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Abstract This work presents a study of the interfacial dynamics of thin viscoelastic
films subjected to the gravitational force and substrate interactions induced by the
disjoining pressure, in two spatial dimensions. The governing equation is derived as a
long-wave approximation of the Navier-Stokes equations for incompressible viscoelastic
liquids under the effect of gravity, with the Jeffreys model for viscoelastic stresses.
For the particular cases of horizontal or inverted planes, the linear stability analysis
is performed to investigate the influence of the physical parameters involved on the
growth rate and length scales of instabilities. Numerical simulations of the nonlinear
regime of the dewetting process are presented for the particular case of an inverted
plane. Both gravity and the disjoining pressure are found to affect not only the length
scale of instabilities, but also the final configuration of dewetting, by favoring the
formation of satellite droplets, that are suppressed by the slippage with the solid
substrate.

PACS. XX.XX.XX No PACS code given

1 Introduction

Wetting or dewetting phenomena are of great
importance for different types of scientific and
industrial processes, such as painting, coating
or printing. For this reason, free-boundary or
interfacial flows have been intensively studied
(see, for instance, the reviews [1,2] and refer-
ences therein). To capture the interface instabil-
ities, the position of the interface, or boundary
between the different phases, needs to be mod-
eled and found as a part of the solution of the
equations governing the fluid flow [3]. The goal
of the present work is to provide the mathemat-
ical description and a numerical investigation of
the interfacial dynamics for free-boundary flows

a Email address: vb82@njit.edu

of thin layers of fluids, in the particular case in
which the liquid of interest is a viscoelastic fluid
of Jeffreys type [4], subjected to both the dis-
joining pressure with the substrate [5] and the
gravitational force.

Among the broad spectrum of natural or syn-
thetic thin layers of liquids, viscoelastic films are
ubiquitous. Polymeric liquids, in particular, are
one example of viscoelastic liquids, constituted
by a Newtonian (viscous) solvent and a non-
Newtonian (polymeric) solute, and, possess in-
teresting features, such as the stress relaxation
and “fading memory” [6]. As other suspensions
or emulsions, polymeric liquids are considered
one type of complex fluids. Viscoelastic liquids
are, in turn, part of the wider class of non-Newtonian
fluids. They are characterized by the fact that
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the stress tensor is dependent on the strain rate
via a relationship that is generally nonlinear, and
that can be, as in the model used in the present
work, differential.

Historically, the foundations of the long-wave
(or lubrication) theory were laid in a pioneering
work by Reynolds [7], that analyzed the behav-
ior of a viscous liquid confined between a solid
substrate and a fluid-lubricated slipper bearing
[8]. Subsequently, the understanding of the inter-
facial instability phenomena arising in polymeric
films dewetting substrates has motivated many
theoretical and experimental studies, see, e.g., [9,
10,11,12]. For the case in which the gravitational
body force is neglected, the long-wave formula-
tion for thin viscoelastic films of Jeffreys type,
subjected to substrate interactions, was devel-
oped by Rauscher et al. [13], and subsequently
treated in regimes of weak and strong slippage
with the substrate by Blossey et al. [14], as well
as in the book [15]. A numerical investigation of
the formulation provided by Rauscher et al. [13]
was performed by the authors in [16]. Moreover,
numerical studies concerning wetting and dewet-
ting thin viscoelastic films, in the case of absence
of gravity and slippage with the substrate, were
carried out, for instance, by Tomar et al. [17],
and, more recently, by Benzaquen et al. [18], who
have used the Maxwell model [19] to describe
viscoelastic stresses. However, to the best of our
knowledge, the derivation of a thin film equation
for viscoelastic films of Jeffreys type under the
effects of both the gravitational force and the dis-
joining pressure, that also includes the slippage
with the substrate, is missing in the literature.
Hence, such a derivation is proposed in the pre-
sent study.

Among the different types of interfacial insta-
bilities, the ones due to thin films flowing down
inclined planes have been widely studied for the
case of viscous liquids (see, for instance, [20,21,
22,23,24,25,26]). Most recently, dripping phe-
nomena due to the competition between the Rayleigh-
Taylor [27] (RT) and Kapitza [28] instabilities
have been explored for viscous films flowing down
planes, inclined at angles larger than π/2 with
respect to the base, using the Weighted Resid-
ual Integral Boundary Layer model [29]. More-
over, in recent times, some industrial applica-

tions, such as the manufacturing of very thin
(and possibly flexible) displays, have motivated
similar investigations involving complex fluids,
such as nematic liquid crystals [30], variable-viscosity
fluids [31], or shear-thinning liquids [32]. More-
over, Kaus and Becker have carried out a nu-
merical investigation focusing on the RT insta-
bilities of bi-layers of Maxwell fluids deposited
on viscous ones [33], in which they confirmed
that elasticity speeds up the growth of the RT
instability. However, to the best of our knowl-
edge, a similar numerical investigation that uses
the Jeffreys viscoelastic model is not available in
the literature. The goal of this study is not only
to investigate the effects of viscoelasticity on the
interfacial flows of thin viscoelastic films hang-
ing on inverted planes, but also to analyze the
competing effects of the different forces at play.

For thin film approximations, the van der
Waals attraction/repulsion interaction force is
used to model the film breakup and the conse-
quent dewetting process, as well as to impose the
contact angle with the solid substrate. This force
induces an equilibrium film on the solid sub-
strate, leading to a prewetted (also called precur-
sor) layer in nominally dry regions. We remark
that in the absence of other forces, such as grav-
ity, the liquid-solid interaction force is the only
possible driving mechanism of dewetting. More-
over, we notice that the dynamics of dewetting
processes can be divided in two regimes: the ini-
tial stage of the evolution, characterized by am-
plitudes in the interface thickness that are small
relative to the initial height of the film and whose
growth is analytically predicted by a Linear Sta-
bility Analysis (LSA); and the developed phase
of the interface evolution, characterized by am-
plitudes that are no longer small and therefore
cannot be described in terms of linear asymp-
totic approximations and require a fully nonlin-
ear dynamic description.

In this work, we outline the theoretical and
numerical study concerning the interfacial flow
of two-dimensional thin viscoelastic films under
the effects of both the gravitational force and the
disjoining pressure. We derive here a novel gov-
erning equation describing the evolution of the
interface of thin viscoelastic films lying on planes
that can have an arbitrary inclination with re-
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spect to the base, obtained as a long-wave ap-
proximation of the Navier-Stokes equations, with
the Jeffreys model for viscoelastic stresses. For
the particular cases of horizontal or inverted planes,
the LSA is performed to assess the effects of the
different physical parameters involved on the dy-
namics governing the linear regime, and compare
theoretical predictions of the early stage of the
dynamics, with the numerical results obtained.
The competing effects of the physical parameters
involved on the length and time scales of insta-
bilities are analyzed, in the linear and nonlinear
regimes.

We find that, in the linear regime, the critical
and most unstable wavenumbers are neither de-
pendent on the viscoelastic parameters, nor on
the slip length, but only on the interactions in-
duced by the disjoining pressure and the grav-
itational force. Moreover, we provide numerical
simulations of the evolution of the interface in
the nonlinear regime, for the particular case of
an inverted plane. In this regime, we find that the
gravitational force and the disjoining pressure
affect the equilibrium configuration attained by
the dewetted films, by favoring the formation of
satellite droplets, and by forming a hump in the
nominally dry central region, destabilizing the
precursor film. Moreover, we notice that the slip-
page with the solid substrate suppresses the sec-
ondary droplets, observed in regimes of micro-
gravity.

