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Abstract

In this study, the effect of surface wettability on the two-phase immiscible fluids flow and dynamics of
droplet pinch-off in a T-junction microchannel has been numerically investigated using the finite element
method. A conservative level set method (CLSM) has been adopted to capture the interface topology
in the squeezing regime (Ca. < 1072) for wide flow rate ratio (1/10 < Q, < 10) and contact angle
(120° < 8 < 180°). This study has revealed that the wettability is a dominant factor in determining
the hydrodynamic features of the droplet. Based on the instantaneous phase flow profiles, the droplet
formation stages are classified as: initial, filling, squeezing, pinch-off and stable droplet. Wettability
effects are insignificant in the filling stage. However, the hydrophobic effects are more vital in the
squeezing and pinch-off stages. In general, it is shown that engineering parameters have complex
dependence on the dimensionless parameters (Cac, Oy, 6). Capturing the instantaneous interface
evolution has revealed that the droplet shape is sensitive to the contact angle. Interface shape profiles
transform from convex into concave immediately for hydrophobic conditions (120° < 8 < 150°) whereas
slowly for the super hydrophobic conditions (150° < 8 < 180°). In contrast to the literature, the pressure
in the dispersed phase is not constant, but it is an anti-phase with the pressure in the continuous phase.
Maximum pressure in the continuous phase, and neck width of the interface are complex function of the
governing conditions (Cac, Qy, 8). Comparison of the filling and pinch-off time based on the pressure
and phase profiles has brought new insights that the droplet pinch-off mechanism can be elucidated
by installing the pressure sensors even without the flow visualization and phase profiles. The interface
curvature adopts a flattened to a more concave shape when the Laplace pressure varies from a smaller
to higher value. The interface neck width (2r) shows an increasing trend up to a threshold value and
then decreases linearly with the contact angle.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Microfluidics has become an emerging field in the contemporary research world due to its
versatile applications. It has triggered technological revolutions in interdisciplinary
engineering, science, biochemical and biomedical like emulsions, mixing reactions,
diagnostics, protein encapsulation, DNA analysis, new material synthesis, paints, inks, and
coating (Barnes, 1994; Abate et al., 2013; Wu et al., 2014; Hou et al., 2017; Kaminski and
Garstecki, 2017; Boruah et al., 2018; Weng and Spoonamore, 2019; Schroen et al., 2021;
Bharti and Gangawane, 2022; Jung et al., 2022). Microfluidic devices are frequently applied
as a potential platform to generate droplet emulsions by using various geometric
configurations and methods. Commonly used microfluidic devices to generate the droplets
are co-flow, cross-flow, and flow-focusing devices (Carrier et al., 2014; Moon et al., 2014).
Amongst others, T-junction cross-flow microfluidic device (Figure 1a) is prevalent for
producing monodispersed droplets due to its simplicity and ease of controlling the generation
(Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021, 2022b,a). The displacement of the dispersed phase and
formation of the droplet through the microchannels is governed mainly by important
determinants like capillary number (ratio of viscous to interfacial tension forces), and
Reynolds number (ratio of inertial to viscous forces) (Mastiani et al., 2017; Agarwal et al.,
2020; Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021, 2022b,a).

The dynamic behavior of the droplet generation is governed by the three fundamental
characteristics which express the exerting surface forces: (a) contact angle - described by the
surface energies where they meet; (b) pressure jump across the surfaces and interfaces -
higher pressure on the concave side of the surface, and (c) the shear stress caused by the
surface tension gradient - the pressure difference between each side of the interface is
caused by the surface tension; the pressure essentially causes the bulge, and hence it is
always higher on the concave side of the interface (Trefethen, 1969; Bashir et al., 2014; Shi
et al., 2014; Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2022b).

Surface wettability, i.e., fluid-solid interaction (FSI), is known to play a vital role in many
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physical, chemical, biological, and industrial processes related to agriculture (efficiency of
pesticides), medicine (integration of implants with bone), food packaging (prolonged release
of antimicrobial agents and increased shelf life), painting and printing (ensured suitable
adhesion of liquid to solid), heat transfer and lubrication (consideration of surface energy),
and oil recovery (selective absorption of oil in solid materials) (Huhtamaki et al., 2018).
Surface wettability influences the degree of contact with the fluidic environment and is
quantified in terms of the contact (or wetting) angle, inversely proportional to the surface
energy. The contact angle (6, degrees) is defined geometrically as the angle between the
tangent to the liquid-liquid interface and the solid surface at the three-phase
(liquid-vapor/gas-solid or liquid-liquid-solid) contact line (Figure 1b). The interfacial tensions
of solid-liquid (o), solid-vapor (o), and liquid-liquid (o) form the equilibrium contact angle
of wetting (6) (Figure 1b). It represents the strength of FSI (fluid-solid interaction) and is
measured conventionally from the liquid (dispersed or heavier) side. For example, high
surface energy (i.e., high o) would exhibit a low 6 and the liquid tendency to spread and
adhere to the surface. In contrast, low surface energy (i.e., low o) demonstrates high ¢ and
the surface tendency to repel the liquid. The hydrophilicity diminishes' with increasing contact
angle (Law, 2014). The contact angle between the ideal solid surface (i.e., atomically smooth,
non-reactive, chemically homogeneous, and perfectly rigid) and liquid is defined by the
well-known Young equation (g, = 0 + 0 cos ).

The surface wettability plays a significant role in droplet evolution. The contact angle greatly
influences the droplet dynamics as it is affected by surface roughness, impurities on the solid
surface, porosity, surface energy, and functional groups present on the surface (Boruah et al.,
2018; Deka et al., 2022). The microfluidic devices are easier to control and manipulate as
they do not require any secondary fluid to trigger the formation of the droplet, and the

minimum contact angle of about 6 = 120° is needed to form a droplet (Kawakatsu et al., 2001;

9 = 0°: perfect wetting (or super-hydrophilic); 0° < 6 < 90°: spreading (or wettable or hydrophilic); 8 = 90°:
neutral (og = oy, i.€., equal cohesive and adhesive forces); 90° < 6 < 180°: repelling (or non-wettable or
hydrophobic); 6 = 180°: completely liquid-repellent (or non-wetting or super-hydrophobic).



