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R everse undercom pressive shock structures in driven thin Im ow
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W e show experim ental evidence of a new structure involving an undercom pressive and reverse
undercom pressive shock for draining Im s driven by a surface tension gradient against graviy. T he
reverse undercom pressive shock is unstable to transverse perturbations while the leading undercom —
pressive shock is stable. D epending on the pinch-o  In thickness, as controlled by the m eniscus,
eithera trailing rarefaction wave or a com pressive shock separates from the reverse undercom pressive

shock.

PACS numbers: 68.15+4+¢,6845Gd,0340Gc,4720M a

W e consider a thin uid In wetting a solid substrate
and driven by a them al gradient against gravity. This
system exhibis a range of phenom ena including two
kinds of shocks (Lax and undercom pressive) and a n-—
gering Instability that form s from a at interface. A key
issue that we explore is the role played by the m eniscus
at the lower boundary.

Insight isprovided from tw o previousstudies. In exper—
in entsby Ludviksson and Lightfoot [l] LL), a partially
Inm ersed substrate was pulled from a liquid bath and
allowed to drain. A tem perature gradient drove the Im
up the substrate against graviy; no ngering instabik
ity was reported. Cazabat et al. (Cal) created very thin
capillary driven Im s 'gl,'@l] by leaving the lowerend ofthe
substrate in a liquid reservoir; the resultingm eniscus con—
trolled the clinbing In thickness. A strong M arangoni
stress created a capillary ridge, resulting In a ngering
Jélstabihty sin ilar to that in gravitationally driven Im s

1.

In both types of experim ents, the In thickness is a
key param eter. In the Cal con guration, inclining the
substrate changes the curvature of the m eniscus, result—
Ing In a range of Im thicknesses f@:]. Cazabat et al. [§;j]
show that thebuk In thicknesscan Increasem ore than
an order ofm agnitude w ith decreasing inclination anglke

from the horizontal. As vardes, a transition occurs
from a stable at front to a front that isunstable to n-
gering.

T his transition re ects a basic change in the dynam —
ics ofthe Im : very thin In fronts show a single shock
pro lethat isunstable to ngering [53 while thicker Ins
exhibit an undercom pressive-com pressive shock pair [6;55]
In which the lrading undercom pressive (UC) front is sta—
bl B,EO] T he experim ents in [_é i] are, to ourknow ledge,
the rst exam ples of naturally occurring UC shocks for
system s sub ct to a scalar conservation law .

In this Letter we present experim ental evidence of a
new structure involring a pair of UC shocks. This was
recently proposed by M unch flih] to exp]aJn dynam ics
m entioned in the origihal LL work EL] Usihg a lubri-

cation m odel for the m eniscus region, he com putes Im
dynam ics foran initial condition corresponding to the LL
experim ent. In this m odel, the m eniscus region pinches
o a body of uid that travels up the substrate alm ost
as a solitary wave. This structure contains leading and
trailing fronts, both undercom pressive. T he trailing un-
dercom pressive front has never been docum ented In ex—
perin ents, although its existence was rigorously proved
f_lz_;]. M unch calls this trailing front a Yeverse undercom —
pressive’ RUC) shock because i nvolves a thicker Im
receding upw ard from a thinner Im , which isthe reverse
ofthe type found in fa,4], in which a UC shock describes
a thicker In advancing into a thinner region.

W e com pare theory for the In dynam ics to our ex—
perin ents. M unch uses a fullm eniscusm odelto describbe
the In and m eniscus. In his sim ulations, the m eniscus
quickly pinches o the draining In, and lter actsasa
boundary condition for the clmbing In structure. In
the early stages of the experin ent, we clarly observe
this pinch-o process. Here we m odel the dynam ics of
the draining In using a wellknown lubrication approx-—
In ation w ith a Yepth averaged’ velocity [_6]
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W em odelthem eniscus as a boundary condition thatwe
discuss lJater. In the above, denotes the surface ten—
sion, = d =dx denotes the surface tension gradient,
the angl of inclination (from the horizontal) of the
plane, g the gravitational constant. A Iso, x is along the
direction of the ow. The coe cient of e, In Eq. @:)
represents convection due to the surface tension gradi-
ent and the com ponent of graviy tangent to the sur-
face. The com ponent of gravity nom al to the surface
has a negligble e ect. W e couplk Eq. (E_L:) with mass
conservation, hy + r ®) = 0. To understand the
shock dynam ics, we ignore perturbations transverse to
e, and consider solutions h depending only on x and
trhe+ E0))x = (=3 )h3huyx)x- The ux satis es
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. W e rescale to dim en—

x=R], and t=
)= (o )13

fh)= (h?®=2 sih gh?3=3)=
sionless units as in [é] h= Hﬁ
TfwhereH = —2 ;1= (-2

2sin g 3 H? 2 2g?sin?
and T = 2— (% gsin ) =3 : D ropping the * gives the
din ensionless equation

he + (hz h3 )x = (h3hxxx )x 2 2)

