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A bstract

W e review the free energy approach to the kinetics of surfactant adsorption at uid/ uid in-
terfaces. The form alisn is applied to several system s. For non-ionic surfactant solutions the resuls
coincide w ith previousm odels w hile ndicating their Iim its of validity. W e study the case of surfactant
m ixtures, ocusing on the relation between the m ixture kinetics and the properties of its individual
constituents. Strong electrostatic interactions in salt—free ionic surfactant solutions drastically m odify
the adsorption kinetics. In this case the theory accounts for experim ental results which could not
be previously understood. The e ect of screening by added sal is studied as well. O ur theoretical
predictions are com pared w ith available experim ents.
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1 Introduction

T he kinetics of surfactant adsorption is a fundam entalproblem of interfacial science playing a key role in
various processes and phenom ena, such asw etting, foam ing and stabilization of liquid Im s. Forexam ple,
the w etting rate ofa substrate by surfactant solutionsw as show n to be correlated w ith the dynam ic surface
tension of the solution, rather than is equilbrium surface tension t'II_:]. Since the pioneering theoretical
work of W ard and Tordaiin the 1940s @], the kinetics of surfactant adsorption has been the ob Ect of
thorough experin entaland theoretical research {1{ 1.

The problem ofadsorption kinetics, being a non-equilbrium one, poses severaltheoreticaldi culties.
O ne question concems the adsorption m echanisn at the interface and its coupling to the kinetics in
the buk solution. Another in portant question is related to the de nition and calculation of the tin e-
dependent interfacialtension asm easured In experin ents. P revioustheoreticalw orkshave addressed these
questions by adding appropriate assum ptions to the theory. Such m odels can be roughly sum m arized by
the follow Ing schem e: (i) consider a di usive transport of surfactant m olecules from a sam #n nite bulk
solution (follow ngW ard and Tordai); (i) ntroduce a certain adsorption equation asaboundary condition
at the interface; (i) solve forthe tin edependent surface coverage; (I7) assum e that the equilbrium
equation of state isvalid also out ofequilbriim and calculate the dynam ic surface tension. W hilke certain
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m odels take an eunJanum adsorption isotherm as the Interfacialboundary condition [é]{ ], others use
a kinetic equation [EJ) ik ll?n _

_ The purpose of this article is to review a theoretical approach based on a free-energy fom alisn f_lj]{
f_l@l]. The m ain advantage of the freeenergy approach is that all the equations are derived from a single
functional, thus yielding a m ore com plete and consistent description of the kinetics In the entire system .
The de nition and calculation ofthe dynam ic surface tension results naturally from the form alisn itself,
and extension to m ore com plicated interactions can then follow . In this review we sum m arize the essence
of the freeenergy approach and its application to various system s while skipping m ost of the technical
calculations. M ore details can be found In previous publications [13 N fl6

T he next section presents the generaltheoretical fram ew ork and basic considerations ofour form alisn .
In the sections that ollow we apply this general schem e to three in portant exam ples. F irst, the sin plest
case of a single-com ponent, non-ionic surfactant solution is considered. W e analyze the various stages
and characteristic tim e scales of the adsorption process. Resuls of previous m odels are recovered as
special cases, and their lim its of validity are de ned. In the second exam ple the treatm ent of the non—
Jonic case is extended to surfactant m ixtures. E xperin ents portray a large variety of phenom ena speci ¢
to m ixed system s [g],[_i]‘]{ {_Z-C_i] For instance, m ore com plex dynam ic surface tension is observed due to
com petition between di erent species. W e focus on the relation between the adsorption behavior of the
m ixture and the properties of its individual constituents. C ertain cases are found, where m ixing several
surfactant species m ay lead to signi cant di erences in the kinetics. T he third exam ple concems ionic
surfactant solutions. In salt—free systam s, strong electrostatic interactions are found to drastically m odify
the adsorption kinetics and yield interesting tin e dependence [_i]_:]{ I_Z-ﬁ] U sing our approach we point out
the problem s in previousm odels as applied to such system s and account for the experim entally cbserved
behavior. E lectrostatic screening caused by added sal is shown to lead to a kinetic behaviorm uch sin ilar
to the non-ionic case.

O ur theoretical predictions are com pared to available experin ents. However, soeci ¢ experin ental
techniques, as can be found in Ref. B], are not covered. Since a considerable body of theoretical work
is sum m arized in this review, derivations are not given in fi1ll detail; further details can be found in
Refs. {131{ li6].

2 Theoretical Fram ew ork

T his section outlines the general free energy form alisn , which is used extensively in the sections that
ollow {13].

In this review we assum e that the aqueous solution has a sharp, at interface with another non-—
polar uid phase (an oil or air phase), as is illustrated in F ig. E_I.: W e are concemed w ith a surfactant
solution below its criticalm icelle concentration (am c), ie., containing only m onom ers. In such a dilute
solution there are tw o In portant energy scales: the them alenergy, T (throughout this review we take the
Bolzm ann constant asunity), and the energy ofm olecular transfer to the w ater/oilorw ater/air interface,

. In comm on surfactant system s ismuch largerthan T (typically In the range 10{20T ). A sa resul, a
very com pactm onolayer is form ed at the interface w ith an interfacialvolum e fraction close to unity. Since
the buk volum e fraction in such dilute solutions is very low (typically 10 6{10 *%), the surfactant attains
a step-lke pro ke having a sharp decrease w ithin a m olecular distance from the interface. It isunjusti ed
In these circum stances to em ploy a continuum , gradient-expansion form alisn for the entire system , as
is done In m any other interfacial problm s. A m ore appropriate approach is to treat the interface as a
distinct sub-system being in them aland di usive contact w ith the bulk solution !_24_1'] C onsequently, the
excess free energy of the system is divided into a bulk contrbution and an interfacialone.

W e w rite the excess free energy per unit area as a functional of the various degrees of freedom , £ g,



required to describe the system (eg., the surfactant volum e fraction pro le, electrostatic potential, etc.),
Z
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In the rsttemm, £ denotes the localexcess in free energy densiy over the bulk, uniform solution, x
being the distance from the interface and t the tine. The second tem , £y, describes the contribution
from the interface itself, £ ;9g being the interfacial values of the various degrees of freedom . A coupling
termm is to be included in fy to account for the contact between the interface and the bulk. Note that
In order to correctly m odel the kinetics, the coupling should be m ade w ith the layer in contact, nam ely
the sub-surface lJayer of solution (x ! 0), sihce it is genera]Jy not n equilbriim w ih the rest ofthe buk
during the process. It hasbeen i plicitly assumed In Eq. 2 ], that lateral nhom ogeneities are negligble,
ie., the tin e scale of lateral kinetics is assum ed very short com pared to the adsorption process. This
assum ption is usually Justi ed for uid/ uid Interfaces and allow s a reduction of the problem to a single
spatialdin ension, nam ely the distance from the Interface, x [2-5

Apart from T and , another energy param eter is usuaJJy required to quantitatively account for
equilbriim aswellas kinetic experin entalm easurem ents t26] Tt is associated w ith lateral attraction be-
tween surfactant m olecules at the interface, which usually cannot be neglected due to the large interfacial
coverage. Values of surfactant{surfactant interaction param etersm ay am ount to severalT , the them al
energy. .

