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The homotopy analysis method is used to obtain analytical solutions of the Rayleigh equation for
the radial oscillations of a multielectron bubble in liquid helium. The small order approximations
for amplitude and frequency fit well with those computed numerically. The results confirm that
the homotopy analysis method is a powerful and manageable tool for finding analytical solutions
of strongly nonlinear dynamical systems.

1. Introduction

Nonlinear equations are widely used for modeling complex phenomena in various fields of
sciences and engineering. Nonlinear problems are in general difficult to solve analytically.
In recent years, the tool for finding analytical solutions of nonlinear equations known as the
homotopy analysis method (HAM) has been developed by Liao [1-3]. This nonperturbation
technique, independent of small/large physical parameters, allows to effectively control the
convergence and accuracy of the series solution to the model under consideration. HAM has
been applied successfully to many nonlinear problems such as free oscillations of self-excited
systems [4], heat radiation [5], finding travelling-wave solutions of the Kawahara equation
[6], finding solitary wave solutions for the fifth-order KdV equation [7], exponentially
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decaying boundary layers [8], free vibrations of tapered beams [9], and finding solutions
for Duffing equations with cubic and quintic nonlinearities [10].

HAM method is applied in this paper for finding a periodic solution of the Rayleigh
equation, which describes the radial free oscillations of a multielectron bubble (MEB) in
liquid Helium [11, 12]:

2 2 272
R5d_R+§R4<d_R) :_1 20R3 — ez , (1.1)
2?2 dt P

subject to the initial conditions

dR(0) _

R(0) = ¢R., il (1.2)

where R is the bubble radius, p and o are the mass density and surface tension of the liquid
Helium, respectively, e is the electron charge, Z is the number of electrons in the bubble, ¢ is
the dielectric constant of helium, & is thevacuum permittivity, R. is the equilibrium Coulomb
radius of the MEB, and ¢ is a dimensionless parameter.

Another aim of this work is to obtain analytical solutions of the Rayleigh equation
(1.1) with an additional external force driving term, a pressure step function. With this kind
of forcing, Tempere et al. [13, 14] have shown that the angularly undeformed MEB undergoes
cyclic collapses and reexpansions with high frequency (in the order of MHz). During the last
stage of collapse, the radial acceleration is sharp and large (greater than 10°m/s?) resulting
in pulses of electromagnetic radiation or sonoluminescence.

2. Foundations of the HAM

The text sequence used in [9, 10] to show the basic ideas of the HAM is closely followed here.
Consider a nonlinear differential equation expressed by the following:

N[r(t)] =0, (2.1)

where N is a nonlinear differential operator, ¢ denotes the independent variable; r(t) is an
unknown function.
Applying the transformation 7 = wt, (2.1) can be expressed by the following:

Nir(r),w] =0. (2.2)
Now a homotopy in general form can be constructed as follows:
H(¢q.h H()) = (1-q)L[$(7,9) = ro(r)] - ghH@N[p(r,q),w(a)],  23)

where g € [0,1] is an embedding parameter, ¢ is a function of T and g, h is a nonzero auxiliary
parameter, H(T) is a nonzero auxiliary function, and L denotes an auxiliary linear operator.
When the parameter g increases from 0 to 1, w(q) varies from wy to w, and the solution
¢(7,q) varies from the initial approximation r(7) to the exact solution r(7). Put differently,
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¢(7,0) = ro(7) is the solution of E((j), q, h,H(T))lq:0 =0, and ¢(7,1) = r(7) is the solution of

ﬁ(cﬁ, q,h, H(T))] g1 = 0. Setting ﬁ(qb, q,h, H(t))| = 0, the zero-order deformation equation is
obtained as

(1-a)L[¢(7,q) —ro(7)] = ghH(T)N[p(7,q), w(q)], (2.4)

under the initial conditions:

$(0,9) = k, dqbgi’ 9 _y, (2.5)

where k is a constant. The functions ¢(7,q) and w(q) can be expanded as power series of g
using Taylor’s theorem as follows

¢(1,q) = (7,0) + Z % ¢(T 1) q" =ro(t) + >, rm(7)q",
m= = =1
"~ ! (2.6)
s 1 ) 0
w(q) = wo + m "= wp + Z wmqmz
m= q=0 g=1

where 7,,(7) and w,, are called the mth-order deformation derivatives.

