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4. Model result
With diffusiophoresis ‘ Increased diffusiophoresis
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Figure 5: Model results without (left) and with (centre and right) diffusiophoresis at different values of Rpp.
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5. Conclusions
With diffusiophoresis: Increasing the strength of diffusiophoresis f 4 AC kn OWIGdgement
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results in more small particles at the top surface. » Oppenheimer studentship for funding
Next steps: Microfluidics experiment to verify the importance of Figure 6: Microfluidic device (left)
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and drawing (right). /
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