O nce a free energy functionalin the form ofE q:_2_.]: hasbeen form ulated, the equilbrium relationsand
kinetic equations are easily derived. E quilbrium relations, such asthe equilbriim pro le and adsorption
isothem , are found by setting the variation of the free energy w ith respect to the various degrees of
freedom to zero,

= 0; equilbrim : 22)
i &)

T he corresponding extrem um ofthe free energy yields the equilbriuim equation of state, relating w ih

the equilbrium valiesof f ;g. F irst-order kinetic equations can be derived as well from the variation of

the free energy. Since the degrees of freedom relevant to the adsorption problem are usually conserved

quantities (e.g., concentration pro ls), the schem e for deriving the kinetic equation fora conserved order

param eter should be em ployed (see, eg., Ref. [_2-]']),

= |n-'s-Dz\>

@ @
— Dif i9) i—— @3)
@x

@t @x i !
where a; is a m olecular size and D ; (f ig) a di usion coe cient. D ue to the step-lke pro le discussed
above, a sin ilar dependence m ay be assum ed for the di usion coe cient aswell, ie., having a constant
value, D ;, In the dilute buk and possibly a di erent value, D i, at the interface. T he kinetic equations
derived by thisprocedure do not account for convective transport. C onvection is found to play a signi cant
role In certain practicalcasesand experin ental setups f_2-§‘] M ore recent experin entaltechniques, how ever,
seam to exclide convective e ects B], and they w illbe neglected in the current review .

T he distinction between buk and interface results in separate (though coupled) kinetic equations for
the two sub-system s. Correspondingly, two lim iting cases naturally arise. D i usion-lim ited adsorption
occurs when the interfacial kinetics is m uch faster than the transport from the buk. In this case the
Interfacial layerm ay be assum ed to m aintain quasiequilbrium w ith the sub-surface layer throughout the
process. Consequently, the Interfacial kinetic equations are reduced to equilbrium -like isothem s relating
the surface coverage and sub-surface volum e fraction. T hey thus serve m erely as static boundary condi-
tions for the kinetic equations in thebulk. T he other Iim iting case is kinetically Iim ited adsorption, w here
the interfacial kinetics becom es the slow , 1im iting process, and the buk m ay be assum ed throughout the
process as m aintaining quasiequilbrium w ith the changing interface. D eriving all the kinetic equations



from a single functionalallow s a m ore rigorous determ ination ofthe conditionsunderwhich such lm iting
cases hold. This w illbe dem onstrated in the f©ollow ing sections. .

O ne of the Im portant points in our form align is that the excess free energy per uni area CEq.?LJ,') is
identi ed w ith the m easurable reduction in interfacialtension. Furthem ore, assum ing that thisde nition
holds at equilbriim aswellas out of equilbriim readily solves the problem of calculating the dynam ic
surface tension, which is a findam ental obstacle in adsorption kinetics. P revious works dealt w ith this
obstack by sin ply assum Ing that the equilbrium equation of state can be used for the dynam 1c surface
tension aswell 129 Since the equation of state ism erely the extrem um ofthe functionalin Eq. .2 .],, using
it out of equilbrium is valid only when the free energy is not too far from ism inimum value. Noting
that the dom inant term in Eq.2. is usually the interfacial one, fo, this requirem ent is fiul lied when
the Interface is close to equilbrium w ih the sub-surface layer. In other words, the schem e em ployed
by previous works is valid only for di usion-lin ited adsorption. T his observation becom es particularly
In portant in kinetically lim ited system s, such as salt-free ionic surfactant solutions, where our general
equation :_i_fl:, rather than the equation of state, m ust be used In order to correctly calculate the dynam ic
surface tension.

3 N on-Tonic Surfactants

W e start w ith the sim plest case oggn aqueous solution containing a single type of non-ionic surfactant
f_lg:]. T he excess free energy CEq.:_Z_.]:) can be rew ritten In this case as a functional of a single degree of
freedom | the volum e fraction pro e ofthe surfactant, &;t),
23
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where  isthevolum e fraction at the interface (surface coverage). W e assum e a contact w ith a reservoir,
w here the surfactant has xed volum e fraction and chem icalpotential, , and , resgpoectively. Since the
solution is dilute, steric and other short-range interactions betw een surfactant m olecules are assum ed to
take place only at the interfacial layer itself. Hence, the two contributions to the excess free energy are
w ritten as

£() = fT[ (n 1) »@m p DI b p)g=a’ 3B2)
fo(o) = fTloh o+ @ o)h@ o)1 (+ 1) 0 (=2)3g=a%; 33)

w here a denotes the surfactant m olecular size. T he contrbution from the bulk contains only the entropy
In the idealsolution lim it and contact w ith the reservoir. In the interfacial contribution, how ever, we have
Inclided the entropy ofm ixing accounting for the nite m olecular size, a linear term accounting for the
surface activity and contact w ith the ad pcent solution [ 1 x ! 0) being the chem icalpotential at
the sub-surface layer], and a quadratic term describing short—range lateral attraction between surfactant
m olecules at the interface. A lthough both and ; are linearly coupled w ith the surface coverage, their
physicalorigin is quite di erent | is constant In tim e, characterizing the surface activity ofthe speci ¢
surfactant, whereas ; is a tim edependent finction participating in the interfacial kinetics. By using
a quadratic tem for lateral attraction we restrict to the sim plest short-range pair interactions. This
sin pli cation is su cient for describing the them odynam ics of m onolayers In the gaseous and liquid
states. It ismerely a 2nd order term of an expansion in o, and generalization to m ore com plicated
situations can be m ade.

