ented nematic is neglected. Using the solution of
the acoustic modes obtained in this manner, we can
then calculate the acoustic streaming induced by
beating the various acoustic modes. We are only
interested in the time-independent tilt of the direc-
tor, and hence, we consider only the dc flow re-
orientation mechanism. Vibration of the director
at the ultrasonic frequency is ignored. Therefore,
a direct caupling between the sound wave and the
director orientation is not considered. The flow-
induced anisotropy should of course change the
characteristics of the acoustic modes, but the ef-
fect is of higher order and can be neglected. We
also assume that the shear wave will not affect the
molecular alignment at the boudary surfaces. This
certainly deserves further investigation and a
study of Fredericksz transition with ultrasonic
shear wave on the boundary, for instance, could be
very interesting. Despite all these approximations;
we believe that our theory, described below, does
give a proper account of the basic mechanism re-
sponsible for the observed sound-induced flow-re-
orientation pattern.

A. Acoustic waves in a sandwiched fluid film (Ref. 9)

In order to calculate the sound motion in a sand-
wiched fluid film we use the configuration in Fig. ~
1. The sound propagation is along % and the film
normal is along Z with the solid-fluid interfaces
at z=+h. The y dependence of the problem can be
neglected. Acoustic wave propagation in nematic
liquid crystals can be described well by treating
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FIG. 1. Geometry of the sandwiched film in our calcu-
lations. Upper and lower solids are identical with K be-
ing the bulk modulus, p, the shear modulus; and p, the
density. The fluid has K’ being the bulk modulus, p’,
the density, ¢, the bulk viscosity; and 7, the shear vis-
cosity. The sound waves propagate along the x axis.

the liquid-crystalline medium as a simple isotropic
fluid.® The anisotropy of the dissipation can be
taken into account by using “effective” viscosities
appropriate to the process under consideration.
We neglected here the directional dependence of the
viscosity coefficients. We believe the basic prop-
agation structures of acoustic waves will not be
affected by this approximation. The solid is iso-
tropic. The material constants of the solid are
bulk modulus K, shear modulus u, and density p,
and those of the fluid are bulk modulus K’ (in-
verse of compressibility), density p’, bulk vis-
cosity ¢, and shear viscosityn. Dissipation in the
solid can be neglected in the present case.

The equation of motion for the solid is given by®

821 - -
p?t?=(K+§-p.)VV'u—-p.V><VXu, 1)

where U is the displacement vector and is related
to the mass velocity ¥ by {i=-¥/iw when the motion
is sinusoidal. The fluid dynamics is described by
the Navier-Stokes equation

OV el e - -
p’<3—;’ +(V'V)V)=—Vp+(§+§n)VV'v—nV><V><v,

(2)
supplemented by the equation of continuity

ap’ -
2049 =0, ®)
where p is the pressure. Linearization of Egs.

(2) and (3) leads to

p'<—gt1>=-Vp+(g+§ NVVT=nVxX VXV (27
and

.?Bi 1T = ’

57 +p'V-¥=0. 3"

Just like any other vector, the mass velocity,
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‘¥, can be split into an irrotational part ¥, and an
incompressible part V,,, i.e., ¥=V_+7V, , where
¥,,=V® and ¥,,=vx ¥, & and ¥ being the scalar
and vector potentials, respectively. Since we have
neglected the directional dependence of viscosities,
the irrotational part and the incompressible partare
decoupled from each other in Egs. (1), (2), and
(3'). Because of the symmetry of the problem,
only the y component of ¥ is nonvanishing. Using
these potentials, the solutions of the equations of
motion, Egs. (1), (2), and (3’), for sound propa-
gating along % in the solid-fluid-solid sandwiched
system can be written in the form®

®, = ¢, exp[-v(z - h)]
¥, =9 exp[-B(z - )]
®’'=¢'exp(iaz) + ¢" exp(-iaz)

U=y exp[id(z - )]+ 9" exp[-id(z +h)] } (4)

}forz>h,

for -h<z<h,
@, = ¢, exp[y(z +h)]} for z<—h
‘l'2= sz eXp[B(Z +h)]

where we have dropped a common propagation
factor exp[i(kx ~ wt)]. From Eq. (1) we find

k= B =w?/b* and k* - ¥ = w?/c?, (5)

where b and ¢ are, respectively, the transverse
and longitudinal sound velocities in the solid given
by b2=u/p and c®=(K+ 3 w)/p. The real part of

B and y should be positive in order for the sound
amplitude to be finite in the solid. Similarly from
Eqgs. (2°) and (3’) and a constitutive thermodynamic
relation Vp=K'Vp'/p’ we find

0==(1+1)0,, 08 =[wp’/2n(w)}’?, (6)
and
71_2%?:“2 -ie, € =% [g(w) + 5n(w)], (1)

where a=(K'/p’)*/? is the bulk sound velocity in
the fluid. Note that the viscosities ¢ and n depend
on the frequency.!® The amplitudes ¢’s and J’s
are to be determined by boundary conditions.

B. Acoustic modes in the sandwiched film

We now impose the boundary conditions to relate
the coefficients ¢,, ¥, etc., and to determine the
eigenmodes. The boundary conditions are that
stress and velocity are continuous across the -
boundaries. At z=h, they can be written explicitly
(for o,, continuous)
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-pw? P, +2p(w*/KD)(R* b, — ikBY,)
=—(p’w? +2iwnk?)|[ ¢’ expliah) + " exp(~iah)]
+2iwnk 8P’ - P” exp(-2i6n)], (8)
(for o,, continuous)
p(w?/E2)[(R? + B2)y, + 2iky ¢, ]
=wn{(—k? + )9’ + " exp(—2i 6%) ]
-2ka[¢’ exp(iah) - ¢ " exp(~iah)]}, (9)
(for v, continuous)
—v$, +iky, =ia[¢’explian) - ¢” exp(-ian)]
+ik[Y’+ 9" exp(-2i6h)] , (10) -
(for v, continuous)
ik, +BY, =ik[d’ exp(iah) + ¢ " exp(—iah)]
~i [’ ~ " exp(~2i0n)] , (11)

where k,=w/b. With ¢, and ¥, replaced by ¢, and
Y, and 1 by —h, we find a similar set of equations
at z=~x. Solution of these eight linearly coupled
equations for the eight amplitude coefficients is an
eigenvalue problem.

