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Abstract 

Low-voltage electrowetting-on-dielectric scheme realized with lubricated honeycomb 

polymer surfaces is reported. Polycarbonate honeycomb reliefs manufactured with the 

breath-figures self-assembly were impregnated with silicone and castor oils. The 

onset of the reversible electrowetting for silicone oil impregnated substrates occurred 

at 35 V, whereas for castor oil impregnated ones it took place at 80 V. The semi-

quantitative analysis of electrowetting of impregnated surfaces is proposed. 

 

An interest in the phenomenon of electrowetting was boosted in the 1980s in 

the context of various applications of the effect including lab-on-chip systems
1-4

 and 

adaptive optical lenses.
5-7

 Numerous applications of electrowetting were summarized 

in recent reviews.
8-9 

The applications of electrowetting face a serious problem: the 

voltages necessary for manifestations of this effect are relatively high, on the order of 

magnitude of several hundred volts.
8-9

 The papers reporting low-voltage 

electrowetting are still scanty.
10-11

  One of the most popular modern configurations of 

electrowetting experiments is the so-called electrowetting-on-dielectric scheme 

(EWOD), in which liquid is placed on an insulating layer on a top of bare 
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electrodes.
12-14

 We demonstrate that the EWOD scheme provides low-voltage 

electrowetting, when lubricated (impregnated) polymer substrates are used as an 

insulating layer, as depicted in Fig. 1. Aluminum planar electrodes were coated with 

honeycomb polycarbonate (PC) films, by the fast dip-coating process. As a result, we 

obtained typical “breath-figures” self-assembly patterns, depicted in Fig. 2. 

Honeycomb PC coating was obtained according to the protocol described in detail in 

Refs. 15-16. The average radius of pores was about 1.5 µm. The average depth of 

pores as established by AFM was about 1 µm. PC porous coatings were impregnated 

by two kinds of oils: castor oil (supplied by Vitamed Pharmaceutical Industries, LTD) 

and silicone oil for MP&BP apparatus, for brevity called hereafter “silicone oil” 

(supplied by Sigma-Aldrich). For the purpose of uniform spreading of oils, the 

lubricated substrates were heated to 60°C, and afterwards cooled to ambient 

temperature. The thickness of both oil layers was established by weighting as 20±2 

µm. The physical properties of the oils relevant to our study are summarized in Table 

1. Experiments were carried out with 8 µl bi-distilled water droplets. Droplets were 

visualized with a Ramé-Hart Advanced Goniometer, Model 500-F1. 

The wetting properties of polymer substrates impregnated by oils were studied 

systematically by Aizenberg et al.
17-19 

Theoretical approaches to the wetting of 

impregnated substrates were developed by Cohen, Nosonovsky et al.
20-23  

Impregnated 

polymer substrates exhibit extremely low contact angle hysteresis.
17

 This fact makes 

them suitable candidates for the low-voltage electrowetting, due to the weak pinning 

of the triple line.
23-26

 It was shown recently that manufacturing of non-pinning, low 

contact angle hysteresis surfaces is an appropriate way to develop low voltage driven 

electrowetting devices.
2, 5, 27-28 
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  Indeed, PC oil-impregnated honeycomb surfaces demonstrated low voltage 

DC electrowetting, illustrated by Fig. 3 (representing the relative maximal 

displacement of the triple line
0/ DD , as a function of the applied voltage U). Fig. 4 

depicts electrowetting of silicone oil impregnated substrates. “Wetting ridges” formed 

in the vicinity of the triple line, discussed in Ref. 21, are distinctly seen. The ridges 

were observed for both castor and silicon oils used as lubricants. The complicated 

shape of the water/vapor interface, exhibiting a flex point, is noteworthy, making 

accurate measurement and interpretation of the contact angle quite challenging.
21

 That 

is why, we preferred to quantify the electrowetting of impregnated surfaces in terms 

of the relative maximal displacement of the triple line 
0/ DD  (see Fig. 3). 

It is seen from the data, displayed in Fig. 3 that silicone oil impregnated 

substrates are more suitable for low-voltage electrowetting than castor oil 

impregnated ones. The onset of the process for silicone oil impregnated substrates 

occurred at 35 V, whereas for castor oil impregnated ones it took place at 80 V. 

Moreover, the sensitivity of the electrowetting scheme to applied voltage is much 

larger for silicone oil impregnated substrates, as it is clearly seen from Fig. 3. It is 

reasonable to quantify the sensitivity of the electrowetting scheme by the parameter

0/UDD . It is recognized that for the silicone oil based EWOD scheme

13

silicone V103.1  ; whereas for the castor oil based EWOD, we established

14

castor V102.3  . 