3.1 Equilbrium R elations

Setting the variation ofthe free energy w ith respect to  (x) and ¢ to zero yieldsa uniform pro l in the
buk, &> 0) b, and recovers the Frum kin adsorption isotherm (or the Langmuirone, if = 0) at



the Interface [_§Q‘],
_ b
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Substituting these results in the free energy functional recovers also the equilbrium equation of state,

=IThad o)+ (=2) JEa’: 35)

32 K inetic Equations

U sing the schem e ofEq. 2:3 to derive the kinetic equations, an ordinary di usion equation is obtained in
the bulk,
@ @2
@t @x2
where D is the surfactant di usion coe cient, assum ed constant in the dilute buk. In addition, we get
a conservation condition at the sub-surface layer,

(3.6)
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where ; (x ! 0) is the Iocalvolim e fraction in the sub-surface layer, to be distinguished from the
Interfacial volum e fraction, . Finally, at the interface itself, we get
@ D 1
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whereD o may di er from D . Applying the Laplace transform w ith respect to tine to Eqs.S;é and Sj:,
we obtain a relation sin ilar to that of W ard and Tordai Q],

7
D p- S0
t p——d + 2 3 1: 3.9)

a 0

The system oftwo equatjons,.'é_.-a and Q:S%, w ith appropriate initial conditions, com pletely determ ines the
adsorption kinetics and equilbrium state. Full solution of the equations can be obtained only num eri-
cally. Severalnum erical schem es have been proposed for solving the W ard-T ordaiequation w ith various
boundary conditions t_?:, :ff, :_Il;,:_ig‘] An exam ple for a num erical solution tted to experin ent is given in
Fig.d.
Ourfom alisn hasld to a di usive transport in thebuk E q.E-:gl) coupled to an adsorption m echanisn

at the interface Eqg. :_5_.-8) . Let us exam Ine the characteristic tin e scales associated w ith these kinetic
equations. T he di usive transport from the buk solution Eqg. 5._5:) relaxes Ike ﬂj]

1€ 1)=p" 1 (=7, = = (310)

where g,q denotes the equilbrium surface coverage. The m olecular di usion tim e scale, a’=D, is of
order 10 ? sec, but the factor ¢,eq= b in surfactant m onolayers can be very large (typically 10°{10°), so
the di usive transport to the interface m ay require m nutes. O n the other hand, the kinetic process at
the interface £q.83.4) relaxes lke

2

2
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Typicalvaliesof forcomm on surfactantsaremuch largerthan T . In the absence ofbarriers hindering
the kinetics at the interface, D ¢ is not expected to be drastically sm aller than D , and , therefore, is
much an aller than ;. In other words, the adsorption of comm on non-ionic surfactants is expected to
be di usion-lim ited. T he asym ptotic tin e dependenoe found in Eq. 5.10: gives a distinct Yootprint’ for
di usion-lim ited adsorption, as dem onstrated in Fig. a

O ne consequence of a di usion-lim ited process is that the relation between (¢ and ; isgiven at all
tin es by the equilbrium adsorption isotherm Eqg. .3 4 In ourmodel). The solution of the adsorthon
problem in that case am ounts, therefore, to the solution of the W ard-Tordai equation B 9 w ith the
adsorption isothem as a boundary condition. An exact analytical solution exists only for the sim plest,
linearisothem , o/ 1 Q-S‘] Such an approxin ation, however, isvalid only for low surface coverage and,
hence, not very usefiil for the description ofthe entire adsorption process Ilé Form ore realistic isothem s
such asEq. .3 4 one hasto resort to num ericaltechnigques, asm entioned above and dem onstrated In F ig. d
A nother consequence of a di usion-lim ited process, as explained In Sec. 2., is that the dynam ic surface
tension, (t), approxin ately obeys the equilbrium equation of state 3.5' T hese results show that the
validity of schem es em ployed by previous theordes is essentially restricted to di usion-lim ited cases.

T he dependence de ned by the equilbriim equation of state :_3:;“;. is depicted in FJg:fJ: Asa result of
the com petition between the entropy and interaction tem s in the equation, the surface tension changes
very little for am all surface coverages. A s the coverage increasesbeyond about 1 ( =T ) =2, the surface
tension starts decreasing until reaching equilbrium . This qualitatively explains the shape of dynam ic
surface tension curves found in experin ents for non-ionic surfactants (see F ig. :_2) . W hen the adsorption
is not di usion-lim ited, this theoretical approach is no longer applicable, as w ill be dem onstrated in the
ionic case.

In a di usion-lim ired process the various physical quantities all have the asym ptotic characteristic
t =2 dependence, sin ilartoEq.3 .ld Yet, the characteristic relaxation tines o, ; and ,characterizing
the tem poraldecay of o, 1 and , respectively, m ay di er:

0= 0eq’ 1 (=07 1=’ 1 (=0 = 4’1 (=% 312)

E xperin ents are usually concemed with surface coverage and surface tension, rather than sub-surface
concentration. Substituting ; ofEq.3.1(Q ;n Egs.3 4 and Bﬁ,we nd

0= 0 0eg)=0  (=T)oseq@  0mg)ld 1; = (0req)? 1t (313)

Since (;eq isusually very close to unity, the value of  extracted from dynam ic surface tension m easure—
m ents is practically identicalto 1 oqu.g;l_d. (T he possbl divergence of ¢ for > 4T isa consequence
ofthe non-convexiy offy,Eq 3;'4’, forthesevaluesof , indicating a transition to a tw o-phase coexistence.)

3.3 Short Tim e Behavior

In order to provide a com prehensive description of the adsorption process, the tin e dependence during
early stages is of Interest aswell. Tt should be rst noted that di usion-lin ited behavior cannot strictly
start at t = 0, sihce at that Instance the interface and sub-surface layers are not at equilbbrium w ith
each other. A ssum ing a di usion-lin ited tin e dependence of the form () / const.+ (&= 1)'7? ij],
the const. is found to be roughly equalto 2 . (This can be obtained also from the analytic solution
of the di usion-1im ited problem in the linear adsorption lim it; see Ref. E_L-G_:] .) In other words, only once
the surface coverage has exceeded a value 0of 2 ,, can one assum e a process lim ted by di usion. P rior
to the onset of di usion, a short stage takes place, when m ost of the m olecules In the sub-surface layer
rapidly adsorb onto the interface. O nly when the sub-surface layer becom es alm ost com pletely depleted,
do molecules from the buk start m igrating towards the Interface by a di usive m echanisn . To address
these very early tim e stages, the interfacial kinetics m ust be considered explicitly. A ssum ing that the



buk solution is still at its initial equilbbrium state, unperturbed by the presence of the interface, the
lading tin e behavior of the surface coverage is found from Eg. Qﬁ to be linear,

oc! 0)' I+ Do=a’)( =T)tl: 314)

A surface coverage of 2 p, isthus attamed after a period ofabout a®?T={0 o ). Thistin e scale is typically
extrem ely short (an aller than m icroseconds), unless the adsorption is hindered by barriers m aking D o
drastically sm aller than D . Hence, these very early tin e stages are usually of no experim ental interest,
and the m easured initial tin e dependence is of a di usion-Iin ited fom , ie., proportionalto t'=2.