1. Low-viscosity limit

The complete solution of Eqgs. (8)-(11) and the
complementary equations at z=-#% is too complex
to be illuminating. We can, however, simplify
the calculation by first neglecting the viscosities
and later taking them into account as a small per- -
turbation. In the limit that ¢ and n -0, the shearing
force near the fluid-solid boundary becomes neglig-
ibly small; Eq. (11) gives §’=0, and Eqs. (8)-(10)
reduce to

'—p¢1 + (Zp/k%)-(szl’l - ZkBlpx)
=-p’[¢’exp(ian) + $” exp(—ian)], (8’)

(F*+ 8%y + 2iky ¢, =0, 9
—v$, +iky =ia[¢’exp(ian) - ¢ exp(-iah)], (107

with a similar set of equations at z=-%. The con-
dition for these six linearly coupled equations to
have nontrivial solutions leads to the characteris-
tic equation’!

a1l
B T i (2~ k]
t
' =-tan_(ah) (for odd modes) ,
=cot(az) (for even modes), (12)

from which we can determine the wave vector %,
and hence ¢, 3, and v, in terms of the fluid thick-
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ness 2k. The odd and even modes here refer to
the symmetry of the fluid velocity with respect to
the z =0 plane.

Equation (12) has two types of solutions depending
on whether « is real or imaginary. When « is
real, the sound waves in the fluid can be described
as bulk longitudinal waves bouncing back and forth
between the solid plates. They form the wave-
guide modes. Their amplitude coefficients are

¢'= ¢ [—i - cot(a h)] exp(~ia )
"= ¢ ,[i — cot(a ju)] explia 4h) }
(for even modes) (13)
and
¢'= ¢ g[~i +tan(a gh)] exp(-ic H)
¢"= ¢ [i +tan(a gh)] exp(ic ) }
(for odd modes), (14)

where ¢, and ¢, are constants. In the following,
we use subscripts A and B to describe the even-
and odd-waveguide modes, respectively. We shall
see that within the range of the film thickness of
our interest, there is only one mode of each sym-
metry. From Egs. (13) and (14), we find the fluid
velocities for the waveguide modes as

2ka

Va==i¢, W cos(a 4z) exp[i(kAx - wi)]

’

2C¥A

Vo= ¢AW sin(a ,z) exp[i(k x — wi)] ,

(15)
and
, 2kp . .
Vg =iy m sin(a zz) exp[z(ka-— wt)],
20, .
Vg = b W cos(azz) expli(kzx— wt)] .
(16)
We also obtain from Egs. (8/)-(107),
¢1j = [2aj(k? +ﬁ§)/71kﬂ ¢j ,
amn

b=~ (4ik,0 /R0, ,

where j=A or B.

When a is pure imaginary, the modes are the
surface-like modes, since for a single solid-fluid
interface they correspond to surface waves on the
interface with amplitudes decaying exponentially
on both sides. There are an even and an odd sur-
face-like modes. The odd mode exists only for
n'z 226 um in the case of nematic p-methoxyben-
zylidene-p’-butylaniline (MBBA) film between glass
plates. In our study, #<40um, and only the even

surface-like mode is present. We designate it as’
mode C and write & =-ia, which is a real number
(k% - @Z=w?/d?). The amplitude coefficients are
then given by

¢'= ¢po[-1+coth (@ h)exp(@ ),

, (18)
¢"= pg[1+coth(@sh)] exp(~a ),

and
Orc=[2a(RE+BE)/ v k5] ,

R 19

Uo==(4ik0 /R , 19)
where ¢, is a constant. The fluid velocity of this

mode is

. c — . _
Ve =g SIh (@) cosh(a z) exp[i(kox — wt)] ,
(

20 e . —wt
= ach)smh(ozcz)exp[z(kcx )].

Vo= %c

(20)
2. Correction due to viscosity

The fluid viscosities are low enough so that they
can be treated as small perturbations on the above
formalism. As shown in Eq. (7), the wave vector
k now has a small imaginary part which acts as
the attenuation coefficient. Then, from Eq. (5), 8
and y also have imaginary parts, which suggests
that there is a net power transfer from solid to flu-
id. As the wave propagates the power in the solid
is continuously drawn into the fluid and gets dis-
sipated there.

In the absence of fluid viscosities, the incom-
pressible part of the fluid motion described by ¥’
and Y” vanishes. Now, this is no longer true.
However, with low viscosities, 8, in Eq. (6) is very
large (|6/%|>1). From Eq. (11) and a corre-
sponding expression at z =~k we find |9’|~ |9”]
~|(#/8)¢’|. It can then be seen that terms involv-
ing the irrotational part in Egs. (8)-(10) are small-
er than the other terms by a factor of [£/6] and
hence have little effect on the eigensolutions ob-
tained earlier. Physically, the viscosities set up
a boundary fluid layer of thickness ~0;' next to the
solid-fluid interface. For large §,, the layer is so
thin that it can hardly exert force on the solid and
hence has little effect on the stress continuity con-
ditions Egs. (8) and (9). The vertical fluid velocity
v, in the incompressible part is very small and
gives very little correction to Eq. (10). Therefore,
we can first solve Egs. (8)-(10) together with sim-
ilar equations at z =-#% by letting ¢’=y”=0, and
then, knowing ¢/, ¢“, ¢,, ¢,, ¥, and ¥,, we find
P’ and " from Eq. (11) and the equivalent one at
z=-h. We obtain, with §;2>1, for the three