Maan et al., 2013; Eggersdorfer et al., 2018). The mono-dispersed droplets are generated by
operating a T-junction microchannel under a squeezing or dripping regime. The geometry
confinement suppresses the capillary instabilities; hence, the produced droplets are regular
and stable (van Steijn et al., 2007; Glawdel et al., 2012; Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021,
2022b).

Extensive literature is available on the dynamics of droplet generation through the cross-flow
microfluidic systems (Thorsen et al., 2001; Nisisako et al., 2002; Garstecki et al., 2006;
De menech et al., 2008; Christopher et al., 2008; Gupta et al., 2009; Wong et al., 2017;
Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021, 2022b,a; Dhondi et al., 2022; Samadder et al., 2022; Bharti
and Gangawane, 2022). The droplet formation process is divided into three stages (filling,
squeezing, and instant pinch-off). The breakup (or pinch-off) step is, essentially, initiated by
the pressure developed due to the reverse flow in the gutters between the channel wall and
liquid-liquid interface (LLI). Further, the hydrodynamic pressure becomes equal on both sides
of the interface at the pinch-off. The linear relationship predicts the dependence of the droplet
size on the flow rate ratio in the squeezing flow regime (van Steijn et al., 2009; Glawdel et al.,
2012; Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021). Limited efforts (van der Graaf et al., 2006; Bashir
et al., 2014; Shi et al., 2014; Boruah et al., 2018) are also made to explore the influence of
surface wettability on the dynamics of droplet generation in the microchannel. Although
several attempts have been made to elucidate the droplet pinch-off mechanism by exploiting
the interface curvature but still lacks to understand the effect of the contact angle on the
interface curvature and the esoteric reason behind the shape evolution (Wang et al., 2020).
The main challenges in an in-depth study of the droplet pinch-off mechanisms are complexity
in capturing the topological changes of the interface curvature and non-linearity of the
equations. In addition, a detailed understanding of the mechanisms requires rigorous and
precise post-processing and analysis of the results. Further, a detailed systematic study
depicting the wettability effects on the interface evolution and droplet breakup mechanisms

will be instrumental in controlling droplet-based phenomena of mixing, dispersion, paints, and
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of (a) the two-phase flow in T-junction microfluidic device,
(b) contact angle (), and (c) neck thickness of the interface (2r).

coatings. Therefore, the present work aims to explore the influences of surface wettability on
the dynamics of the interface evolution and droplet generation in cross-flow microfluidic

devices.

2. PHYSICAL AND MATHEMATICAL MODELLING

Consider the two-dimensional laminar flow of two immiscible fluids through a cross-flow
rectangular slit-type microfluidic system, as illustrated in Figure 1a. The microfluidic system
depicts a T-junction by geometrically arranging a side (or vertical) channel perpendicularly to
the horizontal main (or primary) channel. The geometrical dimensions (length, width) of the
primary and side channels are (L., w¢) and (Ls, wg), respectively. The upstream length (i.e.,

the distance between the inlet of the primary channel and the front of the side channel) and



downstream length (i.e., the distance between the rear of the side channel and the outlet of
the primary channel) are L, and Ly, respectively. The length of the primary channel
(Lm = Ly + wg + Lg) is taken to be sufficient to avoid the end effects. All the length quantities
(L, w) are measured in microns (um).

Both fluids are assumed to be Newtonian (i.e., constant viscosity, ¢ Pa.s), isothermal (i.e.,
constant temperature, T °C), non-reactive, and incompressible (i.e., constant density, p kg/m?).
The Marangoni and dynamic interfacial effects are ignored, and hence, the surface tension (o
N/m) is uniform throughout the device. Further, the device walls are considered to be ideal
solid surfaces (i.e., atomically smooth, non-reactive, chemically homogeneous, and perfectly
rigid).

The continuous phase (CP, indicated by blue color) and dispersed phase (DP, indicated by red
color) enter (refer Figure 1a) from the inlets of the primary and side channels, with the fixed
volumetric flow rates (ul/min) of Q. and Qg, respectively. Both phases interact at the T-junction
point, flow downstream, and exit through the primary channel open to the atmosphere (i.e.,
p = 0). Further, the flow is confined within the no-slip walls.

The above-stated physical problem is mathematically expressed by the conservation equations

of mass (Eqg. 1), momentum (Eqg. 2), and phases (Eq. 6), as follows.

V-ou=0 (1)

o
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where u, p, and ¢ are the velocity vector, pressure, and time, respectively. The deviatoric stress

tensor (1) is defined as follows.

T=2uD (3)

where D is the rate of deformation tensor. The physical properties (X = p and u) of the two



fluid phases (CP and DP) at any point are expressed as follows.
X =X+ (Xg — Xc)9 (4)

where, the level set function (¢) represents the liquid phase composition whose value varies
between ¢ = 0 (for pure CP) and ¢ = 1 (for pure DP). The values of ¢ < 0.5, ¢ = 0.5 and
¢ > 0.5 indicate for the CP, liquid-liquid interface (LLI) and DP, respectively.

The interfacial tension force (IFT, F,) acting between the two immiscible liquids is given as

follows by the continuum surface force (CSF) model (Brackbill et al., 1992).
F, = okd(¢p)n (5)

where
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where o, n, 6, k, and R are the liquid-liquid surface tension coefficient (N/m), unit normal, the
Dirac delta function approximated by a smooth function, mean curvature, and the radius of
curvature, respectively.
The conservative level set method (CLSM) is well-suited to capture the topological changes
of moving interfaces. It is a robust scheme that is relatively easy to implement (Osher and
Sethian, 1988; Olsson and Kreiss, 2005; Akhlaghi Amiri and Hamouda, 2013; Gada and
Sharma, 2009; Bashir et al., 2011; Wong et al., 2017). The following level set equation (LSE)

expresses the conservation of the phase field.