4 Non-Tonic M ixtures

In the next exam ple we study the adsorption from am ixture oftw o non-ionic surfactants [_1-§] Surfactant
m xtures are used In num erous industrialapplications, and are also encountered In m any system sbecause
of the presence of surfaceactive im purities. T he equilibrium behavior ofm ixed surfactant solutions was
studied in detail in previous works [B3]{ [35]. O ne of the in portant resuls, both theoretically and from
the application point ofview, is the ability to relate the m ixed-surfactant behaviorw ith that ofthe better
understood, sihgle-surfactant one. O ne of our aim s is to predict the m xture kinetics from the behavior
of the single surfactants. A particularly interesting question is whetherm ixing several species would lead
In certain casesto a signi cant di erence in the kinetics as com pared to the single-surfactant system s.

W e consider two surfactants denoted A and B . The sam e notation as in the previous section is used,
excoept forthe ollow ngm odi cations. W euse to denote volum e fraction of surfactant A and forthat
of surfactant B . P aram eters characterizing the two surfactants, such as , ,D etc., are distinguished
by subscripts A and B . The subscripts 0;1;b are used, as In the previous section, to denote di erent
positions in the solution (interface, sub-interface and buk, respectively).

T he excess free energy oqu.é;]: is written in the m xture case as

Z
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Since the solution is dilute, the two species are assum ed to be uncorrelated in the bulk. The buk free
energy is taken, therefore, as a sum of single-surfactant contributions, given by Eq. é;Z . The surfactant
m olecular size, a, is assum ed to have the sam e value for both species, on acocount of sin plicity I_B-Q'] At
the Interface, due to the high surface coverage, coupling term s m ust be considered,

fol(o; 0 = fT{olh o+ oIn o+ oIn o]l (a+ 1a) o (s + 18) 0
(2=2) o° (8=2) o 0 0g=a’; “2)

w here additional interaction between di erent surfactants has been Introduced, having a characteristic
energy . Note that this is a tertiary system (two solutes In a solvent), requiring three param eters for a
com plete description ofthe interactions (in ourcase », p and ).Forbreviiy weuse 1 0 0
as the surface coverage of the solvent (water).

T he uncorrelated contributions ofthe two species, £ ( ) and £ ( ), resul in decoupled equilbrium
and kinetic equations In the bulk. Any correlation between the surfactants in this m odel originates,
therefore, from interfacial interactions.

4.1 Equilbrium R elations

Follow iIng the schem e ofEqg. 222 to derive equilbriim relations, two uniform pro les are ocbtained in the
buk, & > 0) »p and (x> 0) br and at the Interface we get a Frum kin adsorption isothem ,



generalized for the A /B m xture case:
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T he adsorption of species A depends on species B through the entropy of m ixing (steric e ect) and
surfactant{surfactant interactions. F inally, the equilbriuim equation of state, = ( o; o), takes
the form

=Th o+ (a=2) o'+ (8=2) o°+ o oka’: ()
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Applying the schem e ofE qé;?; to the current free-energy functional yields tw o sihgle-surfactant di usion
equa:u;ons like Eq. :_3-_21 for the two species. Consequently, two decoupled W ard-Tordai equations like
Eqg. §ﬁ are obtained as well. At the interface, however, the two species are correlated and the schem e
yields two coupled kinetic equations:

@ D
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As can be seen from Egs. '11.-5} the ocoupling between the kinetics of the two species arises from an
Interaction term aswellas from an entropic one (VJa 0). The system of fourequations (two W ard-Tordai
equations lke Eq. B 9 and the two equations .4.3 w ith the appropriate initial conditions, com pletely
determm ines the m ixture kinetics and equilbrium state.

T he set of equations can be fully soked num erically. W e generalized the recursive schem e ofM iller et
al Eff] to a surfactant m xture having tin edependent boundary conditions. An exam pl for the resulting
tin e dependence of the various quantities is given in Fig. :5 T he m ixture param eters were spoeci cally
chosen to show the interesting case of com petition between the two species. W hilke surfactant B di uses
m ore rapidly and ism ore abundant at the Interface during the iniial stages of adsorption, surfactant A
has a higher surface a niy and dom inates the later stages. W e note that due to this com petition, not
only does surfactant A take over the adsorption at the later tin e stages, but i also forces surfactant B
to desorb from the interface. As shown in Fjg.:_ﬂb, the com petition between surfactants leads to a m ore
com plex decrease of the surface tension at Interm ediate tin es.

A s In the previous section, we are interested in the characteristic tin e scales of the m xture kinetics.
A ssum Ing a di usion-lin ited adsorption, the relaxation tin e scales of the tw o sub-surface concentrations,

1,2 and ;3 , are ound to be identical to the singlesurfactant resul, Eqg. '3.1d They are still Inter—
dependent, how ever, since the presence of each species changes the equilbrium surface coverage of the
other. The coupling appears m ore explicitly in the tin e scales of the surface coverage, o, and surface
tension, .Two coupled linear equations are cbtained for ;4 and ¢,

op 12 = [ 0 (a=T) o O]pO—;A + ol (=T)o]po—;}3

T = L o (s=T) 0oF om + oL (=T)oF om; 46)

w here the subscript ®g’ hasbeen om itted for brevity. T he expression for  also com bines contributions
from both species,

(=T)o of Tp
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Ifwe tum o 'interactions ( o = g = = O),Eq.@:’z jsreduoedtoasinp]eexpn_e§s_ion, relating
ofthem ixture w ith those of each species separately, ; and ;s (given each by Eq.:_3;1_3),

_ 2P 2P
P = A 0= 0 a T B 0= 0 B 7 4 .8)

where ( and ( denote the surface coverages of the squ]e—sgliﬁctant system s and I p the corre—
soonding changes in equilbrium surface tension. Equation :_4_8 is a Weighting form ula’ for relating the
tin e scale of surface tension relaxation In them xturew ith those of its individualconstituents. It provides,
therefore, a convenient tool for predicting the behavior of m ulticom ponent surfactant m ixtures, based
on single-surfactant data. In Table 1 the predicted ofEqg. :fl-_é is com pared w ith experin ental resuls
obtained by Fainem an and M iller f_l-g'] for a sequence of Triton X m xtures. Based on single-surfactant
valies and equilbriim isothem s for the m ixture, the two term s of Eq. :fl-_-é?al are calculated separately.
T he agream ent betw een theory and experin ent is quite good, although experin ents w ere 1in ited to cases
having one species dom inating the adsorption. The last entry in the table corresponds to a m xture
of Triton X 405 and Triton X-165. Here the predicted deviates from the experim ental one by 33% .
Equilbriim m easurem ents on thism ixture revealan increase in X -165 coverage upon addition of X 405
f_l-gl], Indicating strong interfacial interactionsbetw een the species. T he deviation in the predicted kinetics
In Tabl 1 isattrbuted to those interactions, which are not taken into account by E q:_ZI_Zi . (It ispossble
to treat also the general case, incluiding interactions, by using the fi1ll equations :_4_?1 and :_ZI_:f. nstead of
the sin pli ed equation :_4-§ Such a procedure, how ever, involves three additional tting param eters |
a, g and )