15 EXCITATION OF STRIPE

modes A, B, and C,
=<1—i)$,;,

= (cot( ah)+ “A(k'%*ﬁil;zﬁAy‘) L (21)
0 AVt
¢B=(1—i)$§,
2, -

=(1- zﬁe :

5 2
Pl= !EQ( coth(@h) + aC(kE‘*‘BC; 230'}’c)) bo, (23)
5 Ycki

-

Vay =z‘<— o Eﬁ%ﬁ cos(a 4z) + 28, F{exp[(1 - 2)0,(z — k)] +exp[(i - 1)6,(z +h)]}> expli(kx — wt)] ,
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and a similar set of expressions for y”. The in-
compressible fluid velocity close to z =4 is given
by

v,.=2i6,; expl(L - 1)0,(z = h) +i(kx - wb)]

1e= (L+i)R;0; exp[(1 =) 8y(z = ) +i(kx — wd)]

(24)

where j=A, B, or C. )

From Egs. (15), (16), (20), and (24), the total
fluid velocities for modes A, B, and C are now
given by!?

- (25)
(6 ;mi("f,% sin(a,2) + (1+1) &, fexpl(1 - )8,z = )] - explli = 1)0,(z +)]}) expliCl s - wi)],
321 (3 oty S30(a2) 20,75 foxpl(1 10,0z = )] = expl (6= 10z + I el - ],
Vg <¢B Ea—z-(—aih—) cos(agz) + (1 +i)kPs{exp[ (1 — )0y (z — k)] +exp[(i — 1) 0y(z +h)]}> expli(kzx — wt)], “
and
ey (% 's"ﬁa%%c% cosh(@yz) + 26,74 {expl(1 — ) 8,(z — )] + expl(i - 1)8,( +h)]}> explilkox — wt)], o

<¢C m sinh(@gz) + (1 +i)k o {expl(1 - i)6,(z - k)] - exp[(i - 1)8,(z +h)]}> expli(kex — wt)] .

C. Acoustic power flow
Acoustic power density is given by'?
P=—F5*+c.c.), (28)

where V is the particle velocity, G is the stress
tensor, and * and c.c. indicate complex conjugate.
In the absence of dissipation, the net power flow is
obviously in the x direction. Therefore, we con-
sider only P,.

In fluid, since o, =p’@®V-{, and 0,,=0,,=0, we
have

P =-p'd®(v,V-i*+c.c.), (29)
where i=-V/iw. The power-flow density in the
fluid film per unit length in the y direction is given
by

. ;
WF=f P,dz . (30)
-h

Thus from Egs. (15),
find

(16), (20), (29), and (30), we

-

4p wka 1
Wpp= W(2h+ Sln(2()LAI’L>I(15A[2

(for mode A), (31)

4p ,wkE

Wpr= cos?(a zh)

1 . 2
(-2 sin(2a) |0,

(for mode B), (32)
and

_ 4p'wkc- __1_ . — 2
Wep = SiR(a ) <2h+ . s1nh(2ach)> [l

(for mode C). (33)

In a similar manner, the power flow density per
unit y dimension in the solid is given by

-h o o
we=/ Pdz+ [ dez=2f P.dz,  (34)
- h v h

where P, is given by Eq. (28) and 0,, = (K +3u)
X du,/0x + (K — §)ou,/9z, 0,,=0, and o,,= u(0u,/9z
+9u,/9x). We find for each mode
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2

3 E
W,s=—[<;i- (pw2)+41.Lk,')’,)|¢” [2+B—j p(k2+382) |9, |2

w

L
B+,

where j=A, B, or C. The above expressions are
still valid in the presence of small fluid viscosi-
ties; the energy associated with the incompressible
motion of the fluid is negligible.

The total acoustic power density per unit y width
is the sum of Eqgs. (31)-(33) and (35) for all modes.

D. Acoustic streaming

A sound wave in an absorbing medium exerts a
net force on the medium to conserve momentum.
Such a force causes a stationary flow in a fluid,
which is known as acoustic streaming.!* Formally
acoustic streaming is a second-order effect gov-
erned by Eq. (2). We can express the variables
in Eq. (2) in series of ascending orders,

p'Fpptp tpp
PEPotPythet 0, (36)
V=, +V,+° ",
where p, and p, are the equilibrium values, ¥, p;,
and p, =K’p,/p, come from the solution to the lin-
earized equations (2’) and (3’) as given in Sec. II B,
and V,, p,, and p, come from the second-order sol-
ution of Egs. (2) and (3).
From Eq. (2), the second-order equation of mo-
tion is
=V, +[£(0) + 5 (0)] VYT, = n(0)V X Vx ¥, =F,
(37)
with
F=p (¥, VTF+7,(V'FF) +c.c.], (38)
where we have considered (and shall consider in
the following calculations) only the time-independ-

ent part of ¥V, and p, and accordingly the viscosi-
—

a. Mixing of modes A and B.

[B,(pw?) + n(3k3y; + 238, + B3y ; + 2B,;V) [( &, ;45 = b7 zp“.)] , (35)

r
ties are evaluated at zero frequency. The equation
of continuity (3) in the second order has the form

V¥, +(1/p,)V* (p, ¥ +c.c.)=0. @ (39)

In our case, we can show from the expressions of
v, and p, that

v-7,~0, (40)

i.e., the streaming is incompressible. Taking
curl of both sides of Eq. (37), we get

n(0) V¥(Vx¥,)=vx F. : (41)

The term V x F in Eq. (41) has two parts: one
from mixing of different modes and the other from
mixing of each mode with itself. The latter pro-
duces a uniform streaming along %. In the Appen-
dix, we show that the uniform streaming is weak
and negligible. We calculate here only streaming
from mixing of different modes. In the following,
we consider mixing of two parts of ¥, =¥, +7,,,
separately and sum up the resultant second order
velocities ¥, at the end.

