
Damping of three-dimensional waves on coating films dragged by moving substrates

Damping of three-dimensional waves on coating films dragged by moving
substrates

David Barreiro-Villaverde,1, 2 Anne Gosset,3 Marcos Lema,3 and Miguel A. Mendez2

1)Universidade da Coruña, CITIC Research, Campus de Elviña, 15071 A Coruña, Spain
2)von Karman Institute for Fluid Dynamics, B-1640 Waterloosesteenweg 72, Sint-Genesius-Rode,
Belgium
3)Universidade da Coruña, Campus Industrial de Ferrol, CITENI, 15403 Ferrol, Spain

(*Electronic mail: david.barreiro1@udc.es)

(Dated: 29 July 2023)

Paints and coatings often feature interfacial defects due to disturbances during the deposition process which, if they
persist until solidification, worsens the product quality. In this article, we investigate the stability of a thin liquid film
dragged by a vertical substrate moving against gravity, a fundamental flow configuration in various coating processes.
The receptivity of the liquid film to three-dimensional disturbances is analyzed with Direct Numerical Simulations
(DNS) and an in-house Integral Boundary Layer (IBL) film model. The latter was used for Linear Stability Analysis
(LSA) and nonlinear wave propagation analysis. The numerical implementation of the IBL film model combines a finite
volume formulation with a pseudo-spectral approach for the capillary terms that allows for investigating non-periodic
surface tension-dominated flows. Both the model and the numerical solver were successfully validated with DNS com-
putations. The combination of these numerical tools allows for describing the mechanisms of capillary and nonlinear
damping and identifying the instability threshold of the coating processes. The results show that transverse modula-
tions can be beneficial for damping two-dimensional waves within the range of operational conditions considered in
this study, which are relevant to air-knife and slot-die coating.

I. INTRODUCTION

Liquid films dragged by moving substrates are often found
in industrial coating and painting processes. In these pro-
cesses, thickness inhomogeneities reduce the quality and per-
formance of the final products and are thus considered defects.
Therefore, the damping of non-uniformities soon after liquid
deposition and before solidification is fundamental.

Liquid film flows are generally unstable and naturally de-
velop interfacial waves that evolve in time and space, even at
very low Reynolds numbers. The analysis of thin films in-
stabilities began in the 1910s with the pioneering works of
Nusselt1, who derived the governing equations for a falling
liquid film, and the Kapitza family, who carried out experi-
ments on highly viscous liquids to describe the wave struc-
tures in vertically falling liquid films2. The analysis of the in-
stability mechanisms leading to three-dimensional (3D) waves
from an initially unperturbed flow has been an active research
area since then, involving both theoretical and experimental
fluid mechanics3–5.

Until now, most literature has focused on the stability of
liquid films falling along inclined and vertical planes. Di-
rect Numerical Simulations (DNS) provide detailed insights
into these flows, but the computational cost is unaffordable
for most cases. Consequently, simplified numerical models
–with different levels of complexity- have been derived to
explain the vast phenomenology documented in the experi-
ments. These models are simplifications of the Navier-Stokes
equations. The simplest model is the Benney Equation (BE)6,
which assumes that the velocity field is bound to the thick-
ness evolution. It correctly predicts the instability threshold
in inclined and vertical planes but cannot be applied to mod-
erate Reynolds numbers because it blows up at finite times.
On the other hand, Integral Boundary Layer (IBL) models

combine the boundary layer approximation with the assump-
tion of self-similarity of the velocity profile to formulate the
problem as a function of the flow rate(s), qx and qz, and
thickness, h. This approach was first proposed by Kapitza2

and Shkadov7 for stationary and non-stationary waves, re-
spectively, and extended to three-dimensional problems by
Shkadov and Demekhin8. Unfortunately, although applica-
ble to moderate Reynolds numbers, these models fail to pre-
dict the critical Reynolds number in inclined planes. A ma-
jor modeling improvement in the past decades is the weighted
Residuals technique by Ruyer-Quil and Manneville9,10, which
consists in a gradient expansion of the velocity profile to ac-
count for high-order non-linearities in the flow.

The flow instabilities that develop on liquid films falling
down inclined planes drive an initially unperturbed flat film
towards two-dimensional (2D) solitary waves and 3D wave
trains until, finally, reaching a chaotic and unpredictable in-
terface dynamics. Many investigations successfully combined
experiments with theoretical models to predict the instabil-
ity onset and the evolution of the subsequent structures11–14.
However, the full spectrum of instability mechanisms is not
yet fully understood. The flat film initially undergoes pri-
mary instability, leading to 2D structures in the shape of soli-
tary or periodic waves. These interact with each other af-
ter a few wavelengths, coalescing or repelling neighboring
waves, as shown with noise-driven experiments15. Due to
a secondary instability mechanism, these further evolve into
three-dimensional structures such as herringbone patterns or
solitary 3D waves. A comprehensive experimental investiga-
tion is provided by Liu et al.16, who conducted experiments in
an inclined plane close to the instability threshold to capture
the transition at which the span-wise perturbations are natu-
rally amplified, and the film becomes 3D. On the other hand,
Nosoko et al.17 experimentally introduced artificial span-wise
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perturbations with an array of needles at the inlet to compare
the flow structures with those of unperturbed flows.

Much less explored is the case of a liquid film dragged by
an upward-moving substrate, a configuration found in many
coating processes such as dip, curtain, slide, or air-knife
coating18. In these pre-metered techniques, the liquid is deliv-
ered on a moving substrate, and the resulting flow is known to
amplify disturbances of process parameters, such as the flow
rate or the substrate speed19. In the case of air-knife coating
(also known as jet wiping), in which a high-speed slot gas jet
is used to wipe the excess liquid from the substrate, the in-
teraction between the impinging jet and the liquid generates
self-sustained perturbations whose frequency depends on the
process parameters20–22.

In all these coating techniques, predicting the downstream
evolution of the film is crucial to ensure the coating unifor-
mity and hence minimize rejection rates due to unmet prod-
uct quality standards in industrial lines. Coating defects
can be damped –at different rates depending on the scales–
by surface tension and viscosity. This process is known as
leveling23,24. Orchard25 was the first to estimate the damp-
ing of a sinusoidal-shaped coating layer using a linear model
that neglects inertial forces. This model was further ex-
tended to account for surface tension gradients due to sol-
vent evaporation26, to model the effect of surfactants27, and
to include viscoelastic effects in polymer films28. Similarly,
Howison et al.29 derived a low-dimensional analytical model
that considers variable surface tension, viscosity, solvent dif-
fusivity, and solvent evaporation rate for drying paint layers.
Recently, Wang et al.30 studied the leveling in bio-based anti-
fouling coatings and proposed an empirical model based on
the Orchard equation.

