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TN KR BRSBTS 30 4 R 52 B 8 2 R U ) )32 OGE  E B b W RO AR )
R ST AR S 1t AHAR BN ) A8 S B A IR L AR AR S TRR AR R e g oK A T 9 K 5
MEAG SN 73 B el R R Rk AR e e R 4 5 AR AR ) 2 U, R T TR 2 5 2 i A 0 J R B
IRk EE VIR, £ TREMH |, BEi/KiEH (Rothstein, 2010). 7K 4k B (Temesgen et al.
2017). A KUK (Taman et al. 2025). HLf#H] %l (Angulo et al. 2020). %1277 (Ferrara et al.
2007) SEH# P JRa € B A g RS S B0 . 7 VR A s T R AT T R T AR A 4 TR Y R
HREEA MR ot M . AR R R T, ARBIAT I8 AR ) 35, SR AR I Aok
PFEAE IE TR 2. Bl A D0 AXORS 5 13 5 BRI B R 10 R R, E T A0 BT 328 A5 W 22 AHTRIR N B 40K
JEE (1~ 1000 nm). fE3X— REER, ViR BRI EAT AR AE T AR B A8 A 77 1) 5% e T
ok, TR 1 )46 32 3 S AL E FE (Squires et al. 2005). 1X iR 2 B« RBEE RS AR T 1
TN ST TR I B AR A R, 51K T & MR 75 5 ) 2 AR AR TOW AR R T 1R ad
HEfEAL. b, B 1 s, 99K S (Nanobubbles) 544 K ¥ i# (Nanodroplets) {F >y 9 25 i 1Y
FR B o S T, HG i e L0 B R AR E MRy T I T A ARSI D) A AR S R A P
1o 278 G 5 B Bkl Ak 1 B2 33 2 — (Alheshibri et al. 2016; Lohse et al. 2015a; 7K & {&
et al. 2004; 5K 3715 et al. 2018).

TE 2 HL AT 2 HE SRR, 25 il 1 1 77 2% P47 /3% 44 19 Young-Laplace J7 FE k. Z 7 FE 48 H,
o5l S A AR R 2E Ap, HOR/NS AR )y BUEEE, 5 R4 R R EE

2
Ap = Pin — Pout — Ery (1)

X T WS B , X — B ID R B E AT DL B AN T SR, SRR R 4N AR 2
For 3 7 i I v 22 R SR ZE T DAAliK 2420 100 nm (AR R, FK IR K 7128 72 mN/m,
UL EOR AR SZ ik 2 1.44 MPa (29 14 AN KA 19 BRI R38R, XA 77 % B e R RS
IR FE™ ) ATENE. R T 9RO, IR Henry €, SR BIE R 5 70 KGR EE,
BRI ST A B VZ AL TR B SRR AR S (Zhang X H, Lu, et al. 2015). 5T 99K
W, TR Kelvin J7 18, w5y it 28-S 35000 2 100 1V R0 268 0 B0V A B I8 38 v T T VT T 40 ok 1) 1%
HIE R 2, WG Fick 9 #0E &, il 7 79 #ofE g M 73 5O A% 36 2 24 (Factorovich
et al. 2014).

HT FRY)H K14, Epstein 1 Plesset T- 1950 ZF & 7. | & M S EE AL A (E-P #H1ig)
(Epstein et al. 1950). ZERR TR, £ A FFS ARG 26 AF T, PR AER TR 1IR3 T
T YA, T B0 R 0 s — P T, T RE S i B DD g R THAR B, 100 nm
1) B IAE K R B AR A A I RO TIORD (us) . MR I 5B 1 # MR, W
/N BRI (R B E I Ostwald A AL 245, B EH T i 28155 S B A 22 34 22 ) /N V0TS A T V45 A
I A H R R VR v ds, AT B RV A Wk /N VB0 I I B . 1961 4F, Lifshitz. Slyozov Al
Wagner 2 1 1Y) LSW 18 B, %00 F% A ] 38 40t 5 BORLAT 73 A Bl I 8] & 05, I S 2 IR 3k &



xS, T, mE, PR B R, AN - g RO SR i AR E R S AL AL AR R BN AOKR 3

Bulk nanobubble Bulk nanodroplet
ARGIR L e ) LN ELR ST
R R
Bulk liquid
Surface nanobubble A Surface na‘n 9d?0plet
EITELP Sawi! EQIELY ST

Zoom in nanoscale

Solid substrate
[ 7 JE

&1
MAREEHARBETER

7 7] 7 WLAH 43 5 (Lifshitz et al. 1961; Wagner, 1961). f/E49KREE T, BT Kelvin R0 i 35 1 58,
R A O R 8 0 A 1 B ) ROBE e i — 20 T 4, 28 B30 B 2 1005 40 K0 S L B R IR ) P 9 R
(Ratke et al. 2002).

SR, ARSI BRI AR E G X — 2 M ER B, 3 20 28 90 LR, — RAEYH
LWL TS LI RIT M7 MK, 5K TERAKIE =M FI SRR, X — SRR
FIGT 1994 4F. Parker 55 (Parker et al. 1994) F 3 [ /74 & B3l 7K & 11 18] () A0 ELAR 0 BF, R
MY —MEHEEZEE DLVO Hag il (> 100 nm) K25 77, H 72 204 SR mAE
SR ARATT R REAE D, IX Fh S 5] D7 U8 TR R AFAE B9 oK 2SI Mr 2 (Bridging bubbles). R8T,
X R TS 2 A AR AE I 2 T 2R B S AE 2000 4 AT JE , Ishida 4%
(Ishida et al. 2000) F1 Lou 4§ (Lou et al. 2000) 73744 374t B ] 42 w4 X5 1 /) 38 (Tapping-
mode AFM), fE/K T B /K HE v Al = BER T B 2 1 X L8 3R IR A9 K R 45 4. BE 5 19 2001
4, Tyrrell fl Attard (Tyrrell et al. 2001) A8 7 56 A7 S B0 25 2R, 75 W g 7 13X 46 45 44 1k
FER TS JF (Micro-pancakes) JE &, H k52 HIE & = A K TR K 5] J1 Sk, X — R IAL L%
g5 1 R MAFAE IR BE, W IE U SL T gk AR E YRR A AFE L B R I #
KB, IR LIRS R G K G S5 KA TR TRV 2R BE S B AR, B RIEROR N SR TR
W (AFM) R 2R R B (Cryo-EM). WARIESS LBE (Liquid-cell TEM) F1 94K kL iR B 7>
T (NTA), AEHIN TS E<5TH I F TH 49K <l (Surface Nanobubbles, SNBs), B i —
WIRE T BIFAE B AR 4R AH 99K S (Bulk Nanobubbles, BNBs)(Eklund et al. 2021). &
NERLZ AN, XTS5 R I T T AR R AR E T, AR E SRR AR I R A
LI, WM B AR R B HUA R E RS, HGa e B-P B TRIAE = -+ LA 3
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B2 (Attard, 2014). 3X b 318 T AR <<% R 35t 2K 55 S 5000 I B A AR e 2 TR B BRI 2, B
PR R hir ik M (Laplace Catastrophe) 348 K52 € 1 1718 (Alheshibri et al. 2016).

5 R W T AE 9K OB T R I B AR5 3 ) 2 A7 51 R T 2 SR 2
B4, A 70 322 I 1 7 80 = 0 TR A R, K Ak 4 e) B a5 V2 RN (Ouzo effect) (Vitale
et al. 2003) 7EXLE: X KA B R A, T8 RE) 7 2K 5 T #4725 A8 1) T 32 TS VE 7R 90 oK FLIE?
X FE PR T A g AR E MR, R 51K TR TR AR AE AR ) RS E 1 <o R N
P FL I (Surfactant-free Microemulsions, SFMEs) 1)K # %2 R 4+ i (Hou et al. 2016). 73—
J7 TH0, A [V S AR )58 4 (Solvent Exchange) idt #2 51, VA4 ot o A1 FE dnAe] 3@ 3k e AH BSOAZ 3K B))
KK (Surface Nanodroplets, SNDs) ) 4E K ? Hiff 5T & W, 3 6 3 ¥ 76 25 I8 B R I H =2 12
filt 22 BT FURE MR )RR R R AT O, 5 RO AE B UM P R A 48 K W0 (Bulk Nanodroplets,
BNDs) # %A A [F] (Lohse et al. 2015a). iX &8 & B 18 4 P AT 24 20 55 F4) 6F 40 5 53 THI 16 4 B0
K ALET B — B P S B 3 R B R R B e a8 ) il 1

TR S 4 RURE ST 1 A2 PEATLR, AN SR Sof S Al A7) 38 i) Ly [ 2, B B 42 90~ 24 AT Re s
AR = 7 A0 S B B R Rl AE L RE R B oy, W AR K ) L ) %80 32 R T R AN T v D
Bff. 3 B Lohse ¥R (Park et al. 2023, 2024) 1 Eckert iR @21 (Hossain et al. 2022; Bashkatov
et al. 2022) & HUBIFFLR I, IR N FRLAR TN K R AE AR T I A% < AT 3L SR B 2, 2wt
e RO SR A L AT R TR R AN B A o BHL ZE I S B R R, 7E 4 I A R T A, ] — [
T T8 Ak BT B A AN R 7 A R 0 0K 2 i A BELAS 8 1A% i ) A% O B RS . M P VAR /7 VA T IR A
Y 299 K 5 I8 BIL Ak AR T S A B, RO 0 S B A . SR T R VB PR R Y AT WY B ER (Janek
et al. 2016). 7EAF 1 B2 97 J7 1, 94K I MUAH 28 40 K B0 BR G RSSO0 35 %8 3 b e I 387, O e v 12
I KRR S B O AR BT IEAE N R — R8T — &1k (Theranostics) B0 81k,
F T 3B A2 N ST T80 Ao B i B8 S 30 %) i R 20 2R i ) B 5 40 22 K VR 9T (Rapoport, 2012; Paul S.
Sheeran et al. 2012). 7 &% i) 3& 5 P 536 B 7 T, J6 3% 0 1% 77 99 K VB0 B 1 B80S 7 ML, g
A IR T I WAL ARG VEF] . B 2 B AR B 704 F A 1S B 28 77 & (Fischer et al. 2015);
T 49 K A 175 7K Ak BRI RO 386 7= o iy 2 R, A TE ARS8 L % 5 M 9 R % (Temesgen
et al. 2017).

25 B RTIR, B RSSO F T AT 90 I AL T D30 G R 3 1) <L 1) iy S 0 < 82 4 4 3 A
FR S N ). A 30 K 28 G A LT A R AE X — U RV B FE . FRATTRE AN PR AL M A R Bl
R, TS O B T AR R AN AR E VR B RAR R I, TR AT 2k R : 5B 2 B RS
RET YRR R, H R RIEAUK N, BT Ak 2 JUART BT FL RSN 2 Ay 10 o) AR 4 8, AN
T 22 I R AN (7] T 22 i vy 38 v 307 1 9 F5U 00 s P AT 30 B 5 R N AR AR 98 K 0, B R0 R SO
THD ) R Ay AR R AL 5 8 B e e VR R B AT Dy, 8 s JF G e A g e e R B LIRS B 2RO 5 5
K. 3 L 1) AN KR RO AT S . FE R0 BT 2R T 9 K VR E U 7 AT e AR Hh 1 B 3D ) 2 5
PEAT N, FEAR T ARH 99 KB T BRVL B, 48 75 005 B0RS E HL I 7E B R FL AR R vh i AR A A
WA AT 5 4 BHE T UK 5 99K B0 190 7 BT dE 28 . RAR R4 1 . FE/R
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SRENFFTESR . LTI D T HP S SE4E R R, SR BRI S-S -0 5 1 iR )
B RE, BRSNS M T A e 58 5 B S 4 2 A B A Y b S 06 W (A
FAAE R R B ZE B, TR AR R K5 ROBERBEILTE 5L T i 23 2 R R AE R R B R e, LA R Bl 57 T
FEINEE 5 B VR S0 ¥ AR S B AT FR B

2 QRN REANFHRERNSIELRTZE SIS

AN ST R R A B S BT, ARl B S BRI R AR R R E T 2l
2 RAR T 5 54 BAE B AR B T BN B A& B . SR, S IRATHE B OB B oWt 5, B A
FRAE RUE B 4 /1, T A TR R )38 o5 5 32 T A, 28 90 () FE 220 AR i 5 9 1 B T 4R
TH] Iife P2 0 Bk . A 8 % YR T H — I S FE S (Epstein-Plesset, E-P) FIg PR TS 7 9K R E K
AL AE R by R 5 R B0 T 6 BB TR V5t K AH SIEIE UM IE S, 40 K ST AE R e M BRAL S SR R R IR
7K A A BRI X — <RsE MR, AU RIS B T B AR AR L A AT 5L K
U P AL 1 5 TR 2D TR SR A, 9K A0 3 R IO PR M A AN R B T A4S 52 ] — 0 5 T 4 R ) 3%
KBS B 2 TIESMA TP IR AR AR, X RS BR R A YK RS- 5
THRFAIE, AH X B0 AR BRI AL 5 R AR AR B2 A 2 52 i T BRI i) LT AT 4L 5 SR A g | 5%
I TR e S35 05 2 DU B 2 A0S T S0 A T ) P s HE AT S R BRI RN, R T R R I
LD . A B R E T RWMIER, 46 RIEs 17718, R E R MRS ¥
FRAE S A2 BRI DA S 4 45 3L AP 7 28 8 A 1A% O ) BE AL ).

2.1 REHAKIE: LAARTHZ @S FE

2.1.1 LIS RAESIELZ B LA 4F14E

M PR R 8 G 7E [ AR R T 9ok ROBE S, 88 77 AR T K R THNR W TR (4
K I 2 TGN K SO BRI YR TR B K R T ) AT O B K BE R 1982 4, Jacob Is-
raelachvili 2§ (Israelachvili et al. 1982) FJ F 2 [ 77 4% S %6 £E 5 7K 2 1 [A) ML 222 8 DLVO #ig
I <K AR B K B S, HAE FVEE A K 10 ~ 100 nm, #1 K B16k = & F R B, 1994 4F Parker.
Claesson fl Attard (Parker et al. 1994) £ t#fr #eBE AL, HEW B 7K 2 11 7] BE 48k B 230K <0,
FAETRET e I T8 BB 40 S, AT 7= A2 53 51 0. 5 MoK RUBE T AH LA F il 4% 03 2 A A
[, KRR AR AR R 20— Pl B R AR, R I IR BE LI B Bk Uk A (B 2(a) o). fH i
85 158 G RSV B 8 7 0 1T O 21 T 5. ELEI 2000 4F, Ishida %% (Ishida et al. 2000) Al Lou % (Lou
et al. 2000) 73 A F FH AFM B8 B A 7K T B 7K 2% T B8 W %% B i T (3K eIk 45 4. Bk A
] Ff A2 TV, TR 0 AU L SR AE 25 SR R, R K A 5 I R PR P BR R R TR A
(W B 2(b) Frow). H R0 BA R MRAE: =B (h) @A T 10 £ 100 nm 2 [8, 1 Ji& &
42 (L) MILE 100 % 1000 nm FEHE A (Tan et al. 2021). X F A& LB & FITEEAT A, A
AR A (0) B/ GE R N 5OE 20°), H.15 % Ak BG4 i £ T BB Gk RV X B
A TUART R AE 88 3o 38 O it 28 A AR B A T B B, A A T R ) S 56 A i 477 28 22
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s4f, ' L,
. + t : 50 nm 1250
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c d
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=1
X 2
f j (iii) Stage 3
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Z
L .

2 E cm
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o E Wave number
BE -4 l 5 1] 0 -
& -5 0 E

-6 —S T 0.1+ R 02} T

8
@KE -0.02
- 0 10 20 30 10 40 70 100 §< 5 Gaseous CO,
S - S £ -0.04 [/ w_ Rl & CO,
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 < Absence of ethanol
BB /nm 3000 2800 2600 2400 2200
Separation PH/em ™

Wave number

& 2

FEMNAAMNERERME. () KA AL HIAFH & MAFE, BN E-RREHKANA
By & ik G Ak 3t A2 (Parker et al. 1994). (b) & 7l B # 3% & K- B R W W ik &k W 40 ok KA H
1, A 5 A B A58 (Ishida et al. 2000). (c) J&RF 4 B 5 M AF -6 B oh & 305 B L
AR U L Y BRI R AR R AT 5 ok AOE B0 25 /R MEAT 4 (Chan et al. 2012). (d) %
WA G Rt R G B R A CO, Wi i &M, LA 2K E# 5 5 KE-KR
HHRENKREAM, HHEREMRS CO, § L85k ¥ Tit (Zhang X H et al. 2008).