1. Mixing of Vy, and ¥,

In the presence of dissipation, we have %;=k]
+ik/ and o, =a/+ia/(j=A, B, or C). When the
viscosities are low &/ <%/, a/<a], and € <a®.
Then it can be shown from Eq. (38) that

2iew?
(vx F)y=p0<v1xvl*z —F c.c.)
and (42)

(VX F),=(VxF),=0.

Equation (41), with the constraint Eq. (40), can be
readily integrated to yield the following particular
solutions:

vAB=A,[C, sin(a ,z) cos(a zz) +C, cos(a 42) sin(a yz)] expli(k) - kp)x] exp[- (k] +kg)x]+c.c.,

X

vAB=A [C, sin(a 4z) sin(a zz) +C, cos(a 4z) cos(a zz)](—i) exp[i(k - kp)x] exp[— (k4 +Ep)x] +c.c.,

z

where

A= =2 ¢ 40 5po€
17 sin(a 4h) cos(a gh) (R, — k 5)2a®n(0)

(43)

Cr==a gk, +kg), Cy=(Ri—rkakp)(kytkp), Cs="a.4(k§‘ kakpta}), C4=—aa(k§' kakpta?),
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and
ky=w/a.

b. Mixing of modes B and C

vBC=A,[C, sin(a zz) cosh(@ ;z) + C4 cos(a zz) sinh(@ oz)] expli(kp — ké)x ] exp[- (kg +ki)x] +c.c.,

v8C=A4,[C, sin(a zz) sinh(Q ;z) + C4 cos(a zz) cosh(@ z) |(~i) expli(kp— kL)x] exp[-(kp +E2)x] +c.c. , e
where
A= =250 Epoc
2 cos(a gh) sinh(a gh) (kg = ko)?a®n(0) ’
Cs=—(Ri—kgho)kp+ky), Co=—aglolkg+hs), C,=0g(af+ki—kgko), Cg=ag(@%-ki+kgke).
c¢. Mixing of modes A and C
vAC=A,[C, sin(a 4z) sinh(@ oz) + C,, cos(a 4z) cosh(@ z)] expi(k) — kL)x] exp[— (k4 +kSx]+c.c., (45)

vAC=4,[C,, sin(a 4z) cosh(& (z) +C,, cos(a 42)sinh(d .z)](—i) expli(k) — & &)x] exp[- (k4 +kl)x]+c.c.,

where

A.= —2¢A¢ép0€
3 sin(a 4h) sinh(Q k) (k , - ko)2a*n(0)

Co=—0,8clkythe), Cio=(Rf—kukc)(kathe), Cu=a,(@f—Ri+tkske), C=-ag(ad+k;=kko).
2. Mixing of V,;, withV ;_

Because of the large §,, the incompressible part ¥ or ¥jic in fluid decays very rapidly away from
the solid-fluid interface as seen from Egs. (4) and (6). Therefore, Eq. (41) can be approximated by!s

8F,/0z =n(0)8%0,,/82° . (46)
With the expression of F in Eq. (38), we find readily the following particular solution for Eq. (46):
: -k . .
v =:’,P(JOL) P17, {expl26,(z - h)] £ exp| =26,(z +h)]} [R;(1 +4) +k;(1- )] explilk; - k;)x] exp[- (%7 +k))x] +c.c.,
47
vii=0(/5,) , 47
where plus sign applies for (i,j )= (A, C) and minus for (i,j)=(A, B) and (B, C).
3. Mixing of V. and V
By the same reason as stated in Sec. IIC2, Eq.(46) applies to the present case. The particular solution is

—, X i
i =6 b, 822 B explitky ~ kp)x - (e +RE)x]

sin(a 4 k)
+¢B$Q*a3 %ﬁzzh); B, expli(kh - ki)x - (% +kE)x] +c.c. ,

—,* cos(apz) . w1
V5 =Pt ap cos(@gh) B, expli(kh —kL)x - (kS +kc)x] (
. 48)
—, % sinh(@g2) o "oy
+P P ac—-——c—sinh(ach)Blexp[z(kc-kg)x—(k5’+kc)x]+c.c. s

- sin(o 42 . # "
VEC =4, Py Er%{j';%) B, expli(k} — k)x — (k] +kE)x)

Tr¥= inh(a ; ’ "
*“’czﬁﬁ*acgﬁh—((;f% B, expli(kl — k) )x = (5 +k2)x] +c.c.,

Vaz :O(k/éo) s
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where
- +4)2p,expl(1 +2)6,(z = h)] +expl (1 +4)5,(z +R)] }
1 7(0)
and
B - —(1+8)2p fexp[(1 +4)6,(z = k)] — expl (1 +4)b,(z +1)] }

7(0)

4. General solution

The general second-order solution should include
the homogeneous solution of Eqs. (40) and (41) in
order to satisfy the boundary conditions V,=0 at
z=+h. Inthe limit that /8, and (k; - k;)h are
small, the homogeneous solutions are’®

vh2 =2D, (k) - kp)z expli (k) = kp)x
‘ - (B% +kD)x]+c.c.,
v4? ==ilD, +D (k) — kpP2?] explilk) — kp)x

- (R} +R2)x] +c.c.,
vBC =2D (k) — kG )z expli (b — kL )x — (k' + k%)x] +c.c.,

vy, =—i[D,+Dy(kp —ktV2*] expli(kp - kt)x (49)
~ (B} +RkS)x] +c.c.,

~and

vAC =D, +3D4(kY - kE)?2%] explilky — kE)x
~ (kY +k!)x] +c.c.,

vAC= —i[ D, (kY — BL)z +Dg(k) — kL )2

x expli(k) — kL )x — (Y +k%)x] +c.c.