Differentiating the zero-order deformation equation with respect to g and then setting
q = 0, yields the first-order deformation equation which gives the first-order approximation
of r(t) as follows:

L[ri(7)] = hH(T)N[ro(7), wol, (2.7)

subject to the initial conditions:

d1‘1 (O)

— =0. (2.8)

r (0) =

Differentiating Equations (2.4) and (2.5) m times with respect to g, then setting g = 0 and
finally divided them by m!, yields the so called mth-order (m > 1) deformation equation:

L [rm(T) — Xm¥m-1 (T)] = hH(T)Dm(Fm—lr J’m—l)/ (29)

subject to the initial conditions

drin(0)

Tm (O) =0, ar

=0, (2.10)
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where D, (F-1, Wm-1), m-1 and w,,_1 are defined as follows:

1 d"'N[p(7,q),w(q)]

Dm(?m—lr a_}m—l) = o ’ (211)
(m-1)! dgm1 4=0
Tt = {10, 71,72, ..., Tm-1}, (2.12)
a_jM71 = {w0/w1/w2/' . -/wm—l}/ (213)
0, m<1
m=1 = 2.14
X {1, m>1. ( )
3. Application of the HAM
3.1. Radial Free Oscillations
A nondimensional radius R and time f are defined as follows:
RoB gt (3.1)

[R]’ [t]’

where [R] and [t] are characteristic scales.
In terms of the dimensionless variables (3.1), the equation of motion (1.1) becomes

— —\ 2
_ 542 _
R, §ﬁ*<d_1?> - (32)

and the initial conditions (1.2) become

dR(0)
dr

R(0) = A, 0, (3.3)

where a, 6, and A are dimensionless parameters given by the following;:

_ 20t _ ez _ ¢k
a= P[R]3 ’ 0= 32][2550P[R]6, = [R] . (34)

Introducing the new independent variable 7 = wt, where w is the dimensionless natural
frequency, (3.2) and the initial conditions (3.3) can be rewritten as follows:

_ —\2

— 2 —
wZRSZTI; + ngﬁl <Z—f> =0- acRS, (3.5)
R(0) =¢, dRr(©) _ 0. (3.6)

dr
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In order to reduce the number of recursions and save computational efforts, this will be
clarified later, an additional transformation is introduced

R() = \/r(7), (3.7)

then, (3.5) becomes

1, dr 1 ,/dr\?
Z i - -0 = 3.8
T~ g% <dT> +ar—-0=0, (3.8)

under the initial conditions

dr(0) _

= (3.9)

r(0) =&,

The free oscillation of the conservative system represented by (3.8) and (3.9) is a periodic
motion, which can be expressed by the following base functions [1]:

{cos(mT) | m >0}, (3.10)
in the compact form
+o0
r(T) = Z Cm cos(mT). (3.11)
m=0

With the purpose of satisfying the initial conditions (3.9), the initial guess of r(7) for zero-
order deformation equation is chosen as follows:

ro(T) = <§3 - l> cosT + 1. (3.12)

Under the Rule of Solution Expression denoted by (3.11), the linear operator is selected as:
o’r(t;q
L[r(z;9)] = < 6(2 )+r(T;q)>, (3.13)

with the property
L[CysinT + CycosT] =0, (3.14)

where C; and C; are the integral constants.
From (3.8), the nonlinear operator is written as

NI (ria),w0(@)] = Seo(g)r(rsg) T07D L <><a’(“”> ——

(3.15)
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For complying with the general form of the base functions (3.10), the auxiliary function H ()
is chosen as follows:

H(r)=1. (3.16)

Substituting (3.15) into (2.11) and performing the homotopy-derivatives [3], yields:

Dy (t) =

Q| =

m-1 i j 1 m-1 i j
Z To1i(T) Z 1i-j(7) Z wj-ewe = 79 Z Tn1i(T) Z rlf_]. (7) Z wij-ewe
i=0 =0 ¢=0 i=0 =0 2=0 (3.17)

+ary (1) = 0(1 = xm),

where a prime indicates first derivative with respect to 7.
At this point, it is worth comparing (3.17) with the mth-order homotopy derivative
corresponding with (3.5), which reads as follows:

. i j _ Z mo_ P q
Din(7) = 3\ Ry1i 2, Rij D Rje 3\ Room 3, Rinp 3 Rpg > vty

Clearly, the number of recursions for computing (3.18) is bigger than that using (3.17). Thus,
this last equation is used to save long calculations.

According to the property (3.14) of the auxiliary linear operator L, if the term cos(7)
exists in D,,(7), the so-called secular term 7 sin(7) will appear in the final solution disobeying
the rule solution expression (3.11). To avoid the secular terms, the coefficient of cos(7) in
D,,,(T) must be zero.

From (3.17), the first-order approximation (m = 1) of HAM for D;(7) is as follows:

_ __721432_762> (3_ 12_132>
D1—<a 0 36w0+36§ wy 36§ wy )+ (&a zx+3w0 3§ wy ) cos(T)
10 s s (3.19)
+ <%§3w5 - %WS - %§6w5> COS(ZT).

Thus, wy results in:

wy = V3a. (3.20)
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Solving (2.7) subject to conditions (2.8) r1(7) is obtained as:

hsin?(1/2) [54(9 —a) +w?(P-1)°(13+5 cos(r))]

(3.21)
27w}

r(r) =-
Similarly, from the coefficient of cos(7) in Ry(T), w; is obtained as follows:

wi h (1944a9 —19440? + 1584aw? — 1224 aw}y + 2880 awy
- 1)

" 1296003 (&
~12960w} + 648¢30w}h — 137w} + 3158wy — 219¢°wy + 41g9wg).
(3.22)

Solving (2.9) under conditions (2.10) for m = 2, r»(7) results in:

1

r(T) = - ——
2{7) 11664c0?

(3.23)
x { h sin? (%) [—23328h1x(0c —0) + w? (144r8 + T2y (T + 864F6w1)>] }

where

I = (53 - 1),

I, = <F1h<29§3 - 107) - 162),

Ts = (27 + 1313 h),

Ty= a(5 + gS) — 66, o
Is= (216 ~Th+ 103§3h>,

Te = (13 + 5 cos(7)),

I, = (5616 — 1379h + 1859¢%h + 10T's cos() + 195T; h COS(ZT)),

I's = (T + 6I'30 — 5hI' T’y cos(T)).

The higher-order approximations of r,,(7) and wy,-1(7), for m > 2, are calculated similarly.
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3.2. Driven Oscillations

The Rayleigh equation (1.1) with a driving pressure step p is written as follows:

R5‘§—§ + %R‘*(‘Z-f)z - —:—) [20123 +pR* - 32"3;0], (3.25)
subject to the initial conditions
R(0) = R,, % =0. (3.26)
A nondimensional radius x and time f are defined as follows:
x = R i- L (3.27)

[R]’ (1]

In terms of the dimensionless variables (3.27), the equation of motion (3.25) becomes

a2

2
sdx 3 4<dx
dt

—>2 =0 - ax® - px*, (3.28)

and the initial conditions (3.26) become

3 dx(0) _
x(0) = a, — 0, (3.29)

where a, f, 0, and a are dimensionless parameters given by the following;:

20[t] _pltP? ez R
o Fe p[R]? 9= 322e£0p[R]°’ TRy (3:30)

Under the transformation 7 = wt, where w is the dimensionless natural frequency, (3.28) and
the initial conditions (3.29) can be rewritten as follows:

d’x 3 dx\?
2.5 O 2.4 4 3_9= 3.31
wx—dT2+2wx<dT> +px" +ax’-0=0, (3.31)
dx(0)
= = 3.32
x(0) = q, i 0. ( )