Several studies in the coating community have analyzed
the receptivity of the coating film to disturbances to optimize
the window of operating conditions. The most common ap-
proach uses the Finite Element Method (FEM) because it al-
lows for reproducing the complete geometry and any type of
perturbations31–33. The second option, much less expensive,
analyzes the frequency response of an analytical model of the
film to small sinusoidal perturbations34,35. In the context of
air-knife coating, Mendez et al.36 analyzed the receptivity of
the coating layer to several types of gas jet disturbances using
an extension of the IBL model for the jet wiping configuration.
This analysis was nevertheless limited to a 2D configuration.
The stability of falling liquid films subjected to parallel gas
flows has been also extensively investigated integral formula-
tions as in Vellingiri et al.37.

Recently, Ivanova et al.38 applied an IBL model and Linear
Stability Analysis (LSA) to investigate the evolution of 3D
perturbations on a vertical and upward-moving flat plate. This
configuration turned out to be more stable than falling films
because of an additional stabilizing mechanism due to non-
linearities acting even when surface tension is neglected.

In this work, we extend the analysis in Ivanova et al.38 in
various ways. First, we extend the linear stability analysis
of the IBL model to a 3D configuration and the non-linear
analysis to a broader range of perturbation wave numbers.
Second, we validate the IBL model with the pseudo-spectral

implementation of surface tension via comparison with the
DNS computations. Thirdly, and perhaps more noteworthy,
we capture and describe the non-linear and capillary stabiliza-
tion mechanisms, not only with DNS but also with the reduced
order model for the liquid film.

The rest of the article is organized as follows: Section II
briefly reviews the model formulation, the relevant dimension-
less numbers for its scaling, its numerical integration, and the
linear stability analysis. Section III describes the numerical
settings for the DNS computations using the Volume of Fluid
(VOF) method. Finally, Section IV collects the results, report-
ing on the stability maps derived from the linear theory, the
validation of the integral model for three-dimensional prob-
lems with and without surface tension, and the investigation
of the role of capillarity and non-linearities on the damping of
waves. Conclusions and perspectives are drawn in Section V.

II. THE INTEGRAL BOUNDARY LAYER MODEL AND
ITS LINEAR STABILITY

We consider the flow configuration illustrated in Fig. 1: a
thin film flow is dragged by a vertical flat surface moving up-
wards against gravity. The integral model formulation (IBL)
is presented in Section II 1 while Section II 2 briefly reports
on the numerical methods implemented for its resolution. Sec-
tion II 3 presents the linear stability analysis.

1. The IBL model formulation

In the vast majority of coating processes, thin films are
characterized by considerably larger length scales in the
stream wise (x) and span-wise (z) than in the cross-stream (y)
directions (cf. Fig. 1). In air-knife coating, for example, the
film thickness is of the order of 10 microns while the most
prominent waves feature a wavelength of the order of a cen-
timeter.

Defining the reference thickness as [h] and the reference
length as [x] to scale the axes as (x̂, ŷ, ẑ) = (x/[x],y/[h],z/[x]),
it is possible to introduce a film parameter, ε = [h]/[x] << 1,
that weights the contributions of the different forces at play. In
this scaling, inertia in the cross-stream coordinate (y) is neg-
ligible, and pressure can thus be considered constant along ŷ,
This approximation is the essence of the long-wave model-
ing and is similar to the one found in classic boundary layer
theory.

Similar to the Karman-Polhausen integral formulation in
boundary layers, it is possible to integrate the Navier-Stokes
equations with the relevant boundary conditions, assuming
that the velocity profile remains self-similar within the film.
This allows obtaining a 2D reduced order model involving
only the film thickness h(x,z, t) and the volumetric flow rates
in the stream-wise and span-wise directions, defined as:

qx(x,z, t) =
∫ h(t)

0
u(x,y,z, t)dy , (1a)
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FIG. 1: Schematic of the flow configuration investigated in
this work with relevant quantities. The reference frame is

chosen so that the stream-wise direction x̂ is aligned with the
substrate (upward) velocity, Up, and opposite to the

gravitational acceleration, g, although the IBL model is
derived considering x in the direction of gravity for

consistency with the literature of falling film models.

and

qz(x,z, t) =
∫ h(t)

0
w(x,y,z, t)dy . (1b)

The reader is referred to Chang et al.39 and Kalliadasis et
al.40 for an extensive discussion of these models. In this work,
we use the IBL model derived in Ivanova et al.38, nondimen-
sionalized using the scaling discussed in Mendez et al.41. The
set of equations reads:

∂t̂ ĥ+∂x̂q̂x̂ +∂ẑq̂ẑ = 0 , (2a)

∂t̂ q̂x̂ +∂x̂Fx̂x̂ +∂ẑFx̂ẑ =
1
δ

[
ĥ
(

∂x̂x̂x̂ĥ+∂x̂ẑẑĥ+1
)
+ τ̂w,x̂

]
,(2b)

∂t̂ q̂ẑ +∂x̂Fẑx̂ +∂ẑFẑẑ =
1
δ

[
ĥ
(

∂ẑẑẑĥ+∂ẑx̂x̂ĥ
)
+ τ̂w,ẑ

]
, (2c)

where δ = εRe is the reduced Reynolds number, with the film
Reynolds number defined as Re = [h]Up/νl = (U3

p/gνl)
1/2.

The flux terms

Fîî =
∫ ĥ(t̂)

0
v̂iv̂idy (3)

TABLE I: Reference quantities, denoted within square
brackets, for the Shkadov-like scaling7,41 of the problem.

The scaling is designed to keep surface tension at the leading
order in the force balance. Hence, the film parameter is
ε = µl Up/σ =Ca1/3 with Ca the Capillary number.