0
8_‘f +u-Vo=yV-[6Ve— (1 - $)n] (6)

The level set parameters v, and € acts for the re-initialization and stabilization of ¢, and
controlling interface thickness, respectively.
The physical boundary conditions for the governing equations (Egs. 1 - 6) stated above are as

follows.
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Fixed flow rate of CP (Q. ul/min) at the inlet of the primary channel.
Fixed flow rate of DP (Qq4 ul/min) at the inlet of vertical channel.

Constant ambient pressure (p = 0) and fully developed velocity and phase fields at the

outlet of the primary channel.

The wetted wall boundary condition, which allows the fluid-fluid interface to move along
the wall, has been imposed on all the no-slip solid walls. This condition requires a
slip length (8 um), i.e., the distance outside the solid surface at which the tangential
component of the velocity extrapolated to zero (Bashir et al., 2011; Yan et al., 2012;
Hernandez-Cid et al., 2022). The value of B is generally equivalent to the local mesh

size element (h um).

For laminar flow, the boundary condition for the wetted wall to enforce a no-penetration
condition on the solid surface (wall) is u - ng = 0, where ng is a unit normal to the solid
surface. The tangential stress is defined as Fy, = —(u/B)u. The boundary force to enforce
the contact angle is defined as Fy = 076(ns - n—cos 0)n, where 6 is the static contact angle
(6s) between the solid wall and the fluid interface (Gerbeau and Lelievre, 2009; Bashir
et al., 2014; Mirzaaghaian et al., 2020; COMSOL, 2022). In weak form, the wetted wall

boundary condition is expressed as:

f Ui - [o(ns — (ncosbs))o]dS =0 (7)
o0

where u; is the test function used in the Galerkin finite element method; it is a function
of velocity (u) and domain (02). The Lagrange multipliers are used to implement this
condition in COMSOL by the Galerkin finite element approximation (variational

approach).



Finally, it is appropriate to define the non-dimensional parameters used in the present work.

Re, = PleWe g lebe 5 Q4 Vo
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where Re and Ca are the Reynolds, and capillary numbers. The subscripts ‘r, ‘c’, and ‘d’
denote for ratio, CP, and DP, respectively. The variables with asterisk (x) superscript are
dimensional, but denoted without asterisk (x) before Eq. (8). Further, the neck width (2r) is
defined (Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2022b) as the shortest distance from the receding
interface to the lower-right corner of the junction (refer Figure 1c).

The numerical solution of the mathematical model, subject to the boundary conditions,
provides an instantaneous flow (u, p) and phase (¢) fields as a function of dimensionless
parameters (Rec, Cae, Qr, Wy, pr, 4r). The post-processing of these fields is further performed
to gain insights of the dynamics of interface development and droplet generation. The next

section details the numerical modelling and governing parameters used in this work.

3. NUMERICAL MODELLING AND PARAMETERS

In this study, the computational fluid dynamics (CFD) simulations of the mathematical model
have been performed using the finite element method (FEM) based COMSOL multiphysics
for determining the phase (¢), velocity (u), and pressure (p) fields. Since the detailed solution
approach is presented in our recent studies (Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021, 2022b), only
salient features are included here. The present mathematical model is expressed in
COMSOL by using the “two-dimensional (2-D) — fluid flow (ff) — multiphase flow (mpf) —
two-phase flow, level set (ipfls) — laminar flow (/f)” modules. The computational domain
(Figure 1a) is discretized using 2-D, linear, non-uniform, unstructured, triangular mesh
elements. The transient PDEs (partial differential equations) are transformed into ODE

(ordinary differential equations) by using the finite element method (FEM). The spatial



interpolation of both pressure and velocity fields is performed using the shape functions of the
first-order polynomial (i.e., P,+P,). Further, the temporal derivatives in ODEs have been
discretized using an implicit backward differentiation formula (BDF). The accuracy of the
solution is generally a trade-off with the stable convergence for the higher- to lower-order
BDF approximation. The discretization process results in differential-algebraic equations
(DAEs) with variable time steps (Az).

The fully converged numerical solution of DAEs have been obtained using a fully coupled
Newton’s non-linear and PARDISO solvers with a sufficiently low time step (At = 10 us) and

the relative tolerance (5 x 10~%) for the following ranges of conditions.

Geometrical parameters: we = 100 um; w, = 1; Ly, = Ls = 9wg; Ly = 30wg; Ly, = 40w,

Mesh parameters: N, = 13766; DoF = 53029; hpax = 10 pm

Level set parameters: v = 1 m/s; s = hmax/2

Fluid and flow parameters: Ca, < 1072; Re, = 0.1; 120° < 6 < 180°; 0.1 < Q, < 10;
Qg = 0.14 plI/s; pg = 1000 kg/m?; g = 0.001 Pa.s; 7.143 x 1073 < u, < 7.143 x 107!;
1.96 x 1078 < 00 < 1.96 X 10> N/m

The above noted geometrical, mesh and simulation parameters have been tested in our recent

study (Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021) for their dependence on the numerical results.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, the effects of surface wettability (120° < 8 < 180°) and the flow rate ratio (0.1 <
O < 10) on the instantaneous evolution of the interface and the droplet pinch-off mechanism
have been elucidated through an instantaneous phase (¢) and pressure (p) evolutions, neck
thickness or width (2r), and the Laplace pressure (p_) acting on the interface for the broad

conditions of the microfluidic flow. It is noted here the results for the droplet pinch-off dynamics
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for a fixed contact angle (68 = 135°) published (Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2022b) recently are
included in this study, wherever required for comparison purposes only. Furthermore, our
recent studies (Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021, 2022b,a) have established the reliability and
accuracy of the present modeling and simulation approaches via a thorough comparison of
results with the earlier experimental and numerical studies in terms of droplet length, effective
diameter, and radius of the interface evolution for broader flow operating conditions. The
validation of results, thus, is not reported herein to avoid repetition. Based on our earlier
experience (Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2021, 2022b,a), the subsequent presented results

are believed to have excellent (£1-2 %) accuracy.