Equation (3.31) can be integrated once [13], yielding;:

dx\*> 2 2
2.4 4 3 +20=0. 3.33
w"x < ) + Bﬁx +ax <1x p ZG)x 20=0 (3.33)
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The form of (3.33) is simpler than that of (3.31) implying less computations.
In other words, the homotopy-derivative of the first term of (3.31) (ie,
Zﬁal X Z}:o Xi_j Z]ezo Xj_¢ anzo Xo-m ZZLO Xm—p ZZ:O Xp-g Zfzo wy-ywy, which is at
the order of magnitude n®) is no longer present in (3.33). Only remains the second
term of (3.31) (without the numeric factor 3/2) whose homotopy-derivative (i.e.,
Zzal X Z;‘:o x;._]. ZL:O Xj-¢ an:() Xo—m Z;”:O Xm—p Zi:o Xp-gq Zj:o wy-rwy) is at the order of
magnitude n®. Even though the term (a + (2/3)f + 26)x appears in (3.33), its homotopy-
derivative (i.e., (a + (2/3)p + 20)x,,-1) is only at the order of magnitude n'.

An additional simplification is found when (3.33) is substituted into (3.31), resulting
in

X 3
zr_ bl — =0. 3.34
x Ir2 Zax +<2a+ﬁ+36>x 40 =0 ( )

Now, the first term of (3.31) is recovered instead of the first term of (3.33). This is not advan-
tageous because both terms involve the same number of recursions, but the second term in
(3.33) and its corresponding recursions (i.e., (2/ 3)[5(2;:51 Xm—1-i Z;‘:O Xij Z]ezo Xj-¢Xg)) are
absent, thus saving computations.

From now on, the system represented by (3.34) and the initial conditions (3.32), is
adopted to be solved by HAM.

The oscillation of the conservative system (3.34) and (3.32) after the application of the
step pressure is a periodic motion which can be expressed by the following base functions:

{cos(mT) | m >0}, (3.35)
in the form
x(7T) = fj Cp cos(mr). (3.36)
m=0

It should be noted that the system (3.34) and (3.32) oscillates between the initial radius x(0) =
a and the minimum radius Xmin, that is, when bubble wall velocity becomes zero (dx/dt) = 0;
then from (3.33):

N I = (337)

where @ is given by the following:

@ = {324ﬁ29 — (3a—7p) Ba +28)°
(3.38)
5 s 1/271/3
+9B[80(3a + 2B)* (76 - 3a) — (a - 26) (3a + 2B)° + 12964°6?] } .
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To satisfy the initial conditions (3.32), the initial guess of x(7) for zero-order deformation
equation is chosen as follows:

xo(T) = (a _mein) COST + (a +2xmin) ) (3.39)

Under the Rule of Solution Expression denoted by (3.36), the linear operator for this case
is identical to that chosen for free oscillations, that is, (3.13) and its corresponding property
denoted by (3.14).

From (3.34), the nonlinear operator is defined by the following:

Nx(7;9),w(q)] = wz(q)xS(T;q)w - %ax3(r;q) + <;u +p+ 39>x(7'; q) —40.

(3.40)

The solution must comply with the general form of the base functions (3.35). Hence, the
auxiliary function H (7) must be chosen as follows:

H(r) = 1. (341)

Substituting (3.40) into (2.11) and performing the homotopy-derivatives, yields:

m-1 i j 4 m p q
Din(7) = 3 X015 2 Xivj D, Xje D, Xeom D Xmop D, Xpq D, Wa-rtor
i=0 =0 m=0 p=0 q=0 r=0

70 (3.42)

1 m-1 i 3
- = Xm-1-i Xi-jXj + | za+ p + 360 Xm-1 — 46(1 — _X‘m)
2 i=0 j=0 2

As before, to avoid the secular terms, the coefficient of cos(t) in D,,(7) must be zero. Thus,
the frequency wy is obtained by setting to zero the coefficient of cos(t) in D;(7), yielding:

Zﬁ\/—(a - xmin) (3(5(12 - 16)d - 32(ﬂ + 39) + 3axmin(6a + 5xmin))
wo = :

(3.43)
\/93a8 — 68a%xmin — 152432, +15a2xh, +68ax3,, — 93x8

Then solving (2.7) under the conditions (2.8), x;(7) is obtained as follows:

x1(7)
_ hsin?(7/2)

6 2 2 4 2 5 2 6 , 2
215040(05 [1680K1 + a’Kywj +5a”Kax,, . wh — 4aKyx, . wiy + Ksx) . wy — 4Xmin

min min

X <420K6+a5K7w§> +5ax? . <336aKg +a3K9wé>

+80x3

min

(-21aK1p-16a° Ky wisin® (%))]
(3.44)
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where

Ki = -192aa + 49a%x — 128af + 10240 — 384a6 + 18a’a cos(7) + a’a cos(27),

K, =71087 + 53974 cos(7) + 9974 cos(2T) + 1674 cos(3T) + 199 cos(47) + 12 cos(57),
K3 = -2255 - 310 cos(T) + 74 cos(27) + 38 cos(37) — 103 cos(47) + 36 cos(57),

K4 =10013 + 5326 cos(T) — 1454 cos(2T) + 516 cos(37) — 139 cos(47) + 18 cos(57),
K5 = 56737 + 25274 cos(T) — 4726 cos(21) + 974 cos(37) — 151 cos(4T) + 12 cos(57),
Kg = 192a — 13a%a + 128 + 3846 + 22aa cos(T) + 3a’a cos(27),

K7 =15963 + 17226 cos(T) + 4846 cos(2T) + 1216 cos(37) + 211 cos(47) + 18 cos(57),
Kg =19 —10cos(t) + 3 cos(271),

Ko = —1345 + 1510 cos(T) + 1334 cos(27) + 738 cos(37) + 274 cos(4T) + 36 cos(5T),
K19 = —47 — 14 cos(1) + cos(2T1),

K11 =42 +49 cos(t) + 18 cos(27) + 3 cos(37T).
(3.45)

The higher order approximations for wy,—1 and x,,(7) when m > 1 can be similarly calculated.
Two sets of results are presented. The first one is for free oscillations (Figures 1-7) and
the second one is for driven oscillations (Figures 8-11).
The following characteristic scales were chosen to study the effect of varying both the
initial radius of the MEB (by changing ¢) and the quantity of electrons in its surface (by

changing 0):
_ _4|PRE (3.46)
[RI=R, [1=15=,

2 NT2
a=1, 9=$3, A=¢ (3.47)
64290 R}

Figure 1 shows the curves of w as function of h for different order approximations. The curves
indicate that the valid regions of h (i.e., the interval where w versus h is a horizontal line) are
-3 <h < -2and -3 < h < -1 for the 2nd and 5th-order approximations, respectively. Clearly,
the convergence region of the series of the frequency w increases with increasing the order
approximation.

The 2nd-order approximation for a proper value of h chosen in the valid interval -3 <
h < -2 is compared with the numerical solution by Runge-Kutta scheme as illustrated in
Figure 2.

Solutions in Figure 2 correspond to a MEB containing 10* electrons, as that numerically
simulated by Salomaa and Williams [11], accordingly its equilibrium Coulumb radius R. is
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1.76

1751

1.74

173}

1.72 1

1.71 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Figure 1: The h-curves for the frequency w. Dash-dotted curve: 2nd-order approximation; solid line: 5th-
order approximation (¢ = 1.063, a = 1, 6 = 0.999939).

r(z),r'(7),r" (1)

Figure 2: Comparison between 2nd-order HAM approximations (solid lines) and Runge-Kutta numerical
solutions (open symbols) for: r(7) (circles), '(T) (squares), and r"(7) (triangles); ¢ = 1.063, a = 1, 0 =
0.999939, h = -2.3.