4.3 K inetically Lin ited A dsorption

A Ythough m ost non-ionic surfactants undergo a di usion-lin ited process, aswas discussed In the previous
section, the adsorption of certain surfactants is found to be kinetically lin ited due to adsorption barriers.
It is of interest, therefore, to exam ine the m ixture kinetics in the k_'IleU'ca]Jy lim ited case. T he equations
goveming such a process are the two coupled interfacialequations El 5. Linearizing about the equilbbrium
state, ¢;eq and (;eq, TWO tin e scales denoted  and emerge ( > ). These collective tin e scales
correspond to the kinetics of a certain com bination of surfactant coverages,

Ci o0+Cz o e% ; C3 o+Cs o e"*; 4.9)
w here 0 0 Oseqr 0 0 0jeqr @nd C1 :::C4 are constants. Since > 4,1t is w hich
lim its the kinetics of the system .
In the sin plk case ofno surface Interactions ( p = y = = 0), the expressions for are
a
2= =0 o=at @ o)== @ o)=a+ @ o=z 40=(a s (410)

where , and  are the tin e scales of the single-surfactant case, formulated n Eq. '-§21Zl:, yet wih o
and o of the m ixture. The behavior of the m ixed system com bines the single-surfactant kinetics in a
com plicated m anner. W e can gain som e insight on this coupling by considering two sinple cases. In the
_]jEn_ji:where the interfacial kinetics of surfactant A ismuch slower than that ofB, » B ;Eqs.ﬂﬁ and
4.1( are sinpli ed to
a O;eq) 0 Ojeq 0 e ; = a( 0)= o0
0 ey s = 5=0 o) @41

In the other lim i, where the two species have sin flartine scales, o / z,weget

0 0 e ; = AT o0

t=
Oeg 07T Oeg 0 e i += a @1z2)



The factor 1= ¢ In is quite Interesting. Since the equilbrium surface coverage of the solvent, g, is
usually very an all In surfactant system s, this factor in plies that the coupling in a surfactant m xture
undergoing kinetically lim ited adsorption m ay lead to a signi cant reduction in adsorption rate. In this
regin e the m ixture behaviorm ay di er considerably from that of its individual constituents. D ue to the
relatively large factor of 1= , the tin e scale of nterfacial kinetics m ay exceed the di usive one and the
adsorption would then becom e kinetically lim ited.

5 Tonic Surfactants

W e tum to the m ore com plicated, yet im portant problem of ionic surfactant adsorption fl-élI and start
w ith the salt-free case where strong electrostatic interactions are present. In Fig. 6 we have J:eproduoed
experin ental results reported by Bon llon-Colin et al Qih 22] and by Hua and Rosen I.'23] The dy-
nam ic surface tension ofthe Investigated ionic salt—free solutions exhibitsm uch longer kinetics and richer
behavior than In comm on non-ionic system s. A few theoreticalm odels were suggested for the problem

of lonic surfactant adsorption _B-]']{ E;é], yet none of them ocould produce such dynam ic surface tension
curves. M oreover, it is rather evident that a theoretical schem e for non—lonic surfactants, such as the
one discussed in the previous sections, cannot t the ionic results. O n the other hand, as can be seen in
Fig. :_6, addition of salt to the solution leads to a very sim ilar behavior, as com pared w ith the non-ionic
case. It is thus inferred that the di erent kinetics observed for the salt—free solutions results from strong
electrostatic interactions, which are screened upon addition of salt. Let usnow study thise ect in m ore
detail. W e ollow the sam e line presented iIn the previous sections whilk adding appropriate tem s to
acocount for the addiional interactions.

T he free energy in the current case isw ritten asa fiinctionalofthree degrees of freedom : the surfactant
pro ke, ' ;t) We arbitrarily take the surfactant as the positive ion), the counterion pro I, x;t),
and a m ean electric potential, x;t),

2
L% 71 = [EC ")+ £ )+ fal ™ )k
0
+ f0(g) + fapol(gi o) 61)

The buk contrbutions com Ing from thetwo pro ks, £ , oontajn_tl'le sam e term s as in qug of the
non-ionic case. T he interfacial contribution, fj, is identicalto Eq. 3;3 and is taken as a function of the
surfactant coverage alone, assum ing that the counterions are surface-nactive. In addiion, electrostatic
contributions are Introduced in the buk free energy as well as in the Interfacial one, accounting for
Interactions between the ions and the electric eld and the energy associated w ith the eld itself,

fa = e "=@")’ =@ )’ ("=8 ) @ =ex)” 52)

fao = E=@)1g o 63)

where a are the molcular sizes of the two ions, e the electronic charge and " ’ 80 the dielctric
constant of water. For sin plicity we have restricted ourselves to fully ionized, m onovalent ions, in plying
that ;=@")’= =@ )’= @, beigthebuk concentration. Ions in solution, apart from interacting
w ith each other, are sub fct to an additional repulsion from the interface due to ‘mm agecharge’ e ects

El-(_)']. It can be shown, however, tha:c those e ects becom e negligble in our case as soon as the surface
coverage exceeds about 2 percents [14].

5.1 Equilbrium R elations

Em plying the sam e schem e oqu.:_Z-:%, the variation w ith respect to (x) yields the Boltzm ann ion
pro s,

®>0)= e ®W7T; 5.4)
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with regpect to (%) | the P oisson equation,
@* =x’= @ e '=@") =@ ) ; 65)
with regpectto o | the electrostatic boundary condition,

@ =@xj,_,= B e"d)15; 5.6)

+

and, nally, the variation w ith respect to ; recovers the D avies adsorption isothem i_4-11'],

.
0= — b__ : 67
: + e (+ o € 0)=T

o

ombining Egs. 54 an ," s to the wellkknown P oisson-Bo ann equation for the equilbrium
Combini D4 d 53 lead th Tk ltzm for th 1o

double-layer potential 44, 431,

@% =@x %= (8 eg=")shh(e =T); 5.8)

By m eans of the P oisson-B oltzm ann equation, the D avies isothem :_5_:/: can be reexpressed as
+
o = " —; (5.9)
bt b+ o)+ lfe (F )7

whereb & =@ [ ),and (8 ge’="T) 2 is the D ebyeH uckel screening Jength §4]. T he equilio-
rium equation of state, relating surface tension and surface coverage, is
qQ
=fTh@ )+ (=2)(§)* @T=D[ b {)2+1 1llg=@E)": (5.10)

For weak elds the electrostatic correction to the equation of state (cf. Eqg. 55:) is quadratic in the
coverage, thus m erely m odifying the lateral interaction tem , whereas for strong elds it becom es linear
In the coverage.