We emphasize that the Jeffreys model (to-
gether with the Maxwell model [19] and the New-
ton model for viscous fluids [6]) is appropriate to
describe liquids in which displacement gradients
are small [6,34]. More broadly, generalizations
of the Jeffreys model, that include nonlinear ob-
jective stress rates (in place of the simple time
derivative of the stress) to describe the advec-
tion and rotation of the stress tensor with the
flow, are considered; for instance, the Oldroyd-
B model [6] that uses an upper-convected time
derivative, or the corotational Jeffreys model [35]
that involves the Jaumann derivative. However,
in the context of the present work, and similarly
in studies concerning thin viscoelastic dewetting
films in the absence of gravity (see, e.g., [13,16,
17]), the liquid films are considered to be ini-
tially at rest and undergo a spontaneous, rela-

tively slow, dewetting flow. In [16,17], it has been
found that viscoelastic dewetting films exhibit
a slow, viscous response, especially in the early
times and final stages of evolution. As Tomar et
al. have discussed in [17], results obtained from
nonlinear simulations that use linear viscoelastic
models without the upper-convected terms are
expected to be qualitatively accurate. In partic-
ular, this applies to the regions of the decay of
the capillary ridge (as also discussed by Rauscher
et al. in [13]), and in the central hole where
secondary length scales of instabilities form and
slowly coalesce (that is the region where most of
the attention is focused on in the present work).
Although limited, both the Maxwell and the Jef-
freys models have been applied to and proven to
be useful for the analysis of a broad range of ma-
terials (see, e.g., [36]), and analyses using these
models have served as baselines for studies that
have considered their expansions including non-
linearities.

The remainder of this paper is organized as
follows. In § 2, we outline the mathematical mod-
eling, whose detailed description and thin film
approximation are given in the Appendix. In § 3,
we outline the numerical methods employed. In
§ 4, we discuss our numerical results for the lin-
ear and nonlinear regimes, and finally, in § 5, we
draw our conclusions.

2 Mathematical Formulation

We present here the governing equation (whose
detailed derivation is shown in the Appendix)
for a viscoelastic fluid lying on a plane, inclined
at an angle α with respect to the positive x-
axis, and subjected to the disjoining pressure
and weak slip regime with the substrate. We
consider an incompressible liquid, with constant
density ρ, surrounded by a gas phase assumed
to be inviscid, dynamically passive, and of con-
stant pressure. The equations of conservation of
momentum and mass, respectively, for the liquid
phase are

ρ (∂tv+ v · ∇v) = −∇(p+Π) +∇ · σ + Fb ,
(1a)

∇ · v = 0 , (1b)
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Gas

Liquid

Figure 1: Schematic of a fluid interface and boundary
conditions at the interface of the fluid and the solid
substrate, for α = π (inverted plane).

where v = (v1(x, y, t), v2(x, y, t)) is the veloc-
ity field in the Cartesian xy-plane (as per con-
vention, the x-axis is parallel to the plane, and
the y-axis is perpendicular to the plane), and
∇ = (∂x, ∂y); σ is the (symmetric) stress tensor,
p is the pressure, Π = Π(h) is the disjoining
pressure due to liquid-solid interaction forces (we
note that ∇Π = 0 except at the liquid-gas in-
terface), and Fb = (ρg sinα,−ρg cosα), where,
the gravitational acceleration constant is posi-
tive (g > 0) for the reference system depicted in
Figure 1.

To model the stresses, we use a generalization
of the Maxwell model [19] for viscoelastic liq-
uids: the Jeffreys model [4]. The Jeffreys model,
together with the Maxwell model, belongs to a
class of linear viscoelastic differential models. Vis-
coelastic materials can be described as mechani-
cal systems where material points are connected
by dashpots (representing energy dissipating de-
vices), springs (representing energy storing de-
vices), or any combination of the two devices.
For a Maxwell material [19], the system com-
prises a spring and a dashpot in series, and for a
Kelvin-Voigt material [37], a spring and a dash-
pot in parallel. For a Jeffreys fluid, the system is
composed of another dashpot connected in par-
allel to a Maxwell system [37,38,39] (see Figure
2).

The constitutive law for the Jeffreys model is
given by

σ + λ1∂tσ = 2η(ǫ̇+ λ2∂tǫ̇) , (2)

where ǫ̇ is the strain rate tensor, e.g. ǫ̇ij = (∂vj/∂xi+
∂vi/∂xj)/2, with i, j = {1, 2}, and η is the dy-

G

ηp

ηs

Figure 2: Jeffreys model represented as a mechanical
system, where G represents the shear modulus, and
ηs and ηp the viscosity coefficients of the Newtonian
solvent and the polymeric solute, respectively.

namic viscosity coefficient. In this model, the re-
sponse to the deformation of a viscoelastic liquid
is characterized by two time constants, λ1 and
λ2, the relaxation time and the retardation time,
respectively, related by λ2 = λ1ηs/(ηs + ηp).
Here, ηs and ηp are the viscosity coefficients of
the Newtonian solvent and the polymeric solute,
respectively, such that η = ηs+ηp (see Figure 2).
Noting that the ratio ηs/(ηs + ηp) ≤ 1, we have
that λ1 ≥ λ2 [6]. We observe that the Maxwell
model [19] is recovered from the Jeffreys model
when λ2 = 0, and the Newtonian constitutive
relation for viscous fluids [6] is obtained when
λ1 = λ2. We emphasize that it is believed to be
quite restrictive to expect a polymeric liquid of a
broad molecular weight distribution to be char-
acterized in terms of a single relaxation time [37].
In fact, the relaxation time occurring in the Jef-
freys (and Maxwell) constitutive relation is inter-
preted as the longest relaxation time exhibited
by a polymeric liquid [17]. In the present work,
the Jeffreys model is preferred over the simpler
Maxwell model to be able to describe features
such as the retardation due to the Newtonian
solvent in the solution. In § 4, we will analyze
the influence of the relaxation and retardation
time constants, as well as the other physical pa-
rameters, on the dynamics and morphologies of
the dewetting films.

The system of equations (1) is subjected to
boundary conditions at the free surface, repre-
sented parametrically by the function f(x, y, t) =
y − h(x, t) = 0, and boundary conditions at the
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solid substrate (y = 0). At the latter, we apply
the non-penetration and the Navier slip bound-
ary conditions, with the slip length coefficient
denoted by b ≥ 0. As also discussed in [40,41],
long-wave models for thin films can be derived in
different slip regimes. In this work, we will focus
on the weak slip regime.

The stress balance at the interface is given
by

(σ − (p+Π)I) · n = γκn , (3)

where I is the identity matrix. In the absence
of motion, this condition describes the jump in
the pressure across the interface with outward
unit normal n (whose definition is given in the
Appendix), and a local curvature, κ = −∇ · n,
due to the surface tension γ. The form of the
disjoining pressure,Π = Π(h), used in this work
is given by the following expression

Π =
γ(1− cos θe)

Mh⋆

[(

h⋆

h

)m1

−
(

h⋆

h

)m2
]

,

(4)

where h⋆ represents the equilibrium film thick-
ness induced by the van der Waals attraction/re-
pulsion interaction force, θe is the equilibrium
contact angle, formed between the fluid inter-
face y = h(x, t) and the solid substrate, and
M = (m1 −m2)/[(m2 − 1)(m1 − 1)], where m1

and m2 are constants such that m1 > m2 > 1.
In this work, we choose m1 = 3 and m2 = 2, as
also widely used in the literature, for instance by
the authors in [42,43,44], but other values can
be modeled as verified in [45].

