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W e show experim entalevidence ofa new structure involving an undercom pressive and reverse

undercom pressiveshock fordraining �lm sdriven by a surface tension gradientagainstgravity.The

reverseundercom pressiveshock isunstableto transverseperturbationswhiletheleading undercom -

pressive shock is stable. D epending on the pinch-o� �lm thickness,as controlled by the m eniscus,

eitheratrailingrarefaction waveoracom pressiveshock separatesfrom thereverseundercom pressive

shock.

PACS num bers:68.15.+ e,68.45.G d,03.40.G c,47.20.M a

W e considera thin uid �lm wetting a solid substrate

and driven by a therm algradientagainstgravity. This

system exhibits a range of phenom ena including two

kinds ofshocks (Lax and undercom pressive) and a �n-

gering instability thatform sfrom a atinterface.A key

issue thatwe explore isthe role played by the m eniscus

atthe lowerboundary.

Insightisprovidedfrom twopreviousstudies.In exper-

im entsby Ludviksson and Lightfoot[1](LL),a partially

im m ersed substrate was pulled from a liquid bath and

allowed to drain.A tem perature gradientdrovethe �lm

up the substrate against gravity;no �ngering instabil-

ity wasreported.Cazabatetal.(Cal)created very thin

capillary driven �lm s[2,3]by leavingthelowerend ofthe

substratein aliquid reservoir;theresultingm eniscuscon-

trolled the clim bing �lm thickness.A strong M arangoni

stress created a capillary ridge,resulting in a �ngering

instability sim ilarto thatin gravitationally driven �lm s

[4].

In both types ofexperim ents,the �lm thickness is a

key param eter. In the Calcon�guration,inclining the

substrate changesthe curvature ofthe m eniscus,result-

ing in a rangeof�lm thicknesses[5].Cazabatetal.[6,7]

show thatthebulk �lm thicknesscan increasem orethan

an orderofm agnitude with decreasing inclination angle

� from the horizontal. As � varies,a transition occurs

from a stableatfrontto a frontthatisunstableto �n-

gering.

This transition reects a basic change in the dynam -

icsofthe �lm :very thin �lm frontsshow a single shock

pro�lethatisunstableto �ngering [8]whilethicker�lm s

exhibitan undercom pressive-com pressiveshock pair[6,9]

in which theleading undercom pressive(UC)frontissta-

ble[8,10].Theexperim entsin [6,7]are,toourknowledge,

the �rstexam ples ofnaturally occurring UC shocks for

system ssubjectto a scalarconservation law.

In this Letter we present experim entalevidence ofa

new structure involving a pair ofUC shocks. This was

recently proposed by M �unch [11]to explain dynam ics

m entioned in the originalLL work [1]. Using a lubri-

cation m odelforthe m eniscus region,he com putes �lm

dynam icsforan initialcondition correspondingtotheLL

experim ent. In thism odel,the m eniscus region pinches

o� a body ofuid that travelsup the substrate alm ost

asa solitary wave. This structure contains leading and

trailing fronts,both undercom pressive. The trailing un-

dercom pressive fronthasneverbeen docum ented in ex-

perim ents,although its existence wasrigorously proved

[12].M �unch callsthistrailing fronta ‘reverseundercom -

pressive’(RUC)shock because itinvolvesa thicker�lm

recedingupward from a thinner�lm ,which isthereverse

ofthetypefound in [6,7],in which a UC shock describes

a thicker�lm advancing into a thinnerregion.

W e com pare theory for the �lm dynam ics to our ex-

perim ents.M �unch usesafullm eniscusm odelto describe

the �lm and m eniscus. In hissim ulations,the m eniscus

quickly pincheso� the draining �lm ,and lateractsasa

boundary condition for the clim bing �lm structure. In

the early stages of the experim ent, we clearly observe

this pinch-o� process. Here we m odelthe dynam ics of

thedraining �lm using a well-known lubrication approx-

im ation with a ‘depth averaged’velocity [6]

~V = (
�h

2�
�
�gh2 sin�

3�
)~ex +

h2r 3h

3�
: (1)

W em odelthem eniscusasa boundary condition thatwe

discuss later. In the above, denotes the surface ten-

sion,� = d=dx denotes the surface tension gradient,

� the angle ofinclination (from the horizontal) ofthe

plane,g the gravitationalconstant. Also,x isalong the

direction of the ow. The coe�cient of~e x in Eq.(1)

represents convection due to the surface tension gradi-

ent and the com ponent of gravity tangent to the sur-

face. The com ponent ofgravity norm alto the surface

has a negligible e�ect. W e couple Eq.(1) with m ass

conservation, ht + r � (h~V ) = 0. To understand the

shock dynam ics,we ignore perturbations transverse to

~ex and consider solutions h depending only on x and

t: ht + (f(h))x = � ((=3�)h3hxxx)x. The ux satis�es
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f(h)= (�h2=2� sin��gh 3=3)=�. W e rescale to dim en-

sionlessunits asin [6]: h = H ĥ, x = x̂l, and t=

Tt̂;where H = 3�

2sin ��g
;l= (

2

3�H 2 )
1=3 = (

3�

2�2g2sin2�
)1=3;

and T = 2
�

�2
(4
9
��gsin�) 1=3:Dropping the ^ gives the

dim ensionlessequation

ht+ (h2 � h
3)x = � (h3hxxx)x: (2)

