NON LINEAL EFFECTS IN THE RADIATION FORCE GENERATED BY
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The radiation force in a viscous heat-conducting medium [3]: (2.5 mm) and radiation force (3mm). appear.
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80 In AM signals, only the central periods are distorted during propagation: . This spatial shift, becomes dynamic in AM focused beams.
b =0.0051 Dissipation coefficient  The nonlinear focal shift and the modulation of the exciting pulse can be used
. . PR to affect the amplitude and the location of the radiation force.
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