Reference Quantity Definition Expression

[h] (νl [u]/g)1/2 (νl Up/g)1/2

[x] [h]/ε [h]Ca−1/3

[u] Up Up

[v] εUp Up Ca1/3

[p] ρl g [x] ρl g [h]Ca−1/3

[τ] µl [u]/[h] (µl ρl gUp)
1/2

[t] [x]/[u] (νl/Us g)1/2 Ca−1/3

are the integral advective terms, and τw,x̂ = −∂ŷû|ŷ=0 and
τw,ẑ = −∂ŷŵ|ŷ=0 are the wall shear stresses. The reference
quantities used in the scaling of all variables are recalled in
Table I. The long wave assumption leading to the simplified
set of equations in (2) requires that δ ∼ O(1), which implies
that Re ∼ 1/ε .

Following Demekhin3, self-similarity of the velocity pro-
files is assumed for both components u(x,y,z) and w(x,y,z)
to close the model with a relation for the advection and shear
stress terms. At first order, these are taken as parabolic pro-
files obeying the boundary conditions at the wall and the in-
terface. In falling films, the validity of this assumption has
been investigated with DNS simulations42 and experiments11.
In air-knife coating, two-phase simulations have shown that
the parabolic assumption is reasonable even well outside the
asymptotic limit of validity of the long wave assumption22.
The self-similar velocity profiles are thus expressed as:

û(ĥ, q̂x, q̂ẑ) =
3

2ĥ3

(
−ĥ− q̂x̂

)
ŷ2 +

3
ĥ2

(
ĥ+ q̂x̂

)
ŷ−1 , (4a)

ŵ(ĥ, q̂x̂, q̂ẑ) =
−3q̂ẑ

2ĥ3
ŷ2 +

3q̂ẑ

ĥ2
ŷ . (4b)

Introducing (4) into the definition of the wall shear stress
gives

τ̂w,x̂ =−3q̂x̂

ĥ2
− 3

ĥ
, and τ̂w,ẑ =−3q̂ẑ

ĥ2
. (5)

Similarly, introducing (4) into the integral advection terms
gives

Fx̂x̂ =
∫ ĥ

0
û2dŷ =

1
5ĥ

(
6q̂2

x̂ +2ĥq̂x̂ + ĥ2
)
, (6a)

Fx̂ẑ = Fẑx̂ =
∫ ĥ

0
ûŵdŷ =

1
5ĥ

(
6q̂x̂q̂ẑ + ĥq̂ẑ

)
, (6b)
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Fẑẑ =
∫ ĥ

0
ŵ2dŷ =

6q̂2
ẑ

5ĥ
. (6c)

The system of equations (2a)-(2c) is closed by relations (5)
and (6).

To give an order of magnitude of the dimensionless quan-
tities encountered in standard coating processes, Table II col-
lects the typical values of dimensional and dimensionless pa-
rameters of interest and the wave number k = 2π/λ of the
most commonly observed perturbations. This study will fo-
cus on those ranges to provide conclusions directly relevant
to coating processes. It is worth noticing that the range of
reduced δ is well above the limit δ ∼ O(1) that justifies the
asymptotic expansion supporting the consistency of the model
in Eq.2. Therefore, the fact that the IBL model prediction is
in agreement with the DNS, as later showcased, came as an
unexpected and noteworthy surprise.

2. Numerical Methods for the IBL integration

The IBL model was integrated in this work using the Finite
Volume (FV) BLEW (Boundary LayEr Wiping) code devel-
oped at the von Karman Institute36,38,46. The reader is referred
to Ivanova et al38 for a description of the FV formulation
and related time-stepping. The latter combines the two-step
second-order Lax-Wendroff and the two-step first-order Lax-
Friedrich schemes using a user-specified blending (e.g.: 30 %
Lax-Wendroff and 70 % Lax-Friedrich) or flux/slope limiters
such as minmod, van Albada, and others47.

In all the investigated test cases, we consider a rectangu-
lar computational domain, introducing the disturbances at the
bottom boundary (cf. Fig. 1). The perturbations are intro-
duced in the stream-wise flow rate as

q̂x(0, ẑ, t̂) = q̂x0

[
1+Asin

(
2π f̂ t̂

)
sin

(2π

λ̂z

)]
l(ẑ) , (7)

where A is the relative amplitude of the perturbation with re-
spect to the undisturbed base state, f̂ is the dimensionless fre-
quency (related to the stream-wise dimensionless wavelength
λ̂x through the advection velocity ≈ 1), λ̂z is the dimension-
less span-wise wavelength, and l(ẑ) is the smooth step func-
tion acting as a mask to damp the disturbances to zero on the
lateral sides of the domain, hence limiting the waves to the
range λ̂z/2 < ẑ < L̂z − λ̂z/2. The initial (unperturbed) condi-
tions are given by the steady state solution of the IBL model,
i.e. :


ĥ(x̂, ẑ,0) = ĥ0 ,

q̂x(x̂, ẑ,0) = 1
3 ĥ3

0 − ĥ0 ,

q̂z(x̂, ẑ,0) = 0 .
(8)

The numerical domain covers a distance L̂x = 5λx in the
stream-wise direction x̂, and L̂z = 4λz in the span-wise di-
rection ẑ. The computational mesh is uniform and square
(∆x=∆z =∆), with a cell size adjusted to the perturbation fre-
quency using a user-defined parameter nλ , such that the num-
ber of cells per dominant wavelength is ∆ = min(1/ f̂ , λ̂z)/nλ .
All boundaries, except the bottom one, are treated as outlets
using linear extrapolation.

An important extension over the previous implementation
of the solver lies in the treatment of surface tension. In lit-
erature, this term is usually implemented using Fourier Spec-
tral methods (FSM)14,48–50, which provide high accuracy and
negligible numerical diffusion. However, this implementation
requires periodic boundary conditions, e.g. h(x = 0) = h(x =
Lx). This type of configuration is known as closed flow con-
dition, and its application is not possible in open flow settings
where perturbations are continuously introduced on one side
of the domain and left growing unbounded downstream13.

With the aim of balancing the accuracy of spectral-based
computation of the surface tension term with the robustness
of the available FV formulation, we implemented in this work
a filtered spectral differentiation for the third derivatives in
Eq. 2b and 2c. Let H(k̂x, k̂z, t̂) denote the 2D Discrete Fourier
Transform of the film thickness ĥ(x̂, ẑ, t̂) at time t̂, that is:

H(k̂x, k̂z, t̂) = F{ĥ}=
nx−1

∑
n=0

nz−1

∑
m=0

ĥ(x̂n, ẑm)e−i(k̂x x̂n+k̂z ẑm) , (9)

where k̂x and k̂z are the wave numbers in each direction, i =√
−1 , and nx and nz are the number of grid points in x̂ and ẑ,

respectively. We denote as F−1() the inverse discrete Fourier
transform, such that ĥ = F−1(H).