The interested reader can find the derivation
of the governing equation for the evolving inter-
face h(x, t) in the Appendix, where all quantities
and scalings are defined. We report here its fi-
nal dimensionless form in which we use the com-
pact notation ∂(·)/∂x = (·)x, and ∂(·)/∂t = (·)t,
(similarly for higher order spatial or temporal
derivatives later on in the text)

(1 + λ2∂t)ht + (λ2 − λ1)

[(

h2

2
Q− hR

)

ht

]

x

+

[

(1 + λ1∂t)
h3

3
(−px + S) +

(1 + λ2∂t)bh
2 (−px + S)

]

x
= 0 , (5)

in which we use the dimensionless form of the
pressure, p, given in the Appendix, and where Q
and R satisfy the equations:

(1 + λ2∂t)Q =px − S , (6a)

(1 + λ2∂t)R =h (px − S) . (6b)

In equations (5) and (6), we have used

S =
ρgL2ε2

V η
sinα (7a)

C =
ρgL2ε3

V η
cosα . (7b)

The reader can find the meaning of the scaling
factors L, Γ, V , together with the definition of
the small parameter ε, in the Appendix. Let B =
ρgL2/Γ ≡ ρgL2ε3/V η = O(1) (unless specified
differently) be the Bond number, a dimensionless
quantity representing the importance of gravity
relative to surface tension. We note that for the
particular cases in which the plane has small in-
clination α with the base, i.e., for α = εα∗ or
α = π + εα∗, the parameters in equations (7)
can be expressed as S ≈ Bα∗ and C ≈ B, respec-
tively.

We notice that for the case in which λ1 = λ2

(that corresponds to a Newtonian fluid), equa-
tions (5) and (6) reduce to the governing equa-
tion for thin viscous films flowing down inclined
planes, as outlined in [25,46]. Moreover, we re-
mark that, for the particular cases for which we
present our results in this work (i.e., for α =
0, π), the term S cancels. However, it is retained
from now on, to allow for easy extensions of the
present study in future research endeavors, that
may consider arbitrary values of the inclination
angle α.

3 Numerical Methods

To discretize equation (5), we isolate the time
derivatives from the spatial ones, so that we can
apply an iterative scheme to find the approxima-
tion to the solution at the new time step. We do
so by differentiating the spatial derivatives and,
assuming the partial derivatives of h(x, t) to be
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continuous, obtaining

λ2htt +

[(

h3

3
+ bh2

)

(−px + S)
]

x

+

{

1 + (λ2 − λ1)

[(

h2

2
Q − hR

)

x

]}

ht+

(hx)t(λ2 − λ1)

(

h2

2
Q− hR

)

+

λ1∂t

[(

h3

3
(−px + S)

)

x

]

+

λ2∂t
[(

bh2 (−px + S)
)

x

]

= 0 . (8)

The spatial domain [0, Λ] is discretized by a stag-
gered structured grid, in which the first and third
order derivatives are defined at the cell-centers,
and the second and fourth order ones at the grid
points. Following the natural order from left to
right, adjacent vertices are associated to the in-
dices i − 1, i, i + 1, respectively. Thus, we let
xi = x0 + i∆x, i = 1, 2, . . . , N (where N =
Λ/∆x, and ∆x is the fixed grid size), so that
the endpoints of the physical domain, 0 and Λ,
correspond to the x1 − ∆x

2 and xN + ∆x
2 cell-

centers, respectively. Similarly, we discretize the
time domain and denote by hn

i the approxima-
tion to the solution at the point (xi, n∆t), where
n = 0, 1, . . . indicates the number of time steps,
and ∆t is the temporal step size, which can be
chosen adaptively to speed up the marching al-
gorithm when the solution does not exhibit fast
temporal variations (see [16,42,47] for a detailed
description). In addition to the numerical formu-
lation provided in [16], the discrete versions of
equations (6a) and (6b) are given by

Qn+1
i −Qn

i

∆t
= −Qn

i

λ2
− 1

λ2
(−px + S)ni , (9a)

Rn+1
i −Rn

i

∆t
= −Rn

i

λ2
− 1

λ2
hn
i (−px + S)ni ,

(9b)

that we solve using the forward Euler method
with initial conditions Q0

i = 0 and R0
i = 0, re-

spectively. The nonlinear terms h2 and h3 are
computed at the cell-centers, as outlined in [16,
25,48].

We solve equations (8) and (9) for the par-
ticular case in which α = π (according to the

setup depicted in Figure 1), and at the endpoints
of the domain, we impose the hx = hxxx = 0
boundary conditions, that reflect the symmetry
of the problem. The condition hx = 0 gives the
value of h at the two ghost points x0 and xN+1

outside the physical domain, i.e. h0 = h1 and
hN+1 = hN ; the condition hxxx = 0 specifies the
two ghost points x−1 and xN+2, i.e. h−1 = h2

and hN+2 = hN−1 (consistent with [25]). More-
over, similarly to the numerical study in [16], we
apply a mixed implicit/explicit finite difference
formulation to discretize the nonlinear equation
(8). We remark that, because of the symmetry
condition, we can reduce the computational do-
main to half the physical domain. However, in
the results that follow, we show the numerical
solutions on the entire domain for ease of visu-
alization.

After Newton’s linearization, we obtain a sys-
tem of equations of the form Aξ = B, that we nu-
merically solve for the correction term, ξ, using
a direct method [46]. The initial condition given
for h(x, 0) is a known function that describes
the initial perturbation of the fluid interface (see
§ 4), and the initial velocity is ht(x, 0) = 0, de-
scribing the fact that the considered films are
initially at rest.

4 Results and Discussion

4.1 Linear Stability Analysis

In this section, we report our results regard-
ing the special case of an inverted plane, for
which α = π, as depicted in Figure 1. We per-
turb a flat film of initial thickness h0 by an os-
cillatory Fourier mode of amplitude δh0 (such
that δ ≪ 1), with wavenumber k, i.e., we let
h(x, t) = h0 + δh0e

ikx+ωt. Performing the LSA
on equations (5) and (6) leads to the following
dispersion relation

λ2ω
2 +

[

1 + (KC + iSk)
(

λ1
h3
0

3
+ λ2bh

2
0

)]

ω+

(KC + iSk)
(

h3
0

3
+ bh2

0

)

= 0 , (10)

where we have defined

KC := k4 − k2(Π ′(h0)− C) . (11)
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We consider the real part of the two roots of
the dispersion relation (10), namely Re{ω1} and
Re{ω2}. One is always negative (indicating sta-
ble modes), say Re{ω2}, and the other one has
varying sign (describing potentially unstable ones),
say Re{ω1}. We find

Re{ω1} =
−
[

1 +KC

(

λ1
h3

0

3 + λ2bh
2
0

)]

2λ2
+

Re{√∆ω}
2λ2

, (12)

where we have defined

∆ω :=

[

1 + (KC + iSk)
(

λ1
h3
0

3
+ λ2bh

2
0

)]2

−

4λ2(KC + iSk)
(

h3
0

3
+ bh2

0

)

. (13)

The critical wavenumber, for which Re{ω1} = 0,
satisfies the relationship k2c = Π ′(h0)−C. Hence,
through this relationship, we note that the grav-
itational term affects the length scales of insta-
bility. We also remark that, for the parameters
considered in this work, Π ′(h0) > 0 and −C >
0. Moreover, we notice that the wavenumber of
maximum growth, as for the case without gravity
[13,16], satisfies the relationship km = kc/

√
2.