4.1. Instantaneous phase flow and droplet formation profiles

Based on the instantaneous evolution of phases (¢) and liquid-liquid interface (LLI), a detailed
discussion on the periodic time cycle and droplet pinch-off mechanism at a fixed contact
angle (8 = 135°) have been made in our recent study (Venkateshwarlu and Bharti, 2022b). In
continuation, Figure 2 depicts a combined influence of contact angle (120° < ¢ < 180°) and
flow rate ratio (0.1 < Q, < 10) on the periodic time cycle of the droplet formation, which is
classified into five stages (SO - initial, S1 - filling, S2 - squeezing, S3 - pinch-off, and S4 -
stable droplet) under the squeezing (Ca, < 107?) flow regime.

First, both phases are injected simultaneously through respective channel inlets. The initial
stage (S0) ends at time 7, = 0 when the vertical channel is completely filled with the
dispersed phase (DP). Subsequently, DP starts intruding into the primary channel at the
starting of the filling stage (S1) at time #,. The dispersed phase evolves as a convex shape
and expands until it reaches the opposite wall of the main channel at the end of S1 at time ¢,.
At O, = 1, the dispersed phase touches the top wall for both hydrophobic (120° < 6 < 150°)
and superhydrophobic (150° < 8 < 180°) conditions. In this case, both CP and DP, having

equal viscosity, are flowing with the same flow rate. Therefore, the wall effects have become

more potent with increasing contact angle. The filling time is thus smoothly increasing with
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Figure 2: Instantaneous phase composition profiles and the droplet formation stages (SO -
initial, S1 - filling, S2 - squeezing, S3 - pinch-off, and S4 - stable droplet) as a function
of flow rate ratio (Q,) and contact angle (6) for a fixed capillary number (Ca, = 10™). The
dimensionless time (1, to #;) refers to end of each stage.
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increasing contact angle. Similarly, there is a smooth increase in the filling time for extreme
flow rate conditions, Q. = 10 and 1/10 under both the hydrophobic and superhydrophobic
conditions. The filling or growing stage S1 ends at time #; when the continuous phase flow is
blocked by the dispersed phase due to the equilibrium between the forces arising from
interfacial tension and squeezing pressure. However, a narrow gap exists between the wall
and interface that allows the continuous phase to flow. Nonetheless, the gap between the
interface and channel wall is reduced, leading to the hydrodynamic force exerted by the
surrounding fluid on the droplet causes to deform (van Steijn et al., 2010).

The filling time ( = #, — ty) is correlated as a function of Q,, Ca, and 6 (0.1 < Q, < 10,

120° < 6 < 180°, and 10~* < Ca, < 107%) as follows:
i = ACalQf (9)
where
A=a+p0" +y8, B=a+p0 +y0%,  C=a+p6> +y8

Statistical non-linear regression analysis is performed to obtain the correlation coefficients of
t; with DataFit (trial version) and MATLAB tools and their values are presented in Table 1.

The growing dispersed phase moves downstream as time progresses, and this stage is called
squeezing (S2) as the surrounding fluid starts exerting viscous shear on the interface due to
the pressure developed upstream of the main channel. The dispersed phase now has two
sides: front and rear. The front side shape does not change with time and position; however,
the interface curvature changes from convex to concave on the rear side. For a smaller contact
angle, the interaction between the channel wall surface and droplet becomes stronger. Hence,
the squeezing time (ts = 1, — t;) increases with the contact angle as the surface offers higher
resistance.

The time required by the squeezing stage t; = (t, — t;) is best correlated as a function of @,
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Table 1: Statistical correlation coefficients and parameters.

ts = Xsh

14

Relation a B v Omin(%) | Omax(%) R?
Eq.9) [A 1.3067 17163 x 1075 | —1.2358 x 107° 0.0063 | 5.8633 | 0.9992
B 0.0421 -1.1329x 1077 | —131.5744
C -1.0260 49780 x 10”7 | —4.2857 x 1078
Eq. (10) | A 7.8576 —0.6008 -30.048 0.2204 | 6.6781 | 0.9929
B 0.0019 0.0010 —-0.0011
C -0.0766 -0.0170 6.5148 x 107°
D | 5199.1216 9615.2693 1298.1974
E 0.0026 -0.1570 0.0056
F | -7.8343x10° | 1.2337 x 10* 443553
Eq. (11) | A 0.0037 —1.6227 x 107* | 4.4983 x 10°° 0.2397 | 8.1216 | 0.9940
B 0.0317 —3.1369 x 1073 | 9.0569 x 10~*
C 3.9705 -1.8292 0.2755
D -230.58 101.08 -14.533
E | 3.6861x 1073 -0.0022 —-2.7062 x 107°
F 26.015 -13.193 2.2006
Eq.(12) | A 5597.2289 —9.18 x 1073 2.83x107° 0.0337 | 7.7721 | 0.9976
B | —2.8920x 10° | —5.8981 x 10° | 1.9482x 1073
C 1340.7634 -2.90 x 1072 2.0x 1073
D | -1840.9596 1572.3580 -20476.5479
E | -1409.3022 9.2296 x 10° | —8.0480 x 107
Eq.(13) | A -0.3352 20.4687 —104.5415 0.0846 | 6.0235 | 0.9955
B | -2926.2562 —145.4043 943.3530
C -2.0346 0.3018 2.0033
D 6.2976 -0.5135 -27.9788
E -2.5380 13.9446 —5390.5463
F | 65432%x107° 0.3142 -0.7944
Eq.(14) | A 1.3166 -19.3372 10786.2346 0.0031 | 4.9505 | 0.9516
B| -134.1631 —7.8858 69.9675
C| -183.6308 —46.2430 135.6212
D 0.1515 —3.8498 2.5792
E -0.1871 —-1.8985 x 10~ 0.0273
F | —-1.5830x 1073 -0.0136 4.9666 x 107
Cacand 6 (0.125 < Q, < 10, 120° < 6 < 180°, and 10™* < Ca, < 1073) as follows.