This result deserves more extended discussion. In a classical electrocapillarity 

set-up, the phenomenon of electrowetting is related to formation of the Helmholtz 

double-layer at the interface between metal and electrolyte.
9, 10, 29

 Charges at the 

interface form a parallel plate capacitor in which the gap thickness is on the order of a 
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Debye-Huckel length.
29

 Within the modern EWOD scheme an electrolyte contacts the 

dielectric layer coating the metal, which is the impregnated PC honeycomb film in our 

experiments; thus the charges separation is micrometrically scaled.
12-14

 The well-

known Lippmann Equation governing the electrowetting predicts for the change in the 

contact angle (for both classical and EWOD schemes): 

 



2
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2

* UC
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where
*  is the apparent contact angle of electrowetting, Y  is the equilibrium contact 

angle, C
~

 is the specific capacity of the unit area confined by a double layer, and γ is 

the surface tension of water. 
8, 9, 25 

The traditional Lippmann Equation supplied by 

Exp. 1, is not straightforward applicable for the analysis of electrowetting of 

lubricated surfaces, due to the complicated balance of interfacial tensions, illustrated 

with Fig. 1. However, it is expected from Eq. 1, that a castor oil impregnated PC 

surface is a better candidate for electrowetting, since its dielectric constant is rather 

high: ε = 4.7 (see Table 1). The experimental result, however, is opposite. Several 

factors may be responsible for this. First of all, the surface tensions of castor and 

silicon oils and interfacial tensions of oil/water systems differ markedly (see Table 1). 

This difference may lead to very different regimes of wetting, as discussed in detail in 

Ref. 21. However, we established that the sliding angles for 8 µl droplets deposited on 

both castor and silicone oils-impregnated honeycomb surfaces were the same, namely 

5°. Hence, it is reasonable to suggest that both castor and silicone oils coat the water 

droplet, as it is shown in Ref. 21. This may be shown also by the analysis of the 

parameter S governing the spreading: )( / wateroiloilS   , where wateroiloil /,,  are 

interfacial tensions at water/vapor, oil/vapor and oil/water interfaces respectively. 

Interfacial tensions supplied in Table 1 are taken from the literature data.
30,31
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Assuming
2

71
m

mJ
 , we obtain 0S for both castor and silicone oils, which in this 

case are expected to coat the water droplet.
32

  

The second factor, which may explain the high sensitivity of the silicone oil 

based EWOD scheme to applied voltage, is related to the relatively low viscosity of 

silicone oil, which is much lower than that of the castor oil (see Table 1). 

Consider the semi-quantitative analysis of electrowetting of impregnated 

surfaces. Figure 5 depicts the average velocity v of the triple line, established 

experimentally as a function of the applied voltage U. The averaged velocity was 

defined as /Dv  , where τ is the total time of displacement of the triple line. We 

observe that the characteristic velocity of the triple line is in the range of

mm/s6.01.0  . Hence, the Reynolds number Re can be estimated as:

42 102102/Re   vD . Thus, the inertia forces are negligible. The physical 

mechanism of the movement of droplets on the lubricated surfaces was treated in 

detail in Ref. 21. Generally, viscous dissipation under displacement of a droplet 

occurs in the bulk of the droplet, at the wetting ridge, and within the lubricating 

layer.
21

 In the case of electrowetting, the velocity of the center mass of the droplet is 

negligible; hence, the viscous dissipations in the droplet bulk and wetting ridge are 

also negligible.
21

 Consequently the de-pinned droplet is stopped by the viscous force 

developed by the lubricant. Thus, the balance of interfacial and viscous forces acting 

within the oil layer supplies the following estimation: 

 
h

vD
DU

4
)(

2
  , (2) 

where )cos1()cos1)(()( **

/   oilwareroil UU is the non-equilibrium, 

specific, interfacial force, depending on the voltage, and hvhv //dd   is assumed 
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for the purposes of the rough estimation (h is the thickness of the oil layer). 

Expression (2) yields for the estimation of the triple line velocity: 

 
D

Uh
v



 )(4 
 . (3) 

The reasonable estimation of  is:
2

5
m

mJ
 ; substituting for the castor oil 

μm20h , sPa1;mm3  D  yields mm/s13.0v , in a satisfactory agreement 

with the experimental findings. At the same time, Exp. (3) overestimates the velocity 

of the triple line for the silicone oil/water electrowetting experiment. Perhaps this is 

due to the overestimation of   for the silicone oil/water pair. It should be stressed 

that up to a certain threshold value of voltage (which is 80 V for silicone oil and 120 

V for castor oil) the electrowetting of impregnated polymer honeycomb substrates is 

reversible. We conclude that impregnated porous polymer substrates demonstrate a 

potential for low voltage electrowetting. 

Acknowledgements 

The Authors are grateful to Professor Gene Whyman for extremely fruitful 

discussions. The Authors are thankful to Mrs. Albina Musin for her inestimable help 

in preparing this manuscript. 

 

References 

1
S. K. Cho, H. J. Moon and C. J. Kim, J. Microelectromech. Syst. 12, 70 (2003). 

2
M. G. Pollack, R. B. Fair and A. D. Shenderov, Appl. Phys. Lett. 77, 1725 (2000). 

3
V. Srinivasan, V. K. Pamula and R. B. Fair, Lab Chip 4, 310 (2004). 

4
R. B. Fair, Microfluidics and Nanofluidics 3, 245 (2007). 

5
B. Berge and J. Peseux, Europ. Phys. J. E 3, 159 (2000). 

6
S. Kuiper and B. H. W. Hendriks, Appl. Phys. Lett. 85, 1128 (2004). 



7 

 

7
B. H. W. Hendriks, S. Kuiper,  M. A. J. van As, C. A. Renders and T. W. Tukker, 

Optical Review 12, 255 (2005). 