WU, BeAh, 240K U B A8 E 1 2R I L Ry B PR S AR 5 B A A : AR AE AR IR T8
KRR (ARG R ), 78 5 1) B if A0 52 HOPG. 35 38 5 AN (7] i W 14 255 I [) B A 4t W0 il 24
FOAR e M v FE A T VR A B8, A K AT KA AR (HAE LR 55 HLVE ) 2 A % (An H
et al. 2015). "SI 8 A UK B2 A A 3 30 L K T /DN I FRp R i R 4, HL R & B SR 1 B0 LR
RIS % s A B 80% IR M A, S AN R AR WL T AN 2 58 4278 2K (Qian, Craig, et al. 2019).

R R PR T A RAL, fe 7 N A B i 3CR 7 77 B BE (Tapping Mode AFM) i

T PR AT 1R M P 2 AN AR 2 B3 5 AT RS, A O RS IS AR e 2 M) S 3 ARG A 2 R
FEAH B rp S 00 B R B AR L e 22, AT A RLIX 2 1 B B R I S R o A TS G
(Tamayo et al. 1998; Tyrrell et al. 2001). Fifi % #7 R i) &K f&, WE{H 77 € & 94K 71 F# A (Peak
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Force QNM) #% 5 A\ VAR HUE & 1) ) %2 504 . B 2(c) R Ji—a e dh 2k, DLIEAE v R J117E N R
T, ATt AT [ 3 S ) Sl TE (AR . RER . FEHLSE). Zhao 55 (Zhao et al. 2013) X [H -
T T A0 K SR BEAT A8 K T S g, R IR TR /N A2 Y B 9 T S B L Hookean H
JIFW R, FEAF B E YA LT EH R pN/nm (£ 0.06 ~ 0.12 N/m) 73 W0 NIEE. 1 Flt S 35 (1) il
B2 I AR WS TSRS B B AN AT e 4 1, T 2 OV T % T K AR B A0 18] 5 DR e £ A R R AT
FLF B Ny SR B TSR R AE A A5 R, SRR R SR SRR AT . AR, A T T BRAR
BEEF SN AR T B PR BD EOR , AE e o A AR 2 (FM-AFM) 8 ) T 72 B oK R B b =50
G, dER TR B A R T RGNS, B0 R BR T 3 R 2% BT TT REE (Fang et al.
2016). FEROWTE I 5 71 2 RAE 2 4h, 6% 56 HOR R4 7 AFM 7E 825 I il 5 40 22 4 5 B
A& . Chan #1 Ohl (Chan et al. 2012) F H] 4 N e 5 98 0% 2 5l 58 (TIRF) £ T 3 (Evanes-
cent Wave) {55 FH I E 772 100 ~ 200 nm IR RE, 456 S HEF SR KRG RE™ A 1 4
R, IR R T KRR & I 8 15 KR BERL T AT B2 3 18 . Zhang 55 (Zhang X H
et al. 2007) F| FH 2 11 & & ¥ ¥t H R (Surface Plasmon Resonance, SPR) i A, 2 T A ifd
(n~1.0) 5K (n~1.33) Z A K475 222 7, v R B0 b 00000 76 V8 770 22 o 7 v i A% A=
K J R 78 75 AR B XU N B B AR A 41, Zhang & (Zhang X H et al. 2008) Fl
PS04 S S 2040063 (ATR-FTIR) & fit 14k 2 1 e, 1) a0 e = S R 48 K i BiF 5 o
Sl 21 £ 2343 e RFAE SO FR AR 47 4k B 0 e FL e B A A 45 b (B 2(d) Frow ), BLRRIESE TR
BT EIAFAE, T HRRR T 286 Wis G slvs 0] B AR . ST 5, 3T 99K 0 T R AE
AR i )y P RB S RIRIEINSR 1 PR, X HR BN, 3R 94 K =l i A7 78
PEft T EIE. WEERZ YRR

2.1.2 FHEIFSERER

T 9K S ) % A% 0 A8 T 5 ) BEAK o T BORE A S [ — V5 T A R SR T AR T, AT
FEAOUL JR) 5 61 38 H 370 b A B SR Rl M IR B, DA o IR B A% BE 22 H AT 2% 5 32 A ) % SR 2 22
WEEIE R A ik RZEVER AL I RAZ#3: (Solvent Exchange)(Zhang X H, Lu, et al. 2015)
Fe ST F A AU b B Oy 2 i HLAT 5 e R ) U7 %, A v A AR IR R 8 R U B g R SR I e
RS (SR A EE) 780 R B KR, B S R VA R R EUIR I A RE R (8
oK) BEAT B R RO Y BB R B OR, 7R R A ST R R IR S R, i TR A
PR TR AN 2 AR AL, TSR R SR 53 1 23 8 1 L B TR 300 3R s 2 47 150 o R A o 1) i 7K BBE T
3 BT T TR ) VAR S e SR AR B Tk B AR v PR AT R (BRI 100 %), AT AE B K K
THI PR SR B s A KB 2 A A% . v, A8 He il R S O B 2 5 RAT I C i 2 4. IR 2 Tk
(Temperature Difference) U F FH 7 A V4 fiff B2 8 T B2 TH v 11 FEAEC A0 84 0 2 e o, sl i AR (n
4 °C) WA 2 SOK N2 (40 40 ~ 60 °C) HYBi/KZE % b, i A AL /K 2 s B 28 BT W
fife 2 SR B2, A AR AT LB I A ST A R L R AZ T VR R A TR AR, (RS2 A IR R R RO, i) A Y
TR 5 R IEE AT AL k. Ak 52 (Electrochemical Generation) NI A J&@ i 75 Hi, fif ot %%
VB X R AR Tt T L s AT AR K SR B AR B SRR R T B RGR T AR, 2 R B

34
w
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ottt Apyy | FIOPRBOVEAR B B R TRSAIARSG, ; BUF R SR B,

PeakForce QNM/
J1i AFM

FM-AFM /A #:fh
AFM

TIRF/TIRM

SPR #MH%&E T
WOt IR

ATR-FTIR/
AR St

e A ik

ETAT 104

geK; FIRERREE N E S
e 2
TR RS AFM MHIE; 77
AN R > HE S A7 pN-nN &
G5 WHIR G HEA I
(Ve

3 [11) 73 H AT IA LA REL 5 i
TS5 I IR 73 B 2Rl R

BE IR 43 HE R 21200 ~ 300 nm;
i3 2 B IR 21100 ~
200 nm; I [8] 3 HER Ak

ZR R ER
SXof ST P 20 A7 S 28 AR A v P B
G BRI S AR IR N TOR &
4; IS FrAem A
ZEEYH

2 [H) 23 2T W AR e
PRIR E 9 oK 22 iR B4
I 18] 73 % 238 W AR 22 9y

R 170 73 % 24 S AT SRS A B PR 1
JEH #1200 ~ 300 nm; I [7] 4>
PEE LA B

RN i P BR TR L AT AR AR
%0 T B

AR RIS BT, FEHL
AR ESE S, AT
DXy B T S RS A

WD, AT EAS
W IR RS, A W 5 i
BREA R
A JRA S AR L S B [X
AR R A
i 0 JE L kL2 3y, X Bh A
T2 S AU

A B BT B B
UM KRR o %
fle, EATILIW T3 1%

A HR AL A B R AL AAIE
fia, BRI T COLMIRFIE
2L AR, AT Al B HERR R 15
WS G B R
EEMEBR . R
PR R T A / I B 30 75
575 AT SIS LI WL

T R, X LA P R
YA SV

ISR AR ET— T TR 5 5 3R

TSR, KN

WS HAR AL e PhmT aEdh
W)

BORT TR, B XA TR, A
EERTEHE S XS
A0S B ) R R
TR EE XK, A LL3RAT
SERE=YEIER; W H B
BRSBTS AR
XA BRI
AREE 4 AT =2
T3 155 2 9 S R AR 25
EA R, 54 AR B A
BT R
TERMLETIEL, AhE
HRS A GRS, 1EH
RRZARLLINE I ZERA
o R BR
MIAYNERETIe7 S SItE N TELY S
TR R AT N RS 454
X T K BLTT X B B k]
AR

1o A BB N T B 1% 07V R I 387 T T D e 1 T RO R A K e e ] R ke 4 o)
RO 5B, B A Re il & b HEp B 5 1 <R RE 1.

2.1.3 REHWIEN G SESER

(1) LA FAELE T RS 2 R & PR (Dynamic Equilibrium Model)

FEl G 2 T 4 K O N T RE A AE, I T B TS R R A RE SR T 2 A BB R R B A AR
SEPEBLR T ER AR TR M 1 R BB A AR AL . S ] 1 <5 B W B B A I O R AR T
i — Z AT W H N SARANS I, HAZ AR PR 52 56 10E B A0 BE N A 858 Aok R AR Al
S BT 52 B Bk % (Zhang X H, Li, et al. 2006; German et al. 2014). Brenner 11 Lohse (Brenner
et al. 2008) $& i, B /K Ik Ji BRI A7 A2 IR BE I UM & 4R IR 2R Y BRI = AR A 2 4k Rk
WA B E (Influx) BEAS R OB T AP BOR HE & (Outflux), ATZERFsh A1, SR, %
FRAAE LS AR — 1, UORERE T/ ZaEdii (4 1 m/s) RKIERR M 5RA X, H
X 5 S0 v WL B B A R B R TR B O A WS B B S S, DR R RO R BTz R
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Weijs 1 Lohse (Weijs et al. 2013) #& Hi )« 22 1 & %& 5 80 (Traffic jam model) #5408 /i A = &4
JE B T BEAN AR JR G () SRR . ALK T AR S — AN R S A i
22 0 PR R AR A A J5 1) A0 SRR R TSR 2 BB N g, 3R T 9N oK A PR 5 AR A A H 5218 1 )
AN R (Fak /NI ) I H S IR R B E T A2 IR TR 5 S A = TR P R A
B[R] RUBE (L2/D). BB AL B D R 1 /=0 I0 ) A0 358 30 38 11%) % 158 o 82 IF Ji) , F G T 4/ m Bl
B SFAT T B 2 TH 9N K AR R A L RN B T A IR S B 3 G B A 1) B 3 - AL A AT DL 2R
48— FE.

(2) FMZEATH 5 TLA 200 R B AR AL O LT (Pinning & Gas Supersaturation Model)

£ H A 0 F80E 38 B, 2015 4F B Lohse #l Zhang (Lohse et al. 2015b) /& Hi [ 4% fish £&
ET L AR R4S 2 32 A A] ) RESR TG K AL T —Fh 42 i 24T 4L (Contact Line Pinning)
MR AT (Gas Supersaturation) 3t [ 4E 47 [ 2 & FHDIRAS, 10 JF ) 5 F AR

SIS BRI, 2 3R TH G OK 28 P AR KBRS A (18] o e AR A AR T A ) I,
=R i 2 (Three-Phase Contact Line) H A7 B DR [ 5 AN 3l T AT B B2 fd A BE 2 AR AL
FILH S 4T FL 478 (Zhang X H et al. 2013). FE A28 4] $L A FR AL T LT 29 SHLH, A
FRERE AR R Y WK B B0 W8 . = 0 BB U9 |0 s e 4 1, el TR TR AR LAAT AL,
BRI E R 2R (RO ). IR4E Young-Laplace J5 f2, #1242 (13 K F 8
LN Laplace R 5RFEAK. Ho o i AR IR /N 70 N AR AL 22 35 22, AT ) 7 AR 1)
B AR, R, AR, BRI/, Laplace a3 K, M 1) AR B9 3 — BN
M LART— A7 B Bt AL o] A 45 35 THT 44 K SV BE B8 AE — S 1M e A0 2 9 [l A 4 5 A E 1P IR
A& (WE 3(a) Fr7n). Liu M Zhang %5 (Liu et al. 2013, 2017) F| FH 29 3 & 4% % B2 32 R B2 (con-
strained LDFT) S0 —DUE B, 7E45 € M3 A AT FL AR R T, 9K ST BL (1) & — Pk 77 % 0
Fads. WEE b, SX BT FU A AR R A R T [ AR T 1AL S AR R (A0 A S R e ) ml) SR R
JE (IR 25 K R B ), X B8 AN S5 ST Dy b 2 SR AL 1 s g 22 IR AT 4L AR

SR, B AR i 2 AT HLAE ) I e B I VA AR, AN RE AR A B R Epstein-Plesset #i& T4
HH AR 5 7 ASOE B T R AU N B R AT BTSN Y Laplace Hs o, o5 P UK = Tk b,
MG R R AEAE 8 1) A0 SR 1) 4 BOK ) /7. 2014 4 Liu A1 Zhang (Liu et al. 2014) ) & 4% % FE
Z L (LDFT) B, MROU ) 2 A FEAIE SE T FE B fil Ze 5T LA AN i 2L RIE R R, 36
A K AT LUE B AR A (1B 3(b) 7). B 5, Lohse 1 Zhang (Lohse et al. 2015b)
FEXS AL T AT LIRS I R T K S HEAT W AT SR A I 51N T e B SRl v A2 ik Y A £
¢ >0 (AL TS MRS ) I, A AT BEAFE RS 8 1 BN 3R T 49 K 000 % 45 7€ 1 A A 2
CRIBEET LRI IR K L, H-P g B fil f 0. 95 2

sinf, = (1 @)

A, LRBATH A ERTE L, L. —47/Po FFE B (FEARERETAN 2.8 um). B 3(c)
It RS € A IR R ), A R R i WA 2 5 RS a9, RO A RE ST BCP . /NS
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a % b
20 . . . . 20 : £
- — - 8
sl (=20 15 ‘ ] ]]]]B}H—O( 3700
> ‘\& | = =
> < 15,
=10} 2 10 %\j; & 2700
) (=10 & 5 DA )
5 117 5 1700 -
C=0.5 o
0 - - | ‘L:0.25 0 E
0 05 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0 2 700 ‘ -
0 0l O'LQ/ 0.3 0.4 0.5 t/us Z 0 50 100 150 200
L t/ns
C
100
= Pinned 474l
80 ! o *H?L
3 t 6 =90°
~ o
© 40 §=40 Rb:1pm\y
20
0

0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0
V/m3 X 1018

z/t

E 3

FAERELAHETEONRREANT R ERIE. Q) EZHEMEAR KA LFIILAESY
MAIWBEAT, KBHKRILENERECMEAERNT A ERLE: LRI RE WL AR
TR B AR AR, MR P AR W A N, YRR T, KRR T T
B % B E IR A (Lohse et al. 2015b). (b) ZHEM A4 I AT, K EA KA ANERATHE
Young 77 £ 5 E | T A& 5 By AR I A A B A T, e R R, XL B9 R E Ak A K (Liu
et al. 2014). (c) KM KA BN B EUHE, Er R AEHEARTHAE SR BRTHEAN,
SEABERNY #eh e, TANARE T ERT ATMAREAF, ML KA T E4E
FY BT # (Lohse et al. 2015a).

T BRI 5 o S8 v T e AR, T e K A A T 32 o) R ) 5 AR R s T (1) AR E TR
¢ < OMF T RETCAEF M, R AN R AN A4 o %] L7 (pinning) 44K i B 2 b SRR ¢ > OB
AT 30 A PR B A A P RS A A, X R AR RE B R AN KA. (2) RO OB 6. 5 L GEEE, BUMI
BT FLRUEE R N B /)N 0 1487 6 i Ay, B BE i ~F O 9K TR S, IX 5 AFM 256 W0 2 3] 1) 70 < J
RS AH — B (3) BhASWE N5 AT 4L ATy IR v A EE ¢ PR A T R T R A
I, 9 4E Rf 1 0. 0 ZBUG /N s — HL 6, [ 28 )5 3B 4 A B oS R B BR = A 2R o N JEUAT ik B A
“Z 4T 4L (depinning), ¥ 1Bk 2 N — > G B 58 218, AU B 5 TR0 i R A Bk R 200 4
(Stick-Jump Behavior).