about 1.064 microns. The initial radius of the MEB is 1.063 (precisely the value of ¢) times
bigger than the equilibrium radius R,; thus, after time zero, the bubble begins to oscillate with
frequency around MHz. Clearly the 2nd-order HAM approximation is in excellent agreement
with numerical solutions. This is quantified by computing the relative error for the Mth-order
approximation as follows

r(T)N - Z%:O T (T)
Relative Error = x 100, (3.48)
r(T)n

where r(7) 5 is the solution by Runge-Kutta method.
The maximum relative error, indicated with a filled triangle in Figure 3, between 2nd-
order approximation and numerical solution is about 0.129%. When increasing the order of
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0.15 T T T T T T
0.129

o 01f RS -
2 S
o}
]
2z
=
]
& 0.05 i

O -

Figure 3: The relative error between HAM approximations and numerical solutions for the radius r(7)
(¢ =1.063, a =1,0 =0.999939, h = -2.3). Dotted curve: 2nd-order approximation; solid curve: 5th-order
approximation.

r(z),r'(z),r"(T)

Figure 4: Comparison between HAM approximations (hollow symbols) and Runge-Kutta numerical
solutions (solid lines) for r(7) (circles), ' (T) (squares), and r"(7) (stars); (a) 2nd-order approximation, (b)
5th-order approximation. The parameters for both the HAM and numerical solutions were set to: ¢ = 1.15,
a=1,0=0999939, h = -2.3.

the approximation, the maximum relative error becomes smaller; accordingly, the maximum
relative error between 5th-order HAM approximation and numerical solution is reduced to
0.063% (indicated in Figure 3 with a hollow triangle), which is acceptably low.

The effect of incrementing the initial radius of the MEB is depicted in Figure 4. As
before, a bubble containing 10* electrons is considered but now the initial dimensionless
radius is fixed to ¢ = 1.15. Seemingly, the 2nd-order approximation in Figure 4(a) describes
well the behavior of both the radius and the bubble wall velocity. Nevertheless, some devia-
tion between HAM approximation and numerical solutions for the bubble wall acceleration
is observed. This is overcome by increasing the order of approximation; consequently, the
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1 1.05 11 1.15 1.2
¢
Figure 5: Comparison of the 1st, 2nd, and 5th-order HAM approximations of w with the numerical results

(e =1,0=0.999939, h = -2.3). Symbols: Runge-Kutta numerical results; dotted line: 1st-order; dash-dotted
line: 2nd-order; solid line: 5th-order.

Relative error
o o
- >
T T
1 1

SD
N
T
~
L

Figure 6: The relative error for the frequency w (a = 1, 0 = 0.999939, h = -2.3). Dash-dotted line with
symbols: relative error between 2nd-order HAM approximation and numerical results; solid line with
symbols: relative error between 5th-order HAM approximation and numerical results.

5th-order HAM solution exhibits good agreement with the numerical solution as shown in
Figure 4(b).

Figure 5 illustrates the first, second and fifth-order approximations of w versus
numerical results from Runge-Kutta method. As before, higher-order HAM solutions agree
better with numerical results. The comparisons indicate that the 5th-order approximation
agrees well with the numerical results even for a large initial dimensionless radius ¢ = 1.2. In
fact, the maximum relative error between 5th-order approximation and numerical solution
is about 0.066%; instead, the maximum error between the 2nd-order HAM solution and
the numerical one is around 0.948%, as shown in Figure 6. It is interesting to note that
the exponential growth tendency of the error curve for the 2nd-order approximation is
dramatically reduced by increasing the order of HAM series. Clearly, the error curve for the
Sth-order approximation shows slight upward trend with regard to that for the 2nd-order.
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16
148
12

1

7(7)

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
T T
o 0=0.617 © 6 =0999 o ¢=12
A 0=0.833 °00=105 0 ¢=13
Ad=14

(a) (b)