T he experin ents are carried out as follows. An ox-—
dized silicon wafer is partially dipped into a reservoir
of silicone oil DM S, =100 cStand =0.0209N/m at
25°C) attached to a brass plate. T he wafer is pulled out
and clam ped to the plate (Fjg.:}'). W e create a unifom
tem perature gradient along the plate by heating at the
bottom wih a foil heater and cooling at the top with
a circulating bath cooler. W e m onior the tem perature
along the plate via them istors. A typicalgradient, which
is constant during an experim ent, is shown in the inset
of Fig. 1. The distance between the heater and cooler
is 20 mm , and the width of the brass plate is 152 mm
(e ectively in nite width in the transverse direction).
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FIG .1. The schem atic diagram of the experin ental setup.
A typical tem perature gradient is shown in the inset.

W e m easure the thickness of the In by both stan-—
dard interferom etric techniques and by a novel variation
ofthis technique. T he prin ary technigque uses collin ated
light from a HeNe laser wavelength 632.8 nm ) incident
nom ally on the In. W e record images with a CCD
cam era and a fram e grabber. A ddiionally, at the end
of a mun, we shine an infrared lJaser 830 nm , 100 mW )
at a point on the In. The In near the laser spot is
reduced to essentially zero thickness due to the combi-
nation of local heating and the induced surface tension
gradient. W e then m easure the thickness at other points
on the In by counting the Interference fringes from the
reference position O ne fringe= 0226 m) [:Z:] W e have
Jess precision determm ining the absolute thickness of very
thick regions, although the relative error betw een nearby
fringes is an all. This is re ected in the larger absolute
error bar shown in the top right comer ofF igs. 5 and 6.

In the early stage of the In evolution, a stationary
pinched-o portion appears in the m eniscus, while the

contact line clin bs. Later, a RUC shock m oves up from
the pinched-o portion and a broadening RW appears
between the m eniscus and the RUC shock as in Fig. -2.
In the experin ents, the leading UC shock is stable, while
the RUC shock becom esunstabl and beginsto ngeras
predicted fl]] T he din ensionless ngering wavenum ber
2 =)is039 02which JstosetothemostunstabJe
w avenum ber of 0:35 predicted by linear theory [l]:

the In evolves,a atregion thgryc) appears :ustbeh:nd
the RUC shock.

FIG.2.

(@) Interference fringesat t= 3200 sec. for = 85
and = 011 Pa. The verticaland the horizontal size are 14 4
mm and 192 mm respectively. Below are sections (as indi-
cated by the dashed line in (a)) at times (o) 0 sec, (c) 800
sec, (d) 1600 sec, () 2400 sec, and (f) 3200 sec.

The Im thickness hey Jjust above the m eniscus is de-
tem Ined by balancing surface tension gradient, gravity,
and curvature B]. T hus, the Inclination angl and the
surface tension gradient controlhey. Here, we x d =dx
and we vary to controlh .q.D ecreasing , leadsto in-
creasing heg and heq  hryc . Ifheq > hryc,thea at
region wih a C SI Irep]aces the RW jast behind the hryc
region as n Fig.g3.

T he position ofthe leading UC shock is linear in tin g,
while the RUC shock show s transient nonlinear m otion,
consistent w ith the theoretical m odel (see below ). The
leading UC shock is the sam e as the one observed In the
C alexperin ents and the speed is the sam e as in Ej]. The
RUC shock is always faster than the leading UC shock,
so that the size of the bum p dw indles. The RUC shock



position asa function oftim e for di erent inclination an-
gles all collapse when the position is rescaled by 1, and
tine isrescaled by T, as shown in Fig. -4

m contact line

FIG . 3. (a) Interference fringes at 2400 sec. or = 45
and = 0.1 Pa. The dinensions are asin Fig. Ll Sections
(dashed region) are shown at () 0 sec, (c) 600 sec, d) 1200
sec, (e) 1800 sec, and (f) 2400 sec.
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FIG.4. The position of the contact line (solid sym bols)
and the position of the reverse undercom pressive shock (open
sym bols) versus tim e. T heory as predicted from the com pu-—
tation from Fig. 5 shown as solid and dashed lnnes.