In addition, consistent with the previous studies
without gravity [16,17], we find that the maxi-
mum growth rate, ωm = ω(km), is an increasing
function of λ1 and b, while a decreasing function
of λ2.

4.2 Dewetting of Thin Viscoelastic Films on
Inverted Substrates

We outline here the numerical results for dewet-
ting thin films under the influence of the dis-
joining pressure and the gravitational force. As
anticipated in § 4.1, we consider the particular
case in which α = π, that is, for films that hang
on an inverted plane. As described in § 4.1, we
perturb the initially flat fluid interface of thick-
ness h0, with a perturbation characterized by
the wavenumber k = km and δ = 0.01, i.e.,
h0(x, 0) = h0 + δh0 cos(xkm), and we choose the

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

Figure 3: Comparison of the computed growth rates,
corresponding to different wavenumbers (red dots),
with the prediction of the LSA, for the parameters
given in (14), and, in particular, for a Newtonian
film, i.e., with λ1 = λ2 = 0, and α = π (blue dotted
line) or α = 0 (blue solid line); and for a viscoelastic
film with λ1 = 5 and λ2 = 0.01, and α = π (blue
dashed line).

domain size, Λ, to be equal to the wavelength
of maximum growth, that is, Λm = 2π/km. Ini-
tially, we consider dewetting films in a regime
of no-slip with the solid substrate, and subse-
quently, we analyze the effects of the substrate
slippage on the dewetting dynamics and mor-
phologies. For all the results that follow, we use
a fixed grid size of ∆x = 0.01; however, all re-
sults have been verified to be mesh independent.

To isolate the effects of the gravitational force,
we start by analyzing the behavior of dewetting
films for the particular case of the absence of the
disjoining pressure with the substrate. In Fig-
ure 3, we present the comparison of the com-
puted growth rates, corresponding to different
wavenumbers (red dots), with the theoretical val-
ues predicted by the dispersion relation, given by
equation (12), for the following parameters

h0 = 1, h⋆ = 0.01, θe = π/4, B = 1, b = 0.
(14)

In Figure 3, in particular, we show the results
for a Newtonian film, i.e., with λ1 = λ2 = 0,
for α = π (blue dotted line) or α = 0 (blue
solid line), and a viscoelastic film with λ1 = 5
and λ2 = 0.01, and α = π (blue dashed line).
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Figure 4: Evolution of different viscoelastic films
with the same parameters as in (14), in the absence
of the disjoining pressure, and: λ1 = λ2 = 0 (blue
solid curve with circles), λ2 = 0.01 and λ1 = 1 (cyan
dotted curve with triangles), λ1 = 5 (green dashed
curve with squares), and λ1 = 10 (red solid curve
with crosses), respectively; in (a), at time t = 20,
and in (b), at time t = 104.

We remark that in this case, the only driving
force for the instability is gravity. As expected,
in the absence of the attraction/repulsion force
with the substrate, and for α = 0, there is no
instability, and the growth rate is negative for
all wavenumbers. To compare with the analytical
values, we measure the computed growth rates
in the linear regime in which the amplitude of
the interface function grows exponentially.
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Figure 5: Evolution of different viscoelastic films
with the same parameters as in (14), in the absence
of the disjoining pressure, with λ1 = 1 and λ2 = 0.01
(blue solid curve with circles), λ2 = 0.1 (cyan dot-
ted curve with triangles), λ2 = 0.5 (green dashed
curve with squares), and λ2 = 1 (red solid curve with
crosses), respectively; in (a), at time t = 1.47× 102,
and in (b), at time t = 104.

In what follows, we will show numerical re-
sults for films dewetting an inverted substrate
(i.e. for α = π), with the same fixed initial and
equilibrium thicknesses, equilibrium contact an-
gle, and slip coefficient as shown in (14), unless
specified differently, and will vary the different
physical parameters to investigate their isolated
effects. In Figure 4, we investigate the dynam-
ics of thin viscoelastic films, in the absence of
the disjoining pressure. We compare the evolu-
tion of a Newtonian film, with λ1 = λ2 = 0
(blue solid curve with circles), with the one of
viscoelastic films, with λ2 = 0.01 and λ1 = 1
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Figure 6: Temporal evolution, in logarithmic scales,
of the minimum thickness of viscoelastic films with
the same parameters as in (14) and λ2 = 0.01, λ1 = 1
(blue solid curve), λ1 = 2 (cyan dash-dotted curve),
λ1 = 5 (green dashed curve), and λ1 = 10 (red dot-
ted curve), respectively. The inset shows a magnifi-
cation for the early times of the evolution, for which
hmin exhibits an exponential decay. When the dis-
joining pressure is zero, the thickness reaches zero for
times that are long compared to the ones considered
in this work.

(cyan dotted curve with triangles), λ1 = 5 (green
dashed curve with squares), and λ1 = 10 (red
solid curve with crosses). Figure 4(a) shows the
results at time t = 20, and Figure 4(b) at time
t = 104. Consistent with the results obtained
in [33] (and references therein), we observe that
the viscoelastic film with the highest relaxation
time exhibits the fastest dynamics in the devel-
opment of the RT instability. In fact, in Figure
4(a) the interface of the film with λ1 = 10 has
significantly developed, while the other films are
still in the initial phase of small interfacial ampli-
tude. Eventually, all viscoelastic films reach the
near-equilibrium configuration, depicted in Fig-
ure 4(b). A similar behavior was observed by the
authors in [16] for the case of regular dewetting
processes in the absence of gravity, for which the
instability was solely driven by the disjoining at-
traction/repulsion force with the solid substrate,
and for which elasticity was found to facilitate
the dynamics of the dewetting process.

Analogously to the results obtained in [16],
we have confirmed here that λ2 does not sig-
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Figure 7: Evolution in the presence of the disjoining
pressure, for films with the same parameters as in
(14), and λ1 = λ2 = 0 (blue dashed curve) compared
to a viscoelastic film λ1 = 10, λ2 = 0.01 (red solid
curve), in (a), at time t = 5.25× 102, and in (b), at
time t = 104.

nificantly influence the dynamics or the attained
morphologies. To investigate this, in Figure 5, we
plot the evolution of different viscoelastic films
with the same parameters as in (14), in the ab-
sence of the disjoining pressure, with λ1 = 1
and λ2 = 0.01 (blue solid curve with circles),
λ2 = 0.1 (cyan dotted curve with triangles),
λ2 = 0.5 (green dashed curve with squares),
and λ2 = 1 (red solid curve with crosses), re-
spectively. We can see that both in (a), at time
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Figure 8: Evolution of a viscoelastic film, with the
same parameters as in (14), and, in particular, λ1 =
5, λ2 = 0.01, initially perturbed by different wave-
lengths with random amplitude.

t = 1.47× 102, and in (b), at time t = 104, the
profiles of the different film interfaces completely
overlap. Therefore, from now on, to investigate
the material behavior of the dewetting viscoelas-
tic films, we will focus our attention on varying
the relaxation time, rather than the retardation
time.