Let HF(k̂x, k̂z) denote the 2D transfer function of a second-
order isotropic Butterworth filter:

HF(k̂x, k̂y) = 1/[1+(D(k̂x, k̂y)/D0)
4] , (10)

where D = (k̂2
x + k̂2

z )
1/2 and D0 = min(1/ f̂ , λ̂z)Fcut is the cut-

off wave number, based on the shortest wavelength introduced
by the flow rate perturbation, and Fcut a user-defined cut-off
parameter that modulates the filtering intensity. Its effect on
the computations is addressed later in Section IV B.

The low-pass filtered signal of the film thickness is thus
the inverse of the product h̃ = F−1(HHF). The smoothed
derivatives can be easily computed in the Fourier domain. For
example, the smoothed capillary terms in Eq. 2b becomes

∂x̂x̂x̂ĥ = F−1(k̂3
xHHF) and ∂ẑx̂x̂ĥ = F−1(k̂zk̂2

xHHF) . (11)

Since the aforementioned spectral computation implies the
periodicity of ĥ, we artificially extend the domain as shown in
Fig. 2 using a cubic extrapolation, and then truncate it back to
its original length. This is equivalent to a linear extrapolation
of the third derivatives in the surface tension term and miti-
gates problems at the boundaries due to the lack of periodicity.



Damping of three-dimensional waves on coating films dragged by moving substrates 5

TABLE II: Reference quantities of different coating processes according to the bibliography.

Coating method h0[µm] ĥ0 Up [m/s] δ Ca λ [mm] k̂x f [Hz] f̂

Air-knife coating20,21,36 5.0-25 0.02-0.12 0.5-2 70-300 0.003-0.01 3-30 0.3-2 40-500 0.05-0.3

Slot die coating31–33,35,43 10-100 0.02-0.3 0.05-2 1-260 0.05-4 1.5-3.5 1.5-4.5 30-80 0.2-0.7

Slide die coating44 70-150 0.02-0.12 0.1-1.5 1-120 0.1-1.5 0.3-0.8 10.0-32 100-2000 1.5-5

Gravure roll coating45 3.0-7 0.01-0.03 0.16-2 3-300 0.01-0.1 0.15-0.5 7.0-40 400-2600 1.0-7

FIG. 2: Original thickness profiles along the stream-wise x̂
(top) and span-wise ẑ (bottom) coordinates together with the
smoothed version F−1(HHF) used to compute the capillary
terms. Outside the black dashed lines, the original thickness
profiles are extrapolated and periodicity is enforced at both
sides. The data correspond to the validation test case with

surface tension in Section IV B.

A domain extension of Lx/4 and Lz/4 in x and z respectively
proved sufficient in all cases, although this parameter depends
largely on the domain discretization, numerical methods and
wavelengths among others.

The spatial filtering in the computation of the capillary
terms is here considered for numerical stabilization purposes,
in particular to limit numerical dispersion. The rationale is to
avoid the third derivatives interacting with wavelengths that
would be physically damped but might arise because of nu-
merical artifacts.

3. Linear stability analysis (LSA) of the IBL model

We now extend the linear stability analysis in Ivanova et
al.38 to three-dimensional perturbations. We are thus inter-
ested in the linearization of (2)-(6) around the steady-state
solution and introduce a perturbation on the flow variables
(h,qx,qz). Since all variables are dimensionless in the follow-
ing, we drop the ˆ notation for simplicity. Given φ = φ0 + φ̃

the decomposition of the general variable φ into the base state
φ0 and the perturbation φ̃ ≪ 1, we consider a normal mode
perturbation φ̃ = φε ei(k·x−ωt) with k = [kx,kz] ∈ R2 the wave
number vector, x = [x,z], ω = ωr + iωi ∈ C the angular fre-
quency. Introducing the harmonic perturbation, linearizing
the set of equations, and simplifying the terms related to the

base state leads to:

−iωhε + ikxqx,ε + ikzqz,ε = 0 , (12a)

− ih2
0ωqx,ε + ikx

[
2qx,ε

5
(
qx0h0 +h2

0
)
+

hε

5
(
h2

0 −6q2
x0
)]

+ ikzh0
qz,ε

5
(
6qx0 +h0

)
=

1
δ

[
3h2

0hε − ih3
0kxhε

(
k2

x + k2
z
)
−3qx,ε −3hε

]
, (12b)

− ih2
0ωqz,ε + ikx

[
qz,ε

5
(
6qx0h0 +h2

0
)]

=
1
δ

[
−ih3

0kzhε

(
k2

x + k2
z
)
−3qz,ε

]
. (12c)

This set of equations constitutes the dispersion relation D
of the frequencies ω ∈C to the wave numbers k for a given set
of parameters (h0,δ ), i.e. D(k,ω;h0,δ ) = 0. For a given pair
(h0,δ ), the system is linearly stable against perturbations with
wave numbers k if the associated ω ∈ R has ωi = Im(ω)< 0
and linearly unstable if ωi = Im(ω)> 0. Solutions with ωi =
0 are neutrally stable.

The mapping of the stability regions for each pair (h0,δ )
was carried out by solving the equations (12) for ωr,ωi over
a wide range of wave numbers k. The equations were solved
using the fsolve function in the SciPy51 package.

III. TWO-PHASE FLOW CFD SIMULATIONS

The Direct Numerical Simulations (DNS) of the liquid film
flow were carried out with interFoam solver in OpenFOAM.
Section III A presents the governing equations based on the
two-phase flow problem formulation; Section III B presents
the simulation setup.

A. Volume of Fluid formulation

The simulations were carried out using an algebraic formu-
lation of the Volume Of Fluid (VOF)52 method in which the
interface capturing is based on an extra variable, known as the
liquid volume fraction α . The value at a cell is α = 1 if it is
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filled with phase 1 (liquid), and α = 0 if it is filled with phase
2 (gas). The interface lies in the cells where 0 < α < 1.