(3) 7+ REE S 3h /122 53k iz ML (Gas Transport Model)

R T MR R f# Lohse-Zhang %] FL—ixk v Al A% 7R vbr« ST I Y A2 ISR UK, Tans An
Ohl 7£ TAO A (Tan et al. 2018, 2019) H 5] A T F& &SR E (1 #i K% 51 % (Hydrophobic At-
traction), K HALAE7E B /K 32 1 B & SR VA A U — M 0R 3 ). X — Rl s R R 782 Tk



o W SR, DT, mE, PR R, AN R RO I T AR R R S AR B AR TR B KR 11

OV B 3t e R R A A R R AR Ak T R M RTR A RO =R B A A7) R 4 R L 8 ) SRR
NGl & LR e S B 13 0 BN R 45 R AH W) 5 - Dammer 4§ (Dammer et al.
2006) X £ V& filt A& Lennard-Jones ¥4 2 BB L W], 7E B A - 51 1 ~ 2 nm JEHE A, <
o TR BE W DAL AR A e RN BB R DL b, X — <SR s R 258 o TIRME R 3 e, 1 HE
72 WAL 5l 15 5. Brenner A Lohse (Brenner et al. 2008) & T 4> 13/ J7 2 LU H | 51 7K 38 ik Fft
A mRRER S E R, ARSI RN E 4(a) s, Jv 1 #EE A MO R 51HEH,
Tortora 5§ (Tortora et al. 2020) 5| A\ T ¥4 /1% (Potential of Mean Force, PMF) fJ#&. PMF
AR B 2> T IR B BE, T 456 1 AR 1 TR RR I DL SR BRI 77 1 2 TA) B2 2% AH L
TEF R 2 E BaE (0B 4(b) Frow). 77 33 1 R R B, R R/ 5= 4% S 1 &b, PMF 7E
PR ARZA) 1 nm VG N B — MR ~ 1kpT B 51 H B 1X—F B A7 7E AT 2 B R
TR AT 2 B R M AE BE T BT IR B S R AR, T AN K RUEE (9 SR <SR PE” (Gas Reservoir). 5
HEN)Z, PMF 8% iR AR E T AL 225 e P 2 2R SR B /K PRI I, W 51 S B AR TR, 0
SEARE 5 M08 70 B0 (91 dn A P R /A 8 R P52 A s KD LT ) I Y0 EL A P 8 5 3 3
PMF %5 [F 22 i £ 208 0%, AT AREE 1 9 6T 9K U iR AE Ol h AR € A AE (W 4(c) FioR). 1%
BE UM B2 AR A GOR R A48 UK, 38 8 2O ) B SR S e it 1 Il IE . Ma-
heshwari %5 (Maheshwari et al. 2018) ) MD #4045 R 7R, 43 -[EAHEAEA (B PMF 5] %)
R BRIN WP AR RS b ) AU Ty AT DAY S SR ) IR I A 2 AR . X R BE I AR ) A%
AL o VRS R R A R AT e, T R BN Ostwald 2 HIIL G (BP RIEK K /MR EE);
EHE L6 250 X[, 3 b 3 BE 1 A% i B 0T BE A 1E 2 A ORI I R ARE . AN, RT X — B RN

liquid |
(2) wip (o

Laplace pressure

=9, (6, = 0) ——9,(d, = —k,T)—¥=9,(¢, = ~2k,,T) 8=,

(a)5.0

< 25
=
>
01 A

0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50

(b) Cl/csdl
1.0
< 05
>
0
3 -2 -1 0 1
o/ kT

& 4

FENAXRRBNHR ., RENFHR X WAKIE AN, () 2 FHAFENET: AR EREHE
KJE, REH 0.1ns KA. 4 10 ns F ok € & B 49 K 2 & (Brenner et al. 2008). (b) 47X A4
B =AM &M R T EHERA O, LERK (~1-2nm) A PLE A ZRBEIST HEE,
e E A E AL E S T 1% % (Tortora et al. 2020). (c) F# & A F A H A KK E L1,
FZERRART G RAE, AR ERE XA ME, 7EAKRTHRART o
PL#& % (Tan et al. 2019).
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FRZ, Hu F1 Zhang iR @41 %5 (Wang S et al. 2019; Zhou L M et al. 2020) $2 it T #E R AR B RS
(Quasi-liquid Condensates) BUH 7 % B SMAOIRAS (Ultra high density gas state) BB U, AN 7E TR
B KRG, GRS BB R AT R I R R . R R T R A A, (H 4
AR EAE SR "2 5 9K A A B A C Ry B AR IR 9l F7 T A% 7E 1 1 o< B AOE AL

(4) HARYY BN 5 A7 S 300 FAR ffRE

B 7R T U AT 4L AR I v A0 DL A i K W 51 ) 2R AR HE SR A, 28 R IR X BT HL A
B JoT 3% TR M A LA T AE B B AR E AL EEAT T2 AR N 5 IR R, AH EEARAH A K S DL H
i A B R O TR UG, R TH AN OK S AR MR LT T AN BLS T R D S I R R KRS
MEZRIR R, AR AR AR AR BA BRI A C AL (zeta potential), A £3 7€ 111 5 F 1 A A
BEMEF HE R E VIR (Tan et al. 2021). 2R 1, Zhang 55 (Zhang X H, Maeda, et al. 2006)
1) S B8 Bt 55 2 W B 2 T i 7K [ 4 3 THI AR 26 T oK <08, ZEAH 4 5 1 25 1SR FE A pH VG LN, O
A 73 A IR R W] B AR, R AR XU = 5 e DU R LB K T i, X5 R SORHE Y
PRAB G K ST B 7 8B XS B, 55— 5 1Hl, Chang 5 (Chang A S et al. 2023) £ %f 3 [ 44K <9
(100 S5t R B, AR FEE B L AR o R R R AR e 0% 1 95 R T R AT R D ARV A R, i R T LA A
B TR e R B A R AR R ] RS S R E MR, R SE AR T L i R R S AL R R 7R 5E
#, MAEME— g R &,

B PR A, — SR AT R R T GRS B AE B AL G W ET LSO I SR R e
FEAFAE. Bull 55 (Bull et al. 2018) it i 78 5 i b HeA w] iy )37 i) 3 Bl il #& 1 F A AT B K
PRI ] 7 B He i 28 1R R0 5 7E 22 0UE R /T 4 B0 R B e B b, 0 AT 5 B 3R TH 4K
AL AT DA AR T R R A T e, RIS = A 4 9 oK [ 58 78 B B 1) 9 oK Bk B | X e 2 SR W
LA A AT HL T B AN 2 A 1R 2R 4EREASE BT AL T R SR A B an, SRS W JE R SR N L R
VA TR B AR A B ST RE SOUL R S, R A AT RE Dy AR B A BT L BRE RO TE , A
T AE TC A% GE IR AT FL s B9 15 G0 T AT SEELA RS €

CREUA I 5, RIMAPK IR MR E VB AR 73 002K Jo#l /4 Rsh A Pa A 5
fill 2 5T FL—Id AR | T EEE SR K R 1A DL H A B R R LR, 0 gk 2 B, Bien]
€ BT T, B2 AT L —d A Y H AT R R — B, POV E ARG AR R B A
AT IR IR G R, B RE MR R A 25 TR 2 4TH 5 Stick-Jump 41T 9.
FHECZ T, Bh A5 P #7 80 R B 3 T AR A 58 D5 A8 5 1000 o I 5 /NI RUBE 75 i, (ELR e 4 22 M SR 3
) B AN ST R AR D G — R R SRR B S K R SRR U Dy Bk T RE SRR T
MR, 156 W BE T B 30T g AR RE 88 T1 1 Jm 38 AU R R M 5T o R DU et /K 12k v UK. R TR R
BT L LA IR B B S5 L) 5 B A S A MOS8 T I, T A X I A A R AT S ) A AL A
BT AR RIAE W] B e B A G H 26 B ZE S, A0 58 sl & B R RS I (] 4 5
E I RAETF B (Wnm# AFM. TIRF. AHSHUN AL R E /T8 5B 5E), LEEEE SRS
TR« AR A A, AT T B RIS 36 2 R B T, JeE 375 AN 7] B2 Bl 72 A AR 2R )
FER B
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® 2 REMHRSEETEREEBNERSEE BNEENRBREX L

R g PER B LA & & REMEREISE IR L B JRBRYE

TR R AR E .

footprint. e b 110 e LR T

ﬁ%ﬁu&§Mﬁ%%%ﬁ%;gi;%ﬁwg¢

atiatinivy i TSNS, & H A E%ﬁ%b@“
" = TR T SR — PIRIET

@ﬁ7k1¢ﬁﬁmfﬁﬁﬁﬁz%%ﬂ T = A 1 T LR i

ST ) URSISE I BRI R T UL TR

IR I, AR URIN R, st g T IO P
B HUSIRESUARIN/ AR RS i
Bz F i I

LA B T35 R T s R 17 5 2T

”'f‘/’f"\% =3 ;
R /B TSRO T SRR R ATBLIR e T

PMARATHLIR B LT T SENRAFAERIRE L . fhr
i, AR ANSR A AN S5k R B 7 R T
G HSRRMEAIE R AR AR

24T HL-
AR AN
R

SRR BB RZ
A DL B &,
MBI R

SRR,
FMb B R 4 AR

WETILEE [, RSB s 4 TORH Sk [ URZIE S 1
S, WS R o P MAZERBTAR PR

AT R P 8 B R %#ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ

. R N [ N % B Al RS Il N 2 N N i
S i, ot g P P T IOE TR I BP0 0 S s
XL % NN TR T 2 e ST AR AR, LR AR xS Rk ) N

I e e s : UATER Yo K
o o bk F BRI pH. (U :
i By

2.2 FEMNKRSE: FABRETRES ZIFNEITN

2.2.1 FEMSWSRERARR S E L HIE

PRGN K S, AR b FE 8 B B < 41 (Ultrafine Bubbles), 45 H H1 & &% T UHH
AR A K RORE . AR BE T 3R THT 8 K A i 1 0 S I 0 A 1 9 B B A, A 9 oK SO I A7 AE 1
6 UE AR O PR M, 28 4 22 R B AT gl I A2 2% B HEAT AU RO BE IR (Tan et al. 2021). KAEFK
DR X BRI HT R R B A 2 BT A KRR ER, HAEEEKESR TERG S, S04t
AR AR T F AR A K 5K ) 568 B R AR KRBT FE A N IZ I R D K rp A7 7E e il R S A0 I o A%
(AR /%), TR 2 BRI T S AL B{E (Caupin et al. 2006). 5 75 = B 58 4, 1962 4
Sette 1 Wanderlingh (Sette et al. 1962) 254k BiA% 15 7K th vl KFSEAELE A2 Bk B2k, FE5I K
TR TR YR 5 7%y K B0 18 . 1981 4 Johnson 5 Cooke (Johnson et al. 1981) i i 2% & il
ML &2 2 g KBTI A] 72 AR ELAR /N T 1 pm 97038, 4 000 T R PR ) R R 3 T R ) Joi mT e A
FLAE M 7K OR A7 B I 8] B A% 8 A7 AE (JU/N I B EEAI 1A RURE ). A% G S AR AR B W R R e %
R 5 B B BT IR B AR B A LB JZ /A R L8 A <%, T AN — € 55 [ T Bl a7 1Y
43 (Merch, 2007). 2000 42 J&, 817 U (Dynamic light scattering, DLS) %5 i A& 3R fiF F
Byl iz T A A 9K S RS 0 A D8, ES) 12 U bR A e (8 iy T BURE ik IX 0 R

AR GRS B & T A b O Fr S HEAT A W2 B, FARAEAS T M D't 2 AT 5 A% BR A
PRk, 3 7 AR R ] AP A S5 IX 73R T A g DK DR B YRR 0 R B AR B A Ol U
(DLS) 2 53k 70 b die % F (ki 42 0 & B, {2 DLS (0% A< 57 b 72 9 BN A 2 251 35
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£ Rayleigh HUM U ALAIE F A RS DX TE) P, HICSRT 36 B 06 R A28 B2 7S IR 7 MK (1 oc d® ), F BUH R
IR B2 BRI 5 52 FEARS T R BOR 2% 515 5 I i, AT TGV vEE A Al AT 22 70 UK & (Malm
et al. 2019). FHELZ N, KRR IR 5 73 #7 (Nanoparticle tracking analysis, NTA) 43 A P& H ARy
)73 B AL S R TR A K SO R AR R AE. 5 DLS 3T B fiid vk G it~ A
A, NTA % FHH0a% B B v, R my R 808 I 3 6 08 B 422 ] Ak SOk HRUG R |) BRAk
S R, I I8 A S 3B B RS RORL I AT B IS B, 45A Stokes-Einstein J7 #2155 2 HE
FRWRAR A0 BT B RS BRI . B 5(a) B~ I NTA 5 DLS X A —#F 5 B0 bh 4 3,
WIE AT W, NTA 1E 2 70 800 & b B2 S8 B0 RS A 2, BE SE HE B M i e 9 oK RO I B R AE. O T
B0 NTA BRI N B IE 52 TH & ) AT Sk, J5 SR 90 5 T iz J B0 St 36 B gk AT
THZ5MAL. Ma, Li f1 Sun 25 (Ma X T, Li, Sun, 2022) H £ % i @00 NTA 2567
6, LB DRUEAS B 2 11 [R) i) SR 1 1 A S AE IR S ) B R B, R R A Al e ok S 3L 1 b i
JE 0 S S PR EE (A0 AR R TR A R TS ME R AR R ) RS IR SR UV EE R, X
T T8 QB T E 5 A 1 3B 3R 8 0LV PR AR, f KRR 2 R TE 1 A% ¢ 3 PR B b TR ) e BB
BT SR (R S e AR 5T 51N, ANTTRA F 17 S50 0 8 1 ] 428 1 5 285 SR ) vl 1k

KT ARF UK WL AEAENE, B X 40 A [FUEHE 8 AL 0 4 1m) 12« B AR 119 W RE 2 DA R B AR
LI AR R IE G, —J7 1, SCREVEIESS IEAE AL G HUN RIEZE P R B AT — 2 A% e
JIHI % 75 3 HAE. 40, Midtvedt %5 (Midtvedt et al. 2020) A FH 2 # %0 v 4 B B R (Digital
Holographic Microscopy, DHM) i1 1 X & [ i& {4 A2 2 « FLARZT 0.3 pm BRI 55 2 45 B )
B S RAE (W 5(b) FT7R). %77 Wk i 6 HUs 2 B AR A2 A5 B 22 57, A Bl T 8] — R il o X
I3 IFEAR S BE G5 [ AR RIORE, AT 73 5 il 7 DLS. NTA 545 S BiUR AR ME DL B 42 50 A
MR PR AL, ¥ R B B /A R E S B (cryo-EM/eryo-TEM) i 52 7E BR o 35 35 14 [F]
JE HIRE il O 88 3 1 FHBOE T HL TR B RIC B B 23 i S5 48, Dy AR 40 K A B T 3 2 1Rl
Feft T EEAR (Li M et al. 2016), 1E 5(c) Pro~. thob, WOt 2 38 8 d ik W45 1 ¢ LAz BE pH.
5 1 i R R R TV P ) AR SR A R AR R SR A, AR U0 B X Ay O R A 4R & B AR E I
FLIH4FAE (Alheshibri et al. 2018; Nirmalkar et al. 2018). #R1M, iX £ 45 B A B 3 A2 7 F << M
AT B RE PEUE W] : DLS/NTA 32 2 S R 8RR A4 59 ROSF MG 2 Wi B2, § R A e e 57 T R A2
cryo-EM WU AT G852 B HlRE I AR B AL 2% AR MR BE 5 YL i 52 M. (R, 80— 3RAE T BOd & A 2 LA
HEBR B AR AR TR S5 B A AR RE.

73— J71H, Alheshibri 53¢ th 1) i 58 B A k& . HF 70 R H 4L 98 i & I & (Resonant
Mass Measurement, RMM) ¥ 4 A 48 K < £ 73 #5044 25 47 40 25 #1051 (Alheshibri et al. 2018,
2019a; Rak et al. 2019). RMM ik £ I F5ORL I 28 S5O LA Bk 2% B 51 AT 1 L 9 40 3 A8 1h SR 3R A5 77
DI ERAT JE A RORL % FEAR T B0, 9 n 3 ARSI, T R I A SO ) T R B e RORL AR S
A5 PR A0 2 e S UKL B e T A, A L [ A RO 5 22 00, T S IR B 7 1) £ A A
1 (B 5(d) Fras). Btk, RMM AH B 5200 BOR 2R BAG 30 B 8 0% B2 A0 se ). E BRI
7, Alheshibri %5 7£ HARF E il 2 AR I 5% A0 TN JF AR S 31 5 38X R 58 4 — B % L RRAE, #84>
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&5

BEAHNKABNERERE. ) AKBHABRERAXBEESAMLNZANTA 5 DLS X F

— G R AR )R E R AT X (Ma X T, Li, Sun, 2022). (b) H-NTA B & K & T 9% K B 47 & R ~F
S5 F: MR K, R /BN G EIT A F A I AK (n21.33), 185K ¥ N Z 7T 1E KR
B AE (Midtvedt et al. 2020). (c) A R B FEHEEFERGEMAH KA, A FEHFNEREM L
By 25 AIEHE (Li M et al. 2016). (d) T FHF M ENEENE: EFRREEE TN EZF A
FEHANEEEFZAAURBEFHEE, ATR RS EAMS EER/BRELKFA (Alheshibri
et al. 2018).

FCSHS A 1Ry i 7 B 43 30 VA BT A R X — S5 SRR R, R U BRI Dy 4 oK T
B, ATRESEBR EORIR TG 9. RIVERURL . 94 K VB0 B Atk I AR 45 4, i AR IR 0. 245 18
FEABE B E P A 7R & T AR AR oK O I A7 A, (AR SRR 0 A RS o 58 B 5 T
7 HL R SROHE AR AN K R R A TE 1.