As described earlier, the disjoining pressure
induces an equilibrium (precursor) layer on the
substrate. Hence, in the absence of this interac-
tion with the substrate, we expect the thickness
of the dewetting films to reach zero as t → ∞.
In Figure 6, we plot the temporal evolution (in
logarithmic scales) of the minimum thickness of
viscoelastic films in the absence of the disjoining
pressure, with the same parameters as in (14)
and λ2 = 0.01, λ1 = 1 (blue solid curve), λ1 = 2
(cyan dash-dotted curve), λ1 = 5 (green dashed
curve), and λ1 = 10 (red dotted curve), respec-
tively. We emphasize that, in Figure 6, we show
the late times of the evolution with t ∈ [104, 107],
for which exponential growth of the interface am-
plitude is not expected. The slight variations in
the behavior of the different viscoelastic films are
noticeable only in the (relatively) early times of
the evolution shown in the inset of Figure 6, for
which exponential growth of the interface ampli-
tude is observed. Moreover, our results suggest
a power law scaling, that is, hmin ∝ ts, where

s is found to be ∼ −1/2, for the data shown in
Figure 6.

Commonly, only the separate effects of the
gravitational force or the disjoining pressure are
analyzed. However, for liquid films of micro scale,
the crossover region, where the effects of the two
forces are comparable, can be considered. Hence,
in Figure 7, we investigate the competing effects
of the disjoining pressure and the gravitational
force on the dynamics of dewetting films on an
inverted plane. We compare the evolutions of
two dewetting films: a Newtonian liquid, with
λ1 = λ2 = 0 (blue dashed curve) and a vis-
coelastic one, with λ1 = 10, λ2 = 0.01 (red solid
curve), in Figure 7(a) at time t = 5.25×102, and
in Figure 7(b) at time t = 104. Both films form
a large droplet in the center of the dewetting re-
gion, that is not present when disjoining pressure
is not considered (cf. Figure 4(b) in which only
a small hump appears in the hole region). More-
over, in Figure 7(a), we notice that the viscoelas-
tic film exhibits two small secondary humps in
the interface on the sides of the central droplet.
Eventually, in Figure 7(b), the small humps dis-
appear, and the viscoelastic films attains a near-
equilibrium configuration with a central droplet
that is slightly larger than one of the Newto-
nian film. We emphasize that Figures 4 and 7
include films with the same viscoelastic param-
eters, i.e., λ1 = λ2 = 0 (blue curves) and λ1 =
10, λ2 = 0.01 (red curves), and only differ in the
absence or presence of the disjoining pressure, re-
spectively. As discussed in § 4.1, both the disjoin-
ing pressure and the gravitational term affect the
wavenumbers (and therefore the wavelengths) of
maximum instability. However, for the cases pre-
sented in Figures 4 and 7, the wavelength of
maximum growth is not significantly different.
For the former, Λm = 8.89, and, for the latter,
Λm = 8.83.

To demonstrate that the morphologies ob-
served so far are independent of the particu-
lar initial perturbation and domain size chosen
(i.e., for the fastest growing wavelength, Λm =
2π/km), we analyze a dewetting viscoelastic film,
with the same parameters as in (14), and, in par-
ticular, λ1 = 5, λ2 = 0.01, on a computational
domain Λ′ = 5 × Λm. The film is initially per-
turbed by different wavelengths, Λi = 2Λm/i,
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with i = 1, 2, . . . , 50, such that

h0(x, 0) = h0 + δh0

50
∑

i=1

Ai cos(2πx/Λi) , (15)

where the amplitudes Ai are randomly chosen
in the range [−1, 1]. In Figure 8, we plot the
film evolution, at three different times: t = 0
(black solid curve), t = 102 (blue dashed curve),
and t = 104 (red dotted curve). We can see
that, at t = 104, a pattern is formed by satel-
lite droplets that are separated by an average
distance d̄ ≈ 8.80, which is close to Λm = 8.83,
for this set of parameters. Moreover, we notice
that, as in the case in which a single wavelength
was considered, the droplets appear to reach a
steady configuration, during the late times of ob-
servation. We remark that, for the physical pa-
rameters chosen, the growth rate of the fastest
growing wavelength, ωm ≈ 0.14. Therefore, the
largest time of evolution plotted in Figure 8 cor-
responds to t = 104 ≈ 103ω−1

m , that is much
longer than the breakup time, comparable to
ω−1
m [49]. A further analysis of the evolution of

the satellite droplets is provided in § 4.3.
Next, we investigate the effect of reducing

the Bond number, B, on the morphologies of the
dewetted films. While B could be modified in a
number of different ways, for the present pur-
poses we may consider that variations of B are
due to change of g, e.g., we could consider thin
films under microgravity conditions. In Figure
9, we plot the evolution of dewetting for a vis-
coelastic film with λ1 = 10 and λ2 = 0.01, in the
presence of the disjoining pressure, for B = 0.1
(top row), and B = 0.01 (bottom row). In the
results shown so far, we have considered the no-
slip boundary condition with the solid substrate
(given by b = 0). We now add to our analy-
sis the effect of slippage, by varying, in Figure
9, the slip coefficient from b = 0 (first column)
to b = 0.1 (second column). In Figure 9(a), for
B = 0.1 and b = 0, at time t = 104, we no-
tice three small secondary droplets in the inter-
face on each side of the main central drop, that
eventually, at time t = 106, disappear. In Fig-
ure 9(b), for B = 0.1 and b = 0.1, we can see
that, at time t = 104 only one central drop is
present. In fact, the small droplets observed in

9(a) are flattened by slippage. However, in the
steady configuration attained at time t = 106,
the slip with the substrate causes also the cen-
tral drop to be completely suppressed. We con-
tinue our investigation of the microgravity con-
ditions, by further reducing the Bond number.
In Figure 9(c), for B = 0.01 and b = 0, at time
t = 1.72× 105, we can see the formation of mul-
tiple secondary droplets, that mostly coalesce in
the near-equilibrium configuration, attained at
time t = 106. In fact, we can see that only two
satellite droplets remain in the final configura-
tion visualized. Finally, in Figure 9(d), we plot
the dewetting film for B = 0.01, b = 0.1. By
comparing the behavior of this viscoelastic film
with the one shown in Figure 9(c), that considers
the same times of evolution (t = 1.72× 105 and
t = 106), we can see how the slippage with the
substrate suppresses the satellite droplets. More-
over, we notice how the near-equilibrium config-
uration displayed in Figure 9(d), at time t = 106

is the same as the one attained at time t = 104.
We remark that, for the simulations shown in
Figure 9, B and b are the only two parameters
varied, and all other parameters in (14) are fixed.