The (complex) constants D, ~Dy are determined
from the boundary conditions and the relative
phases of the modes. They become real quantities
if we replace (k] -k})x (i, j=A, B, or C) in Eq.'(49)
by (k] —kj)x +¢;; where ¢;; is the relative phase
of the 7 and j modes.

The complete second-order velocity is then given
by the sum of Eqgs. (43), (44), (45), (47), (48), and
(49).

E. Flow reorientation

Knowing the stationary fluid velocity, we can
calculate the associated shear-flow reorientation
of the nematic molecules. We assume that initi-
ally the molecules are homeotropically aligned.
If the induced tilt angle 6 of the director from the
2z axis is small, the equation describing the bal-
ance of torques is’

K,,8%0/022 +a,00,,/02 =0 , (50)

—

where K,, is Frank’s bend elastic constant’® and

a, is Leslie’s shear-torque coefficient.'” We have
neglected other shearing terms, 9v,,/8x, etc.,not
only because they are small but also because the
pertinent shear-torque coefficient ¢, is small'®
({ag/a, |~1072), Equation (50) is readily integrated
to yield, assuming 6=0 and d6/dz =0 at the solid-
fluid interface,

h
(i(x,z)=—1%L [ Vg (x, 27)d2’ (51)
33

satisfying the boundary condition that 6(x, +2)=0,
Note that although the shear rate in the boundary
layer is very large, its direct effect on reorienta-
tion is small because

f Vyy A2’
boundary layer

is very small for a thin layer. The effect of the
boundary layer comes in indirectly through the
boundary conditions leading to large D; (i =1-6).

As a result of flow orientation, the optical axis
of the nematic substance is now tilted at an angle
6(x,z) away from 2 in the x-z plane. If the film
is placed between crossed polaroids with their
axes at 45° with respect to % and J, the optical
transmission coefficient of the assembly is given
by19

I/I,=sin?[3A(x)],
(52)
h

A(x)='2-;_.‘"' (n“—n_l_)[h Sin29(x,z)dz s

where 7 and [, are, respectively, the transmitted
and incident light intensities, X is the optical wave-
length, and n,and n, are refractive indices of light
polarized parallel and perpendicular to the optical
axis of the nematic film, respectively.

In order to illustrate the theory, we show the re-
sult of numerical calculations of V,(x, z) and 6(x, z)
in Fig. 2. (The parameters used are the same as
those for Fig. 7. Note that the vertical axis and
accordingly v,, are expanded four times. The angle
6 is also exaggerated by four times.) The vortical
fluid flow and the associated tilt of the directors
are clearly visualized.
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FIG. 2. (a) Fluid flow velocity, and (b) director orien-
tation, calculated from Eqgs. (43)—(45), (47)—(49), and
(51) for the first three flow vortices along X with the
same parameters used in the calculation of Fig. 7(b).
Both the Z scales and the tilt angle are expanded four
times for illustration.

III. EXPERIMENTAL TECHNIQUE

The experimental setup® is shown in Fig. 3. An
interdigital surface-~wave transducer of funda-
mental frequency of 12.3 MHz was deposited on a
Y-cut X-oriented quartz plate. A surface wave
generated on the quartz plate by the transducer
was transferred onto one of the glass plates holding
a nematic film through a water coupler, and then
propagated into the sample region. The sample
thickness was controlled by Al or Mylar spacers
of various thicknesses to +2 ym. The inner sur-
faces of the glass plates were treated by silane
surfactants to obtain homeotropic or homogeneous
monodomain samples. All experiments reported
here were done on MBBA at room temperature.
The effects have, however, been seen in other
nematics. The observation of the sample was car-
ried out by a polarizing microscope.

The phase velocities and amplitudes of the acou-
stic modes in the sandwiched medium were mea-
sured by the optical diffraction technique.?’ The
experimental setup is shown schematically in Fig.
4. A 1.5-mW He-Ne laser beam was directed onto

A B

I b
e M

(T) W s

FIG. 3. Sample arrangement. 7T is the interdigital
surface wave transducer, @ is the quartz crystal plate,
W is the water film coupler, S is the liquid crystal film,
and G is the glass plates.

Laser
L PMT
Slit =
%

————9Q

f=2m

Lock-in

Y X
Recorder

RF Generator

FIG. 4. Block diagram of the optical-diffraction ex-
periment.

the sample and the backward diffracted light was
analyzed. The inner surface of one glass plate
was partly coated with a thin (~ 500—}'\) Al film to
enhance the reflection.

The laser beam was then diffracted by corrugation
of the Al film caused by the propagating sound in
the film. The diffraction pattern was measured at
the focal plane with a photomultiplier behind a slit.
For each acoustic mode, the separations of the
diffraction peaks should be proportional to &’s
from which o’s can be calculated. The results
were calibrated against the free Rayleigh-wave
velocity on quartz. The peak height should be pro-
portional to the square of the acoustic amplitude

| v, 12 in the z direction at z =;. Using Egs. (25)~
(27) we calculated relative magnitudes of | ¢/,

[ ¢pgl, and | ¢pc|. The absolute amplitudes were
then determined® by measuring the intensity ratio
of the first-order diffraction peak to the zeroth-
order peak for the strongest mode. Because of the
nature of our experiment, the phases of ¢’s could
not be obtained. From Egs. (31), (32), (33), and
(35) the absolute acoustic power density per unit
width of each mode was obtained. The transducer-
sample assembly was mounted on a rail and pos-
itioned by a micrometer. The attenuation of each
mode was measured by observing the change of the
diffraction peak height as the laser-beam probes
different regions of the sample along the direction
of sound propagation.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We first show in Fig. 5 the results of our diffrac-
tion measurements on the phase velocities of the
waveguide and surface-like modes in sandwiched
nematic films as functions of film thickness. They
are compared with the theoretical curves calculat-
ed from Eq. (12). The material constants used in
the calculation were measured separately as a
=1.55 km/sec, b =3.38 km/sec, ¢ =5.69 km/sec,