The volume fraction is transported by

∂α

∂ t
+∇ · (α u)+∇ · (urα(1−α)) = 0 , (13)

where u = (u,v,w) is the flow velocity, and the last term in-
cludes an artificial velocity ur to limit additional diffusion pro-
duced by the interface smearing. This term is based on the
face flux, and its magnitude can be adjusted with the param-
eter cα , which ranges between 0 (compression deactivated)
and 1 (maximum compression). The equation is solved using
the Multidimensional Universal Limiter for Explicit Solution
(MULES) algorithm, an OpenFOAM implementation of the
flux-corrected transport technique that guarantees bounded-
ness in hyperbolic equations. The reader interested in a com-
plete description of the implementation and the validation is
referred to Márquez Damián53, and Deshpande et al.54.

The system of PDEs is completed with the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations:

∇ ·u = 0 , (14a)

∂ (ρu)
∂ t

+∇ · (ρu⊗u) =−∇p+ρg+∇ · [2µS]+Sσ ,(14b)

where p is the pressure, µ is the dynamic viscosity, S =
(∇u+∇uT )/2 is the strain rate tensor and Sσ is the term ac-
counting for the capillary pressure induced by surface tension.
The latter is computed using the Continuum Surface Force
(CSF) model. The fluid properties φ are locally computed us-
ing a weighted average (φ = φ1α + φ2(1−α)) based on the
volume fraction α and the fluid properties of the phases (φ1
and φ2).

B. Numerical setup

The computational domain for the DNS simulations is rep-
resented in Figure 3 together with the relevant boundary con-
ditions. Its extension in the stream-wise and cross-stream-
wise directions is the same as the one in the IBL simulations
with the code BLEW. The inlet is split into two patches: one
for the liquid film (below) and one for the ambient air (above).
The flow is perturbed in terms of the liquid velocity field in-
stead of on the flow rate as in the IBL solver. A velocity pro-
file must therefore be prescribed at the inlet. Both parabolic
and constant profiles were considered, but the impact on the
wave dynamics was found to be negligible. Finally, the patch
corresponding to the substrate is defined as a wall with veloc-
ity Up while the other patches are configured as outlets (zero
gradients).

The mesh size was adjusted using the same approach than
in BLEW, based on the number of cells per expected wave-
length. In the cross-stream direction, the grid spacing is
∆y = h0/nh, where nh is the number of cells across the film

(a) Three-dimensional representation of the computational
domain of the two-phase DNS simulations.

(b) Slice of the mesh taken at a z-midpoint.

FIG. 3: Computational domain (a) and mesh (b) for the DNS
simulations. The boundary conditions represented in (a) are:
a wall on the bottom, where the velocity, Up, is opposite to

gravity, g. The red boundaries are outlets where a zero
gradient condition is set for all variables, and the boundary

on the top (not shown in this figure) fixes the reference
pressure p = 0. The inlet is colored with the velocity field

perturbed as described in Eq. 7 and with the velocity profile
across the film given by Eq. 4. The y-coordinate is scaled by

a factor 25 for plotting purposes.

thickness h0, until y = 2h0. From here, a cell-to-cell expan-
sion ratio of 1.1 is applied until the top boundary, located at
y = 2.5h0 where the reference pressure is fixed (p = 0).

The simulations were conducted with water (ρl = 1000
kg/m3, µl = 0.001 Pa·s and σ = 0.0728 N/m) as a working
liquid, and air (ρg = 1.2 kg/m3 and µg = 1.776×10−5 Pa·s).
These were initialized with a liquid film of constant thickness
h = ĥ0[h] and uniform velocity equal to the substrate Up. The
Crank-Nicolson temporal scheme with a blending parameter
0.5 was used for the time stepping; this provided a reason-
able compromise between accuracy and robustness. The sen-
sitivity of the results to the mesh discretization is examined in
Section IV B.

IV. RESULTS

The results are divided into three sections. Section IV A
presents the results of the LSA of the IBL model. Section IV B
reports on the sensitivity of the IBL model to finite amplitude
perturbations and its validation with the DNS computations.
Finally, the section closes in Section IV C with a discussion
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on the role of capillarity and non-linearities on the damping
of three-dimensional waves.

A. Linear stability of the IBL model

We consider the solution ωi of the dispersion relation in
Section II 3 for several sets of parameters [δ , ĥ0] over a
range of dimensionless wave numbers k̂ = (k̂x, k̂z). The latter
are compatible with the process windows of several coating
techniques analysed in the literature20,21,31–33,35,36,44,45.. We
mainly focus on air-knife and slot die coating; hence, we re-
strict the analysis to three reduced Reynolds numbers (δ = 50,
150, and 250) and three dimensionless thicknesses (ĥ0 = 0.05,
0.1, 0.2). The selected range of dimensionless wave numbers
kx,kz ∈ [0,5] covers a wide range of operating conditions ac-
cording to Table II. The highest wave number corresponds to
a dimensionless frequency of f̂ ≈ 0.8, which is a significantly
high considering than the frequency of maximum receptiv-
ity in 2D air-knife coating was found to be at approximately
f̂ = 0.0536. In slot-die coating, however, the receptivity of the
film is larger and the wave numbers rise up to k̂x of 4.5.

The results for the nine selected conditions are presented in
Fig. 4 in the form of contour plots of the amplification fac-
tor ωi. The black line separating the linearly unstable regions
with ωi > 0 (below) from those linearly stable with ωi < 0
(above) indicates neutral stability. As expected, increasing ĥ0
and δ reduces the stability region. For instance, when com-
paring the results at δ = 150 and different ĥ0 (Fig. 4b and 4h,
respectively), it is found that the system becomes more unsta-
ble when ĥ0 increases. The same occurs when ĥ0 is fixed at 0.2
and δ increases from 50 to 250 (Fig. 4g and 4i, respectively).
In addition, the ratio between the largest amplification and the
largest attenuation factor is much higher in the most unstable
case in figure 4i than in the most stable one in figure 4a. In the
case ĥ0 = 0.05 and δ = 50, the largest amplification factor is
null within two digits (ωi ≈ 0), while the strongest attenuation
is characterized by ωi =−23.4. On the other hand, in the case
ĥ0 = 0.2 and δ = 250, the largest amplification is ωi = 4.86,
while the most stable conditions are close to neutral (ωi ≈ 0).