PR, R AAR GRS & BLEE AR N s B RS Jedthl . WO Uil 46 B A2 T 25 B0t 52
S WL JF R R I REh F w0 5 2 T B IS IR 2 AR, B MR A KA
FE AR 5 P 90 K 73 BV T R0 0 1 AR D PR AR 0 oK 05 B s Z AR S SR 9 IO 00 T, e
It oK ROBE IO AR A VA PR RO IR AN 1 5 2, R OKR R I ST 4 SN R
AEAET IR =73 ) L, 328 B i <A o) o ) 26 25 1R R AR AE S S0 ] HE B VB0 /UKL /75 e iR Al DA K

fa] P A2 ML @zmmﬁx A L MR R g N A SRR A ) . Ok TR g K R
FARAE AR B 22 0] /i ) or 2R . AR 5 R BRI W3R 3 B, Ja SRt Fe A7 5 8 57 5 )™ B8 1) ) 4
%, BH 2% RMM. DHM. cryo-EM. & /38l /B2 50505 Ge s fil k45 &, LLIBE A
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®3 HHEMRKEERARMERARB=E/FHESER ABEERRME
RAEFA SR ] /I 5 73 R FEALH FEFIRE

TR SRR WK Bl FIE . Gork Bk, ATHGEER KRR RS R B RO,
DLS SAbHOH  HEOK, MAPREN  ARHABEOTIRRE 5/ HUk RN AR, R AR
SR Sl RIR M VL W Rk R
WA gy TEAEF TAI20 mmt ) o A DS, TR BUCHOATLE, (AT G
PRI Wost s, nf AR AN 2RI IILDLSIE QIR 03/ VAE)
= s, A R PN IR 5
- SR MR UL GRS
4 NIyN /
coutn oL RO i L R T IR e e i s
ik im0 P R kA o i
- AR T A A
e AR RS KM SR B TR, AR A
O = = - ’ N
e, s AT G S E L UEL e, W LU R 2 G
HORBIROR; RAMAKHAED AR, 557 & bRt

RMM 4R
£

HERBTRIETE ) L R YR
25 ] W 2T RS K B2 TN T BB LB Ao R G o T 1 BRI T A B ARG AL 9K
oryo-TEM/ o "t bkt ot 0. Mok sk, WIS ek BN, SR
cryo-EM s IE A 4 0 7 T A 7 L A Al
prngp. AR ROK S oSO e =B, S AU DA ok
NrAjuTa RS MRS B MRS E AR KA HEH BRI
W BT R S B R RS R, Y7 % X
saxs/SaNg AL ~ 100 nmRrE WHGEIFILE. R IR IOBES, RIS % ks
Py Gy BHAAPERIEY  RURERE 2 R B ATFAL BRI SE T M oL
Hb 2 4 PR R BE 4 B H H Ge THATE S L A B A AR A

AT I A R S G SRR R R T AR, ASRE SR AR
FEF8Eh/ B AR B A R WA R SRR R OREER A EREA RS EE; BES
BRI U@ B RN RERAE RN AR, HF DLS/NTA/RMM/cryo-EM
i A R 11 = A B 4 SRR

[i] S 06 A 28 HR gl oK 23 BOUR 1) L SE AR S A AR e i A
2.2.2 TEFNIKEh A& AL E

W AL 5 an I T AN W A B, AT v 8 T A5 M ) 6 v v B HLARRE AR AR 90 K 0, O
T HEB N S5 = AE [ S B N H R O B PN TS L A RE 44 K AT RS o) £ 3 R RO T e e A B T Bk
M5 IR BERE S AR T BT O R R R e IO R U R OF S B ) E,  EROR B A AR A ATk
SRS AR R 22 )RV (Zhou L M et al. 2021). 4% A2 B 0T N H &) Z ER, 43 9 HE
TAHIK T34k, 8 7 24k (Ultrasonic Cavitation)(Bu et al. 2021; Yasuda et al. 2019) F H /5 58
e PR AR VAR A R P AR B AR R Y, SRS R K 5 R B . 7R S A
T5EHGR 1), 2 7 AR Ry 05 1) B i v i v M, TG 5 O JR0 R b e 38, AN BURUMAGVA R, SE R ORI
BT T AN oK R SR . SEER B ST 3R W, 75 D 30 5 0 3 o W 2 S ) A ORI S5 R0 A2 o0 A (191
WN7E 20 kHz ~ 1 MHz JEH A, 2 BR 5RIE RS IR BERE AR 5 Th & 82 R EARL), I 7T 3145
B 40K 5 2 a0 S EE. K 1 2B (Hydrodynamic Cavitation)(Li T et al. 2021; Pourkarimi
et al. 2021) WA FH 3¢ b B Bl e g e MU BT 1), 38 ied Vi 44% VA 48 2% 7 B 3 I B0 I ) R AR B i
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TBT V) ) R, B 5 T R T e T T T AR L 0 IRV SURETIE (Pressurized
Dissolution/Decompression)(Zhou S Q et al. 2022) 18 i 75 15y J& I A A4 58 1) 5 Al T 7Kk 2 o
It J 3 ol ) A I I T [ TS 2R AR IR PR, 3 B0 A R R B, AR A MY LR T ARt A BT 90 70 9]
F RN K S, SRk, 22 RN, R AL 527 (Electrochemical Generation) i it B fi# 7K 7E
B /BH A% 73 0] 7 AR SR U, AR P T R B A o A IR S oK R SR IR TR . BE AT
K W (Postnikov et al. 2017; Jadhav et al. 2021), HAHAN « 1EFI B[R], HAR IR FE 15 0 3 4 5
V£ 2 Hr 2 835 M 9 K SO I A BRI 5 I AR A 0 1P 5 R G 8 i R SR (R K oo 52 B A )
N, AR REUE I Hy /Oy 91K = IR I R 3 14T A,

2.2.3 FAEMHYIENG SEISETR

W8 A FRAE AR 1K B 5 ) % 2 BORRS B AL, AR 9 oK 0 B A AE P 5 <] 15 1 15 B R
AR H AT SR, A4 A 4 oK AT S B W B £ R K T i - A8 S T O TN ) R 1V A 2 TR AR AE
R B, X ) BORIATR AR FT S AR UL, DU S A RS IR A ) B
WHEZE. M4l Henry & #, SUMAER AR 0 10 M T 5 SR 0 20 s B IE BE . 00 A ) A0 0 A AR Ik
JER SN B SR I BB, B ¢y = pg/ke = (po +27/R) Jkr , SN kg 7 FIE 2, 23 585 V6 77
T T AR A R, A0 5 R BB 2 TA) SR S s ¥ S IR AR ) T U R ¢ = DV2e, N D
N BREL, t AP U (], V2 Laplace 51, ¢ Ronilk Y. X SR G S B4R 11~ 45 <
AR P2 i 255 v T AR B (1) SR IR B (BB AR AH 9 B FDIR 2R ). 3 ol DR R 3 P2 6 B2 4 B Bl <
1R 43 F NS N BB BRI ) 484 #. Epstein Al Plesset %% T Fick ¥ HUE R & 57 7 4 #1174 fift
Y (Epstein et al. 1950), H 25 H 0900 2 42 B I 18] 5 A6 19 5 F2 8

e i
o, pg i R TE L, oo NIESARIREE . XT38 K R 1), 208 5 25 00 1HE AT I AULAR 47
A H TG4 tep SHIURFAE Ro ¥ J5 IELL: tgp ~ R3/D . AE A AMAE BT coo < o, TR
PRV BB T I AEAE, R U8 B2 58 23 2%, A BT Laplace 5 po + 2/ R BIEH T,
A2 8 AR PR ek N Wi 4 AT 2R AR O TAE I A coo > o, RIB AT
AR YR E R ER N E SN, Bt RS IE E (R~ VksT/pg ~ 1 pm),
P oy AR B, g N EE I ), O AR D IE R T B 2 E R A R k. T
DL, BRSS9 R I S AIRES ) B coo = o B, SEFR BB WA T IEF2ZS P, AT o) 36 B 800
i FEE P B o s T2 0 50 S 2 A A A9 i) A R T it o I R ok P A AT 2R AR 2R DRI, BT
FRAR TR, oK S H TR T ARME R 7 82 € A7 4E (Tan et al. 2020).

AR R, B R AT 2638 A B £ B R 1 AH 4 K S0 B AR 1t R UL 2 T A 2 A 2
B HH &7 I 90K SO A E AR th R e AR AR, 7 22 A IR 2 = AN 56 (1) AL g9k < R b T
I A BRI TR AL 7 EEAAMM ) R~ A0 K RS LK Bz 3 iz 07 6 0, ) oA <A
OF T BB R (2) AR AR Q0K AR LIk B AR R E M, A0 2 TR B A 2 9% 1) e i BE 220 By 1k
Rt (3) FEA SN AW/ (S 1 um) PS4 Bz 3w IR ) B97E F, di o bt K.
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(1) HArAe g B (Akulichev Model)

XF T E HEE TR B K O, T AN AR A RO T N = AR A, R AK R
T o A 18 B A A AT UL AN P L AR E M ) R U RO S B B 1 S
VR T ) B A S OB ) RE R T R R AL A A E I 52 B SO AT R e ) T R AR T
— AT ANAT R SEIG S5 IR, B itk pH VAR AT o R BT SR K A B kB4 K S T
(RO ST WO S ) S . AR 19 42 W, Quincke (Quincke, 1861) i i i H ik 5K
56 R B v B SRR AN e g v ) B BRGE # , 2R WO S DA SR X IR AE AN OK RURE T R
SRS S T b 2 T AR B4 R B 0 5 R . R S8 SR s A AT B T RS MR AR 4l K
X R T A I A

PG E T, 1966 4F Akulichev (Akulichev, 1966) 5 F-#& i, £ A I 541 A7 76 TH F 407 25 & o, WU
H O 7 25 1) R 3 T AE ST 18] 7 1) B S N — AN ] AR i LR 5 (Electrostatic Pressure, Peec )

0.2

Piee = —— 4
ele 2606r ( )

X, coe, FUHAXS A HUH B L IR 58 U A 55 1 R T IK ) S BUK Laplace [k 58 2/ R A . AR B
b, SRS K ) T B AR AT S N

2
Pin+Pelec:P0ut+% (5)

FEZARAE ST, A7 AR AE M 4 1 A v ey T R A <1 B BT A4 3 T T A AR A
G0, D) R R 0 AT RE B - A 4 /0 T K AS PR T Laplace WL AE AN REE P B4R Reg AL
) 1 R i EL T 70 5 P9 AR AR s g 2 MTRE 8 58 4= HIKTH ) 9 SR T 5K 0 5 AR AR B IS g, AT S 3
W EREE (WNE 6(a) Fros). MR AL T 18 B AR A

S R A A AR R A E P R T AT A F R KR R EE AN A A SE AR OE , BAE E B
B EAIAFEAE — & IR A 1 5602 Ju o P BB AN LG IR AL DAK /S S AR 9K ) 7 = 72 mN/m
F, X T AR R = 100 nm B ERIE ML, B8 R IR 2R 2008 Ap &~ 2v/R ~1.44 MPa; 45 1% 28 it
RO ARG 5, KB RAN 7= R?/D ~5us(D =2 x 107° m?/s) . & — SRR E K
AL A T R AT R 8 A 1) LR R DU T S AT LR B LN o & (2e20Ap) M 2 4.5 x 1072 C/m?,
AR 48 XU = P A0 HE SRR 75 22 ¢ R AL B BB T 500 mV. T S 6 o 45 7R AR AR 49 K S €
AL H AE—20 mV £-50 mV Z 7], X 5GP AHZ — 2 A 2R LR RRY], <R
ST 5 PR PH AR O AR a7 5 5 R 902 IRV By B T o T N PR AR Y B T XUCELE H
P ARG e 3 IV R0 RN AR HBF A S R AR R B i A8 8 2 40X (8] (Akulichev, 1966; Zhang H
et al. 2020; Ma X, Li, Pfeiffer, et al. 2022). iX & T, W 2B AEH ¢ AL (BRI ) 5 T
LI R EOR I, L AT Poisson-Boltzmann i3 . 18 [ 7 B 5 it 45 1EF %, X L4k
BCAE PR R I A SR IR, T30 ¢ A S 4k 1) jeL A % 5 5 ~F 47 Laplace Hs 5 BT if
T 25 B 2 18] A RE Y BLE 2% R — 2. Zhang, Guo Ml Zhang (Zhang H G et al. 2020) 2 H [ #L fif
SE BRI 4R A A AN S A R ARt Dy << Rl A IRV 3R 1T 9K 0, T SE N B AR O B ARSI R AR . XUELE
RONE LA K B H RE e AR 3L [R] 2 BN AR E 2 8 XA Al AT A ) SAAE SR 4 2 S T SR e S
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B e ey
g © ©.0 " . RHSTF ~10 g gl £ o
‘082 07009 . P 4r, e £ O Experimental results gfif
4 G:’n o, o L O KHEHET e r . L
/e e;20lo B, 0 00 © RET Z 15 P .
Jeo o XA =L 0% o mAT a i £2 i
‘o o @8 T \R. o TORCgig | BE ’ vz
| B e =\ ] _ an = 2 -
I e qo LA '1““+1=w‘%'° S0 P, =R g g FIH AT x {E
o Y. - S = == %0 o D SRR N Surface charge Q/X10-5C {%“5
e |- PR wz‘:' L) o “ ”“L[ W & o5 —0.7174 — 1.0026 — 1.3180 R 7
= LAY p Laplace JE3# o — 1.6608 — 2.0291 — 2.4212 £
— 2.8358 == 3.2716 =——3.7277 m’@

'
L ©gf% e A =i% / 6 026 .
@ ﬁ?‘ T 31 3. 3.
\\ ‘:)o o ) 6“ ° °  WHE —30f O ) —4.2033 — 4.6975 — 5.2097
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y g o o iz Radius of stable nanobubbles R_/nm > density o/(C/m?)

Surface cl
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RN KRA AR EENEENF. ) EFTRERA: AARTETFEEXLRT HNXNELE, R E
BT /BT PR A B E A E A (Ma X et al. 2022). (b) B B AR A 5 SLab o R 40 A
BRECHM/ZFBEHNEENXRZRBELR, WER I EhHEitamEELERENTAE
5B (Zhang H G et al. 2020). (c) MAM KB B#HE Z W EM A A /MAH: BERH T RE
WRFUEREAE, THPEK DA THEREE (Yasui et al. 2016). (d)“% F 4k K h: FHE#H
Rt B /B TE, AR A T & 3 W 8 58 8 45 4 7 € M (Alheshibri et al. 2019b). (e) A
G R AL AE 4 ROk A BE O Y B AR AR R DN R IE B B BB R, PR IRE AR IR B S 4R
B E A E M (Weijs et al. 2012).

N B TR R 22 TR IS, AR T B R R BE S AR AR A T RE IR S R A AR, AT o AR AR A K S
AR FRIEE N 2R E /WA E. WE 6(b) iR, f£ R—¢ (BN R—0o) P L, F2E
FHAEXT BT A 25 A #E AL, T2 VA — N BN I A S S X S A . Tan 55 (Tan et al. 2020)
FE IR AT R E HLHI L AE Akulichev HEZE ESINBE TR E £ 5 UAEEEMFERZR, 4o TH
PR S0 R AR E AR TN, E 12 A TR ] A o 1) 75 2128 AR Ak L R OS2 85 ) 5 b 23 %0 ML Y 8 B 7

LR G THD HA A Sk Y B FC IR L (R AN B R . AR K B IR BEARAIG, AXEEOK I B RS
FRAET OH™ A& 75 f2 DA AEHF G b ey 1) 2 THD PR AT 25 T — L4 2 o k. BRIV R & 2 3 7 b M / 55 B 3A
AT O B K S R A S ¢ AL (I8 0920 ~ =50 mV &4k, o7l AT A7 A AR
45 OH- /Hz0F AR 26 W B (Kim et al. 2000; Takahashi, 2005; Creux et al. 2007; Gray-Weale
et al. 2009). Fr1HI K5 F A 5 1 7 #2 (Vacha et al. 2012; Matyushov, 2014; Smolentsev et al.
2020). LA M IR 5 R % PE 24 5 E 4 (Roger et al. 2012a, 2012b; Uematsu et al. 2018) 25 % Ff il #%
HAF. AER M ARSI AIE, Ma %5 (Ma X et al. 2022) BRE 5 HiX — o) @UE A F R R T 2
i, AR FAR R o F T F U R 22 AR AR S AL ) SE A R B RN A ATt s, BIAEAE
gk, Nat 5 Ol SR & 3 FIREJI T AL T 1078 ~ 107M [958 Bl AT 34 5 K PR B 42t
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OH ™ X —#RARAL B8 (RS 30 b FF AN ™ 4% T

=, R ARG O B AR E MR R T & . R YE DLVO Big, e & T imE S
JEGEEFER R . FRARXUCEZ HEF, AT H 53 AR AR 2 o 00— 2 T8 i) R B RE 225 AR, 31X —
2598 E RN BOF s 1R I, JEA B AR R T A RN LY BUA I EE 7). Ma 58 (Ma X
et al. 2022) Fl Meegoda % (Meegoda et al. 2019) SZ4 R B, B NaCl iR & &, 49K 5B CH
PEMEAR BB/ R AE RS 38K B0 B2 T B, (EL A R R 22 D K2 — A AR S B I AR R T 2 T8 Ak
REFE, T AR W K

PR, T R T B 0 R RO AR AT B S A AR K R AR 1 ) — A B SRR R, EIF RS
gy B & e — AL RS2 bRk R b, BTN ARAE T SRR A R B ES. BT
R S TR B DA B 8 7 1R 35 G s W B 298 45 K TRV L, 4 RE A RE (AR 40 K IR AE AN R 3R 85 1 12
Pl 7 AR EAT .