52 K inetic Equations

Applying the sam e scheme ofEq. 2-;3 to the current case yields in the bulk the Sm oluchow skidi usion
equations,

e, e e e &
@t @x @x T @x

(5.11)

whereD arethedi usion coe cients ofthe two ions, assum ed to be constant in the dilute bulk. At the

sub-surface we nd
@, D

et a ex ., T 'ex et '
and, nally, at the Interface itself,
+ + + +
D 1 4 1
€ o _ +OZJI:lnl(+ o)+_+ L £ 513)
et @) 0 T T a

w here the di usion coe cient at the iInterface, D 3 ,maydi er from itsvalie in thebulk. T he electrostatic
boundary condition, Eq.:_5;q, hasbeen used n Eq. §:1_3 to replace an electrostatic barrier term , e(
1)=T , with the approxinatetem (4 1==a*) [ ,wherel &="T isthe B frrum lngth (@bout 7 A for

water at room tem perature).
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N eglecting electrodynam ic e ects, the P oisson equatJon holds out of equilbriim aswell. T he kinetic
equations jist derived, along w ith the P oisson equation .5 .3 the boundary condition ofEq. .5 6 another
boundary condition for the counterion pro ke (4., , (t) = 0), and appropriate initial conditions, to—
gether determ ine the kinetics and equilbrium state ofthe adsoeron problem . T his set of equations can
be fully solved only num erically (@ sin ilar set was solved in Ref. B9])

The relaxation In the buk so]utJon, accounted for by the Sm oluchow ski equatJons 1L, has the
characteristic tine scalke . = 2=D, where D is an e ective ambipolar di usion coe cient [4.5]_'-. This
tin e scale is typically very short (of the order ofm icroseconds), ie., electrostatic interactions m ake the
buk relaxation much faster than in the non —onic case. The relaxation at the Interface Eg. 5.13‘) has
an asym ptotic exponential form lke Eg. 5;1_14- Tt is dram atically slowed down, how ever, by electrostatic
repulsion, having a tin e scale of

k= Jexpl( o+ 1T 1@ =2 ) (= s)Pexpl @ ) T

w here k ) denotes the kinetic tin e scake in the absence of electrostatics Eqg. '3 11. In salt-free surfactant
solutions the surface potential reaches values signi cantly larger than T=e, and, hence, the Interfacial
relaxation is by orders of m agnitude slower than In the non-ionic case.

T he conclusion is that ionic surfactants in salt-free solutions should, In m any cases, undergo kinetically
Iim ited adsorption. D ue to the strong electrostatic repulsion, unlke the non-ionic case, the adsorption
can becom e kinetically 1im ited even if the di usion coe cient at the interface is not signi cantly larger
than that in the buk. Indeed, dynam ic surface tension curves of such solutions exhibit an exponential
asym ptotic tin e dependence, rather than the di usive t =2 behavior, as is dem onstrated in Fig. il.

T he schem e em ployed for non-ionic surfactants, focusing on the di usive transport inside the solution,
isno Iongervalid. By contrast, the di usive relaxation in the bulk ispractically In m ediate and we should
concentrate on the mterfac:al kinetics, Eq. 5.13 In this case the sub-surface volum e fraction, 1 , Obeys
the Boltzm ann law (Eg. ._5_.4 ) rather than the D avies adsorption isothemn [Eqg. ,§;f,), and the electric
potential is given by the P oisson-B oltzm ann theory. U sihg these results, qu_S:l:a’ can be expressed as a
function of the surface coverage alone,

+
—
=
o+
-
o +

@ o Dy o explld =a") ;] N
= S n

et (a+)2|b45+ © )2+ 1P 0

2shh ' §) ; (5.14)

thus reducing the problem to a single integration.

Not only does the schem e for soling the kinetic equations di er from the non-ionic case, but also
the way to calculate the dynam ic surface tension has to change. In kinetically lim ited adsorption the
variation of the free energy w ith respect to the surface coverage does not vanish, and, consequently,
the equation of state 5 .1d is strictly invalid out of equilbrium . The expression for the dynam ic surface
tension in the kinetically Iim ited case can be derived from the general finctionalofEqg. E;L by assum ing
quasitequilbrium inside the buk solution (ie., using Boltzm ann pro les and the P oisson-Bolzm ann
equation):

[o®] = fTlyh(g=/)+ @ q;)lna 0)] o (=2)(5)?
+2T[fshh ") ( ©F)P+1 1)=blg=@E)*: (515)

A ssum Ing high surface potentials (o | 0 1), the function de ned in Eq. '5-.1-5, becom es non-convex
for =T > 22+ 3) ’ 735, as dem onstrated In Fig. Sa In such cases an unusual tim e dependence for
the dynam ic surface tension results F i. 6b W e thus infer that the shape of experin ental dynam ic
surface tension curves, such as those presented In Fjg.-'_é, is a consequence of a kinetically 1im ited adsorp—
tion brought about by strong electrostatic interactions. P hysically, the non-convexiy im plies a sort of
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tw o-phase coexistence, suggesting the follow ing scenario. A s the surface coverage increases, the system
reachesa local freeenergy m inin um leading to a pause in the adsorption (the interm ediate plateau ofthe
experim entalcurves). Thism etastable state lasts untildom ains of the denser, globalm inin um phase are
nucleated, resulting in further increase in coverage and a corresoonding decrease in surface tension. In
Fig. § we have exploited a special set of param eters in order to dem onstrate the e ect of non-convexity
w ithin our current form alism . A com plete treatm ent of the scenario described above, how ever, cannot be
presented w ithin such a form align , since it inevitably leads to a m onotonically decreasing free energy as
a function of tim €, and hence, cannot account for nucleation l_2-]']

A valie of > 75T required for non-convexity is som ew hat large com pared to the typical lateral
attraction between surfactant m olecules. T hroughout the above calculations we have assum ed that no
counterions are adsorbed at the interfacial lJayer. It can be shown that the presence ofa an allam ount of
counterions at the interface Introduces a correction to the free energy which is quadratic in the surfactant
coverage, ie. leading to an e ective increase in lateral attraction E_l-é'] The increase In due to the
ocounterions tumsout tobe R la =@" )?IT, whichm ay amount to a few T . T his contrbution accounts
fora larger leading to non-convexity. (T he peculiar dynam ic surface tension behavior shown in F jg.-r_é
is not cbserved for every ionic surfactant. It has not been observed, for exam ple, in salt—free DTAB
solutions [_Zig].)