where

Xs =A+ B/Ca, +CQ, + DQ? + EQ; + FQ,,
A = a + Bm/ log(m) + ym™* log(m), B = a + fm*® +ye", C = a/(1 + 6+ y6),
D = a +pBmlog(m) +ylogm), E=a/(l+Bq+vq"), F=86/(a+po—yd)

m=10730, ¢=107"'6

Statistical non-linear regression analysis is performed to obtain the correlation coefficients of
X, with DataFit (trial version) and MATLAB tools and their values are presented in Table 1.
On moving further, the interface on the rear side of the dispersed phase collapses as time
progresses and forms a droplet. Hence, this stage is called pinch-off (S3). The degree of
confinement of the droplets reduces when the shear forces dominate the breakup process
(Glawdel et al., 2012; Bashir et al., 2014). For larger 6, the degree of confinement promotes
the breakup, whereas for smaller 6, the degree of confinement suppresses the breakup. The
wall provides less resistance to the droplet in the superhydrophobic regime and accelerates the
droplet formation. It can be observed that the droplet shape is also changing when the surface
wettability is different. Therefore, each stage of the droplet formation is directly influenced by
the contact angle.

The time required by the spontaneous pinch-off (S3) stage is #, = (3 — ;) < 1, and best
correlated as a function Q;, Ca, and 6 (0.125 < Q, < 10, 120° < 0 < 180°, and 10™ < Ca, <

107%) as follows:

to = Xbpls (11)
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where,

Xo = A+ B/x+C/Q: + D/xi + E/Q} + F/(x, Q).
A=a+p/m"?+y/m?, B=a+p/m"> +vy/m’, C=am’+pm*+ym+{,
D = am® + pm* + ym + ¢, E=a+pBs +vy/s'", F=am’ +Bm* +ym+¢,

x; = log Cac, m = 1073, s =logé

Statistical non-linear regression analysis is performed to obtain the correlation coefficients of
X, with DataFit (trial version) and MATLAB tools and their values are presented in Table 1.
After the pinch-off, the droplet attains a stable shape and does not change anymore when it
is allowed to move downstream further as the development of the droplet size is completely
achieved, and this stage is called the stable droplet (S4). The stable droplet time is defined
as, tyg =ty — 3.

It is, therefore, concluded that the total time needed for one complete cycle (S0 to S3) of the
droplet breakup or pinch-off as #, = (# + ts + #,) and that of the stable droplet, 7y = (%, + tsq)-
The flow of CP and DP continues during the process of droplet formation. However, the time
needed for each droplet formation stage depends upon the capillary number (Ca.) and flow
rate ratio (Q,), and contact angle (). Further insights of droplet formation and its dynamics
are provided in the following section in terms of the evolution of interface.

Overall, the flow map presents the droplet formation stages as a function of the contact angle
and capillary number; both the filling (t;) and pinch-off (t;) time decrease with an increase in
the flow rate ratio for a given contact angle, as shown in Figures 3a and 3b. It can be observed
that the contact angle effect is marginal in the filling stage because of the less dominance
of surface forces; however, the contact angle effect is dominant in the pinch-off stage as the
interaction between the three phases: CP, DP, and the wall, is substantial. Further, a gradient
(X; = At;/AQ,) has been plotted against the flow rate ratio (Q,) in Figures 3c and 3d to elaborate
the influence of Q, and 6 on t; and t;. The X; has shown inverse dependence on Q, and

proportional dependence on 6. Both X; and X; decrease non-linearly (i.e., exponential or
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102; . {Q,=0.9779\/Q,=1.2498

(e) Cac = 107 (f) Cag = 1073

Figure 3: Flow map, time ratio (Y;), gradient (X;) of filling and pinch-off stages of the droplet as
a function of contact angle (6) and flow rate ratio (Q,).
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power-law) up to a threshold value of Q, = 0.9779 and Q, = 1.2498 for Ca, = 107*, and
similarly, O, = 0.9836 and Q, = 1.00795 for Ca. = 1072 (refer dashed line in Figures 3a to 3d)
where the gradient becomes unity (X; = 1) for all values of contact angle. Beyond these critical
values of Q,, the filling time is slightly influenced by the contact angle. However, the pinch-off
time is strongly influenced by the superhydrophobic (8 > 150°) nature of the surface.

Furthermore, time ratio (Y; = fi4/t.120-) parameter is introduced and plotted in Figures 3e and 3f
to elucidate the effect of the contact angle on filling (t;) and pinch-off (t;) time. It can clearly be
observed that both filling and pinch-off time strongly depend on the contact angle, as reflected
by ¥; > 1, in contrast to non-noticeable effects seen in Figures 3a to 3d. A difference of about
5-10 % between the estimates of t; and t; can be noticed vividly. It may thus be concluded
that both flow rate ratio and contact angle strongly influence the droplet formation cycle. The

evolution of interface is further explored in the subsequent section.

4.2. Evolution of the instantaneous interface

The evolution of the interface (x vs y at ¢ = 0.5) profile in the filling and squeezing stages
with the time are depicted for O, = 1 at Ca, = 10 in Figure 4. The numerical data of
curvature of the interface has been extracted and plotted as a function of time and contact
angle. Depending upon the contact angle, the interface attains a specific shape and shows
distinct variation accordingly. In the first stage (filling), the droplet is expanding without showing
much movement towards the downstream direction. It can be observed that at 6 = 120°, the
filling time is equal to 1.638 (refer to Figure 4a), and for 8 = 180°, it has increased to 1.890
(refer to Figure 4e). The interface is evolving slowly at 120° and becoming smooth with an
increase in the contact angle. The continuous phase is wetting channel walls more than the
dispersed phase. The surface energy of the solid walls in contact with the fluid decreases with
an increase in the contact angle from 120° to 180°. Because the dispersed phase entering
the horizontal channel would take up more fluid in the droplet formation owing to the force due

to the contact angle that further leads to attachment to the bottom surface rather than to the
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t=0.7
0.84
0.98
1.12
1.26
1.40
1.54
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t=0.70
0.84
0.98
112
1.26
1.40
1.68
1.8564

t=0.7
0.84
0.98
1.12
1.26
1.54
1.68
1.89

(9) Filling, 6 = 180° (h) Squeezing, 6 = 180°
Figure 4: Evolution of the interface during the filling and squeezing stage as a function contact
angle (0) for Ca, = 10*at Q, = 1
top surface. Hence, the filling time is increasing from 120° — 180° due to the high resistance
encountered by the dispersed phase from the solid surface and changing the evolution of the

interface. Thus, the total time for the interface to touch the opposite wall of the channel is also
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increasing.