(2) VS <48 i Y (Contaminant/Armored Model)

S IR0 (R IR . R W BN VA A S T R AR TR 5T 2 DS 2 T AR AR )
e B MUEE IR A, — R RN B AR RE 40 K A 7E S B ] 2% 55 77 it 2 v AT RE O AR < B AR VY
7B -K G, T2 52 B R A VL 2 1 P 50 5 ] A 20 KRR 0 WS B 52 00, AT T ol 5
T2 i )2 7, JF H U 3R AR A% BT S 70 2 P R AR R o A S A I, RIS A A K
Me LA S 45 2% R i K PR A AL A% 5T A g oK UKL 55 . BIF 9T Ak T AR T A7 FE VB B Ik B R (Skin
Model)(Yasui et al. 2016, 2018) A48 H . (Armored Effect)(Abkarian et al. 2007; Alheshibri et
al. 2019b) FI AT REVE. BRAKVEA HLAR 5T (B AE A2 4l K bt 3k DL 58 4 25 Bk ) 2 WRBTAE SR If (4n
B 6(c) o). B LW, XL BT 12 S i b R B HEAR, B AN — 2 BUE < B2k (Skin).
X JZE B — 75 T ORME AR T T A SR B, BLAS AR AN Sy — O T, BUE BT DR %2
MU 77, A5 45T PO B0 AR I 0 A e 55 3 5 o 4 s 56~ . 20 SR VR A7 A [ A 9 K K,
172 AN AT 38 S P B A2 VR AR T . IR I, UKL AR BB IS R BB 6(d) P RIPEER T (Jam-
ming), 1A <f8 H 7 — R SCHE R AR S, SRPTR MK 0. BB, I P B AR T BALR KR AE
W IR, ATV BR T BRI A 7

(B L8 3k P T R 4K T Y 9K R, R 3B AN B IR ). R oS T gR AR
Ji bR . AR, VR 2 R S A S AR SR AR A A (U T TGO 20K . A A ) KA RE
for U 2 9 K S, BB S5 A = IS B B A A (Alheshibri et al. 2016, 2018). 5% T2
HAEAEEE T 53 )58 )2, Uchida 28 (Uchida et al. 2011) AT Li 28 (Li M et al. 2016) [ S5 B 7
RUMRE B 7 SN E R KB RE A BT 1 nm K755 R, IR R AR R
AT AR G KA 1 R ST 20 A 38 4R R 7R 100 ~ 200 nm X — 558 Y0 B, AN &2 H TS e BE AL
€ AR RS (Nirmalkar et al. 2019). RUEAT 5 5B, KHIRE, A WL AT AE 2 & A A W P 51
B, SRR AR, B, K2 H0A A BAR TS Je i O AE — Sk R P T REAFAE, H
ANTK ] e A2 BT A AR ARG K SRS 2 B A BLE] (Jadhav et al. 2020). 3 — R HE, AT K
e WA VB A B A A A B s A 2 ek A 5 SR BE 8 TRH A AV K, I R KR T I 9K IR AR E




xSRI, D7 W, R, BRE R, VB - R RUBE S T AR E R S AL AL ORI B ORI 21

A AE 75 S b AR R 2 23 1 B IR R T R R AR S B OR IR X WL ARG T
LA .

(3) AP AR (Dynamic Equilibrium Model)

T AR A BT[] )9 380 22 i O AR, 9 R V22 MO 9K UK FR R AR AR AL T R LN i AT

RE AL T~ 45 2 o 1 R 5 ) 50 0 R A P YA PR I, DT 2 35 PRI M I A R 7 BK Bl 77 . Yasui 45 (Ya-

sui et al. 2016, 2018) #i2 H ) 2 A5~ 47 155 BLKE £ 5E 1 AR Oy 1 52 1) Jo 0l P4, i AR R R A
P AR R SO AR T A B K R BT () B o, MK DXV R SR A SRR, £E
HABIE T AR S IS AR M SR (influx); 5 BRI E, R 78 55 10 <3 3 5 10 5 22 m) 4R
FRAETH (outflux). 2 Ji = Jou B, AR AT GEREANAL ;) K 45 R R AR € SR AP0 BT — 58
VO R E S % (0.5 ~ 1), FFRERIE A 50 A, 2B FE WA T AR E
PEAR T4 1 A<Dk B i K 78 7 5 4 A R T AR X, TR 2R 78 o £ 34 5 A4 RH VR 1 T
B E PEAT B = WAL S B RAE; RIS, R T HAEE . FiR . BAMRERMA R T RS K
HA 2 #5847 AE 4+ 5 10 1 (Alheshibri et al. 2016). X TS, Weijs 5 Lohse (Weijs
et al. 2012) & T4 13l J) A 45 R A& ¥ HO5 AL (W 6(e) o ): % S I Al Lo
B S, 0 BRI (B VRN, RS BN, i 2 B 3 BRI .Jﬂ:?%f)”?'jﬂﬁux
ALV, AP bR R RBP4 R, AR BN RIEIRAS TR . g T A i %l
S T AR SR S B BT NS I AR R AT B ALV i BIR B g IR T 9 oK S0 B AL EE S 1 A
/Ji’E@ﬁFD A R R RS I AR A, R R ARV I ) AT T B KO R R AR B AR
SE, FEAEIE 75 45 & L fur HE e BT T VS e /3R TS ) I S AL . Tan %5 (Tan et al. 2021) 7E£5&
?“En'ﬂ, B2 R A 5 Al R AR R BT RN TR JE, N A SR AR AR E P T I TR A, T IR
TIOWL A 72 PR 22473 7T R A PR A B30 S T B ) BEL s

e EIREATASE « 5 G /% WAL L R AN B2 IR SE AL 2 A, BF ST it T A A A
P ) 1) BB AR T R A A A K SO I S i K A i, (R I SRR K 22 38 TR e RO SR, 14
RIS — g, Horb — 28 LS 5 A 90 oK R T A = 2 8142 IE (Chen C S, Gao, Zhang,
2025), 41l 40 il 2 4K 4 1 F 17 5K /1 (Tolman 1% IF ) (Manning, 2020; Wang S et al. 2021) B % [fi /&
G5y 2 [ B L KB AL (Zhang X et al. 2016; Zhang H G et al. 2022), A ATE = 2 TR -
TR () A 2SR T 5K 77 0T B FEAK, AT HI 55 Laplace [k 5 3 OO W #2115, 1 — RBRIE T 55
T3 7755, 3 H GRS N BB AR T B A T A AR I R PR A, A AT A M RN ST )
AT 9w B8 28 3 2 AR SR AR B, AN T 52 1 ¥ i i 72 (Gao Z et al. 2021). ML 4k, Chen %5 (Chen Y Y
et al. 2024) M GETH M) B A B2 A0 F TH VK & 5 A7 BRAR R AL, N FEG K RE N B B RE 7T fg
VPR A AR S AAAE. AR R BT, SMBARAF U 7y 6B LA S0 ¥ il A B R 2
RIS, WA N AR K IR G A R

ST E, ARAR GRS AR E VE I T ZE Y B HI AN SR 4 PR, X e HLH BB IR T 2 B I #
715, BN T 0 REES AR, B B A6 = a8 ol 538 b i B A AH 9 oK SR AR e R
P PEUEYE , B REAE AN FAR & b b5 BT RN 5 T 78 5 R A% J5i 32 SR AL B [RI 4, (s 4l K <
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®4 FEHRSETEREEBWERSE TN NRBREXT L

R g PR ZRVEVBEN LS i & REMERE ISR IR B JEBR 1

F T LA 7 A B L 5T AR A T R
fipeimsk sl ML BARE Caf, Hig Bk, RIFZam
L AR A o, JE R R R PR pHL BRI BLE ¢ B, IR
Jr, MEZRIE, JFRTRESCE BERINE TR A SRR R IO B

Frii H i fE B EEIL G

E%ﬁ*ﬂﬁ%\ %ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁi VAR =N N PN Ve YL ES . S
%ﬁ}%ﬁ%iﬁiﬁﬁﬂ&&ﬁ,’ﬂé ﬁg/%qjﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁu\ﬁlﬁﬁ%ﬁ/@ﬁﬁé@rﬂ% B HINGRAR; #

LA A A 2 BL5E
SRR EDAE 08 Vi)

oy O TR, T2 AL . Jaae i, A9 UIR AR 7 T AR
prip e NIERIESCU RIRIEN AU BB o e b o R A

AL BRER, BIRA B [ A 2 it
A o A AN T A
RIEA AW RSN R AR AL A

PEAEIL R [ A&
W R R SRR

R AR A T

SR/ FIRSRBO AR R, BUE, S T e K Bl RS
AT (RAhG, AR I SN AR RS SR B wﬁﬁﬁﬁkﬁﬁ%g* MR R IR
AT st P o 7R s - Jatser
R P AR S I SO J2 BRI 37 4 20

W= YV R R B A T BT R 2R RBF S Y B
U AT R, A é”j,;%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁgﬁ; ?@i%ﬁ;ﬁfﬁf
BEARUSIBUR AR B0 U ok B ke gy VR A
i, WA S KB ph A = R OY AR R
ik RUBE T SR % AT AR BRI A TR, AR T IS IE  SEub o iie R ol 3 % e
A NETH S, MTTIE FfliZ. LK/ Young-Laplace il UL SRR B 94K R
PR E DRI ARINED 1 KA MUN R 0] 20 Epstein—Plessety MBI “URIBK S o

KRR, T2

AR RUBE St
B IR

BN KA AR S
2.2.4 HURSIE 5 XS K 88 PR R B 2K B i Rz 4L )

FI B A AT AT B — P AR 1Y R 58 56 MRORE T A SE S0 I G, HL U UL TR T 2k B s AL R
AR ML (ppm Z%) 1071 I AR S KR BN B, Bk, 5GBSR — A S K e, BT
H P 8% A% 2 A A 490 KAV R g — x5 5 B2 A0 1) SR o IR 2Rl I BTk T 1 S B
SE T SR AN K A PRSI 2 1 24T R, ANXRE S I S AR E LR, SERE L — B IR
O B 2 dEfRATHEZR . 76 UH IR RL IR 2 B, 0 200 I T R e 1 FE AR MR 9K S AR &R b W R 5
SCL AR R GRS 1 K AR B AR LR S A SR I B AR e S SR R I IR M AR e SR R
(o2t S, 0 2 R IR 3R (0 R4 ML AS F) FLAH LR &

I P A S S R FE AN 4y T RAZ B A% 0 S8 A LT, TRl 23 B AR UM i 8 P 5 3
SE 5> T #GZ F), W T B8 A A5 SR T S G R IR R T v B A R 4 oK A IR A TR T
% (Yurchenko et al. 2016). B 75 2% 40 72 il % 148 AH 900K 09, Li 45 (Li M B et al. 2021) i
T IR R SR B B (W1 7(a) BTN ): fEZ 10 ~ 45 °C [X ], 7 ¥ 24 bl i R T T R
N Lo A AR A FEZ 45 °C AT ik B d ME; 40 25 THIER U H AR SR . B S BRI R, AR IR
A~ ol S TE PR IR S B T, RN RAETE S IR FE ARG 1P A /P AL 1R R A
D] T~ % THI PR A7 AR - ARG 21 Hh R o B I 3 5 R T S T R 5 M S B AT TR R, AR R R
T YR/ 2 A2 DAYRE AL BT IR ST 4 2% T S v iR X TA) K R G e SR B A4 HY JOH- B F ik eh 5



xSRI, D7 W, wHER, BRE R, IV - R RUBE ST AR E R S AL AR B AR 23

G THD R AT S 1 RS 00 ) 4k SR WA, T AR AE B R AT O

T AR B /OH i B K B TR BT AT Dy, TS M A A 20 K 0 B T F TR A AR
AR R e M. R B SES R 9T R W, BNBs Gl 8 H A 8 ¢ LAz, HAAXHERE pH THs msg oK, JEfE
b EC S 7 A B T 2 pH U T AR C AT T M X AR, RS R AERR. A
5 P 5 (Nirmalkar et al. 2018; Ferraro et al. 2020; Wang Q Z et al. 2019; Meegoda et al.
2018). FZeIX —HL AR, Ma % (Ma X et al. 2022) JF & 7 R4 MW7, £ EHE pH 58 7% 4T
[F 2 & 7 BNBs FIRLAR 0 A« BB ES (AL, JF48 H: BNBs e g M JfdE s OH By —
YERI e 5E , T A2 B e T =0 5 T RE 8 A 2 1 4% R A % B A 0B (AN 7(b) BT ). LA A R
(net charge accumulation) HEZEHE 7R 7 pH 52 M 2 i€ 11 i) 00 EE LA 24 5 1 i B o 2 68 K I, —
77 181 A 3 5 LA A G R ST 0 o SR D 55 R0y 307 R B S AU TR AR IR B 0 B SO B AN R AR
F, 55— 77 11 A] A2 25 88 5 A0 IR R XURE 2 0, AT i e 4 3R B0 I AR A T8 W 7D AE T 45 FEL 2% A
N, S AT A, L PR RS E B AN R R, 3 B PR R AR 1% A S5 T IE
SET R ME S BE S5 T BNBs BUARE VE, RN 4R B 7 3 B 40 ) 5 4 RE 4 oK RO A R
PreiAp e AR . TR R R, AN FAR R b & a0 A i pH XA 2 R AUR R 2R . B 1 5t
) 2% % A% SR B S D PR B 22 R A BT w2 (Zhang H G et al. 2020).

S BR /K AR PR B8 A AR A 5 A H AR TR R TS VR, G A 9K SR I R AR I T e
Joe A A2 e M R 2% A5 B AE F . Nirmalkar 25 (Nirmalkar et al. 2018; Agarwal et al. 2022, 2023) 5E
L AIE S HH R IR B 1 TR R T P R PTG FRLALRAEL, AL T, JEES T A R S PR R
Arsgm A BR, Fo AR € 1 F 5 BRI AE W B2 51 N R A2 BEL RGN 5 1T B 5~ 84 2 T 3 2 5791 U ] g v A
L2 I i T A i 70 ) S THD LA, A AR R AR T B R I BV AR AL i — 2 Ma %% (Ma X
T, Li, Xu, et al. 2022; Ma X T et al. 2023) A H 52 TAE R : 51 84 3 1175 M 770 2 B U4 A
YR SR % A R, RBEAAE T BRARR MK J) v (N R 5 ), SEAE T 3t e Sk ik
[ei) ST B A AT AR BRI 9 F A 2 P O v § AL IR AEL, AT [ IS S A BRI T 1 HEL - ) A R Bt S
T J2 T PR OCR 23 J g 3 e [ 00 2 A 4 8 28 3 1 v 4 776 BNBs O A8 RO A T E B8
TRURTHE ). SR, 28N ok 7 AR SE S L. N> & e R4 0 R, R T
SR P (H R IR B ER S BRI R R ), S BURORAE R LR E T R AR R OF (I
7(c) R ). XARRE T O IR AR 9K S AE AR i R IR T S VBT Ok, T AR i R R B R AT RE AR
% (Bunkin et al. 2016; Uchida et al. 2016). £i & K&, BNBs 7£ & W 0744 2 0 (947 9 v B f
G0 R AT AR 2R 5 3R T 5K 0 B A i e SR B AR E AR I, 5 B RO XU JE R 4 51 R B AN R E B
IR 5 g 2 R, L A R IR T R RN PR SR A L R B R R T R B TR AR A

JE 5 A 0 O A R I ) B LR T B AR, S N v ) iR N AT D Gzt b B AR AR AR A
RS g, JLARRE 5 A O VE AR, DURE S g <k ¥ 1 S0 55 <A AT T 4 1) 2% o VR . Alheshibri 5
Craig (Alheshibri et al. 2018) Z¢#fi 3. 1 F H J& 58 [X 43 BNBs 5 Ei /K 75 444 (dnmiig . 28 RL
Fi) W7, BRI, i 4 BE K B = AR 1) S BNBs fE il il 10 atm & JJ B 22k A2 BB
0l 2 N =1 AN =R S I R R N7 R W £ 2 B v S Y S N i 2 | S TN R o RS
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i / ¢ o iy 3 -
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- ERE
L Segeim e, Y D) "
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Distance, z—R

& 7

BEARKRR AR EENTIEEZN . () BERL: MBEAS, RERLELH 5T HFE
Ro KAEZGTEN, ABNEEGR/FGRR. 2N ER- AR TARTNREHX, AR
B OOH H® M 5MRHAMESHLALELE (Li M B et al. 2021). (b) pH& fi: 76 pH T & T
(H;0°, CI'. OH") AA R A AW RM LA R L, M AEILRKERT ST BN & B W, &
M DLVO M Z1E A % pH &, ¥ kA m ey R H /R KE (Ma X et al. 2022). (c) & F
BEPE /BB NaCl RE BB FREAEHRNE (RKEFKE), ATRREABTLH S
BwdT, ATESSEEMEEER., RESKEREE @FERAN L RE/RT St
2 &) (Ma X T et al. 2024).