Comparing these results to those of Ivanova et al.38 for two-
dimensional perturbations (k̂z = 0), we observe that the sys-
tem is globally more unstable when three-dimensional distur-
bances are considered. In the LSA, the stabilization of the
system is solely due to the capillarity terms proportional to k̂3

on the RHS of (12); these act compensating the inertial desta-
bilization generated by the terms proportional to k̂ on the LHS.
The interplay between these forces in both directions is also
depicted in these stability maps. Inertia dominates over cap-
illarity along the k̂x axis, since the amplification factor ωi is a
growing function of k̂x (the stability region at a given k̂z is re-
duced at larger kx), while the reverse is true along the k̂z axis.
The different behavior in each direction is due to the substrate
motion, which might destabilize the flow in the stream-wise
coordinate. On the other hand, increasing the k̂z at constant k̂x
stabilizes the system because the capillary terms in (12) grow
faster than the inertial terms even at very small wave numbers.

Following this rationale, the system must be linearly sta-

ble for sufficiently high wave numbers, above which capillar-
ity always compensates inertia. This is shown in Fig. 5 for
ĥ0 = 0.05 and δ = 150, which plots the stability map over a
larger wave number space. The maximum amplification oc-
curs at k̂ = (55,1), and surface tension restores the stability
for all k̂z > 2.5. Nevertheless, these ranges correspond to non-
physically high stream-wise wave numbers k̂x in usual coating
applications as shown in Table II, hence in the following sec-
tions, we focus on a narrower range of wave numbers, namely
the ones shown in Fig. 4.

B. Validation of the film solver

The objective of this section is two-fold: (1) report on the
sensitivity of the IBL and the DNS simulations to the nu-
merical setup, and (2) validate the IBL simulations against
DNS. The working fluids are air and water with fluid prop-
erties as detailed in Section III B, and substrate velocity Up
equal to 1.45 m/s in the direction against gravity. The re-
sulting Reynolds number is Re = 558 and the film parameter
ε = 0.27, leading to a reduced Reynolds number of δ = 151.
Once again, we stress that this is well beyond the expected
limit of validity for the IBL model (Section II 1). The film
thickness as base state is set to ĥ0 = 0.1, and the stream-
wise flow rate is perturbed as in (7) with a relative ampli-
tude A = 0.1, frequency f̂ = 0.48, and span-wise wavelength
λ̂z = 1/ f̂ such that the wavelengths in both directions are iden-
tical. In dimensional form, this configuration corresponds to a
mean film thickness of approximately 38 microns and wave-
lengths of 3 millimeters.

We start by analyzing the sensitivity of the computations
in absence of surface tension, in order to validate the pseudo-
spectral implementation of the surface tension terms in an in-
dependent way. Fig.6 documents the mesh sensitivity of the
DNS simulations (a) and IBL simulations (b) through the in-
stantaneous thickness profiles along x̂ and ẑ. The top plot
shows the downstream evolution of waves in a longitudinal
plane at ẑ = λ̂z/2+ λ̂z/4 (where the perturbation amplitude is
maximum), and the bottom one depicts the transverse profiles
taken at the crest of the wave closest to the outlet. Note that
the y-axis –of the order of micrometers– is significantly en-
larged compared to x and z –of the order of millimeters– for
plotting purposes in all figures.

The DNS has an additional degree of freedom because
the cross-stream direction is also discretized. Therefore, the
number of cells per wavelength nλ is varied together with
the cell number across the film, nh, as detailed in the cap-
tion of Fig. 6a. The DNS was found to be more dependent
on the mesh resolution, where a minimum cell size in both
stream/span-wise and cross-stream directions is required to
fully capture the physics of the problem. The mesh M3, con-
sisting of 125 cells per wavelength and 40 cells across the
film (22.4 M cells in total) was sufficient to reach mesh in-
dependence in OpenFOAM. Similarly, the minimum number
of cells per wavelength nλ is approximately 100 in the IBL
simulations.

The mesh independent solutions are qualitatively con-
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

FIG. 4: Colour map of ωi for δ=50, 150, and 250 for ĥ0 = 0.05 (a,b,c), 0.1 (d,e,f) and 0.2 (g,h,i). The white lines show the
isolines of ωi, and the black thick line corresponds to the neutral curve, i.e.: the boundary between the unstable (below) and

stable (above) regions. The labels in Fig. 4h correspond to the test cases investigated in Section IV C.

fronted in Fig. 7a with instantaneous three-dimensional thick-
ness distributions and in Fig. 8 with longitudinal and transver-
sal thickness profiles. Comparing the stream-wise profiles,
the initial growth of the perturbation is slightly different: the
wave closer to the inlet in the DNS gets steeper and higher
compared to IBL. This is probably due to the differences in
the inlet boundary conditions (i.e. perturbation of the flow
rate in IBL, and velocity in DNS) and modeling strategies (i.e.
the interaction between the liquid film and the quiescent at-
mosphere is not considered in the film solver). However, the
agreement is satisfactory in the sense that the shape, ampli-
tude, and speed of the waves remain rather unaltered in both
cases. This is further supported by the excellent matching ob-
served in the transverse profiles in Fig. 8.

The same validation is repeated with the surface tension
terms in Eq. 2, and increasing the perturbation amplitude to
A = 0.2 to enhance capillary forces. This case aims at validat-
ing the pseudo-spectral implementation for the surface ten-
sion introduced in Section II 1 in capillary dominated film
flows. The comparison between IBL and DNS simulations
is illustrated with two instantaneous thickness distributions in
Fig. 7b and thickness profiles in Fig. 9. The 3D plot shows
that the qualitative agreement is satisfactory since both solvers
capture the initial growth of the waves, followed by capillary
damping. The differences are more evident in the profiles in
Fig. 9a; however, the agreement is fair taking into account the
approximations of the IBL model and the uncertainty of the
VOF computations due to the diffusion at the interface. The
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FIG. 5: Same plot as in Fig. 4, for the case with δ=150 and
ĥ0 =0.05. The white area is the stable region (ωi < 0). Above
k̂x > 80 and k̂x > 2.5, all waves a linearly stable because of

surface tension.

(a) M1 (1.2 M cells): nλ = 50, nh = 11; M2 (8.8 M cells):
nλ = 100, nh = 22; M3 (22.4 M cells): nλ = 125, nh = 40; M4

(35.3 M cells): nλ = 150, nh = 45.

(b) M1 (12.5 k cells): nλ = 25, M2 (50 k cells): nλ = 50 , M3 (200
k cells): nλ = 100, M4 (312.5 k cells): nλ = 125.