The experim ents are carried out as follows. An ox-

idized silicon wafer is partially dipped into a reservoir

ofsilicone oil(PDM S,�= 100 cStand = 0.0209 N/m at

25oC)attached to a brassplate.Thewaferispulled out

and clam ped to the plate (Fig.1). W e create a uniform

tem perature gradientalong the plate by heating at the

bottom with a foilheater and cooling at the top with

a circulating bath cooler. W e m onitor the tem perature

alongtheplateviatherm istors.A typicalgradient,which

is constantduring an experim ent,is shown in the inset

ofFig. 1. The distance between the heater and cooler

is 20 m m ,and the width ofthe brass plate is 152 m m

(e�ectively in�nite width in the transversedirection).
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FIG .1. The schem atic diagram ofthe experim entalsetup.

A typicaltem perature gradientisshown in the inset.

W e m easure the thickness ofthe �lm by both stan-

dard interferom etrictechniquesand by a novelvariation

ofthistechnique.Theprim ary techniqueusescollim ated

lightfrom a He-Nelaser(wavelength 632.8 nm )incident

norm ally on the �lm . W e record im ages with a CCD

cam era and a fram e grabber. Additionally,at the end

ofa run,we shine an infrared laser (830 nm ,100 m W )

at a point on the �lm . The �lm near the laser spot is

reduced to essentially zero thickness due to the com bi-

nation oflocalheating and the induced surface tension

gradient.W ethen m easurethethicknessatotherpoints

on the�lm by counting the interferencefringesfrom the

referenceposition (O nefringe= 0:226�m )[7].W e have

lessprecision determ ining the absolute thicknessofvery

thick regions,although therelativeerrorbetween nearby

fringes is sm all. This is reected in the largerabsolute

errorbarshown in thetop rightcornerofFigs.5 and 6.

In the early stage ofthe �lm evolution,a stationary

pinched-o� portion appears in the m eniscus,while the

contactline clim bs.Later,a RUC shock m ovesup from

the pinched-o� portion and a broadening RW appears

between the m eniscus and the RUC shock as in Fig.2.

In theexperim ents,theleading UC shock isstable,while

theRUC shock becom esunstableand beginsto �ngeras

predicted [11].The dim ensionless�ngering wavenum ber

(2�l=�)is0:39� :02 which iscloseto the m ostunstable

wavenum berof0:35 predicted by lineartheory [11]. As

the�lm evolves,aatregion (hR U C )appearsjustbehind

the RUC shock.

FIG .2. (a)Interferencefringesatt= 3200 sec.for�= 85
�

and � = 0.11 Pa.Theverticaland thehorizontalsizeare14.4

m m and 19.2 m m respectively. Below are sections (as indi-

cated by the dashed line in (a)) at tim es (b) 0 sec,(c) 800

sec,(d)1600 sec,(e)2400 sec,and (f)3200 sec.

The �lm thicknessheq justabove the m eniscusisde-

term ined by balancing surface tension gradient,gravity,

and curvature [3]. Thus,the inclination angle and the

surface tension gradientcontrolheq.Here,we �x d=dx

and wevary �to controlh eq.Decreasing �,leadsto in-

creasing heq and heq � hR U C . Ifheq > hR U C ,the a at

region with a CS replacesthe RW justbehind the hR U C
region asin Fig.3.

Theposition oftheleading UC shock islinearin tim e,

while the RUC shock showstransientnonlinearm otion,

consistent with the theoreticalm odel(see below). The

leading UC shock isthesam eastheoneobserved in the

Calexperim entsand thespeed isthesam easin [7].The

RUC shock isalwaysfasterthan the leading UC shock,

so thatthe size ofthe bum p dwindles. The RUC shock
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position asa function oftim efordi�erentinclination an-

gles allcollapse when the position is rescaled by l,and

tim e isrescaled by T,asshown in Fig.4.

FIG .3. (a) Interference fringes at 2400 sec. for � = 45
�

and � = 0.11 Pa.The dim ensionsare asin Fig. 2.Sections

(dashed region)are shown at(b)0 sec,(c)600 sec,(d)1200

sec,(e)1800 sec,and (f)2400 sec.

FIG .4. The position of the contact line (solid sym bols)

and theposition ofthereverseundercom pressiveshock (open

sym bols)versustim e. Theory as predicted from the com pu-

tation from Fig.5 shown assolid and dashed lines.