457, Tuziuti 25 (Tuziuti et al. 2017) & Li % (Li M B et al. 2024) FIHF 58 % B, 75 jiti o & & (Qn
0.5 ~ 50 MPa) ik #2 i, BNBs £t &2 A K BEAR 3 71 54T v SR 9 T ey, #iE 25 1 PG
RLA 73 AT 4 B 9 I LR Ay A AR A s R RN T % (WiRmE . FHEME S5 EE
INER) w7 R R S 0 R K 2 R AL B AR, IR HOW I B AR B — AT (R
JE S5 I AN 1 5 ) B H)AS ). IX e g AL A R — A S B 4510 BNBs 0 s i I 4F BAR A0 2 k) AT
w2, TS AT BE I R 3 S AR B R A IS S RIS AR, AT A R 4
AN R 0 P s R R SR, R AR SRS R AR e O 7 <R X Eklund 4% (Eklund et al. 2021)
sER e, B BN K SRR E L) 10 atm N DLS RSFJLFAZE, F 45 & % 5 /0t



xSRI, D7 W, wHE, BRE R, IV - R RUBE ST AR E R S AL AL AR B AR 25

UE 5 I HCS AR B AT RE 2 gl oK VR BRI RV Jadhav %8 (Jadhav et al. 2020) 9 5% i
DLS/NTA &8 EA R 10 s A1 5 R A% A2 A AN BE T FH 2 1 H AR A 4 40 1

L ERTIR, PR AHGN K A ) 32 EE R E P BEAL AN B ] B A 2 Dy — B — A T — N H
FrIH ) (RIGK ) vs, LR 7). AP (RURIE S ), B P (8 1R
bS5 ZE) PARRARAH BEAERH (BRI vs. HEF) LA B 8 E R0, 72, E NG %E
K PME R H) TAEER S 7 AR S 5 B1E . R % 1 S50 0E S 1 L far 78 £8 € AL Hh I 4%
OHIAT, (RIS E S T — ISR G 520 ) 0 M HE R 3K — HE SR T M b BE T BRSSO )
o M 32 B P T 3 T H e AR 8RR AR R L 0k R ey 0 R ) AR, X P IR (R
M) 55— PR B ) R T s M R (RE R TR ) 5 AR ) BB AS TR Y. SO R AR R E It B Pk
TR I VE RG] TR e iRk, VR TR (pHL ERIREE) B AR S AR E MR B
(), A KA AS A NI il k) T 2 2 B PR BRI B b5 o AR A T R B 1 B R AR A LA RS
(R B P J50 . A4 AH 40 K SR Bt 7 B IS B L R (R A i 2 T R R ) ) L 5, LA
PR S A N A = A 0 R A € DI Gt 32 g 13 ) IN 1T we A QEE
JE R BRI & AN R RAE 2 AR R b i B g A X LR R A B B S 2 Y R A R AR A 2
JOBE BT BORIR AN B 7

3 HRiKE: RERZRERIBEHNE

W TIE FC AN T NV T R A R R S T AT AR B, AN K S Ty — S T R Tl R A
VIR R G 530K RANE, 99K P8 E 78 12 AU AT R 46 B IR AR, TE VR 2 KAk R
PR R 5 R 2 WA T ) EL T 5K 7038 AR T AT T T X o B e 1 22 A AR K VR R
I BRRE (0 3480 2 5 30 01 AT R BT BRI s R R ek, (R ST A . W RS
B 2w b _E R B A 4% 0 R RN (You, 2024; Qian, Arends, et al. 2019). 5 AR X B, 42K
FUOBE T VB0 (2 8 AR AR A A2 17 B 0 30 ) 5 P4l T AR AR AT AL . 1O RS S A B
J1EE L RE . AEGNK RBET, W00 [R)FF A7 A2 P Fh St R A7 AR T 20— ol 52 B 2% 1) B T8 ] 4k
T b, VA R AE #1553 RO B 3R TGN oK VB0 55 — A 20 BT AN AV VAR A A v i o 2 i
“L B (Ouzo effect) 55 AH 73 B T B ) A4 AH 99 K0 . A & 0% 6] << T S A RROAZ > F < A
Iy BB 1WA E 2k, TS AR [E R SR, B A 2R AT HL W] B 3 OUS WT TE R / BR OR Bh 1%
P 5 e 4 2 BRIR A, 7 B0 ] AR 2 B el e AR AL 2R S5 R, O T BE A B 40 i B ik A

3.1 REHRKE: BHRAZHRIG SEMEINNZFE

3.1.1 SIS 5 R R

% THD 499 K T 9 2 4 W B BT AL A T S B BRI RS T (B 8(a) FTow ). o E
W AE 10 ~ 300 nm, 8 [ R 7R 5 99K BIOK B 902 8] (Zhang X H, Lu, et al. 2015). fE49K /
AR RBE S, YRR TR AT S A A B 2 0 RURE AR 5 R S R — T, i A B RS AR Ak
KL B IE Young J5 2 /R ML TK 71 (BUE — I 2k B AR I0) Sk S Bu itk 0752
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a b Time
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Flow ey
T WK B WA
“‘ - {ﬁ?.t‘e% é})l(j:s Solution B Solution A
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KEMNKBERLEES DA ¥ N . £ KB EMAEX. () AFM RAE 8 b5 7| B 3% % 7 5 A
O RE % T A B R H 40 KRB A4 (30 x 30 pm?, & E A 4R 0 ~ 800 nm), B % H A 2R LA
5 = |6 4 (Lohse et al. 2015a). (b) TIRF J& fir 5t B B 7 3% 7| B ¥ 3t 2 o 730 % P B 6] o oA 5
A, XA ERE (25, 35, 50 pLemin™) T8 & K # F & R ~F 24 2 5# (Dyett et al. 2018).
(c) BARBHREEEAE N (h=033mm) 7 ZH, AL EHRER T F@Lmfpor, A
T 4% 4 O R 5 394 ¥ (Zhang X H, Lu, et al. 2015). (d) % W 44 % % 7 ¥ stick—jump ¥ #f#
ATE: RBFALHERGUEEERARKERNME O M kR FHLAHE, AT %
#4 % (Dietrich et al. 2015; Zhang X H, Wang, et al. 2015).

SR PR A FH 4l A — T 200 R I BB 2 TR IR B 2 B A 2R AT AL S R AR A R G TR, Y
Ul B 3 2 K 0 AR AT RS T AE BB B R REE B (Kandug, 2017). 55— J7 1, 5553 H 6
A i SR B IR e AR A A AT FU, FLA T B A 3 T AL 2 /T SR AR B SO v A R A AR L 5T B
T AE 35 22, AT S 3508 fu A 5 5 AR S 43 A6 (Kandué et al. 2018). 3 1) 44 K i 76 B 4h 45 K 1k
Bl 2 B S A R TR T 2 I AT 7 oA (R 04k, 3 W 2R TH 7 o P e 0% 2 35 4% R AR R 5
AR PRI TR R # R THE ZRAAEAR S O 1 M 5T 4% (L et al. 2017).

B T 2 THD 40 DK VR P ROBERR I, SRR LI T B N FR S TR S RAE K R NS B 4. J5 7
JIREE (AFM) J& &0 = 4E 30 (Re il 2 m B 5 i /) Becis R J7 3% B 8(a) JE 7 1 F
FI AFM TE Bt /K Ak Fek 2 TH 2R A 321 1) 38 5 V5 77) B 480 vk A B0 0T B 471, 3 T S B0 T L s B A 1
BRE JUATHFAE . Y62 5 e i R 7 1T, A AX (Ellipsometry) 135 B s R & 1 F K. 3k
ik 1) 1 25 IS B fi A U R S T M U B TED R B ) BRI 4K (Politano et al. 2023). 41
S 6 AR (TIRF) D ) FH i 3 98¢ A HE 58 1 B 3 £ 100 nm X385 AR5 4, FEBR AR AH 15 57+
P, DA w15 0 b S A 47 HE V08 1 A AR U A M R R RS B ) 4 (A B 8(b) FTn),
72 18 7~ WU R A AT A %0 TR IR ST, 4 ¥ 3 71% (MD) B THRaK R



xSRI, D7 W, EOHER, RS R, IV - BRE RO ST AR R R S AR L AR TR B ARG 27

RE B A R RON . B L5 M 5 2R /A AT N2 [ MW BE 3 (Zhang J G et al. 2014); T L
AR S A JFHE S0 N AR 2 (R AT T K R MR IR0 4R« BRRARIE 3 5 A28 /1%
TR IS 2 (Ju et al. 2024), AR HUHE 1955 — R 15 2 KUL U 3 ik i

3.1.2 AFIK#HE: Ouzo F M T S 57 H AL #%

TE R 2 il 25 SRS ) ¥ 7 22 7k (Solvent Exchange) [BlH nf s fImf EE M, OB TR
EQW*Vﬁ/ﬁﬁE$?5iﬁzﬂﬁ%E‘J*?‘U%gu‘/llﬁ(Qlan Arends, et al. 2019). %7 VAR H B E57 (dn

M) 58 RVEF (WioK) 76 B ek 2 vb 1 ik i ook o 0K IR 30 0 i . AV i T A B R )
B AN RV 7R 4 I, FE VR B I 5 [ — V0 5 T PR ST 7 A W 2 o R R i A et R FE R T S A O 9
A R TN . 120 R B0 B AN <2 15 R AR AH 40 187, T A e e AR ) it 5 4 48 I T 2 ] e xof
-9 BOR & 5 U 2R IE R T g . Jy 1R i 2 6000 19 42 B A%, Zhang 4% (Zhang X H, Lu
et al. 2015) 7E 2 30 5 45 @8 JLAT iR g 7 1 48 ML bR B2 - 0 4 AR B I o S ARF 2 Pe 14 KT 3
K, }?QAHJ'V&P@/“EI’J*TTL?%?\, ELAPGRE] }#£TL1T’%§&/\ HHERESHEEEE RN
ORI RS W B 38 21 M. B 8(c) VA T 45 HA Y A2 T S FE R = 0.33mm 1E 2 % 2K DL LT 20 R AR E
TR SRR SR SEIG Vv . BT R T 4K 0 W T A£G, Dyett 45 (Dyett et al. 2018) H TIRF fif
T AR B R AU O Bz KR IR A AT R, EARIRE TAKER., IS FHW
B AR AL (B 8(b) W R Bl & 25+ 35+ 50 pLemin ™ ). i 5 908 55 308 B AT % S L A
RO AN R I AT R 4

W ZZ e 5 Ouzo 2 BLAEY) B A 51 b [ J& = 7044 &= v DRIV 700 2L B A8 Ak, =32 B0 V- A 4 15
4k Z 40 G A B A AT binodal 5 spinodal 2 18] 30 AR X B, AT AR AAFH 1K) B R B0 R /
T (&8 Ouzo B R )(Vitale et al. 2003). £ 52 fR LT 8L — 4R & %4+ T, Ouzo i ik REAE
T8 EF TR ERHAHLTES. Lu#(Lu et al. 2017) W8 & PRI EAE — 4E 0 B, W52
B ph 2 AN KB AA) RGP 3 S48 R I B e BB AR AU A S O S SR B P R R - B - B AR
HEAE AL FEES], 8o 79 8 £ SR AEP 7 A K.

3.1.3 EMEIHNE: FPEREESBMEESX

T s P 2 T K VR T 7T A% O SO (R S R BE R, T I ik A FH 42 . Young 7 2
A 5 SR LE 9K RUEE, 3R T 44 K VR B R AT R B 2 35 (9 RUBE 208 (Lohse et al. 2015a).
2 M Young IR T7HE vov cosO = vy — vsr FTEAK RJE T LB IE, L2015 N2i5K J) (Line Tension,

-
v R

(6)

cos ) = cos O

FHIER MR T 7E Young /529 51 N6k 7145 IE I (EPMZ IE J5 1 Young-Laplace X R), A
N =R i 2 1 o T B R o T B A B RO HE R AR RN I R AR R G B (Kandug,
2017; Kandug et al. 2018). £k 5K Jj4& 1E i i 2 BRAR G R 1 B = A4 Ak 42 B Hh Be 0T 1 47 32 0
Bl A B SE R, 8 (R E  E RE R T H R A KRR 1 R A LR A0 T O 28 W Young 7
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P2 SR, T AE SR B SRS I 5 43 7 3 D1 F L ) T 0% — Bl R BT 2 E R R,
fitk 42 £ T FLUNR T 5L SR T AL S JE I B S 9K RS B, = — R RSP 3 D AR, BRI
Fe: A VB AE AR AR R R b I AN M A Y A 3 S A SR TR A0 A o R B A R
YK G RH RS B AE [ -y A A T H 4 B HAEA 2 (Chang C C et al. 2016; Chen C S, Gao,
Wang, et al. 2025). iX &£ f&) 35 95 BF K5 = AH 82 fil 28 8 5, 3 S0 L 2 35 W B fik /1 7 /5 (Contact
Angle Hysteresis). 1X FE] FL AN &4 1 84 KWL EE /7, 68 % A R Bt 1 BRI B3 Sz 37 s 7
XSy PR AT 246 o 7, o 45 3% THT 48 K VBUTRG REA% AE R MMV T b 4 47 K 7 i 1 R P TS

TE 2 THI A9 K VBTG V85 ff B 2% S AR~ 487 T R v, 3 T ) DK VR %) A AR 2 i el A T il R R 1)
23 % (Ap) KB (Wilson et al. 2023), 3 N R 5 im0 & i # X. Lohse 5 Zhang %
(Zhang X H, Wang, et al. 2015) I F Ji 77 2 15 8% 1 Ji2 A7 00 0 & L, 2 1T 49 K S0 3 1) ¥ A 30 71 5
FEA B G EE AR 118 2 B fh /1 (Constant Contact Angle, CCA) B3, & 2 I H & 4= M IEiE L3
J1E4EE (A0 8(d) Fraw). <K B Bt (Stick / CCR Mode): TE ¥ ffE 9] B, 2 il 28 52 PR T 225 )i B [
MIET FLAE 22, 0T 1B 76 15 2 2 i }- 42 (Constant Contact Radius, CCR) # QI 4. 0 B B 1 i /)
B A AR N T R 22 IS, B (K TR 2 RR A, FBARRRER T I &M R fe. W /B b B
(Slip/Jump): =44 fil f1 98/ 85— Im S BIAE, 3K 3) ) ik 75T HL35 28, Bl 4 A6 I 1) 1 25 5T 4L
(Depinning). YRR A% DU (B 48, #6190t R <RGi—18> (Stick-Slip) B 5E Ay il Z4 i <Rk -k
(Stick-Jump) 47 4. X} “Stick-Jump” B 2 1K IR A g AT 2 2 S — > B E R A [F] T ROK B0
LI Stick-Slip, 9K 1) Jump I R TGE (AP LA ). 3K PR 9 oK ROBE 1RV 3R THT
AE o LB T, 25 8T LR [B) R O 22 TR RE A2 LA BIK Z)) 0 76 A JL BT (8] A 5 Bk A e A 42 KR 3 — AN
FR 127 R Y IR R SRR 1 AT AE TIRF AR, Y000 1Y 5% 0 9 2 25 R AR B BR 200 1 B, Tk
BRI X T ) PR (138 BB AN I 2 S 5% 1 VR PR O A, SO RUBE T R i 2 R
# (Contact Line Friction) 5 B¢ EFEHHLHI 2 M 1 HH A LI IESE (Dietrich et al. 2015).

WA, A v O B B 0 TR PR A ELAE P AN W] R AN VR R A — S RO
J2 . VR 1) RN TR JE LI A S0V 23 T8 S BT R AT AE 23 B AR Ry 8 I i A0
G | D & A N S SO R S 7 -1 1 e S 8 3 o /[ i B2t 7 1L I 2 = A =
A5 B R e (B ), A ) T A O R DORR B RO b SR, AR SR TR AN KR &R
Gr b, SR A Al 2 T L8 R 2 0 X b A O BRSSO — BT e KA L AE (Zhang
X H, Wang, et al. 2015). 453 LA FE 1 T 200 25 B 70 A I, W8 AR /4% 0008 23 52 3 9 80 AH 5 8 i
5 A Inii 3 ) 55 G 2 ). Bao % (Bao et al. 2018) 7E X #M #4214 T # K Tt (femtoliter) 1% i K
IR s B 7 8 B O AR AR 2R 0 VIR AR O VA 1) A7 B R TR) R EL P 35 3 A N ) B O B
Reynolds #{ 2 T; oc Re™3/4) AL R.