5.3 Adding Sal

Finally, ket us consider the e ect of adding sal to an lonic surfactant solution. For sin plicity, and
In accord wih practical conditions, i is assum ed that the sal ions are much m ore m cbilke than the
surfactant and their concentration exceeds that of the surfactant. In addition, we take the sal ions
to be m onovalent and surface-nactive. Under these assum ptions, the kinetics of the sal ions can be
neglected, reducing their role to the form ation of a thin electric double layer near the interface, which
m alntains quasiequilbrium w ith the adsorbed surface charge. T he double-layer potential is taken In the
linear, D ebye-H uckelregin e [A31{ #4], &;t)= @4 e ="a?) (e *~ ,wih amodied de nition ofthe
D ebye-H uckel screening length, ® ¢l) Y2, @ being the sal concentration (the superscript
7 is om itted hereafter from the surfactant symbols). .

Substituting the double-layer potential in Egs.5.11 and '5.1, the kinetic equations in the bulk and
sub-surface layer are obtained,

e _ e e e’ 5.16)
Qt @x @x 2a? 2¢ ’

@ 1 D @ 0 @ o

- - = - — 5.17
@t a @x 2a% 2¢g ! @t ( )

w hereas the kinetic equation at the interface itself rem ainsthe same asEq. E-_ZL-_IJ. . Considering the electric

potentialas a an all perturbation, Egs. E5:1:6 and '5.17 lead to the asym ptotic expression

1€ 1)=5 1 ge=Ra® @) (=97
2
, 3
. O 2 e g 2B (518)
2c,  2a% G 2¢s

where 1(0) denotes the di usion tin e scale in the non-ionic case EJ. 5:1@:) D ue to surface charge,

the equilbriim sub-surface concentration is sm aller than that of the bulk reservoir. M ore im portant,
though, is the correction to the di usion tin e scale introduced by the screened electrostatic interactions.
A s expected, it decreases w ith increasing salt concentration.

Since the kinetic equation at the Interface is identical to the one In the absence of sal, so is the
expression for the corresponding tin e scale. In the case of added salt, however, the surface potential
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ismuch am aller than T=e, and the kinetic tin e scale, x, becom es only slightly larger than the non-—
ionic one (Eg.B.11). Tonic surfactants with added salt are expected, therefore, to behave much like
non-ionic surfactants, ie., undergo di usion-lim ited adsorption if no strong hindrance to adsorption
exists. The departure from the non-ionic behavior depends on salt concentration and is described to

rst approxin ation by Eq. b.14. The ¥otprint’ of di usion-lin ired adsorption, ie., at =2 asym ptotic
tin e dependence, is ocbserved In experin ents, as is dem onstrated in F ig. :_S% C onsequently, the schem e
describbed In previous sections for solving the adsorption problem and calculating the dynam ic surface
tension In the non-ionic case is applicable also for ionic surfactants w ith added sal, and good tting to
experin entalm easurem ents can be cbtained !_Z-Q']

6 Summ ary

W e have reviewed a theoretical approach to the fuindam ental problem of the adsorption kinetics of sur-
factants. T he form alisn ism ore generalthan previous ones as it yields the kinetics in the entire system ,
both in the buk solution and at the interface, relying on a single finctional and reducing the num ber of
extemally Inserted assum ptions previously em ployed.

Comm on non-ionic surfactants, not hindered by high adsorption barriers, are shown to undergo
di usion—-lim ited adsorption, In agreem ent w ith experin ents. In the non-ionic case our general orm align
concides w ith previous ones and helps clarify the validity of their assum ptions. The adsorption pro—
cess can be roughly divided into three tem poral stages. At extrem ely early tim es the surface coverage
and surface tension change linearly w ith tin e because of interfacial kinetics. This stage, however, is In
m ost practical cases too short to be observed experim entally (usually less than m icroseconds). D ue to
this fast adsorption stage, the sub-surface layer becom es nearly em pty, which In tum drives a second,
di usion-lin ited stage, where the surfactant di uses from the bulk wih a t'™ tin e dependence. The

nal relaxation tow ards equilbrium is usually di usion-lin ited, exhibitihg an asym ptotict '=? behavior.

In non-lonic surfactant m ixtures, the initial adsorption stages are dom inated by the m ore m obilke
species. In cases w here the less m obile species is m ore surfaceactive, an Intermm ediate stage is predicted
| w hile one species undergoes desorption, the coverage gradually becom es dom inated by the other, ener-
getically favorable surfactant. T he kinetic behavior of the m ixture can be evaluated based on equilbbrium
isothem s and sihhglesurfactant data, yielding good agreem ent w ith experim ents. For surfactant m ixtures
exhibiting kinetically 1im ited adsorption, we nd a Synergistic’ e ect, where the m ixture kineticsm ay be
considerably di erent from that of the individual species. In cases ofhigh equilbriim surface coverage,
a signi cant decrease In adsorption rate is predicted due to coupling between the two surfactants.

Strong electrostatic interactions in salt-free ionic surfactant solutions are ound to have a dram atic
e ect. T he adsorption becom es kinetically lim ited, w hich m ay lead to an unusualtin e dependence, as ob—
served In dynam ic surface tension m easurem ents. Such a scenario could not be accounted for by previous
m odels. Addition of sak to ionic surfactant solutions leads to screening of the electrostatic interactions,
and the adsorption becom es sin ilar to the non-ionic one, ie., di usion-lim ited. T he departure from the
non-ionic behavior as the salt concentration is low ered has been described by a perturbative expansion.

A general method to calculate dynam ic surface tension is obtained from our form alisn . In the
di usion—1im ited case it coincides w ith previous results which used the equilbriuim equation of state.
In the kinetically lim ited case it produces di erent expressions leading to novel conclisions.

O ur kinetic m odel is restricted to sin ple relaxation processes, where the free energy m onotonously
decreases w ith tin e. In order to provide a quantitative treatm ent ofm ore com plicated situations, such
as the ones descrbed for salt-free ionic solutions, a m ore accurate theory is required, including, eg., a
nucleation m echanisn .

Finally, as was dem onstrated by the various cases treated in this review, the approach presented
here can be easily extended to Include additional com ponents and interactions. This can be done by
incorporating other temm s in the excess free energy, Eq. 2.5, and working out the kinetics in the sam e
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schem e as presented above. Exam ples for interesting extensions are adsorption from m icellar solutions
and the incorporation of lateraldi usion.
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Table 1. C om parison of the P redicted to E xperim ent?