To com paretheexperim entaldata with them odel,we

need boundary and initialconditions.Ahead ofthecon-

tactline,wechoosethesim plestboundarycondition con-

sistent with com plete wetting: a precursor m odelwith

h ! b > 0 as x ! 1 [6,13,14]. As shown previously

[6,7,15],b determ ines both the height and speed ofthe

leadingUC shock.Thisin turndeterm inestheheightand

speed ofthetrailing reverseundercom pressivewave.W e

�nd thatb = 0:005 givesthe bestapproxim ation ofthe

leading edge ofthe advancing �lm in these experim ents.

In them odel,wetakex = 0tobetheposition oftheedge

ofthe m eniscus. For the lower boundary condition,we

assum ethem eniscushasjustpinched o� a �lm ofthick-

nessh = heq with zero third derivative hxxx(0)= 0,i.e.

thatthem eniscusenforcesa zero netcurvaturegradient

on thebulk �lm region.The initialcondition isthesim -

plestapproxim ation ofa draining �lm ,thatofconstant

�lm thicknesshf forthe range 0 < x < xf,where xf is

given by theinitialdipping and drainingofthe�lm .The

param etersxf and heq can be m easured precisely in the

experim ent. The value hf is chosen to produce a total

volum e ofuid consistent with what is observed in the

experim ent.

W enum erically integrate(2)forward in tim eand com -

parewith theexperim entaldatain Figs.2and 3.In both

casesheq and xf aredeterm ined from experim entaldata

and hf ischosen to m atch the volum e ofuid observed

to pinch o� in theexperim ent.Theviscosity varieswith

tem peraturein theexperim ent.W echooseaviscosityfor

thetim e rescaling of(2)thatisoptim ized foragreem ent

with the data while consistentwith the experim ent.
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0
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h

theory
experiment
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x
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0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

h

FIG .5. Com parison between PD E theory and experim ent

fordata from Fig.2a.Num ericalparam etersareheq = 0:025,

hf = 0:75,xf = 18. The bottom �gure shows a close up of

the rarefaction wave. The bar in the top right corner is the

absolute error for h > 0:5. The absolute error for sm aller h

isshown on the bottom �gure.The relative errorforh > 0:5

equalsthe absolute errorforthe sm allh values.

Fig.5showsthetheoreticalthicknesspro�lecom pared
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with theexperim entfrom Fig.2a,thedim ensionlesstim e

is 140. The num ericalsolution evolves into a structure

com posed ofa leading UC shock,trailing RUC shock,

and expanding RW ,shown closeup in the bottom por-

tion ofFig. 5. The leading UC shock speed and height

aredeterm ined by theprecursorthicknessasin previous

studies[6,7].TheRUC shock speed and heightaredeter-

m ined by the heightofthe leading UC shock,and hence

also determ ined by the precursor. Fig. 5 shows a well

developed structure,howeveratearly tim estheRUC ex-

periencesa period ofadjustm entbefore itsettlesinto a

traveling wave shape,while the leading UC shock form s

alm ostim m ediately. The trailing RW expandsbetween

the m eniscusregion (setby the boundary condition heq

in the m odel)and the RUC shock. The trailing side of

theRUC shock hasa thicknesshR U C .IfhR U C isgreater

than heq,a RW form sbetween the RUC shock and the

m eniscus. O therwise a CS form s to connect the m enis-

cuspinch-o� thicknessheq to the thicknesshR U C . This

CS isseen to slowly separatefrom the RUC shock.Fig.

6,which com paresthePDE solution with the data from

Fig. 3a,in which heq > hR U C . A CS form s to the left

ofthe RUC shock,as shown close up in the bottom of

Fig. 6. Atthis � of45�,we are close to thistransition

point,and theexperim entalresultsarequitesensitiveto

changesin the initialdraining �lm pro�le.

0 10 20 30
x

0

0.4

0.8

1.2

h

theory
experiment

0 5 10
x

0.05

0.07

0.09

h

FIG .6. Com parison between PD E theory and experim ent

fordata from Fig.3a,num ericalparam etersare heq = 0:081,

hf = 0:75,xf = 15:4.The errorbarsare asin Fig.5.

The experim ents presented show clear evidence of

the new UC-RUC double shock structure predicted by

M �unch. O ur experim ental results are com pared with

a lubrication m odelin which the pinch-o� dynam ics of

them eniscusareincorporated intoaboundarycondition.

Thereisgood agreem entbetween theoryand experim ent.

Thedynam icsbetween theRUC shock and them eniscus

can result in either a RW or a CS,depending on the

pinch-o� thickness com pared with the RUC �lm thick-

ness hR U C . Both situations are seen in the experim ent

and com paredwith theory.Futurestudiesshould address

the nonlineardynam icsofthe trailing RUC shock.Also

thee�ectoftem peratureon viscosity isnotconsidered in

them odelherebutclearly playsarolein theexperim ent.
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