To com pare the experin entaldata w ith them odel, we
need boundary and iniial conditions. A head of the con—

tact line, we choose the sim plest boundary condition con—
sistent w ith com plete wetting: a precursor m odel w ith
h! b> 0asx ! 1 [é,:l3,:14] A's shown previously
[6;7.,15 b determm ines both the height and speed of the
leadingUC shock. T hisin tum determ inesthe height and
speed of the trailing reverse undercom pressive wave. W e

nd that b= 0:005 gives the best approxin ation of the
lrading edge of the advancing In in these experin ents.
In them odel, we take x = 0 to be the position ofthe edge
of the m eniscus. For the lower boundary condition, we
assum e the m eniscus has just pinched o a In ofthick-
nessh = heq wih zero third dertvative hyxx (0) = 0, ie.
that the m eniscus enforces a zero net curvature gradient
on thebuk In region. The initial condition is the sin —
plest approxin ation of a draining Im, that of constant

In thickness hf for the range 0 < x < xf, where x¢ is
given by the initialdipping and draining ofthe In . The
param eters xr and heg can be m easured precisely in the
experim ent. The value hr is chosen to produce a total
volum e of uid consistent with what is observed In the
experim ent.

W e num erically integrate 6'_2) forward in tim e and com —
parew ith the experin entaldata in Figs. 2 and 3. In both
casesheq and Xy are determ ined from experin entaldata
and h¢ is chosen to m atch the volum e of uid observed
to pinch 0 in the experim ent. T he viscosity varies w ith
tem perature In the experin ent. W e choose a viscosity for
the tin e rescaling of (:_2) that is optim ized for agreem ent
w ith the data while consistent w ith the experin ent.
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FIG.5. Comparison between PDE theory and experin ent
fordata from Fig. 2a. Num erical param eters are heq = 0:025,
he = 075, x¢ = 18. The bottom gure shows a close up of
the rarefaction wave. The bar in the top right comer is the
absolute error or h > 0:5. The absolute error for sm aller h
is shown on the bottom gure. T he relative error forh > 0:5
equals the absolute error for the sm allh values.

Fig. 5 show sthe theoreticalthicknesspro le com pared



w ith the experin ent from F ig. 2a, thedin ensionlesstim e
is 140. The num erical solution evolves Into a structure
com posed of a leading UC shocdk, trailing RUC shodk,
and expanding RW , shown closeup in the bottom por-
tion of Fig. 5. The lrading UC shock speed and height
are determ ined by the precursor thickness as in previous
studies {§41]. TheRUC shock speed and height are deter—
m ined by the height of the leading UC shock, and hence
also determ ined by the precursor. Fig. 5 shows a well
developed structure, however at early tin esthe RUC ex—
periences a period of adjistm ent before i settles into a
traveling w ave shape, whil the leading UC shock fom s
alm ost Inm ediately. The trailing RW expands between
the m eniscus region (set by the boundary condition heg

In the m odel) and the RUC shock. The trailing side of
the RUC shock has a thickness hryc . Ifhryc is greater
than heq, @ RW form s between the RUC shock and the
meniscus. O therw ise a CS f©om s to connect the m enis-
cus pinch-o thickness hy to the thickness hgyc . This
CS is seen to slow Iy separate from the RUC shock. Fig.
6, which com pares the PDE solution w ith the data from

Fig. 3a, In which heg > hryc . A CS fom s to the keft
of the RUC shodk, as shown close up in the bottom of
Fig. 6. Atthis o0f45 , we are close to this transition
point, and the experim ental results are quite sensitive to
changes In the initialdraining In pro k.
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FIG.6. Comparison between PDE theory and experin ent
for data from Fig. 3a, num erical param eters are heq = 0081,
he = 0575, x¢ = 15:4. The error bars are as in Fjg.‘é.

The experin ents presented show clear evidence of
the new UC-RUC doubl shock structure predicted by

M unch. Our experim ental results are com pared with
a lubrication m odel in which the pinch-o dynam ics of
them eniscus are ncorporated into a boundary condition.
T here isgood agreem ent betw een theory and experin ent.
T he dynam ics between the RUC shock and them eniscus
can result in either a RW or a CS, depending on the
pinch-o thickness com pared with the RUC In thick—
ness hgyc . Both situations are seen in the experin ent
and com pared w ith theory. Future studies should address
the nonlinear dynam ics of the trailing RUC shock. A Iso
the e ect oftem perature on viscosity is not considered in
them odelhere but clearly playsa rol in the experin ent.
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