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Conclusions

Drop shape up to moderate deformations is esslgrgidpsoidal and is well
represented by small deformation theories and phenological models

Numerical simulations are in good agreement witheexnents up to breakup
Drop fragments distribution can be estimated ifdhginal distribution is known

Single drop deformation and breakup results caappdied to concentrated
systems by using a “mean field” scaling

Walll effects stabilize drop shape and elicit shear banghenomena

Open issue: effects of surfactants