T AN KT 5 91K BT T O 2 NI BRI E R) 1RG4 1) 5 AL BE IR TR A B
Lohse I Zhang [ 4 — F 16 Jy 3 8 90 K U 44 35 1) A2 PE AR A6 1 IR S (0 ) B it ) B 42 fnd 4%
FTHL ST BOP A RS G VA B k45 G TIRF IR B ek 5 R, {8 3RATT A8 9 o] AR AL I B4k %
ARG RV A TR 5 B A i JEL T R S Stick-Jump” W S 20 R B, BR ZIHB R T 40K ROBE I i AT
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R 5 REMREEEFMATEERNAMRE/ZEEEK

i RS i &R
CCR (fE5E Hefib =A%) Beh b 2= [l BT 4L, W e FE R AR, B Ao/, STHLMEFIARSR  REKS 2 T BUSR BRI AL AR
CCA (fHEffb~Azr) bk & el 48, MR AR ORER B AL TEATHLAEH] ARG R
Stick-Slip (ki) B2 A AT <R T HL - Bh—4T L. FEIEg) B S e AL sk ) 2 T
B2 K RIETHL, BEJa k] £ 5TILIF

Stick-Jump (Ki—Bk) BB I R R AT 4L

LER SR

N AR RE S % 22 B R . BEE AR I U T VR IO AN T 56 3, el e B AR AR A AR B, B
T T 5 S 06 I A v B R it — P

3.2 EHEARKRE: NZF/ANFREREFAEHEN

3.2.1 SRS 5451 RAE

A RE N KR TR AR A B S A T . BEARE LT B EA UK o Bk L5 L, <oh
KF# (Nanoemulsions) #% & X A3 71 %52 € (Kinetically Stable) ff3E-F- & 5, il & 75 2 &
RefI N (R BY Y0 TIORIA . EEAESE) DL IRB R, L BE A HERS BT B R LR A 2 BR
RIS REMSE. 52X, “BAM” (Microemulsions) M2 #5#4 /12 %€ (Thermodynamic-
ally Stable) ¥ % [] [F] V4K 5, 18 W 75 K & 2% 100 1 77 A B 2 10 3% M 700 >k f 57 T ok 7 % =2 IS
(Pavoni et al. 2020). ¥T 4K, —JEHKEPR I 0 K 10035 14 77 AL (Surfactant-Free Microemulsions,
SFMEs) 5l #2 1) 72 KiE (Solans et al. 2016; Vratsanos et al. 2023). 1X & RiEH HK . HRKHE
(s E W FONkE) P SEEILE R (g, DUERRE) k. 5% R KILRA R,
SFME mJ i it H & 7.4t (Spontaneous Emulsification) &, A~ 75 AN MG ME 7, HAERE € 4H
g3 DXTA) Y B U S 8 A RS I B AT AR E MR Wu 58 (Wu et al. 2025) 1 £5ik 45 th
SFME 75 /6 F % 7 EIE AN 1 3 7122 %8 19 Ouzo Wi 5 #4722 58 € 0 & ML L 2 1) i 38 8
A ARG B A s R R0 B A7 i, WAE AR U N 6 B
FMIZZRTIRAA, B2 N A /1 (Azmi et al. 2019; Aljabri et al. 2022; Preeti et al. 2023; Freed-
man et al. 2024).

%T SFME & 2 1 R RF I 5 WA A RRAE, AR 91K B0 /98 oK L AR 2 AIE 188 55 A Ao
W% . MRS TF B A (Filipe et al. 2010; Grapentin et al. 2015; Shi X C et al. 2024; Urimi
et al. 2022). FIANCHUN (DLS) &M EFRAA )70 5 2 o fa 8ot mik TR, % B TPk 5 ik
RAET AL X B A2 Z A Ouzo [X (Li M B et al. 2025). /M 7 /X $F 28 B (SANS/SAXS)
U FH T A W T AR TR 7 5 N S5 44 (Prévost et al. 2021). KBk FRER 70 1 (NTA) @it B
R BN UKL I AT B IE Bl ok v EORLAR, AH EE DLS fig 5 AR A 1 53 9% 22 0 B0iR & e /N BORL, X TR
FRAZ F R B C N E B (Gao Y W et al. 2025). W i%iE S 8% (Cryo-TEM) #2144t T Wi
PR J5 AR RS TN I B TSRS . 1 5B AU 3% 5 L8R (Liquid-Phase TEM, LPTEM) 43 AR 5K
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I TR A B 55 o R B 5 AR K Bl 7 2 TR AL S I LI, 2 4 A R £ S A L R YOG B T B
(Vratsanos et al. 2023). St4h, ¢ HLAL I & % H T 3R AE 43 SO0k 2R 10 L 3l 2 e AE I 4l B 97 05 H 1 A2
SE DUMR; S 1T 5K 77 W00 58 D) T 58 e 3 T v P 2L 4 /R B TS SR THD 1 e 10 BR300 2 RO, M
M5 AAREE . Bl 5 R IHF4T N LEL R (Serrano-Lotina et al. 2023). 7E KL f# B 55 L J7 1
5y B 1AL (MD) 5/ WAL, (AR EORL T30 /) % DPD) A B 7487 S 45 1 . 25 il 9
PE5 > 728 s IS PR H R (S EHESE) T TR Ak . IR S SR ARG ST
P2, I 5 S50 1 KRB G tH A0S EE 22 BT (Gupta et al. 2016).

3.2.2 Ouzo M5B XI LN H=E

A% 5 3L T RS TR 1 70 6 1 — 7K 5 TR W B A B A1 % 1 9K g 9 32 k5 vl /67 BEL 7 e, DA
MR ) 3 Jy 5 Aa e v s /7K /W SR PR 3L 7] (amphi-solvent, 045 B BE 55 ) ¥4 5 (1) T6 3
TV PE TR LR /2R AL MR &R (SFMESs) A2 AT AT 78 5K EE 2 T8 AR I LA Be N T T2 4l KRB &5
Ky, HA @M 5 S5 R AN v 5 30V R 2 T IR A T 5K 0. 99 RAEAE (weak aggregates)
DA S WO AR 3 — A 50, (B A AR RAE & B 3 ) 808 (M 4% 2 X B 1) microemulsion) B
N T i 2 AS 73 B O T AT A7 AE SRR 1 8 S HLEERT R 23 1] (Hou et al. 2016; Wu et al. 2025).
PLBR R B = Je Rk R (0 Je SN ik / 2 W /7K) B, B 9(a) R T8 B AR A R E N IR X
(Binodal 5 Spinodal Z [H]) B & A2 () H K AL I G, BE 3G B ORE 6 A% 5 R AH 121 5, 44 2% D32 BH 5 AH
X #5245 8 BA T M T Ouzo X, A8 UKL AR 70 A B2 A W% A2 X (binodal 5 spinodal
ZI8)) B, 22 AR B R LA TE AR K AT A RO S BT 1 B i AR G A A 44 0T S R -
T B R LK (Vitale et al. 2003). 7E “pre-ouzo” X 35, 4 2+ n] H 40 409 2K & 2 11 55 58 42 AR 5K
H1#% (Schottl et al. 2018). X Fh &K [H1 5% 5 A WL 1 22 ROBE A7, 388 55 4 A Bf O 28 R 3K 20 (1)
ST HE o B ST/ A BBl ) e SR EAE R AR

TEIK /B 5t /L )45 = Jo Ak 22, ] B R R I R B 4 B AT R Ouzo B B R FLAL, TB
BTG TT AN  BEAR AR I 9 KM 7y B A 2R 4Rk 5 N IO se R th, 72 & &R 77 & 1 A Ap
IRAGAHXS B WIRLAR 20 A (B QB 1 50 ~ 300 nm 506 73 Ay i ), (R b3 Bl A AR o) 2% 4 oK o i
1 /3R 25 FORL I A% BE % 12 (Lepeltier et al. 2014). {H K42 5 2 B 3 98 35 3& 09 B AK 2 2 81,
SZHEME. RET R IRESRMAEREREE I (Vratsanos et al. 2023). K, #H L & 6E
H R/ BT V)R AL, Ouzo/ B K FLAAK R 5 & & 1F B 78 <20 R A - — 3 K-8 12 5
S AAEAT NI AL S & ) [FI H 2 SRAE RAE BB X 4 #0720 e 3L S K 55 ar AR 4 K W
7 B (Ganachaud et al. 2005; Solans et al. 2016).

3.2.3 RWEMWIENS: ESHIEE SR mMaEmNEE

KT LR MFHFEFABR (SFME) € MR, AR R KA R 218 E 53 )%
Fa& 48 (Wu et al. 2025). £ U RAA RNy, BTl —7K 5 A7 72 IR SR 5k 77, 9K 3Ll
AR E RS A TR E . KK FE A T Ostwald #44k (Ostwald Ripening) i H %12
(Koroleva et al. 2021). £ Ouzo & & 1, Wi RS 35— I i FEARAR, 525 PR 7 P /R SCT7 %
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a b Water components
modulated by an ionic environment
TKHIALSY 2 B T IR B 1 4%
NaCl ———»
HCI
A &£
A AL R
Mesoscopic droplet characteristics
region
.3 3
a2 Horsmawio E 8 pH=6{ 8 pH =12
60 10 £3 P
Sf o8 S g
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 54 =g 4
Ty ~
Voo s (V0L %) 83 = e,
g o B 0 0
10? 3 gz 0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800
’D ¢ 0 Hif% /nm Hif% /nm
§ pH2 pH4 pH6 pHS8 pH 10 pH 12 Size Size
Z 10 # A L 30 80 :
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2 o 23 ] g 8 40
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E 10 // gg ) ] ﬁg 10 20
! o5 1 HE g 0
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10 10’. 10 = Zetatifil/mV Zetafifi/mV
KR 5 % Zeta potential Zeta potential

Water volume fraction

[:31iF/N o
Cc Bulk water g d LI B A — 3T T T T T3
FRTK ® C16-dDTA*
Interfacial water | @ 2.5 i *C16-dDS
EMCCD i -
) H
£ 20 —/\—
@ .
g p
. n
2 H
z H
N8 1.5
"3 T
=5 1 #C16—dDMPC
e
I = SR+ (SR R+ R TER) & 10 v e
Solution = pure solvent + (pu S0l ~ H N
(SC spectrum) % .
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9

AR KR AAT R . BT AHBEAE S R E W FIE4E. (a) trans-anethol/ L8 /K = LK £
(25 °C) 48 B Rk 4 Bk #4523t \ pre-Ouzo—Ouzo X 3 Bt Y 4h WL 5 ik A b, T F 2 K A8 i /
a9 kA K H B (Li M B et al. 2025). (b) #3% pH 5 & FIE R L O/W 44 & 4 K 5 19 &
“EK K REE K. BEERK KA Ostwald #4 5 E (Gao Y W et al. 2025). (c) SFS 1#
kG C-H ti#E: O-D ikt 5 C-H M Rmmbtt ((Ri/ZEHAE) R4, - REw/
W T 4% 7 bl A4 2 M B9 1E | (Pullanchery et al. 2021). (d) & M- 8 R B R &, A TR A
Bom KR E M ey K A G A8 K k355 & (Shi L X et al. 2025)

(Kelvin Equation) 3K ) {73 74 BOB &, i HAEZ) /)2 b REAS E A B B 28U, 20K Kk
A0 B (Vitale et al. 2003). #T4E3K, L Li 4§ (Li M B et al. 2022; Li M et al. 2023) 1 Ma %5 (Ma
W et al. 2025) $& tH T8 R A1 . ZE4F E M =0 R b, 2440 SO R BEE RN B, W08 A0 B 38 30 7= A
VR & (Entropy of Mixing) 3 25 1] fit 5 J¥ B 5L 1 (1) N B¢ (Interfacial Energy) X4 AHHLAT. HF
S0l 2 TE F T B 58 P FE B2 40 F , A R AT BE AL T — FRRR IR IO AL BOIR FA ) 52 P S, B R
T V7 1 79 B T HR BT AR 43 B 24 40 BORE B 23 B O I B U A KR (R < 100 nm ) I, Y0 A7 B
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18 3 7 A A BRI 2 BN (ASmie > 0). BB TRIAEAE — NI 54T Re, W0 RPN T1%
I FAE IS, —TAS 0 W) AR L CLHRIE T2 BT TH T 75 I IS 2 (AH e > 0), [EfR R A
T B REE AG e < 0. XK, fE4FE 5 1F F, SFME 2 s 3K 3h 1 38 FFae 4, X MR A I
fERE T AT A B R TE TG 3R VA M A 2% A T K MR UAE 43 B X P B AR O B AR TR —TUAE 43
2 (LLPS) MW EEA i f2 it 1 B #1224 A

b TR R, 371 R A 4ERE SFME 1)K 77 i [F) G 8. Gao 58 (Gao Y W et al.
2025) RGWHF 7 pH ME 73R XS SEFME 44 KA s2mg . o 50k, RE A& B8 7RI
PR, i3 2 T PR R P SRR T L B R T e AR (C FRAZ £9-30 ~ —60 mV)(Vacha et al.
2011). B 9(b) 7~ T i pH 5 51 58 B T (1038 40 MU : 76 i pH BUIR B 73 B2, | T30
i EL R 7, YR BE DR RR AR B RN RLAR T TE pH < 3 55T 5 R AU R, S I RR A B RO, B
T AR S 2 R, 3R I VAR T A U B R AR R 3 K 3R B pHL/ S 5 B AT 2 U g R
FE 58U, IFaRii Bk S s 2 HE R AR e Ve AR L. 3 70 % 20 A ESE, SEME 1 2k 6 3 2L
H Ostwald #46 (70 74 80 MAERIE (BURLAERE) = 5. & 29 1 8 7 20 5008 5 48 RF 71 B A =
AR 1 A RS R 1, I8 AT e M ke AR S BRI R VA R G5 R G T A% BTRE g, AT AE 22 2k

T2 THI 3% 1 751 3o — 7K S THD (0 AR08 40 2 224 i 7 B A, 2 408K 1 T 9 A0 JE ST B T 7 P R
ANFE W . —J7 T ORNA PRI R 3 Pullanchery %6 (Pullanchery et al. 2021) F) FH A1 40 H 5
JaiE (SFS) 4@, SRy 1532k 7 A JE R 58 A Bt (C-H--0), ¥ HLfar e #, A i g i 47 Al
DR SE X PR LA, SR DK A Dy o BE A T R 2R ALLUK (1 DY T A S B Y 2% (W1 B 9(c) BT ). X Fl
R ] (7K 584N g 2 BELAG R Rl O AL 5 . 5 490 oK A0 5 THD T R A AE 1 < BRSO AN TR
TX Al G THD 5 771 £ ) 2 YR VR SR TR A 0 B IS LML, P BABR AR AR R 1 E g (Strazdaite et al.
2015). 3 4h—J7 i A B39 55 T8 KB . Shi %% (Shi L X et al. 2025) i # 8 £ 4% & i 28 7 9%
Jeit (Raman-MCR) #2H 7 $ik HE S (0B 9(d) FrzR). fh Al B0 5 T K % i rp AR R A 7 45 1
(R (~ 3250 cm™') RIS, WAL TS FIEEE OH 5 (45 5 1Y 5. B0 1 =2, ATl & 3
FHIH A AFAE =38 50 ~ 90 MV /em FJE RN @&l H AT iR IE 1\ 5 # W% : SFME [ 53 1
FEFEA T E, MRAERBIZIER T, K5 KA Z WA (Orientation), {H £E i W & B % £
L EIEF (Disordered) IRZA (Shi L X et al. 2025). X FhJE 5 ME3E in 7 A M BLUE, 5 Ma %5
(Ma W et al. 2025) 1765 S0 € B0 AHBESL, 170 58 FL 37 T3 (3t 77 Pl RGS  1i 1y 7 B B A

g% Lk, MOAHAKMR (SEME) B0 78 & SR Al 1 I R A iR (Ouzo RURL) IR B 431 #4
IRV RN . BoR B BER 5 Se IR R R B, X R R IR E M IR IR R — R AE A A, T
ARG B (O IRE) B AR Y /RS E (B 1) hIRE Y. Ma & (Ma
W et al. 2025) FH 8 T 155 8y B AR G 22 35 A 2R AU AR AT 9 4R4E 1 OB =X, T Shi %% (Shi L X et al.
2025) 2% T G H 3 5 T8 K S5 i R B, U EE BT JRATTR i K ST AR ARV A . AR SR I AT
W TR A T T ) S MU 1) SR T LA 5 R AR E M Rk . U RIS BT R Rt fl
0 B v S EIURS HE S
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SERRE, GUKBUR DT TOL RIS T BE AR, 2R & 5 RIE SR I, (85t st E
REE MBS Frimifb s i sA VS Bl 0 2% 5 U7 T A8 G0 408 40 oK W0 (AT D9 . R PEAL AR R A
W I i 5K 7 3 AR RO G R . gy 25k . I ANt g DL S
FAENKZ I ZZAENELR. RN, PR R . 295z . MORHIN T AR 27 45 U
FIAS W 6 e, HB e (i H & X2 SR, 5 R0 A2 3 T Bk, B4 78 AN 1) 44 2% v S B s P2 7T
AT E R R KR E SN 2 R EARIE SR . g2 RIEE R, DK
FE R IR FUSE AR Z b R G A A% M A S5 R 3 R R M. R SR K F T IS 0 56 ST 655 R 400 A i [+, 32—
LR R A RIET B, SRR R S B U5 ik, DAHES) 40K B0 B KRN K e 5 5B
It