4.3 Droplets Analysis

The emergence and evolution of the secondary
droplets in thin dewetting films has been of in-
terest in the literature (see, e.g., [16,42,49]). The
secondary length scales of instabilities, that are
observed in the nominally dry region between the
two separating rims, are induced by the interac-
tion force with the solid substrate (as deduced by
comparing the viscoelastic films with same ma-
terial parameters in Figures 4 and 7). Moreover,
at parity of parameters related to both viscoelas-
ticity and disjoining pressure, these secondary
droplets are found to be favored by regimes of
microgravity and suppressed by higher slippage
with the substrate (as shown in Figure 9). We
present here an analysis of the dependence of
the satellite droplets on the different physical
parameters involved. We emphasize that, for the
parameter studies that follow, we vary one of the
physical quantities at a time and keep all others
at their default value, given by (14).
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Figure 9: Evolution in the presence of the disjoining pressure, for a viscoelastic film with λ1 = 10 and
λ2 = 0.01, for B = 0.1 (top row), B = 0.01 (bottom row), b = 0 (first column), and b = 0.1 (second
column); in (a) and (b) for t = 104 (blue solid curve) and t = 106 (red dotted curve), and in (c) and (d) for
t = 1.72 × 105 (blue solid curve) and t = 106 (red dotted curve). For these simulations, except for B and b

that have varied, we have kept the fixed parameters presented in (14).

In Figure 10, we plot the evolution of the
number of satellite droplets, for films with λ1 =
λ2 = 0 (blue circles), λ2 = 0.01 and λ1 = 1 (yel-
low triangles), λ1 = 5 (green crosses), and λ1 =
10 (red diamonds), respectively, in a semiloga-
rithmic scale (linear scale for the y-axis and loga-
rithmic scale for the x-axis). We can see that vis-
coelastic films exhibit a higher number of droplets
compared to the Newtonian one, and that these
secondary instabilities remain longer for higher
values of the relaxation time. Eventually these
droplets coalesce and reach a steady state (for

the time of observation of the current numerical
experiments, t ≫ ω−1

m ).

In Figure 11, we plot the number of droplets
in time, for the same regimes considered in Fig-
ure 9, in a semilogarithmic scale. We can see how
in microgravity conditions, a higher number of
droplets is formed, and how, for higher values
of slippage with the substrate, these secondary
drops are suppressed.

We proceed by analyzing the effects of the
equilibrium (precursor) thickness, h⋆, induced by
the disjoining pressure. In Figure 12, we plot the
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Figure 10: Evolution of the number of droplets, in a
semilogarithmic scale, for different films in the pres-
ence of the disjoining pressure, with the same pa-
rameters as in (14) and λ1 = λ2 = 0 (blue circles),
λ2 = 0.01 and λ1 = 1 (yellow triangles), λ1 = 5
(green crosses), and λ1 = 10 (red diamonds).
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Figure 11: Evolution of the number of droplets, in
a semilogarithmic scale, for different films with the
same parameters as in Figure 9.

evolution of the number of droplets for a New-
tonian film with different equilibrium thicknes-
ses: h⋆ = 0.005 (blue circles), 0.01 (yellow trian-
gles), 0.05 (green crosses), 0.1 (red diamonds), in
a semilogarithmic scale, for a Newtonian film in
Figure 12(a), and a viscoelastic one with λ1 = 5
and λ2 = 0.01, in Figure 12(b). We can see how,
in both cases, a higher equilibrium thickness sup-
presses the formation of satellite droplets and fa-
vors their coalescence.
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Figure 12: Evolution of the number of droplets,
in a semilogarithmic scale, for different equilibrium
thicknesses: h⋆ = 0.005 (blue circles), 0.01 (yellow
triangles), 0.05 (green crosses), 0.1 (red diamonds);
for a Newtonian film, in (a), and a viscoelastic one,
with λ1 = 5 and λ2 = 0.01, in (b).

The results shown so far, in § 4.3, concerned
dewetting films with a computational domain
equal to the wavelength of maximum growth,
i.e., Λ = Λm. Finally, we present a quantita-
tive analysis of the evolution of droplets, for the
cases in which the films are initially perturbed
by a number of wavelengths with random ampli-
tude, as described in equation (15), for different
computational domains. In Figure 13, we con-
sider a dewetting viscoelastic film, with λ1 =
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Figure 13: Droplets evolution, in a semilogarithmic
scale, for a viscoelastic film with the same parame-
ters as in (14) and λ1 = 5 and λ2 = 0.01, on different
computational domains: Λ′ = 5× Λm (blue circles),
Λ′′ = 10×Λm (yellow triangles), and Λ′′′ = 30×Λm

(green crosses); in (a), the number of droplets in
time; in (b), their mean distance. For these simu-
lations, an initial perturbation with different wave-
lengths with random amplitude, as in (15), is con-
sidered.

5, λ2 = 0.01, for Λ′ = 5 × Λm (blue circles),
Λ′′ = 10 × Λm (yellow triangles), and Λ′′′ =
30×Λm (green crosses). In Figure 13(a), we plot
the evolution of the number of droplets, and, in
13(b), their mean distance, both in a semilog-
arithmic scale. We can see that the maximum

number of secondary droplets, Nmax, varies ap-
proximately linearly with the computational do-
main. In fact, we can compare the results shown
in Figure 13(a), with the ones for the same vis-
coelastic film for which the computational do-
main is equal to the single wavelength of maxi-
mum growth rate, Λ = Λm = 8.83 (for this set
of parameters), depicted in Figure 10. We no-
tice that, for Λ = Λm, the maximum number of
droplets observed is Nmax = 3; for Λ′ = 5×Λ′

m,
Nmax = 13, for Λ′′ = 10 × Λm, Nmax = 36,
and, for Λ′′′ = 30 × Λm, Nmax = 98. As dis-
cussed in § 4.2, we notice that, for all the differ-
ent computational domains, the number of drop-
lets plateaus to a constant value for large times,
i.e., t ≫ ω−1

m , indicating that the coalescence
of droplets reaches a near-equilibrium state. We
emphasize that for times longer than the ones
considered in this work, i.e., for t → ∞, the num-
ber of droplets slowly decays to zero (see Glasner
and Witelski [50]). In our results, the reached
minimum number of droplets, Nmin, also ap-
pears to depend linearly on the domain size. In
fact, for Λ = Λm, Nmin = 1, for Λ′ = 5 × Λ′

m,
Nmin = 5, for Λ′′ = 10 × Λm, Nmin = 10, and
for Λ′′′ = 30 × Λm, Nmin = 26. Moreover, the
mean distance between the droplets is compara-
ble to Λm = 8.83 (as displayed in Figure 13(b)),
except for the Λ′′′ case, in which the mean dis-
tance, d̄ ≈ 10.3.

5 Conclusions

We have considered a novel long-wave gov-
erning equation for the interfacial flow of two-
dimensional thin viscoelastic films dewetting sub-
strates (with a zero or weak slippage) that can
be inclined with respect to the base, under the
effects of the gravitational force and the disjoin-
ing pressure, in which the stresses are described
by the Jeffreys model. We have carried out the
linear stability analysis, that shows that the vis-
coelastic parameters and the slippage coefficient
do not influence either the wavenumber corre-
sponding to the maximum growth rate or the
critical one. However, the length scales of insta-
bilities are found to be affected by the gravita-
tional contribution. Our numerical results of the
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computed growth rates in the linear regime are
shown to be in agreement with the theoretical
prediction given by the linear stability analysis.

We have provided numerical simulations of
thin viscoelastic dewetting films in the particu-
lar case in which they hang on inverted planes
(i.e., for α = π). To isolate the effects of the grav-
itational force, we have begun our investigation
by analyzing dewetting films in the absence of
the disjoining pressure. The results for the non-
linear regime show that, consistent with previ-
ous results that did not consider gravity effects
[16,17], a higher relaxation time speeds up the
dewetting dynamics.