Further, the dispersed phase starts moving downstream in the squeezing stage as the
surrounding fluid pushes it, as shown in Figures 4b, d, f and h. The evolution of the rear side
of the interface is plotted as a function of time. At lower contact angles, 8 = 120°, the interface
is seen in a convex shape early, which quickly transforms into concave (refer to Figure 4b).
The interface attaining a concave shape lately at higher contact angles, 6 = 135° — 180° (refer
to Figure 4d, f and h). Therefore, it can be concluded that the interactive force between the
channel wall and dispersed phase is getting reduced. The interface shape with larger
curvature is attributed mainly due to the dominance of the capillary forces at the higher
contact angles (6 = 135° — 180°).

The dispersed phase enters into the primary channel until the interface collapses and forms
a droplet, as shown in Figure 5. In the filling stage, DP forces are dominant over CP. Hence,
the droplet is expanding without showing much movement towards the downstream direction.
It can be observed that the filling time is equal to 0.1733 at 8 = 120°, which has increased to
0.1807 at 8 = 150° for O, = 10 (refer to Figure 5a). Hence, the filling time is increasing from
120° — 150° due to the high resistance from the wall. The continuous phase will flow through
the small gap between the wall and interface in the squeezing stage (van Steijn et al., 2010).
The interaction between the solid wall and droplet is more vital in the case of § = 120° and
becoming weaker at 6 = 150° as shown in Figure 5b. Notably, the interface shape is stretching
and trying to attain a circular shape for superhydrophobic conditions. Hence, the time of
the squeezing stage is increasing from ¢ = 1.8085 to 2.1936 (refer to Figure 5b). After that,
the interface becomes unstable and collapses from the mainstream. Moreover, the pinch-off
point moves away from the T-junction towards the downstream when 6 = 120° and breakup is
happening exactly at the junction point for 135° < 6 < 180°. Therefore, it can be concluded that
the breakup location is the point where the forces responsible for the pinch-off are balanced.
The filling time for 120° — 180° is increasing from r = 1.638 to 1.890 for O, = 1 (refer to

Figure 5c¢). This is happening due to less contact of the dispersed phase with the solid. In the
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Figure 5: Evolution of the interface during the filling and squeezing stages as a function of flow
rate ratio (Q,) and contact angle (6) for Ca, = 10~

squeezing stage, the continuous phase flows around the dispersed phase until it pinches-off.
The larger curvature obtains the interface shape due to the dominance of the capillary forces.
The interface exhibited a convex shape for superhydrophobic surfaces; however, more planar-
like behavior is observed for the hydrophobic surfaces. At the pinch-off point, the interface
is seen as a sharp bending for 120° < # < 150° and a smooth for 6 > 150°. At 6 = 180°,
the interface is evolving smoothly in the squeezing stage. Moreover, at the same time, the
interaction between the wall and the interface is becoming weaker. Hence, the filling and

squeezing timings are decreasing. At lower Q, = 1/10, the interface expands horizontally for
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the filling stage. The nose of the droplet is touching the opposite wall and moves towards
the downstream by increasing the contact angle (6) from 120° — 180°, as shown in Figure 5e.
Hence, the filling time is also increasing. The interface curvature is changing into a concave
shape faster for 120° < 6 < 135°. However, the interface is sustaining to be in convex until the
pinch-off time for 6 > 150°. It is interesting to see that the pinch-off point at the right corner of
T-junction point for all values of the contact angles. The following section presents the effect of
contact angle on the interface evolution in terms of the instantaneous evolution of the pressure

in the continuous and dispersed phases.

4.3. Pressure evolution

The surface wettability effects are more significant in the evolutions of pressure in the
continuous (pc,) and dispersed phases (pgp). The pressure evolutions have been measured
during the droplet formation by choosing two different locations, one in the continuous phase
(pep) and the second in the dispersed phase (pg,), as shown in Figure 1a. During the early
stage of the droplet formation, the dispersed phase invades into the main channel and slowly
restricts the flow of the continuous phase. Once the filling stage is completed, the continuous
phase flow is obstructed leads to a rise in the upstream pressure (pe). The process
continues until ps, reaches a maximum value and then a sudden fall at the pinch-off point
wherein the droplet breaks off from the dispersed phase. Earlier studies reported that
pressure (pqp) in the dispersed phase is constant (Garstecki et al., 2006; Bashir et al., 2014).
However, we observed that py, is not constant during the filling stage, but it oscillates in an
anti-phase with pg, (Abate et al., 2012). After crossing the filling stage, pq, is showing gradual
increase up to the pinch-off point. It is noticed that at the pinch-off, both pg, and pg, are
showing a sudden falling trend, as shown in Figure 6.

At higher values of O,(= 10), p¢, and pg, are not showing much variation with the contact angle
(0) during the filling stage and it can be observed in Figure 6a-b. However, in the squeezing

stage, pep and pq, increase with increase in 6. This is attributed mainly due to the confinement
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Q=10

D>+® 1
P

(e) Peps Or = 1/10 (f) Pdp, Or = 1/10

Figure 6: Evolution of the pressure in the continuous (pg,) and dispersed (pq4,) phases as a
function the flow rate ratio (Q;), and contact angle (6) for Ca, = 10~*. The filling, squeezing,
pinch-off and stable droplet time are marked with (X), +, A, and €P, respectively.

of the flow. The variations in pg, with respect to 6 are increasing at @, = 1 and 10.