4 MRFVEASHAREHRAEITANEERBREGRRER

Tl RBEFAR /72 5 FH TR K5 XCWF TR WY, 24 70 HIOH B4R RS 4/ R B, <—
W (GRS 5T (K0 R I T W A AL ) B DR R O A R IR S
RE 22 5 0 R B A AN A B AL R IR . R SORE3E T =8 I B ARYE B, W FH Tl 705 OB Ik
i B 735 e o3 F S5 R DU A G- L, IR N FAT 3K 1 SR R0 Jod T 1) (R A4 1 5 5 o A

4.1 JUAEIN SRR : Z LT M E &S E 4 MmN 2 1%

FEJURTTE 2S5 HUACT 65 2 10, 99K S0 5 99 K VB0RG 2 I H 2 T FL AN i) v 364 (H A
AR AT R 4APE 25 3 S8 T X IR G R D7 8 R A AN [

T AF 35 o 1t 5 3 ) 4 Ak 2 BT 4L 2 4E R sk S TR A AR E I ) A B L. e =2 T -
AR A T AR R, ST LN 38 2 B oK ARV G R A S R b R ik 2R W) B 2 B R T Ak
2 SR B BT AT RE R B A 3R, T s T LR AS (Lohse et al. 2015a). 3X FET FL 24 B AT 75947 K 5 72
(Young’s Equation) Eéﬂ*ﬁfﬁ?ﬁﬁf’ﬁﬁﬂﬁ*%%%ﬁ%ﬁ, F ARl LA — ViRl A H i
TR AN 52 T8 07 = FE ful A B P s BR ). ZEZh A T AR b, =38 3SR I B 2 R 1 (stick-slip)
1T TEW AR ZE RO B, M 2 R FF1H %€ (Constant Contact Radius, CCR #13), & £ fir
FHIB TN, BAR AL B 5 IR A A R AR R B4 (Bilotto et al. 2024). iX /7 2= ML A 280K i
PRI T A 1) RS B, A G o g it 3R e A ok il AR AR AR AL, AT AE LA b R Ty 8
Hir Fs. 77 3% 3 110 3 T

S5 AT e 4 v 2 S R BT SRR NI EE 5 R g AL R oAk R SR A S R AR AR, E KR
B0 S TR 2 15 B R R A0 ) AR T 490 A0 0, 2 ) 2 A BA A VT T 4 PR VRS . X — ) B i P PR AR AR 2
FECT ZF AR 5 B S B 9K SORAE SN 1R BN T kAR R AR AR kB, H
PN A T B 2R A AR K IR TSR T R, TR R R B SRR A SR A% O (Maheshwari
et al. 2016); FH G2 T, 9K IR A 30 % B FE AR HE i, H 0t s g i 12 = 2B 4k L AE B 115K T Y
o I8 T AE AR AR B B 21k 7% (Leong et al. 2018). Bb4h, AFM J7ik 43 #7127, 9K AR I H
- IR NI S (Stiffness), 1X 4 TA 9 72 8 e A R 77 A8 1R 2R T8I 5K g A58 A0 28082 Pl 350, 17 44 K Y
W3 RN NRMER A TEAE (An H et al. 2016).
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4.2 PAFEBESRmEE: EFREKENFTSRES MR

TERT ) F R BNV e b, 3 YT i v b 2R i A RE A2 R 8, (HFE /R 2 K& (Tolman
Length) WA 5 2 a7 15 W0 £ 91K RUBE T #k AR A S i) 2 T 7k ) s A i 35

e B BT s 0T R A P i 2 A 4N B T L [R5 RRAE . 48 3 Epstein-Plesset H it
1 LSW (Lifshitz-Slyozov-Wagner) i35 0l , /&5 5 1 th 28 7= 22 1 B K 38 fr B s 7748 3R 3l 45
BROR W J5R R A Rk N EE 2 M (Eklund et al. 2021). 2RT, 0K S 540K BRI 17T
P T 1 8 K A A X B ARS E E  HAE AR ) S b R R Dy TR B R (2R T R
HRMEA FEA ) BT R R K /), 8 8 XMWY %8 (Trapped Species)
S TVBE P, AT — 8RR BE BRI T R R R ) B IR B A

FE/R 2K LM IE 5 2 5 Y T 510 5K 0 B R STI0 AE RO AR 42 73 3l 1 R S
HEZRBERU AN, R EKRBH R ER2KERAMHKRAS (Block et al.
2010). X TR (6 > 0), WA B AR, Kok 8T RAIC, XE—ERE AT
B 0 % 6 22 R I 2R 25 25 T T 9K (6 < 0), BB 20800, B G Tk h & i
?i"‘ﬂﬂ KRR SR B2 1) R R 2 R ) B RS I T SRR T e BN G 3O R 2L ) AN AR

SETE (Wen et al. 2021). iX — K B, G9oK 00 A A2 € T AL AT 58 J6 2 A0 MK S 20 A 1) il 3245
TE SRR, T A 20 5] N F T H a5 [ B FH S5 AP R R 3R, S 2 KV W B A — 5 1) AR 1)

4.3 ERMAFEEEITA: ¥ BFRA N S BHH /R SR R0 5

TEZ AR R G REACE) S, GRS 5 QUK 0N B IR 4 Bz ), 5 R A4 A B A A
AN A R A2 FE 3 W) S R L 4 22 e

1& IE /) Epstein-Plesset £ 8 & i i B4R & AT B0 I HEZE . JE i 2 U I UK B R I /2
OO R 2EL A B E, T A e R A T AR IR SR S B O R R R . JEPETE T, 45l N
ful 2 T AL B T TR ) J5, PO VS W R 8 B IR T 2 M PR (Duncan et al. 2004). 752
YT AT LRI R AT, 97 8Ol & 52 2) LA LR 1 a1 200 6, 815 <5730 + 3 A s g R & T
ARG K 3 i 38 F 3 70 248 (Lohse et al. 2015a).

TR A b3 BUO5E o 5 < BT RE BL R AR AL B AL AN R 6 T AR 9ok SR RE, BIE ST
R I REAEHT A 4EHR I FE AN RO iR e, X0 VA B T4 BB il &% S (Diffusive Shielding):
o TR BE ) SO AE R B 3 T AU AN IR BRI T BRSO FE R B, T AR AR )
AR AN (Weijs et al. 2012). FHEEZTN, 29K B0 (FLIR) 7K & 388 &) K A= 28 1) B 40 oy RO 2R
244 (Ostwald Ripening), B K5 i 7 Wi /)N W0 . yﬂTffﬂﬁ?UL*i‘_ﬁ, 20 K LRI 6 ZAS T
HEE T AR LA ST NS & IR, 1040 K I D ABL~F- e e T B 4 ) 5 4 kA S I RS Ab R 2 ) 30 0
FA P (Dollet et al. 2016).

4.4 REHSFEMERFER: WBERESKENMEN
FE 53 5 J2 T, 57T R A PR SR I B ST 7K 73 5 B HE 51 75 02 X 70 P 2R A R A 8 AR o 1) S B ol

=
W
H
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FTHI FRLART i F HE S 2 B L AR R O B () e e, (E P A AR AR AR AN R K A A K
T A 7K Hh O A DO SRR R 0 R Ak 1 AR B AL AT Yz B I SR B RO R, £
TRURIE 5842t 40 K 00 1) AR r 2 22U T SRR & 7 (OHD) 7B -V 5 T 4R S R R Y, X —
FAKKNEFEENSR, BEEAKH RN EZE (Ma X et al. 2022; Santos et al. 2018). i )%,
4y — 7K ST ) OHL WS B R0 RE 55 55, 4 K B0 B0 v € R A7 8 5 0 T 470 o 26 T O A 7)) A 5 B
FH H i 25 R R K FBL RS (Collini et al. 2023).

F IV 7 5 R AE S0 5 0T AT R I A [ R A O 2L R T K [ R K SR, R
B S T3 A RN, S ML AT LUOR R B AR E R BUE UE (Dense Gas Layer,
DGL), iz kB HEZE (BAUR) #l 8 5 RMAPK SRR ENEA K, I Refd —ERE
LONR AR S EGR (3 71 BL 7T (Peng et al. 2013). 5 Uk [RI B, 3T 3 56 0 A EAR BF LR OR,
ARSI T B K 7 T IR AR IR FR AR, T2 2 5 T il B A iy e U8 W 4% 1) 5 2, X
KR E WA AL S5/ AN A B T 99K A AR E 1 (Niwano et al. 2023). L2, 7E
G K VE DR (W —7K FLIR) ST, 7K 3 SEAG 1] 5 T8 B 1] v B2 A 5% A S I 2% 2. IR B0 A 4
BRI 6 5 AR RO B el 9 T 1 LT K 2 A S AR . A [ A B P S R R 5, TR
FLe R R h AR IUON R <RI F R, XAA A0 K 2 2 AR F7 T A &R 2, 900V 5T A
a3 F s F AL B A THASE A (Eftekhari-Bafrooei et al. 2009; Pullanchery et al. 2022). &K
&, AURE R SRS L/ UM G50 5 KO A P A B A 2530 T = 9 4 K RO ) ST 4 A
AU BB S AR E PR AL T O St

g Rk, 9K E AR A R N RIS X 2 5 4 — M BHIE G R . S 2k
V4L AR Iy 8sh /) 2 R i W RS 8 T THT GG AR [ B0 0 B, ARSI IR (R4atE). 8K
SKEFS LM T8 EAAEARR % 7. BRI 525 AUA BT # e i gh <t
AR M I — KA AE R 3R R, R TN IR AR S A v RS HE IR K iRk T2
AL S it 1 BB ik 4 .

5 BEERE

5.1 FEHARIFRE

TN RS- WA T AT AR 2 T R I T AR H R BER . R TN
KA, W] E B AFAE R S8, BI04 2R AR AR 20K LR A A KB SSIR IR SCRF, IR
T2 PR R TR R AR L SR AR T RN ORI T, Ak A BT AL A5 A R S O e R A HEE B
oy Mgl T LA [ BE L MR IIAE A, (HA 7 R AE TR AR AN AN TC AT HL AR A T AR E ML) 2 4. 4K
GRS TT T, A e B B 1T AW AR e, JF S A MU R BR AR 45 A TR
[ ARH ELAE FE ATRE BR RS s R T, 9 3 5 T HEL A FRD SR Y0R8 28 AL ) 1 AR 32 Bl — 25, T HL 2 S 6 WL
AR P T S50 %k T HL Ay B PR B 2 Y O JE 7 23— 2D L A, 9K AR AT AT A7 A B e T
5 SIR WL B ZE B VE 2 AR R A T B AR B B (I AT L JE AR ) HESR B0, T SE R VA AA
RAEEM Y B o BT L o, 3 ESE U0 45 RA I 2 BE TU. B, — SRR 0N <R
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ME—FRE 42, (H S0 o R L B2 B Y RSS20 A R0, BUE S8 A Al U A AR Ve X DL RS 72
S B B2 AT PRI BT BE RS RE (B AR G ORBRG T, i E K R  F TR g, X LR
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Abstract Micro- and nanoscale gas—liquid and liquid-liquid interfaces are ubiquitous in natural and
engineering systems, where their physicomechanical behaviors differ significantly from those of macro-
scopic systems due to pronounced scale effects. Nanobubbles and nanodroplets represent typical soft-
matter interfacial systems that can maintain long-term stability under extremely high Laplace pres-
sures, leading to long-standing stability paradoxes. For nanobubbles, their persistent existence devi-
ates significantly from the classical predictions of the Epstein—Plesset diffusion model, whereas nano-
droplets exhibit nonequilibrium stabilization beyond the applicability of Ostwald ripening theory.
Within the frameworks of continuum mechanics and thermodynamics, this review systematically sum-
marizes the stability mechanisms and evolutionary behaviors of surface nanobubbles, bulk nano-
bubbles, and nanodroplets. The roles of contact-line pinning and interfacial gas supersaturation in reg-
ulating gas diffusion from surface nanobubbles are discussed, together with the stabilization mechan-
isms of bulk nanobubbles arising from interfacial charge accumulation, ion-specific adsorption, and dif-
fusion shielding. The responses of nanobubble systems to variations in solution conditions and mechan-
ical perturbations are further reviewed. In addition, the nucleation dynamics of nanodroplets in mul-
ticomponent solutions and the entropy-driven metastable stabilization mechanisms of surfactant-free
microemulsions are discussed. Finally, by comparing curvature effects, interfacial tension corrections,
and molecular arrangements at interfaces, a unified physicomechanical framework connecting nano-
bubbles and nanodroplets is established. Perspectives on multiscale modeling, in situ characterization

techniques, and applications in energy and environmental fields are also provided.

Keywords nanobubbles, nanodroplets, gas-liquid interface, stability, micro/nanofluidics

Received: 1 January 2026; accepted: 4 March 2025; online: 6 May 2025
* E-mail: chaosun@tsinghua.edu.cn

© 2026 Advances in Mechanics.


mailto:chaosun@tsinghua.edu.cn

48 al 2% it & xxxx & x &

TNV, IEHRRFRIE S TR BURAT T =B ke el 0
B, OB AW G, LA S AN E R RN SRR, R EH Y
oz ox+ (APS Fellow), BHE R R KRG E . KW T HAK ) 5 2l
5N, RET Z M i S gy RO 3h 55 i . 32 Z T
F 77 A A 2 AR S IR S ] m S R EOR s S e . ORI /R
WE) 15 UL R RAR R S, W E A He @A, BUE B S S5 Ty
2%, DAR/R B2 sh 5 i I R W AE LR, R B0 T HESh AR K B 7E e
U, B E RGURK G N . TREZX AR EEGE GHH . | EHE AEEREEERH,
HULVBETHRA S NS5 EFK HRB Y5 GRS B ARSI . %5 N 7E E b 2 HHR K 2 .
i Ui R 2 MR R AR 2, IF P OO B BRI TR 5 2738 (Annual Reviews). £ Annual Review of
Fluid Mechanics. Physical Review Letters. Journal of Fluid Mechanics. Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences Nature Communications 5 B b U T & %18 3 200 R 4%, Web of
Science S 5118 1.1 J3 k. HAE (EEVER -WiAA J15%)  (Physical Review Fluids) & E 4, (&
brZ M4 &)  (International Journal of Multiphase Flow) 8] 344 (2016-2024), (iminaeE)
(Journal of Turbulence) %, (IMARSZIE) (Experiments in Fluids) Wl in 9nZs, (/K3 1150 50
LHikRe) (Journal of Hydrodynamics) AT %5 . ( J1%# %2 (Acta Mechanica Sinica) %%

(hEEBH: MES 1% RCH)  (SCPMA) mZE5 5 RIR%.




	1 引　言
	2 纳米气泡: 界面力学的尺度效应与非经典稳定性机制
	2.1 表面纳米气泡: 几何约束下的过饱和动态平衡
	2.1.1 实验表征与非经典几何特征
	2.1.2 界面诱导生成途径
	2.1.3 稳定性物理机制与理论模型

	2.2 体相纳米气泡: 界面电荷稳定与多场环境响应
	2.2.1 存在性争议与表征技术驱动的特性确证
	2.2.2 过饱和驱动生成机制
	2.2.3 稳定性物理机制与理论模型
	2.2.4 纳米气泡界面特性对关键环境因素的响应机制


	3 纳米液滴: 界面成核与相分离动力学
	3.1 表面纳米液滴: 溶剂交换机制与接触线动力学
	3.1.1 实验观测与特性表征
	3.1.2 溶剂交换法: Ouzo效应诱导的界面成核
	3.1.3 接触线动力学: 非平衡稳定性与溶解模式

	3.2 体相纳米液滴: 动力学/热力学稳定性与界面结构重构
	3.2.1 实验观测与特性表征
	3.2.2 Ouzo效应与自发乳化动力学
	3.2.3 稳定性物理机制: 混合熵增益与界面能的博弈


	4 纳米气泡与纳米液滴界面行为的共性规律与体系差异
	4.1 几何拓扑与机械响应: 接触线钉扎的普适性与压缩性的分歧
	4.2 热力学修正与界面能: 托尔曼长度的符号反转与曲率效应
	4.3 传质动力学与群体行为: 扩散屏蔽效应与奥斯特瓦尔德熟化的抑制
	4.4 界面分子结构与电荷起源: 双电层稳定与水结构重构

	5 总结与展望
	5.1 主要研究进展
	5.2 未来研究方向

	参考文献