p =2.45 g/cm?, and p’ =1.0 g/cm® There is no ad-
justable parameter in the calculation. The agree-
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FIG. 5. Phase velocities of modes A, B, and C as
functions of film thickness. Dots are experimental data
from diffraction measurements and solid curves are
calculated from Eq. (12).
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FIG. 6. (a) Photograph of the domain pattern induced
by acoustic streaming in a homeotropic MBBA film of
26 pum thick. Sound propagated from left to right. The
sample was between crossed polaroids with their axes
at 45° with respect to the stripes. Total acoustic power
density was about 19 mW/cm. The picture was over-
exposed to exhibit weaker stripes. (b) Calculated trans-
mission coefficient I/I, as a function of x from Eq. (52).
The following parameters were used in the calculation:
ka=239 cm™ !, 2z=255 cm™!, k=526 cm™!, ¢4/dp
'=0.17, ¢,/¢$5=0.1 and total acoustic power density=21
mW/cm, aside from the other parameters given in the
text.

ment between theory and experiment is good. The
small systematic deviation seems to stem from
neglecting the viscous stress of the boundary layer,
especially ¢,, [see Eq. (9)]. In the case of water
films,?° whose viscosity is an order of magnitude
smaller than MBBA, the agreement was better.
When a homeotropic nematic film in the presence
of acoustic excitation was examined under a mic-
roscope between crossed polaroids, a stripe pat-
tern was observed. Typical patterns at the feeding
edge (A in Fig. 3) are shown in Figs. 6(a) and 7(a).
The acoustic waves propagated from left to right,
perpendicular to the stripes. The constrast of the
stripes was best when the polaroid axes were at
45° with respect to the stripes. Without acoustic
excitation the view was dark. A similar pattern
was observed when the polaroids were parallel
with the polarizing axes along ¥ and the image
plane was defocused slightly above or below the
sample. This was apparently due to the well-
known “lens effect”? in the acoustically perturbed
nematic film. With increasing acoustic power,
the stripe pattern first showed up and then became
increasingly clear. However, there was no definite
acoustic threshold power for the appearance of the
pattern. We simultaneously observed dust parti-
cles in the sample undergoing flattened vortex mo-
tion around the bright stripes in directions consis-
tent with the flow pattern shown in Fig. 2(a). Judg-

1 F MBBA
44 pum
o'k
I/1o
102
3
10 ) L Il x,\ 1 1 1 n
(0] 1000 (m)

(b)

FIG. 7. (a) Same as Fig. 6(a) for a 44-um-thick film
at a total acoustic power density of about 4 mW/cm. (b)
Calculated transmission coefficient I/I, using the para-
meters k=239 cm™ !, kg= 266 cm™!, ko =515 cm"!,
¢4/ Hp=0.48, ¢o/pp=0.33, and total acoustic power
density=5 mW/cm. :
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ing from the dust particle trajectories, the size ‘of
the vortices in the direction normal to the film was
about 10~20 ym in a 30—ym-thick sample. The
semiperiodicity of the stripe pattern was indepen-
dent of the acoustic power. Nor was there any der:
pendence of the pattern on the length of the samplé
(1-5 cm). In the long samples, the sound wave
was completely attenuated at the end so that there
was no reflection from the end and hence the stripe
pattern cannot be due to standing wave. All these
observations can be explained successfully by our
theory of flow reorientation due to acoustic stream-
ing (Sec. II).

For a given film thickness, we can calculate the
spatial variation of the optical transmission coef-
ficient of the sample between crossed polaroids
using Eq. (52) and compare with the stripe pattern
observed under microscope. In the calculations,
we used values of k’s and | ¢|’s obtained directly
from optical diffraction measurements. We found
€/a?="1.5x10"3 from the measured bulk sound at-
tenuation constant® and 5,=1.2x10* cm™! from the
shear-wave reflection experiment® which gave
n(w)=0.27P. The constants a’s and 6 were
then calculated from Eqgs. (6) and (7). Other pa-
rameters used in the calculation were 7(0) =1.0 P
(deduced from capillary viscometer measure-
ment®®), ¢,=-0.8 P, n,-n, =0.2%® at A =0.6 ym,
and K ,,=0.7x107% dyn.?” Since the relative phases
of ¢’s were unknown, they were used as adjustable
parameters to fit the observed pattern. Among
the measured quantities the absolute amplitudes of
the acoustic modes were by far the least accurate
because of the instability of the water coupler (W
in Fig. 3). They were only reproducible to within
50%, while the relative amplitudes remained un-
changed. Therefore, in the calculation, we also
adjusted the absolute amplitudes within our ex-
perimental accuracy to obtain the best fit. Two
examples of the calculated transmission patterns
are shown in Figs. 6(b) and 7(b) corresponding to
the experimental conditions which led to the ob-
served patterns in Figs. 6(a) and 7(a), respective-
ly. The agreement between theory and experiment
is very good. The maximum tilt angle of the di-
rector in these cases was 15°-20° and hence Eq.
(50) was valid.

For a thin sample such as in the cases of Figs.
6 and 7, mode B is dominant. Since (ko —%jp)
>(kgz —k,) in a thin sample, the stripe domain
period at the feeding edge was given by 27/(k,
—kg). In Fig. 8 we compare the observed periodi-
city (bars) with 2r/(k; —k5) (open circles) calcu-
lated from the data of the diffraction meamsurement
shown in Fig. 5. The agreement is very good.