Maximum pressure in CP (peymax) @s a function of Q,, Ca; and 6 (0.1 < Q, < 10, 120° < 0 <
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180°, and 10~ < Ca, < 1073) is given by the following correlation:

Depmax = A + BCa(C)'5 +Cxy + Dx% + Ex; (12)
where

x=logQ, A=a/(l+p0+y9), B=a+pq"" +ye!, C=a+p6* +y6,

D=a+pw +y(logw)’, E=a+pB/0" +y/6>, ¢=10""'0, w=107%,

Statistical non-linear regression analysis is performed to obtain the correlation coefficients for
Pepmax With DataFit (trial version) and MATLAB tools and their values are presented in Table 1.
The Laplace pressure plays a vital role in the interface shape evolution and it is essentially
the difference between pg, and pg,. For instance, if p_ is small, the radius of the curvature of
the interface is large leads to adopting a flattened shape. Nevertheless, the interface adopts
a more curved shape with a smaller radius of curvature when p_ is large. The effect of the
contact angle () on the Laplace pressure (p.) is seen in Figure 7. At higher flow rate ratios
(Qr = 10), p_ is increasing in the starting period then slowly decreases (refer to Figures 7a-c).
Therefore, it indicates that the interface is transiting from a more curved into flattened shape.
When Q, = 10, p. is continuously decreasing for 8 = 120°. Whereas there is a rise and then
decrease for & = 135° and 150°. At Q. = 1 and 1/10, p_ is not shown much variation for
superhydrophobic conditions (6 > 150°), but there is an increase in p_ in the initial period for
6 = 120° and 135°, as shown in Figures 7a-c.

It can also be observed from the point where both pg, and p are intersecting indicates the end
of the filling stage, marked with symbol ), 7. 1, is increasing as 6 increases. For instance,
t; = 0.196 for 8 = 120° and 0.404 for 8 = 150° when Q, = 10 (refer to Figure 7a).

Further, the pinch-off time (#3) can be predicted from the point where p¢, and p, are intersecting
for the second time, marked with symbol €P, 1. It is increasing with increasing contact angle,
as shown in Figure 7. For instance, 3 = 1.810 for 8 = 120° and 2.196 for 8 = 150° when

0O, = 10 (refer to Figure 7a). A correlation is proposed to predict the pinch-off time (z;) based
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on the pressure evolution profiles as a function of contact angle (refer to Figure 7) as follows:

where

tyy=A+BCal +C/Q,+D/Q; +E/Q; + F/Q} (13)

A =a+pwlogw + vs?, B =a +B6% +ys, C=a+pe +v/p°

D:a+ﬁ/logz+y(logz)/z2, E:a/+ﬁ/s+y/92, F:a/(1+ﬁp+)/p2),

w= 10720,

s =logé, p = secé, z=cotf

Statistical non-linear regression analysis is performed to obtain the correlation coefficients for

13, with DataFit (trial version) and MATLAB tools and their values are presented in Table 1.

Figure 8 shows the comparison of the filling (¢, filled symbols) and pinch-off (¢;, unfilled

symbols) time based on the phase and pressure profiles. The pressure in the continuous

phase starts to rise after the dispersed phase reaches the opposite wall. Hence, the filling

time (,) predicted based on the pressure profile, is higher than the phase profile. Thus, the
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Figure 8: Comparison of the filling (z;) and pinch-off times (t;) obtained from the phase and
pressure profiles as a function of the contact angle and Q.
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filling time (#;) points show more deviation. However, the pinch-off time (z;) matches the
phase and pressure profiles for all the contact angles. In culmination, the droplet pinch-off
mechanism can also be elucidated in depth by installing pressure sensors even without the

flow visualization and image processing of the phase profiles.

4.4. The droplet pinch-off mechanism

In this section, the droplet pinch-off mechanism is elucidated by analyzing the evolution of the
interface and the Laplace pressure as a function of contact angle. In the filling stage, the
dispersed phase starts penetrating the primary channel. The interface expands and
progresses towards the opposite wall. The interface deforms as it experiences the
hydrodynamic forces and attaining shape with a larger radius at the rear side and smaller at
the front side. The corresponding Laplace pressure is sharply decreasing with time. Hence,
the interface adopts a curvy shape with a smaller radius of curvature in the initial time and
slowly transits into a flattened shape as time progresses.

Figure 9 describes the neck thickness (2r) as a function of the flow rate ratio (Q,). For
hydrophobic conditions (120° < 6 < 150°), 2r increases in the filling stage until it reaches a
threshold value (2rmax, marked with dashed lines) for lower Q, values range from 1/2 to 1/10
(refer to Figure 9a,b). While 2rn, is increasing with decreasing O, (1/2 > Q, > 1/10), it is
achieving the same value for higher Q, (10 < Q, < 1). However, the neck thickness (2r) has
shown contrasting nature (refer to Figure 9c,d) for superhydrophobic conditions
(150° < 6 < 180°). Further, it can also be observed that the trend of the droplet pinch-off
follows the same for both hydrophobic and superhydrophobic conditions. A correlation is

developed to predict the value of 2ro« as a function of the contact angle as follows:

2rmax = A + BCag + C/Q, + D/ Q> + E/Q} + F/ Q! (14)
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where

A=a+pB/q +ye, B=a+Bcosf+ysinb, C = a + B(log m)* + y/m">,
D=a+B6" +vy8, E=a+p0logh+y">,  F=a/(l+pB0+y6%),

g=10"', m=1070

Statistical non-linear regression analysis is performed to obtain the correlation coefficients with
DataFit (trial version) and MATLAB tools and their values are presented in Table 1.

At the initial filling stage, 2r increases smoothly up to a threshold value (marked with dashed
lines). After that, the growth rate of radius at the backside decreases, as shown in Figure 10.
The filling stage (dashed lines) is the point where both interfacial and shear forces are
balanced. It is known that in the squeezing regime, the flow is essentially the pressure-driven.
In the squeezing stage, the radius at the backside decreases with time smoothly. The droplet
moves toward the downstream direction as its length increases further. At the pinch-off point,
the radius approaches the minimum value, where the forces are balanced on the droplet,
which is marked with dashed lines, as shown in Figure 10(l). When Q, = 10, 2r increases at
the early filling stage for the contact angle (6) ranging from 120° < 8 < 150°. Nevertheless, in
the squeezing stage, the radius at the backside is comparatively high, and the droplet is
expanding for 8 = 150°, as shown in Figure 10a(l). The corresponding Laplace pressure (p.)
across the interface is shown Figure 10a(ll). The Laplace pressure (p.) is dropping smoothly
in the filling stage for all the values of . On moving further, p_ in the squeezing or necking
decreases sharply for 6 = 120° and smoothly for 150°. It can be observed that there is a
sudden shoot-up in the p, at the pinch-off point. Nonetheless, the pinch-off is taking place
early in the case of § = 120° and extending for 150°.