Furthermore, we have investigated the com-
peting effects of the gravitational and the attrac-
tion/repulsion forces, by considering the evolu-
tion of viscoelastic films, dewetting an inverted
substrate, in the presence of the disjoining pres-
sure. We have found that, at parity of gravita-
tional force (i.e., for the same Bond number),
the disjoining pressure induces the formation of
satellite droplets. These secondary instabilities,
favored by small values of the Bond number, are
suppressed when a higher slippage with the sub-
strate is considered. Moreover, we have analyzed
the influence of the different physical parameters
on the formation and coalescence of the satellite
droplets. We have found that a higher value of
the equilibrium film thickness suppresses the for-
mation of the secondary instabilities.

In addition, we have verified that our results
are independent of the particular initial pertur-
bation and domain size chosen. In fact, by con-
sidering dewetting films on a computational do-
main much longer than the fastest growing wave-
length, and by perturbing them with different
wavelengths possessing random amplitudes, we
have demonstrated that the mean distance be-
tween the droplets is accurately described by the
wavelength of fastest growth. Finally, we have
observed that the number of satellite droplets
and their distance scale approximately linearly
with the domain size.

Future work shall consider the extension of
this numerical investigation in which inclined planes
of arbitrary angle α are considered. In that case,
boundary conditions for which a constant influx
is maintained at the inlet, as in [46], would have

to be included. Moreover, for arbitrary values of
α, the form of the perturbation employed for the
linear stability analysis should present a wave-
like mode [25,46], rather than an oscillatory one.
Furthermore, extensions of this investigation to
three spatial dimensions would allow one to de-
scribe and capture fingering instabilities, known
to arise in the direction transversal to the flow
[25,51].
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Appendix: Derivation

We define the outward unit normal, n, as

n =
1

(

(hx)
2
+ 1
)1/2

(−hx, 1) . (A.1)

The kinematic boundary condition is given by
Df/Dt = ft + v · ∇f = 0 (where we have used
the material derivative D(·)/Dt), and in which
substituting f(x, y, t) = y − h(x, t) gives

ht(x, t) = − ∂

∂x

∫ h(x,t)

0

v1(x, y)dy . (A.2)

As anticipated, the boundary conditions at the
solid substrate are described by the non-penetra-
tion condition for the normal component of the
velocity and the Navier slip boundary condition
for the tangential one, respectively

v2 = 0, v1 =
b

η
σ12 , (A.3)
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where for the Navier slip condition we use the
Newtonian shear stress, that is dominant in re-
gions away from the contact line [52]. We observe
that b = 0 implies a no-slip boundary condition
with the substrate. The influence of this param-
eter on the morphology of the dewetting front
in lubrication models has been investigated both
theoretically and experimentally, for instance see
[40,41].

We nondimensionalize the system of govern-
ing equations using common scalings for long-
wave formulations

x = Lx∗ , (y, h, h⋆, b) = H(y∗, h∗, h∗

⋆, b
∗) ,

(A.4)

v1 = V v∗1 , v2 = εV v∗2 , (p,Π) = P (p∗, Π∗) ,
(A.5)

(t, λ1, λ2) = T (t∗, λ∗

1, λ
∗

2) , (A.6)

(

σ11 σ12

σ12 σ22

)

=
η

T

(

σ∗
11

σ∗

12

ε
σ∗

12

ε σ∗
22

)

, (A.7)

where H/L = ε ≪ 1 is the small parameter.
To balance pressure, viscous and capillary forces,
the pressure is scaled with P = η/(Tε2), the sur-
face tension with γ = Γγ∗, where Γ = V η/ε3,
and the time with T = L/V . Following the for-
mulation in [13], we can consider the scaled sur-
face tension, γ∗, to be equal to one, by choosing
the velocity so that the inverse capillary num-
ber is Ca−1 = ε3γ/(V η) = 1 [53], and, subse-
quently, L = γε3T/η. Moreover, we notice that,
by choosing the vertical length scale, H , to be
equal to the initially flat fluid interface height,
we can simplify the dispersion relations in § 4.1,
with the value h0 = 1. However, we refrain from
applying this simplification to allow for general-
ization to arbitrary choices of the reference film
thickness.

We note that one could also consider other
scaling factors. For instance, if gravity is con-
sidered to be the sole driving force for instabil-
ities, one could set the Bond number B = 1.
This leads to the capillary length scale, i.e., L =
(γ/(ρg))1/2. Subsequently, the pressure would be
scaled by P = γH/L2 = ρgH , the time by T =
ηγ/H3(ρg)2, the velocity determined by V =
L/T , and the normalized surface tension, sim-

ilarly to the former case, would be γ∗ = 1. How-
ever, in the current work, we are interested in the
competing mechanisms of the disjoining pressure
and the gravitational force that together drive
the instabilities and affect their length scales;
moreover, as discussed in § 4.2, we want to be
able to vary the Bond number to be able to ana-
lyze the behavior of films under the microgravity
conditions. For this reason, we prefer the for-
mer choice of scalings, given by equations (A.4)-
(A.7). To avoid a cumbersome notation, we drop
the superscript ‘∗’ and consider for the rest of
this document all quantities to be dimensionless.

The incompressibility condition (1b) is in-
variant under rescalings, while the dimensionless
forms of equation (1a) for the x and y compo-
nents, respectively, are

ε2Re
Dv1
Dt

= ε2
∂σ11

∂x
+

∂σ12

∂y
− px + S , (A.8a)

ε4Re
Dv2
Dt

= ε2
(

∂σ12

∂x
+

∂σ22

∂y

)

− py − C ,

(A.8b)

where Re = ρV L/η is the Reynolds number, as-
sumed to be of order 1/ε or smaller. In equations
(A.8) we have used S and C, whose definitions
are given in equations (7), and the extended no-
tation for the derivatives ∂(·)/∂x and ∂(·)/∂y
(this version will be used from now on, whenever
needed to avoid double subscripts). The dimen-
sionless distinct components of the stress tensor
given by the Jeffreys model, equation (2), satisfy

(1 + λ1∂t)σ11 = 2 (1 + λ2∂t)
∂v1
∂x

, (A.9a)

(1 + λ1∂t)σ22 = 2 (1 + λ2∂t)
∂v2
∂y

, (A.9b)

(1 + λ1∂t)σ12 = (1 + λ2∂t)
∂v1
∂y

+

ε2 (1 + λ2∂t)
∂v2
∂x

. (A.9c)

The kinematic boundary condition, equation (A.2),
is invariant under rescaling, while the non-penetration
condition and the Navier slip boundary condi-
tion for the velocity components parallel to the
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substrate, given in equation (A.3), in dimension-
less form are

v2 = 0 , v1 = bσ12 , (A.10)

where in the weak slip regime b = O(1) [14]. The
leading order terms in the governing equations
(A.8a) and (A.8b), respectively, are

∂σ12

∂y
= px − S , (A.11a)

py = −C . (A.11b)

The leading order terms of the normal and tan-
gential components of the stress balance at the
free surface, y = h(x, t), equation (3), respec-
tively are

p = −hxx −Π , on y = h(x, t) , (A.12)

and

σ12 = 0 , on y = h(x, t) . (A.13)