A B 0= o0 0= a P 2 B P B P— P—  emor
(th) (exp)
X405 X-45 0.13 0.69 0.6 62 295 32 8%
X405 X-00 025 0.67 0.6 38 171 17 0.6%
X405 X-114 0.06 0.71 0.6 14 71 6.3 4%
X405 X-165 0 14 0.6 44 8.6 6.5 33%

2T hem aterials used were sequences of Triton X m ixtures ﬁ_l-gi] T he singlesurfactant values, o,
p— p

0r A A B

from the sam e reference. T he values for

"5, and equilbbrium coverages for the m ixture,
P

0jeq @nd  g;eq, are taken

— (given 1 units of dyn s7?/am ) are obtained

vs. t 12 curves (see Eq.3.12). The predicted

experin entally from the asym ptotic slope of

values for p

7 of the m xture and the corresponding experin ental results are given in the

colum ns indicated by th’ and ¥exp’, respectively. The last colum n show s the respective error

betw een theory and experim ent.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

Fig.

1 Schem atic view ofthe system . A sharp, at interface separatesa dilute surfactant solution from an

air or oilphase.

T ypicaldynam ic surface tension curve of a non-ionic surfactant solution. A dapted from Ref. l_2-§']) .
T he solution contains1:586 10 *M 1-decanol. T he solid line is a theoretical t using the Hllow ng
parameters: a= 486 A, = 116T, = 3:90T (@lLlthree parameterswere tted from ndependent
equilioriim m easurem ents), and D = 6:75 10 ® am?/sec.

D i uslon-lim ited adsorption exhibited by non-fonic surfactants. Four exam ples for dynam ic surface
tension m easurem ents are shown. Open circles | decyl aloohol, 949 10 °M . @A dapted from
Ref. [_’ﬁ_l].) Squares | Triton X-100,2:32 10 °M . A dapted from Ref. l_l-]_;].) T riangles | C1,EOg,
6 10 °M . A dapted from Ref. [34]) Solidcircles| C1oPY,4:35 10 *M . (A dapted from Ref. [34])
T he asym ptotict =2 dependence shown by the solid ttihg lines isa Yootprint’ ofdi usion-lim ired
adsorption.

D ependence of surface tension on surface coverage in di usion-lim ited adsorption Eqg. :_3-._5:) . The
values taken for the param etersm atch the exam ple in Figure 1.

(@) Surface coverage in a m ixture of interacting surfactants. T he dotted, dashed and solid lines are
the surface coverages of surfactantsA ( ¢),B ( o), and the totalcoverage ( o + o), respectively.
The assigned parametersare: = 10 4, , =2 10%, . = 10T, g = 9T, » = g = 3T,

= T,D, ’=a=300s %,and D, “=a= 900s '*. This in plies that surfactant A di usesm ore
slow Iy but ism ore surface active. (o) D ynam ic surface tension ofthe sam e system .

(@) Dynam ic interfacial tension between SD S aqueous solutions and dodecane. Filled circles |
35 10 “M SDS without sal; open circles | 4:86 10 °M SDS wih 0IM NaCl (Adapted from
Ref. @-Z_i].) (b) D ynam ic surface tension between 5:84 10 *M DESS solution and air. F illed circles
| without salt; open circles | with 01M NaCl @Adapted from Ref. P3]; the authors did not
provide details of the relaxation towards nalequilbrium in the salt—free case.)

D ynam ic surface tension of the salt—free SD S solution ofF ig. :_éa, redrawn on a sam iHog plot. Two
exponential relaxations are observed, indicating a kinetically 1im ited process.

(@) D ependence of surface tension on surface coverage in kinetically lin ited adsorption CEq.f_SZl:S) .
T he values taken fortheparam etersare: a* = 17A, [ =6 10°, = 1478T and = 85T.The

valuies were selected to yield a non-convex, yet decreasing curve (see text). (o) T he corresponding

dynam ic surface tension, calculated using Egs.’5.14 and 515w ith thevalueD | = 6 10 ® an?/sec.

D i usion-lim ited adsorption exhibited by ionic surfactants with added sal. O pen circles and left
ordinate | dynam ic interfacial tension between dodecane and an aqueous solution of4:86 10 M

SDS wih 0IM NaCl (@Adapted from Ref. P3]) Squares and kft ordinate | dynam ic surface
tension of an aqueous solution of 2:0 10 M SDS wih 05M NaCl @dapted from Ref. [_ZI]'].)
Filled circles and right ordinate | surface coverage deduced from second ham onic generation
m easuram ents on a saturated aqueous solution of SDN S wih 2% NaCl @Adapted from Ref. [_ZIQ'].)
T he asym ptotict 2 dependence shown by the solid ttihg lines isa Yootprint’ ofdi usion-lim ired
adsorption.

18



- %
73
=
Figure 1:
70
— [
g 60 —
O I
~ i
- .
% 50 —
— 7
>~ I
40 —
i | \\\HH‘ | \\\HH‘ | \\\HH‘ | L1
0.1 1 10 100
t [sec]
Figure 2:

19




- i
@
o
S 10l
% L
oo
o |
Q
=~ |
o~
C \\\\\\\‘ \.\\\\H‘ | I
10 100
t [sec]
Figure 3:

: Po.eq

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
b0
Figure 4:

20



1 - 0
@ L
QD [
© 08— -0.5
o i
g i
o 0.6 j %\ —1
© - <]
C 04l o
T —-15
O i ©
© i
T oz .
- i
0 | | | -25
) 0 2
log t [sec]|
Figure 5:
r . 70
i al
45 [
5 [ o 5
S wof =
[ o
i - . i 50
o 35 |- o XY e
| E— = o [ ] ° | E—
r Oo% . 40
O
S 50 "% oo *e &
[ °
- . 30
. *
25 j | \\\HH‘ | \\\HH‘ | \\\HH‘ | \\\HH‘
1 10 100 1000 10¢
t [sec]
Figure 6:

21

b
L | | |
-2 0 2
log t [sec]
[ e
S O b
°
r [ ]
N o
[ [ ]
= O
- ° ..'0..
- 0 V=407
- o
; °00 0 o
C 1 \\\HH‘ \\\\HH‘ \\\\HH‘ Lol
0.1 1 10
t [sec]



1.7

1.6 —
&~
ol L
O |
—
1.5 —
1.4 | I \ I I \ I
0 2000 4000
t [sec]
Figure 7:
-0.4 —-0.4
—~ 0.5 = -05
N | N~
>~ I >~
<] <]
N L N
—~ —~
+ - +
O O
- 0.6~ — 06
g7 L ‘ -0.7
1 10
+
0
Figure 8:

22

L L
6000

1

10 100
t [sec]

1000 104




(Y= 7eq)/ Veq

0.1 1 10 100 1000
t [sec]
Figure 9:

23