8
W. C. Nelson and C. J. Kim, J. Adhesion Sci. Techn. 26, 1747 (2012). 

9
L. Chen and E. Bonaccurso, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 2013, 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2013.09.007. 

10
E. Seyrat and R. A. Hayes, Journal of Applied Physics 90, 1383 (2001). 

11
X. Zhang and Y. Cai, Angewandte Chemie 125, 2345 (2013) 

12
B. Berge, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 317, 157 (1993). 

13
 I. Moon and J. Kim, Sensors Actuators A 130–131, 537 (2006). 

14
W. Da and Y.-P. Zhao, Int. J. Nonlinear Sci. and Numerical Simulation 8, 519 

(2007). 

15
Ed. Bormashenko, R. Pogreb, O. Stanevsky, Y. Bormashenko, Y. Socol and O. 

Gendelman, Polymers Adv. Techn. 16, 299 (2005). 

16
Ed. Bormashenko, Al. Malkin, Al. Musin, Ye. Bormashenko, G. Whyman, N. 

Litvak, Z. Barkay and V. Machavariani, Macromolecular Chem. Physics 209, 567 

(2008). 

17
Ph. Kim, M. J. Kreder, J. Alvarenga and J. Aizenberg, Nano Lett. 13, 1793 (2013). 

18
C. Shillingford, N. MacCallum, T.-S. Wong, Ph. Kim and J. Aizenberg, 

Nanotechnology 25, 014019 (2014). 

19
T.-S. Wong, S. H. Kang, S. K. Y. Tang, E. J. Smythe, B. D. Hatton, A. Grinthal and 

J. Aizenberg, Nature 477, 443 (2011). 

20
M. Nosonovsky, Nature 477, 412 (2011). 

21
J. D. Smith, R. Dhiman, S. Anand, E. Reza-Garduno, R. E. Cohen, G. H. McKinley, 

and K. K. Varanasi, Soft Matter 9, 1772 (2013). 



8 

 

22
S. Anand , A.T. Paxson , R. Dhiman, J. D. Smith, and K. K. Varanasi, ACS Nano 6, 

10122. 

23
M. Nosonovsky, J. Chem. Phys. 126, 224701 (2007). 

24
R. Tadmor, Langmuir 20, 7659 (2004). 

25
E. Bormashenko, Wetting of real surfaces, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2013. 

26
N. Anantharajua, M. Panchagnula and S. Neti, J. Colloid Interface Sci. 337, 176 

(2009). 

27
F. Li, and F. Mugele, Appl. Phys. Lett. 92, 244108 (2008). 

28
H. J. J. Verheijen, and M. W. J. Prins, Langmuir 15, 6616 (1999). 

29
H. Y. Erbil, Surface Chemistry of Solid and Liquid Interfaces, Blackwell, Oxford, 

2006.  

30
A. G. Kanellopoulos, and M. J. Owen, Trans. Faraday Soc., 67, 3127 (1971). 

31
L. R. Fisher, E. E. Mitchell, and N. S. Parker, J. Food Sci. 50, 1201 (1985).  

32
 P.G. de Gennes, F. Brochard-Wyart,  D. Quéré, Capillarity and Wetting 

Phenomena, Springer, Berlin, 2003. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



9 

 

 

Table 1. Physical properties of oils used in the investigation. 

Oil Viscosity, η, 

Pa×s 

Surface 

tension, γoil, 

mJ/m
2 

Interface 

tension, 

γoil/water 

mJ/m
2
 

Density, ρ, 10
3
 

kg/m
3 

Dielectric 

constant, ε 

Castor oil 0.985 40.4 23-24 0.961 4.7 

Silicone 

oil 

0.05 20 41-43 0.963 2.5 
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FIG. 1. EWOD scheme exploiting lubricated honeycomb polymer layer as an 

insulating layer. The balance of interfacial forces is shown. 
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FIG. 2. Polycarbonate honeycomb coating of Al electrodes obtained with “breath-

figures”, carried out in a humid atmosphere. Scale bar is 1 µm. 
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FIG. 3. Relative maximal displacement of the triple line 0/ DD  vs. applied DC 

voltage U for different oils used in the investigation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.16

0.18

30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190

Δ
D

/D
0
 

U, V 

castor oil

silicone oil  
 

 
D

0
 

D 



13 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FIG. 4. Electrowetting of silicone oil lubricated PC substrates. Volume of water 

droplet is 8 µl.  (a) U=0V; (b) U=120 V. 
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FIG. 5. Average velocity of the triple line v vs. applied voltage U for the honeycomb 

substrates, impregnated with silicone and castor oils. 
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