From equation (A.11b) we know that the pres-
sure is a linear function of y (see also [24,53]).
Hence, by integrating equation (A.11b) and by
using the boundary condition for the pressure at
the interface, given by the leading order term of
the normal component of the pressure balance,
equation (A.12), we obtain

p = −hxx −Π − C(y − h) . (A.14)

The x component of the pressure gradient is given
by differentiating equation (A.14) in the x direc-
tion, obtaining

px = −hxxx −Π ′hx + Chx . (A.15)

The nondimensional form ofΠ in equations (A.12)
and (A.14) is given by

Π =
γ(1− cos θe)

ε2Mh⋆

[(

h⋆

h

)m1

−
(

h⋆

h

)m2
]

,

(A.16)
where, we remark that all the quantities are con-
sidered to be normalized. Moreover, in order for
the expression in equation (A.16) to be O(1), we
expand cos θe, by considering θe = εθ∗e , so that
1− cos θe ≈ ε2θ∗e

2/2. Thus, we can recast

Π ≈ γθ∗e
2

2Mh⋆

[(

h⋆

h

)m1

−
(

h⋆

h

)m2
]

. (A.17)

For the particular set of parameters considered
in the present study (see § 2 and (14)), we notice

that γθ∗e
2/2Mh⋆ ∼ γ(1 − cos θe)/Mh⋆ = O(1)

(where the latter expression has been used in
this work).

Integrating equation (A.11a) from y to h(x, t),
we obtain

σ12 = (y − h)px − (y − h)S . (A.18)

Substituting this form of σ12, equation (A.18),
into equation (A.9c), we obtain (up to the lead-
ing order)

(1 + λ1∂t) [px(y − h)− S(y − h)] =

(1 + λ2∂t)
∂v1
∂y

. (A.19)

Integrating equation (A.19) from 0 to y and us-
ing the corresponding boundary conditions at
the substrate, given in equation (A.10), we ob-
tain

(1 + λ2∂t) (v1 + bhpx − bhS) =

(1 + λ1∂t)

[(

y2

2
− yh

)

(px − S)
]

. (A.20)

Integrating equation (A.20) from y = 0 to y =
h(x, t) gives

(1 + λ2∂t)

[

∫ h(x,t)

0

v1 dy + bh2px − bh2S
]

−

λ2ht (v1(y = h(x, t)) + bhpx − bhS) =

− (1 + λ1∂t)

[

h3

3
(px − S)

]

+ λ1
h2

2
ht (px − S) .

(A.21)

Taking the spatial derivative of the latter equa-
tion and substituting it into the kinematic bound-
ary condition (A.2), we obtain a long-wave ap-
proximation in terms of v1 and h(x, t)

ht + λ2 [htt + ∂x(v1(y = h(x, t))ht)] =

∂x

[

(1 + λ1∂t)

(

h3

3
px − h3

3
S
)

+

(1 + λ2∂t)
(

bh2px − bh2S
)]

−

∂x

{[

λ1
h2

2
(px − S) + λ2bh (px − S)

]

ht

}

.

(A.22)
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To write this in a closed form relation for h(x, t),
we note that equation (A.20) can be written in a
more compact form as a linear ordinary differen-
tial equation for v1 (assuming all other quantities
known at a given time), as

v1 + λ2
∂v1
∂t

= −(1 + λ2∂t) (bhpx − bhS)+

(1 + λ1∂t)

[(

y2

2
− hy

)

(px − S)
]

. (A.23)

One can simply solve equation (A.23) by inte-
grating in time, obtaining

v1 =
1

λ2

∫ t

−∞

e
−

t−t
′

λ2 f̃(x, y, t′)dt′ , (A.24)

with f̃ equal to the right-hand side of equation
(A.23). Integration by parts can be performed to
recast equation (A.24) at y = h(x, t), and finally
one finds the dimensionless form of the governing
equation (5).
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González, and L. Kondic, Phys. Rev. E 76,
046308 (2007).

27. H.J. Kull, Phys. Rep. 206, 197–325 (1991).
28. S.P. Kapitza, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 18, 3–28

(1948).
29. N. Kofman, W. Rohlfs, F. Gallaire, B. Scheid,

and C. Ruyer-Quil, Int. J. Multiphas. Flow
textbf104, 286–293 (2018).

30. M.A. Lam, L.J. Cummings, T.-S. Lin, and L.
Kondic, J. Eng. Math. 94, 97–113 (2015).

31. M.S. Tshehla, Math. Probl. Eng. 2013, 1–8
(2013).

32. D. Picchi, P. Poesio, A. Ullmann, and N.
Brauner, Int. J. Multiphas. Flow 97, 109–133
(2017).

33. B.J. Kaus and Becker T.W., Geophys. J. Int.
168, 843–862 (2006).

34. V. Barra, S.A. Chester, and S. Afkhami, Comp.
& Fluids 175, 36–47 (2018).

35. A. Münch, B. Wagner, M. Rauscher, and R.
Blossey, Eur. Phys. J. E 20, 365–368 (2006).

36. R.G. Larson, The structure and rheology of
complex fluids (Oxford University Press, Ox-
ford, 1999).



Barra, Afkhami, Kondic: Thin viscoelastic films subjected to gravity and substrate interactions 19

37. D.A. Siginer, Stability of non-linear con-
stitutive formulations for viscoelastic fluids
(Springer, New York, 2014).

38. F. Mainardi and G. Spada, Eur. Phys. J. Spec.
Topics 193, 133–160 (2011).

39. D. Gutierrez-Lemini, Engineering viscoelastic-
ity (Springer, New York, 2014).

40. R. Fetzer, K. Jacobs, A. Münch, B. Wagner,
and T.P. Witelski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 127801
(2005).

41. A. Münch, B. Wagner, and T.P. Witelski, J.
Eng. Math. 53, 359–383 (2005).

42. J.A. Diez and L. Kondic, Phys. Fluids 19,
072107 (2007).

43. G. Teletzke, H.T. Davis, and L.E. Scriven,
Chem. Eng. Commun. 55, 41–82 (1987).

44. I. Seric, S. Afkhami, and L. Kondic, J. Fluid
Mech. 755, 1–12 (2014).

45. K. Mahady, S. Afkhami, and L. Kondic, J.
Comput. Phys. 294, 243–257 (2015).

46. T.-S. Lin and L. Kondic, Phys. Fluids 22,
052105 (2010).

47. J.A. Diez and L. Kondic, J. Comput. Phys.
183, 274–306 (2002).

48. A.L. Bertozzi, Not. Amer. Math. Soc. 45,
689—697 (1998).

49. M.A. Lam, L.J. Cummings, T.-S. Lin, and L.
Kondic, J. Fluid Mech. 841, 925–961 (2018).

50. K.B. Glasner, and T.P. Witelski, Phys. Rev. E
67, 016302 (2003).

51. J.R. De Bruyn, Phys. Review A 46, R4500–
4503 (1992).

52. T. Qian, X.P. Wang, and P. Sheng Comm.
Math. Sci. 1, 333–341, (2003).

53. T.G. Myers, SIAM Rev. 3, 441–462 (1998).




	1 Introduction
	2 Mathematical Formulation
	3 Numerical Methods
	4 Results and Discussion
	4.1 Linear Stability Analysis
	4.2 Dewetting of Thin Viscoelastic Films on Inverted Substrates
	4.3 Droplets Analysis

	5 Conclusions
	6 Acknowledgments
	7 Authors contributions