FIG. 6: Sensitivity analysis with respect to the mesh in
OpenFOAM (a) and BLEW (b).

delay of the DNS signal compared to the IBL previously ob-
served in Fig. 8 seems to be mitigated when surface tension is
active since it limits the abrupt wave growth at the inlet. Fi-
nally, the impact of the filtering of the capillary terms is shown
in Fig. 9b, which compares the downstream evolution of the

waves for several cut-off parameters Fcut ranging from 25 to
150. Setting this parameter between 50 and 150 is found to
be sufficient to get independent results, which proves that the
filtering does not affect the scales associated with the pertur-
bations. On the other hand, the simulations with Fcut > 175
diverge due to noise amplification. These results confirm that
our proposed pseudo-spectral implementation is suitable to
preserve the numerical stability of the solver without com-
promising the accuracy of the results. More remarkably, these
results validate the predictions of the IBL model in conditions
that are well outside the asymptotic limits of its derivation.

Finally, it is worth stressing that the computational cost of
DNS is orders of magnitude larger than that of the IBL sim-
ulations due to the mesh requirements and the complexity of
the governing equations. To give an order of magnitude, sim-
ulating one flow-through in DNS requires approximately 12
hours on 64 Intel E5-2680v3 CPUs at the Centro de Super-
computación de Galicia (CESGA), while the equivalent in
IBL simulations requires 5 minutes on a single core of the
same machine.

C. Role of capillarity and non-linearities on wave damping

We now focus on the effect of capillary and non-linear
terms on the damping of waves using both the IBL and the
DNS. The results are also confronted with the LSA in Sec-
tion IV A. The aim was to assess the validity of these tools in
the decision-making process in coating lines.

We consider the same test case used in the previous section
for validation (Up = 1.45m/s, δ = 150, ε = 0.27), although
the water film thickness is now set at ĥ0 = 0.2 (≈ 76µm in
the investigated conditions) and the perturbation amplitude is
A = 0.05. At this stage, we opted for a rather thick film to
have large effects of the perturbation amplification and make
the capillary effect more evident.

The mapping of linear amplification ω̂i for this configura-
tion is illustrated in Fig. 4h; the labels identify three different
flow configurations with identical stream-wise wave number
k̂x = 3 and three span-wise wave numbers: label (1) corre-
sponds to a 2D disturbances (k̂z = 0); labels (2) and (3) corre-
spond to 3D disturbances, (k̂z = 3 and k̂z = 5 respectively). We
thus focus on the effect of span-wise disturbances on the film
response. The qualitative evolution of the waves in these three
cases is illustrated in Fig. 10 (IBL on the left and DNS on the
right). The agreement between the two numerical solvers (and
models) is excellent. Once again, this result is surprising and
noteworthy, considering that the conditions are well outside
the theoretical range of validity of the IBL model.

Although the wave damping is evident, especially for three-
dimensional disturbances, at this stage it is not possible to de-
termine to which extent the damping is due to surface ten-
sion or to the non-linear stabilization mechanism identified in
Ivanova et al.38. This is why we repeated the DNS computa-
tion of case 2 (k̂x = k̂z = 3) setting zero surface tension. The
resulting wave evolution in Fig. 11 shows a fast increase of the
wave amplitude until saturation, where the amplitude reaches
approximately 25 % of the base state film thickness. These
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 7: Snapshots of the three-dimensional evolution of the waves. Comparison of the IBL simulation in BLEW (left) and DNS
in OpenFOAM (right). The cases in (a) are computed without surface tension; cases in (b) have surface tension active. All

snapshots are taken at a sufficiently large time, to let the wave pattern establish.

FIG. 8: Comparison between the IBL simulations (in BLEW)
and the DNS simulations (in OpenFOAM, OF) in the absence
of surface tension. The stream-wise (x) thickness evolution is

displayed on the top, and the span-wise (z) on the bottom.

results confirm that for these conditions, the amplitude decay
observed in Fig. 10 is entirely due to the effect of surface ten-
sion and not to the non-linear damping. The effect of the latter
depends on the frequency and film thickness38 and is further
discussed with DNS computations at the end of this section.

Returning to the analysis of the results in Fig. 10, in all the
investigated cases, the film presents the usual abrupt initial
growth followed by a progressive smoothing due to surface
tension. This effect is much more evident in the 3D cases, as
shown in Fig. 10b for k̂z = 3 and Fig. 10c for k̂z = 5. In these
cases, the strong capillary-induced damping is dominated by

the 3D-induced effects of surface tension. This results in the
vanishing of waves after one of two wavelengths from their
full growth. This effect, which becomes increasingly dom-
inant as the span-wise wave number increases, can be well
appreciated in the structure of the IBL model in (2). The sim-
plicity of the governing equations allows for analyzing the rel-
ative contribution of the terms in various conditions.

For example, it is interesting to note that the model pre-
serves 2D solutions if the boundary conditions sets q̂z|x=0 = 0
as in the base state: in this case, all flux and source terms in
(2c) cancel resulting in ∂t̂ q̂ẑ = 0 and hence no span-wise flow
can be produced. The DNS confirms this is not an artifact of
the model as the transverse velocity component, w, also re-
mains null downstream. Similarly, it can be shown that when
the surface tension terms (third derivatives in (2b) and (2c))
become dominant as in the case shown in Fig. 10, the system
responds with a variation of the stream and span-wise flow
rates. This is illustrated in Fig. 12 with the span-wise flow
rate q̂z distribution for case 2 (k̂x = k̂z = 3). The 3D capil-
lary damping is therefore linked to a production of span-wise
flow rate, which simultaneously enhances the non-linear in-
teractions, further damping the waves. In this regard, it is re-
markable that the IBL model captures the interaction between
stream-wise and span-wise components of the flow in agree-
ment with the Navier-Stokes equations.