At low-power levels, the transmission coeffi-
cient is proportional to the eighth power of the

300 I T I T T T |
2T
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. -
250 — ~
< | 4
K3 - .
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< ]
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Terminating Edge
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o1 ) ! L 1 . | 7
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FIG. 8. Comparison of observed periodicities (bars)
of stripe domain patterns with calculated values (open
circles) of 2n/(kc—kp) at the feeding edge and of
2m/(kg+k¢) at the terminating edge. kg and k, were
obtained from Fig.:5. Curves are guides to the eye.

sound amplitude or the applied voltage on the sur-
face wave transducer since from Egs. (51) and
(52), we find I/I,~A%~6%~| v,|*~| v,|° Thus, the
pattern showed up suddenly with increase of acou-

- stic power but there was no definite threshold. As

the acoustic power was increased further, colored

(a)

(b)

5 Bm
MBBA 60 um

FIG. 9. Patterns observed in an MBBA film under
high-acoustic excitation. (a) Showing colored striation
(isochromate). (b) Showing dynamic scattering mode.
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striations (isochromate) began to appear within
each stripe [Fig. 9(a)], and then the molecules
could not sustain the homeotropic alignment so
that disclinations (apparently 90° walls) grew from
the feeding edge. At yet higher-power level, the
director orientation was completely randomized,
and the disclination lines tumbled around in a way
resembling the dynamic scattering mode [Fig. 9(b)].
In the entire process, there was no apparent dis-
continuous change. The ratio of the power at which
the peak intensity of the first stripe reaches a
maximum to that of the dynamic scattering mode
was about 1 to 3 for all film thicknesses.

A pattern of much shorter periodicity was found
at the terminating edge (B in Fig. 3) of the sample
as shown in Fig. 10(a). In this case, the film was
26 ym thick and about 1.5 cm long. It was found
that towards the end the periodicity was equal to
21/(ky +k¢). Diffraction measurement showed that
both mode A and mode C were rather weak in com-
parison with mode B, and that the forward propa-
gating mode C was almost completely attenuated
towards the middle of the sample. Mode B, how-
ever, remained strong and propagated to the end
of the film. There, the wave was partially trans-

() Homeotropic

(b) Homogeneous

—_—
500 ©m
MBBA 26 um

FIG. 10. Domain patterns induced by acoustic stream-
ing at the terminating edge of a 26-um thick MBBA film.
(a) With a homeotropic alignment observed between
crossed polaroids. (b) With a homogeneous alignment
along the wave propagation direction ¥ observed between
parallel polaroids with the polarizing axis along ¥. The
end of the film is on the right.

mitted as free Rayleigh wave on glass, partially
reflected as mode B, and partially reflected as
modes A and C. Mixing of various forward and
backward propagating modes again produced acou-
stic streaming which led to the observed stripe
domain pattern. The shortest domain period was
given by 27r/(kB+kc), resulting from mixing of the
forward propagating mode B with the backward
propagating mode C. That the pattern was not pro-
duced by reflected waves from the glass edge was
ascertained by the fact that the pattern remained
unchanged when the glass plates were extended far
beyond the nematic film. The pattern was also
seen near trapped air bubbles for the same reason.
When the sample was long (=5 cm), all modes were
extinguished by attenuation towards the end of the
film and hence no pattern was observed at the end
of the film. We show in Fig. 8 the observed peri-
odicities at the terminating edge in comparison
with the calculated values of 2n/(k, +k.) for dif-
ferent film thicknesses.

We found similar effects in homogeneous sam-
ples where the molecular alignment was initially
along x. In this case, the semiperiodic pattern
was most easily observed with parallel polarizers.
The light polarization was along ¥ and the pattern
was created by the lens effect.?® This lens effect
was again due to molecular reorientation induced
by the acoustic streaming and therefore the result-
ant domain pattern with its semiperiodicity was
essentially the same as that in the homeotropic
case. In particular, the periodicities of the pat-
tern at the feeding edge and at the terminating end
of the film are the same as those in the homeo-
tropic case. As an example, we show in Fig. 10(b)
the observed pattern in the homogeneous case at
the end of a 26-; m-thick sample. Higher acoustic
power was needed to create the pattern in the
homogeneous case because the shear term respon-
sible for inducing molecular orientation was now
9v,/ax. This was weak compared to 9v,/6z which
was dominant but had little effect on the molecular
orientation in the homogeneous geometry.2

It was previously suggested by Kapustina and
Statnikov® that the semiperiodic pattern could be
caused by oscillating directors in the nematic
boundary layer driven by the propagating surface
acoustic wave through viscoelasticity. Such an
explanation has many difficulties.® In our experi-
ment, besides the above-mentioned observations
related to flow alignment of molecules, we found
further direct evidence against this explanation.
When we defocused the microscope above and be-
low the film we observed, with convergent illumi-
nation, neighboring stripes shifted in opposite di-
rections as shown in Fig. 11. This can only be ex-
plained by stationary molecular orientation in the
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FIG. 11. Domain patterns observed in a 44-um-thick
MBBA film when the microscope was (a) defocused up
from the middle of the sample by 200 ym, (b) in focus,
and (c) defocused below the middle of the sample by 200
pm.

bulk of the nematic film. The explanation is
sketched in Fig. 12. As in Fig. 2, the tilt of the
molecules varied semiperiodically along x under
acoustic excitation. The optical rays from the left
passing through the regions with molecules tilted
to the left saw more birefringence and experienced
more rotation of polarization. Those passing
through the regions with molecules tilted to the
right experienced less rotation of polarization.
The converse was true for optical rays coming

A\ /
VAW
oziﬁul % } Ne':r:?g:ic

/ \\ Polarizer

FIG. 12. Schematic drawing to explain the effect
shown in Fig. 11. See the text.

Analyzer

™S

></

from the right. As a result, Fig. 12 shows that
two neighboring stripes in a semiperiodic domain
pattern were actually obtained from optical rays
coming from opposite directions. Therefore, de-
focusing above or below the center of the film
moved two neighboring stripes either farther apart
or closer together. This effect disappeared when
parallel illuminating beam was used. We further
noted that the turn-off time of the domain pattern
was longer for thicker samples (~1 sec for a 60-
wm film). This cannot be understood by the model
assuming only molecular reorientation in the
boundary layer,® but can be easily understood as
due .to slow healing of the deformed director as in
the case of William’s domains.?® The acoustic in-
tensity needed to produce the domain pattern de-
creased rapidly with increase of sample thickness.
This is also contradictory to the model of Ref. 5
where it would predict no such acoustic power de-
pendence as long as the sample thickness is larger
than the penetration depth 63 .