Figure 7: (a) Comparison between 5th-order HAM solution (hollow symbols) and Runge-Kutta numerical
solution (solid lines) of r(7) for different values of 6 with the following fixed values: { = 1.15, a = 1,
h = -2.3. Square symbols: Z = 10 electrons, R, = 125 A and 6 = 0.617405; triangular symbols: for Z = 100
electrons, R, = 525A and 6 = 0.83334; diamond symbols: for Z = 10* electrons, R. = 1.064 ym and
0 = 0.999939; circular symbol: for Z = 108 electrons, R, = 486 um and 6 = 1.05049. (b) Effect of varying
the dimensionless initial radius ¢. Comparison between 5th-order HAM solution (hollow symbols) and
Runge-Kutta numerical solution (solid lines) for r(7) with: ¢ = 1.2 and h = -1.36 (square symbols), ¢ = 1.3
and h = -1.25 (circular symbols), ¢ = 1.4 and h = —0.97 (triangular symbols). The remaining parameters
are setto: a =1, 6 = 0.999939.

Figure 7 shows the validity of the 5th-order HAM solutions for r(7) when compared
with numerical integrations. The effect of varying the quantity of electrons in the MEB while
fixing its initial radius ¢ is analyzed via changing the value of 6. Figure 7(a) illustrates
that smaller bubbles collapse more violently implying both smaller minimum radiuses and
higher oscillation frequencies, for example, a small bubble containing 10 electrons attains at
the first main collapse a minimum dimensionless radius =0.23 and develops an oscillation
dimensionless frequency w = 0.33, whereas a big bubble containing 10® electrons attains at
the first main collapse a minimum dimensionless radius =0.72 and develops a dimensionless
frequency w = 0.27. Clearly, the analytical approximations for different values of 6 closely
approach the numerical results. Accordingly, in quantitative terms, the maximum relative
errors (0.418, 0.154, 0.152, and 3.068%) for the respective values of 0 (0.617, 0.833, 0.999, and
1.05) are acceptably low; even for the biggest bubble which contains 108 electrons.

In Figure 7(b), the robustness of the 5th-order HAM solution is analyzed for high
values of the initial radius ¢ while fixing the quantity of electrons in the MEB. For ¢ = 1.07,
the bubble implodes reaching both high acceleration (>1 x 10° m/s?) and a minimum radius
more and more close to zero. This strong collapse conditions might involve sonoluminescence
phenomenon as suggested by Tempere et al. [13]. Even for ¢ as high as 1.4 the analytical
solution agrees to some extent with the numerical results, the maximum relative error in
this case is around 5%. It is worthy of note that the parameter h was varied to ensure the
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Figure 8: Comparison between 4th-order HAM solutions (hollow symbols) and Runge-Kutta numerical
solutions (solid lines) for: x(7), x'(7) and x"(7) at different values of §. (a) a = 1, § = 0.443495 (p = 300 Pa),
0=1,a=1.00002, h=-14;(b)a =1, =1.47832 (p =1000Pa), 8 =1, a = 1.00002, h = —-1.7. All parameter
values are for a MEB containing 10* electrons with an equilibrium radius R, = 1.06441 ym.

convergence of the analytical solution, the freedom of changing conveniently h is precisely
one of the virtues of the HAM [1, 6, 9].
In order to study the effect of varying the driving pressure p in (3.25), the following

scales where chosen:
[R] = 1 e?N? [f] = eN P (3.49)
~ 4\ x2ee00’ "~ 8xo \ 2egy’

then the parameters (3.30), become

Pl e’N? 5| g0
-1, Pl £ g, - 4R | ZEE09 (3.50)
& p 8 \ mr2eggot a “V e2N2
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Figure 9: Relative error between 4th-order HAM solution and the corresponding numerical integration for
displacement x(7); (a) and (b) parts of this figure match with those in Figure 8.
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Figure 10: The curve of w changing with . Symbols: numerical results; solid line: 4th-order HAM approx-
imation.

