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SI. 1 Viscous and Thermoviscous Fluid

In viscous and thermoviscous theories, viscous and thermal boundary layers can affect the
acoustic radiation force (ARF) exerted on biological particles (BPs). Thermal and viscous boundary
layer thicknesses (6; and §,, respectively) could be obtained as Equations (51) and (52) (parameters

are defined in Table 1) [1].
6 = /kt/(ﬂpfohcf) (S1)
6, = /#f/(ﬂpfof) (52)

in which f is the applied frequency of acoustic field. Since the BPs and surrounding fluid have
similar properties, the difference between the ARF calculated based on the assumption of ideal or
thermoviscous/viscous fluids are negligible. Figure S1 indicates this negligible difference based on
the previous analytical expressions [1,2] and using properties described in Table 1.
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Figure S1. Comparison between ideal, viscous and thermoviscous fluid in calculation of the acoustic
radiation force (ARF) applied on the small bioparticle (BP) suspended in an acoustic standing field.
(A) Acoustic contrast factor of the BP in water as a function of dv/a. Ideal theory suggests a steady
contrast factor while viscous and thermoviscous theories predict a variable contrast factor. However,
the difference between these values are negligable; (B) The ARF error when using an ideal fluid
compared to viscous (green dashed line) or thermoviscous (blue solid line) fluid. Results demonstrate
that the maximum ARF error with an ideal fluid assumption is less that 1%, however the error
significantly decreases with increasing the acoustic frequency. The detailed properties are presented
in Table 1.
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SI. 2 Validation

A good accordance of our method with previous studies is shown in Table S1. The ARF values

calculated in this table are based on applying a 1 MHz ultrasound field with acoustic pressure of 200
kPa while the properties of the cells/particles and fluid are provided in Table S2.

Table S1. Comparison of the ARF values obtained from different studies along with the results of ASI
model in present study.

Material ARF [pN], This ARF[pN],Y&  ARF [pN], ARF [pN],
study K [3] Bruus [2] Gorkov [2]
NIH/3T3 2.15 2.15 2.15 2.15
MCEF7 7.18 7.18 7.19 7.18
RBC 0.840 0.839 0.842 0.839
Polystyrene, 5.10 6.70 5.10 5.10
Styron 666
Stainless Steel, 347 21.81 21.85 23.40 21.80

Table S2. Properties of the cell/particle and fluid (water) for calculation of ARF results shown in Table S1.

) Density Bull Shear Modulus Radius
Particle modulus
(kg/md) (kPa) (pm)
(Gpa)
NIH/3T3 cell line [4] 1079 2.60 1.67 5
MCE7 cell line [4] 1068 2.37 0.103 9
Red blood cell (RBC) [5] 1092 2.87 1.5 3.25
Polystyrene (PS), Styron 666 [6] 1050 4.20 1.39E6 5
Stainless Steel, 347 [6] 7890 163 75.8E6 5
. Bulk ) .
Fluid Density modulus Shear Viscosity Speed of
(kg/m3) (mPa.s) Sound (m/s)
(Gpa)
Water [7] 997 2.23 0.89 1497
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