From the calculations in Sec. II, it is clear that
acoustic streaming of this type is not unique to
liquid crystals. We have in fact observed almost
identical flow patterns of suspended particles in
water films. The fluid motion in water turned out
to be more vigorous than that in MBBA at the same
acoustic power. This is because the driving force
for acoustic streaming is mainly governed by 7(w),
which in MBBA is much lower than the viscosity
for the steady flow 7(0) but in water is nearly the
same as 7(0).

We have also examined homeotropic films of a
smectic-A liquid crystal CBOOA (p-cyanobenzyli-
dene-p-n-octyloxyaniline). The steady driving
force F [Eq. (38)] should also appear in a sand-
wiched smectic film when subjected to surface
wave excitation. Due to the smectic layered struc-
ture, however, it is extremely difficult to create
fluid flow in the material. Moreover, tilting of
molecules with respect to the layer normal would
be energetically very unfavorable. Accordingly,
we could not observe any induced birefringence in
the smectic film with high acoustic excitations up
to the point where disclination lines started to ap-
pear.

V. CONCLUSIONS

A surface Rayleigh wave propagating into a sand-
wiched nematic film can in general excite several
propagating acoustic modes in the film. Nonlinear
mixing of these modes in the film produces a
steady fluid flow known as acoustic streaming. Be-
cause wave vectors of different modes are differ-
ent, the resultant acoustic streaming is in the
form of vortices with semiperiodic spatial vari-
ation along the direction of wave propagation. The

\
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fluid flow leads to flow alignment of molecules in
the nematic film. Therefore, in the case where
original molecular alignment is uniform, the vor-
tical acoustic streaming produces a semiperiodic
reorientation of the directors in the nematic film
and hence a semiperiodic birefringence pattern.
Then when observed with a proper polarizer-
analyzer combination, one finds a semiperiodic
stripe domain pattern. We have formulated the
theory and shown that the theory can indeed ex-
plain quantitatively the experimental observation.

We believe the theory can also be used to ex-
plain the results of other shear wave experiments,
such as the one reported in Ref. 4. In these ex-
periments, there should be no definite threshold
acoustic power for any observed phenomenon re-
sulting from acoustic streaming. However, at low
power level the visibility of the phenomenon may
increase rather suddenly with increase of the acou-

- stic power since the small induced birefringence is
proportional to the fourth power of the acoustic
amplitudes.

The situation may be completely different in the
case''? where homogeneous bulk sound wave propa-
gates along the normal of a homeotropic nematic
film. In Helfrich’s model, anisotropic interaction
of sound wave with the oriented molecules is es-
sential to cause the molecular reorientation and a
fluid flow; the intensity of the sound wave is as-
sumed to be uniform throughout the sample.
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APPENDIX

We calculate here the uniform streaming caused
by mixing of a mode with itself. We use Egs. (25)-
(217) and (38) to find the driving force F for the uni-
form streaming and then the streaming velocity V,.
The homogeneous solution for ¥, in this case is of
the form v,, =D, +Dyz% and y,, =v,,=0. Knowing
V,, we can obtain the tilt angle ¢ from Eq. (51).

As an example, we have calculated the tilt angle
6(x,z) induced by a uniform streaming in a 44-ym-
thick film at 5-mW/cm acoustic power. The maxi-
mum value is 2°at.z =£12 ym. This is negligible
in comparison with the maximum tilt angle of ~15°
induced by the nonuniform streaming calculated in
Sec. II. Physically, one may argue that the uni-
form streaming which is symmetric in z and has
four nodes along z is energetically more difficult
to drive than the nonuniform vortical streaming
which is asymmetric in z [see Fig. 2(a)] and has
three nodes along z.
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FIG. 10. Domain patterns induced by acoustic stream-
ing at the terminating edge of a 26-pm thick MBBA film.
(a) With a homeotropic alignment observed between
crossed polaroids. (b) With a homogeneous alignment
along the wave propagation direction ¥ observed between
parallel polaroids with the polarizing axis along ¥. The
end of the film is on the right.
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FIG. 11. Domain patterns observed in a 44-um-thick
MBBA film when the microscope was (a) defocused up
from the middle of the sample by 200 ym, () in focus,
and (c) defocused below the middle of the sample by 200
pm.
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FIG. 6. (a) Photograph of the domain pattern induced
by acoustic streaming in a homeotropic MBBA film of
26 pum thick. Sound propagated from left to right. The
sample was between crossed polaroids with their axes
at 45° with respect to the stripes. Total acoustic power
density was about 19 mW/cm. The picture was over-
exposed to exhibit weaker stripes. (b) Calculated trans-
mission coefficient I/I, as a function of x from Eq. (52).
The following parameters were used in the calculation:
ka=239 cm™!, kg=255cm™!, ke=526 cm™!, ¢4/ dp
=0.17, ¢,/ dp=0.1 and total acoustic power density = 21
mW/cm, aside from the other parameters given in the
text.
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FIG. 7. (a) Same as Fig. 6(a) for a 44-pm-thick film

at a total acoustic power density of about 4 mW/cm. (b)
Calculated transmission coefficient I/I, using the para-
meters k4=239 em™ !, kg= 266 cm™!, ko =515em™},

b4/ dp=0.48, do/dp=0.33, and total acoustic power
density=5 mW/cm.



(a)

500 um ,
MBBA 60 um
FIG. 9. Patterns observed in an MBBA film under

high-acoustic excitation. (a) Showing colored striation
(isochromate). (b) Showing dynamic scattering mode.