Figure 8 depicts comparisons between the 4th-order HAM solutions and numerical inte-
grations of: x(7), x'(7), and x"(7) for two values of the pressure step. Excellent agreement
between analytical and numerical solutions is clearly seen for p = 300Pa (f = 0.443495);
accordingly, the maximum relative error between numerical and analytical results for x(7) is
0.304%, indicated by a hollow triangle in Figure 9(a). Nevertheless, when the pressure step
is increased to p = 1000 Pa (f = 1.47832), some disagreement between HAM approximations
and numerical solutions of: x(7), x'(7), and x"(7) is observed. In this case the maximum
relative error for x(7) is 4.664%, which might be acceptable if rough estimations are required.
Even higher disagreement is clearly observed between HAM approximation and numerical
integration for x”(7). This discrepancy might be reduced by incrementing the order of
the HAM approximation; but this would imply larger and larger analytical solutions, and
therefore more and more difficult to handle with. For the current example, an explicit
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Figure 11: Relative error between 4th-order HAM approximation and numerical solutions for the fre-
quency w.

expression for the 4th-order x(7) solution would require several pages to write upon. As
pointed out by Liao [3], in present time of computer with huge data storage capacities
and high-speed CPU, an analytical expression with many terms might be accepted by most
researchers. However, an important factor to be taken into account is the CPU time for
evaluating an analytical solution with many terms (of course this time tends to increase
together with the number of terms). The CPU time consumed in evaluating the 4th-order
approximation for x(7) is 12.933s (computed by Timing command of Mathematica 5.1 in
a Windows PC with Intel Core i7 processor at 3.4 GHz), which is around 275 times longer
than time for computing a numerical solution of (3.27) and (3.28) for x(7) using the fourth
order Runge-Kutta algorithm (this time is computed by Timing and NDSolve commands
of Mathematica 5.1 in a Windows PC with Intel Core i7 processor at 3.4 GHz). Of course,
this result does not invalidate the 4th-order analytical approximations but it makes them
unsuitable for certain situations. For instance, an analysis of shape instabilities of bubbles
using the 4th-order approximations for x(7), x'(7) and x”(7) would imply more computing
time and less accuracy than those obtained by a numerical scheme.

Figure 10 illustrates the variation of dimensionless bubble frequency w versus p.
Clearly, the analytical approximation for w (solid line) is very close to the numerical
calculations (symbols). Even though the relative error has a tendency to grow exponentially
as shown in Figure 11, its values are acceptably low for large magnitude of the step forcing,
for example, for f = 2 (p = 1360 Pa) the relative error is just about 1.15%.

4. Conclusions

In this study the HAM has been used to obtain analytical solutions of the Rayleigh equation
for the radial oscillations of a MEB in liquid helium. The small-order HAM approximations
for freely oscillating bubbles agree very well with numerical solutions even for bubbles
with initial radial amplitudes as high as 1.6 times the equilibrium Coulomb radius. The
analytical solutions for radius, velocity and acceleration of the freely oscillating bubble wall
are accurate enough to accomplish surface stability studies (both parametric and Rayleigh-
Taylor instabilities could be computed) with the possibility of both saving calculations and
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giving a bigger understanding of bubble shape instabilities when compared to solutions from
a numerical scheme.

In the case of forced oscillations, the fourth-order HAM solutions for displacement
and velocity of the bubble wall agree well with those computed numerically. Nevertheless,
when the magnitude of pressure step is large enough (8 = 1.47832, p = 1000 Pa), noticeable
differences are observed between analytical and numerical curves for acceleration. It was
shown that higher order approximations can be adapted to increase the convergence of the
solution but at the expense of a huge number of terms in it, which might be impractical. Even
this inconvenience, current analytical approximations show the great potential of the HAM
for complex problems with strong nonlinearities. HAM offers the possibility of controlling in
a convenient way the convergence of approximation series; this fundamental characteristic
is what makes the HAM more powerful than other nonperturbation techniques such as
Adomian decomposition method [15] and the homotopy perturbation method (HPM) [16].
It was confirmed here that convergence of solutions is ensure by choosing h parameter in an
appropriate way.
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