These results are also in qualitative agreement with the pre-
dictions of the LSA in Fig. 4h. The trend is correctly captured
since an increase of the span-wise wave number k̂z is benefi-
cial for the stability of the system in all frameworks. On the
other hand, the exact stability regions have not been correctly
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 9: Comparison in terms thickness profiles along x (top)
and z (bottom) predicted by IBL and DNS (a), and sensitivity
of the results to the cut-off parameter Fcut of the Butterworth

filter (b). The test case is the one in Fig. 8 but with larger
perturbation (A = 0.2) and including the surface tension.

identified: for instance, cases 1 and 2 –unstable according to
LSA– resulted to be stable in the non-linear framework (the
waves decay as they travel downstream with both the IBL and
DNS solvers). The mismatch between linear and non-linear
tools is not surprising and can be attributed to various causes.
First, the LSA neglects the non-linear terms in the governing
equations, which according to previous studies38 might have
an stabilization effect on the flow. Second, the LSA relies
on infinitesimal perturbations on (ĥ, q̂x, q̂z) and the initial re-
sponse of the flow, while the IBL and DNS models impose
finite perturbations (A = 0.05) and consider the film response
over larger time scales. Third, it is well known that IBL model
fails to predicting the location of the neutral stability curves
because high order corrections of the velocity profile are not
considered55. Nevertheless, the presented results validate the
IBL approach in conditions relevant to coating process and
shows that it can be useful to characterize the evolution of 2D
and 3D perturbations in industrially relevant conditions.

Finally, we close with a note on the non-linear stabilizing
mechanism documented in Ivanova et al38 using the same
IBL model in absence of surface tension. The analysis of
this non-linear damping mechanism is carried out on the ba-
sis of DNS computations using water and air as working flu-

ids. Fig. 13 depicts the film thickness profiles normalized with
their respective nominal value ĥ0 for three different configura-
tions characterized by ĥ0=[0.1;0.2;0.3]. The substrate veloc-
ity is Up = 1.46 m/s, leading to a reduced Reynolds number
δ = 153. The stream-wise flow rate is perturbed at a dimen-
sionless frequency f̂ = 0.1 and relative amplitude A = 0.2, so
that the flow remains strictly bi-dimensional.

The non-linear damping previously reported for the same
conditions38 is well captured in our DNS computations, and
its effect increases with the film thickness ĥ0, in agreement
with the previous findings. The non-linearities are enhanced
by the initial growth of the perturbation, which on the other
hand increases with the nominal film thickness ĥ0. This sta-
bilizing mechanism is mostly driven by the velocity differ-
ence in the bulk of the film (approximately the velocity of the
moving plate) and the wave crest (slower due to the action of
gravity acting towards the left in this figure). The wave shape
is also significantly altered due to gravity, which deflects it
downwards as it is slowed down. In the extreme case of large
waves, part of the crest might detach from the bulk flow and
break up in droplets. The IBL solver cannot cope with this
type of flows, and therefore needs to be carefully applied in
these flow regimes.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the evolution of three-dimensional
disturbances on liquid films dragged by upward-moving sub-
strates, a fundamental flow configuration in coating processes
such as the air-knife and slot-die coating. We analyzed the
downstream evolution of 2D and 3D disturbances using two-
phase Direct Numerical Simulations (DNS) and the Integral
Boundary Layer (IBL) thin film model. For the second, we
consider both Linear Stability Analysis (LSA) and nonlinear
analysis by simulating the response of the full model to finite
perturbations.

The sensitivity of the IBL and DNS solvers to the numeri-
cal configuration has been examined in detail. The agreement
between these has been found to be excellent considering the
disparity in complexity and computational cost and consider-
ing that the investigated conditions are well outside the range
of validity for the asymptotic expansion underpinning the IBL
derivation. The IBL solver has been validated with three-
dimensional non-periodic waves against DNS computations
carried out with OpenFOAM, and the implemented pseudo-
spectral algorithm to compute the capillary terms has proved
to effectively constrain the numerical dispersion without com-
promising the accuracy of the computations.

The linear stability analysis of the IBL governing equations
allowed for deriving the amplification contours ω̂(kx,kz) for
different film thickness ĥ0 and reduced Reynolds numbers δ .
The stability of the system with respect to the stream and span-
wise wave numbers has been analyzed within a typical range
of operational conditions of coating processes. The results
have been confronted with the predictions of the nonlinear
IBL and DNS solvers for three cases to investigate the role
of capillary damping. The span-wise disturbances turned out
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(a) Case 1: k̂x = 3 , k̂z = 0

(b) Case 2: k̂x = 3 , k̂z = 3

(c) Case 3: k̂x = 3 , k̂z = 5

FIG. 10: Three-dimensional evolution of the film thickness for case 1 (a), 2 (b) and 3 (c) with the stream and span-wise wave
numbers indicated in the captions. The results obtained with the IBL solver BLEW are shown on the left, and the DNS

OpenFOAM computations on the right.

to have a stabilizing effect on the film due to the generation of
a span-wise flow rate that drives the liquid from crests toward
troughs.

The LSA correctly predicted the stabilizing effect of higher

span-wise wave numbers, although the stability regions are
not in agreement with the nonlinear analysis described in Sec-
tion IV C. Finally, the nonlinear damping mechanism reported
in Ivanova et al.38 has been confirmed with our DNS computa-
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FIG. 11: Three-dimensional evolution of the film thickness for case 2 in Fig. 10b in absence of surface tension.

FIG. 12: Spatial evolution of the span-wise flow rate q̂z for
the base case (k̂x = 3, k̂z = 3) when surface tension is

activated in the IBL solver. The same computation in absence
of surface tension leads to q̂z = 0 everywhere, and therefore

it is not included here.

FIG. 13: Stream-wise evolution of three liquid films
characterized by δ = 153 and with a dimensionless frequency

of f̂ = 0.1 and amplitude of A = 0.2 as in Ivanova et al.38,
except for ĥ0=0.3 in which the amplitude has been fixed at

0.1 to avoid breakup of the wave crest. The vertical axis has
been normalized with the nominal film thickness ĥ/ĥ0.

tions. However, it is found to be weakly active within the op-
erating window under study. This effect is more pronounced
for larger film thicknesses and larger amplitudes.

The results obtained with the synthetic cases in this work
can be extrapolated to different industrial coating processes.
The validated nonlinear film model proves to be a helpful tool
to investigate the dynamics of paints and coatings while still
in liquid phase after deposition, especially for non-periodic
three-dimensional defects. The results even suggest the pos-
sibility of generating intentional 3D disturbance patterns in
coatings to promote the smoothing of the free surface by cap-
illarity, and open the door for using the model to train active
control strategies as in Cimpeanu et al.56. We are currently
working on more complex configurations involving interfacial
shear stress and pressure gradient imposed by an external gas
flow, as it occurs in the jet wiping process.
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