When Q, = 1, 2r increases smoothly up to the threshold value in the early filling stage for all
the values of 6. Subsequently, 2r decreases smoothly in the squeezing stage until the pinch-off
point is marked with dashed lines, as shown in Figure 10b(l). However, there is a noticeable

change in p_ acting on the interface for 8 = 120°. p_ suddenly falls at the end of the filling
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stage, and subsequently, it decreases smoothly, as shown in Figure 10b(ll). At the pinch-off
point, there is a sudden shoot-up in p,.

When Q, = 1/10, 2r follows a sharp increase in the early filling stage. It can also be observed
that for 6 = 120°, 2r is shown smooth increasing variation in the filling stage and then sudden
shoot-up and again drop. However, 2r shows a smooth variation for 6 > 135°, as shown in
Figure 10c(l). The corresponding p. is shown in Figure 10c(ll). When 6 = 120°, Ap shows
an oscillatory behavior in the filling stage. On moving further, p_ is falling suddenly in the
squeezing and then again showing a shoot-up at the pinch-off point. The Laplace pressure for
6 > 135° shows a smooth decrease and sudden rise at the pinch-off point. Therefore, it can
be concluded that the solid surface is hydrophobic in nature, i.e., 8 = 120°, the force due to the

surface tension is strongly resisting the shear exerted by the surrounding fluid.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The effect of surface wettability on two-phase flow and dynamics of droplet pinch-off in a
cross-flow microfluidic system has been studied systematically and modeled using the
Navier-Stokes equation coupled with the conservative level set method. The critical
physicochemical determinants varied in a wide range: capillary number, Ca, < 107%; the
contact angle, 120° < 8 < 180°; flow rate ratio, 1/10 < Q, < 10. The droplet formation stages
are based on the phase contours characterized as initial, filling, squeezing, pinch-off, and
stable droplet. The time required for each stage of the droplet formation is a complex function
of the flow rate ratio, contact angle, and capillary number. Comparison of the filling and
pinch-off time based on the phase and pressure profiles as a function of the contact angle
provided a new insight that the droplet pinch-off mechanism can be explained by installing the
pressure sensors in the microchannels. Instantaneous interface profiles have been captured

microscopically and analyzed in-depth to elucidate the droplet dynamics further. Under the

hydrophobic conditions the (120° < 6 < 150°), the interface shape profile transiting from
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convex into concave immediately and slowly for the superhydrophobic conditions
(150° < 6 < 180°). The pressure profiles in the continuous and dispersed phases have been
compared. The pressure in the dispersed phase shows an oscillating behavior and evolution
as anti phase with the pressure in the continuous phase. Maximum pressure in the
continuous phase is a complex function of the dimensionless parameters. The Laplace
pressure acting on the interface is quantitatively higher for the hydrophobic conditions, and
hence the interface adopts a flattened shape. However, the interface adopts a more curved
shape due to the higher Laplace pressure for superhydrophobic conditions. The interface
neck width increases in the filling stage up to a threshold value and then decreases until the
pinch-off point. A similar trend is observed for all contact angles qualitatively; however, it
differed quantitatively. The maximum value of the neck width is a complex function of the flow
rate ratio, contact angle, and capillary number. The insights obtained from the present study

would guide the designing of the microfluidic devices dispensing droplets.
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2r neck width, -

Cac capillary number for CP (Eq. 8), -

D rate of strain tensor (Eq. 3), s~!

Nmax maximum size of mesh element, um
Ly downstream length of the main channel, um
Ly length of the main channel, um

Ls length of the side channel, um

Ly upstream length of the main channel, um
Ne total number of mesh elements, -

p pressure, Pa

Dep pressure in CP at point ‘cp’, -

Ddp pressure in DP at point ‘dp’, -

pL Laplace pressure, -

[oR flow rate of CP, m3/s

Qg flow rate of DP, m3/s

O, flow rate ratio (Eq. 8), -

Rec Reynolds number for CP (Eg. 8), -

t time, s

Iy breakup (S-3) stage time, -

to initial time, -

1 filling time, -

t squeezing time, -

13 pinch-off time, -

t4 stable droplet time, -

tf filling (S-1) stage time, -

ts squeezing (S-2) stage time, -

tsd stable droplet (S-4) stage time, -

u velocity vector, m/s
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We width of the main channel, um

Wy width of the side channel, um
Wy channel width ratio (Eq. 8), -
X stream-wise coordinate

y transverse coordinate

Dimensionless groups
Ca capillary number (Eq. 8), -
Re Reynolds number (Eq. 8), -

Greek letters

B slip length, um

Oavg average percent relative error, -

Omax maximum percent relative error, -

Omin minimum percent relative error, -

€s interface thickness controlling parameter (Eq. 6), m
0% re-initialization or stabilization parameter (Eq. 6), m/s
K curvature of the interface, m

M viscosity of CP, Pa.s

g viscosity of DP, Pa.s

My viscosity ratio (Eq. 8), -

1) level set function, dimensionless

Oc density of CP, kg/m?

0d density of DP, kg/m?

Or density ratio (Eq. 8), -

o liquid-liquid interfacial tension, N/m

Ol solid-liquid interfacial tension, N/m

Ty solid-vapor interfacial tension, N/m

T extra stress tensor (Eq. 3), N/m?

0 contact angle, degrees
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Abbreviations

BDF backward differentiation formula
CFD computational fluid dynamics
CP continuous phase

CSP continuum surface force

DP disperse phase

FEM finite element method

FSI fluid-solid interaction

LLI liquid-liquid interface

LSM level set method
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