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Spreading D ynam ics ofPolym er N anodroplets

David R.Heine, G ary S.G rest,and Edm und B.W ebb III
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(D ated:April14,2024)

Thespreading ofpolym erdropletsisstudied using m oleculardynam icssim ulations.To study the

dynam ics ofboth the precursor foot and the bulk droplet,large drops of 200;000 m onom ers are

sim ulated usingabead-springm odelforpolym ersofchain length 10;20;and 40m onom ersperchain.

W ecom parespreading on 
atand atom isticsurfaces,chain length e�ects,and di�erentapplications

ofthe Langevin and dissipative particle dynam icstherm ostats. W e �nd di�usive behavior for the

precursor foot and good agreem ent with the m olecular kinetic m odelofdroplet spreading using

both 
atand atom istic surfaces.D espite the large system size and long sim ulation tim e relative to

previoussim ulations,we �nd no evidence ofhydrodynam icbehaviorin the spreading droplet.

PACS num bers:68.47.Pe

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thespreading ofliquid dropletson a surfaceisan im -

portant issue for severalindustries including adhesion,

lubrication,coating,and printing. Em erging nanotech-

nology in areassuch aslithography and m icro
uidicshas

m adetheissueofdropletspreadingon sm alllength scales

even m ore relevant. Experim ents on droplet spreading

haverevealed severalphenom ena involved in thespread-

ing process,som eofwhich occuron theatom icleveland

othersthatbecom e relevantatm esoscopic length scales

[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15]. These

include the spreading ofa precursor foot ahead ofthe

droplet[3],terraced spreading ofm ono-m olecularlayers

[4,16,17],and viscouslossesduetorollingm otion [1,18].

Several m odels have been proposed to describe the

spontaneous spreading of liquid droplets on a surface.

Thesem odelscan beclassi�ed asm olecularkineticm od-

els,continuum hydrodynam icm odels,orcom bined m od-

els.Them olecularkinetictheory ofEyring [19]hasbeen

applied to the kinetics ofwetting by Blake and Haynes

[20,21]as wellas Cherry and Holm es [22]. This the-

ory treats the surface adsorption ofliquid m olecules as

the dom inantfactorin the spreading ofa droplet. The

hydrodynam ic theory [1, 2, 23, 24]focuses on the en-

ergy dissipation due to viscous 
ow in the droplet. It

hasbeen claim ed thathydrodynam icdissipation isdom -

inantforsm allcontactanglesand non-hydrodynam icdis-

sipation is dom inant for relatively large contact angles

[25]. Since both m echanism s are present in spreading

droplets,severalgroups have proposed com bined theo-

ries [3,8,23,26,27,28]. Experim entalresults for the

spreading of poly(dim ethylsiloxane) (PDM S) drops on

baresilicon wafershaveshown good agreem entwith one

com bined m odel[10].

The study of droplet spreading using m olecular dy-

nam ics sim ulation has been hindered due to com puta-

tionallim itationsrestricting sim ulationsto sm alldroplet

sizes and short tim es. M olecular dynam ics sim ulations

were �rst used to study the spreading ofm onom er and

dim er liquids [29,30,31,32]. However,the spreading

ofm onom erand dim erdropletsareclearly in
uenced by

the volatility ofthe sm allm olecules,allowing them to

vaporize and condense independent ofthe dynam ics of

the droplet. To separate the spreading from the vapor-

ization and condensation, subsequent sim ulations used

shortbead-spring chain m oleculessincethey havea very

low vapor pressure. In m ost cases,the sim ulations re-

produced the experim entally observed R � t1=2 scaling

ofthecontactradiusoftheprecursorfooton both atom -

istic [11,33,34,35]and 
at [36,37]surfaces,though

logarithm icscaling hasalso been observed [35].Itisbe-

lieved thatthisdi�erenceisdueto thecorrugation ofthe

substrate,producing t1=2 scaling for a su�ciently sm all

latticedim ension and a logarithm icscaling forlarge,i.e.

strong corrugation [38]. M ilchev and Binder [39]have

studied wetting using M onte Carlo sim ulationson a 
at

substrate which suggest Tanner’s spreading law for the

growth dynam icsofthe dropletholdson the nanoscopic

scale. O ther com parisons to theoretical m odels have

strongly supported the m olecularkinetic theory ofwet-

ting [40,41,42,43,44],probably due to the relatively

sm alldropletsizesand shortsim ulation tim esem ployed.

In thispaper,wepresentresultsfrom extensivem olec-

ular dynam ics sim ulations of coarse-grained m odels of

polym er droplets wetting a surface. Although m ost re-

cent sim ulations ofdroplet spreading use droplets con-

taining 20;000 to 32;000 m onom ers [11,33,34,35,40,

42],we considerdropscom posed of100;000 to 200;000

m onom erstosim ultaneouslystudytheprecursorfootand

bulk regions for long tim es. W e com pare sim ulations

perform ed using both a 
at surface and an atom istic

substrate to determ ine ifthe com putationally expensive

atom istic substrate isrequired to obtain correctspread-

ing dynam ics. W e also evaluate di�erent im plem enta-

tions ofthe Langevin and dissipative particle dynam ics

(DPD)therm ostatsfore�ciency and realism in preserv-

ing hydrodynam ice�ects.Also,thedi�erencein using a

sphericaldropletasthestartingcon�guration asopposed

to a hem isphericaldropletisdiscussed.W e�nd thatthe

m ethod which capturesallofthephysicsofthespreading

drop in the m ostcom putationally e�cientm anneristo

sim ulatelargedropson 
atsubstrateswith a couplingto

thetherm ostatwhich fallso�exponentiallywith distance

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308165v1
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from thesubstrate[45].Foratom isticsubstrates,we�nd

coupling only the substrate m onom ers to the Langevin

therm ostatsigni�cantly m oree�cientthan coupling the

DPD therm ostatto allm onom ers.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Section IIdescribes

the details ofthe m olecular dynam ics sim ulations and

the application ofthe therm ostats. Section IIIpresents

the results for the tim e dependence ofthe contact ra-

dius. The contactangle data is�tto m odelsofdroplet

spreading in Section IV and conclusionsarepresented in

Section V.

II. SIM U LA T IO N D ETA ILS

A . System

W eperform m oleculardynam ics(M D)sim ulationsus-

ing a coarse-grained m odel for the polym er chains in

which the polym er is represented by sphericalbeads of

m ass m attached by springs. W e use a cuto� Lennard-

Jones(LJ)potentialto describethe interaction between

allm onom ers.The LJ potentialisgiven by

U
��

L J
(R)=

(

4"��

h�
�� �

r

�12
�
�
�� �

r

�6
i

r� rc

0 r> rc

(1)

where"�� and ��� aretheLJ unitsofenergy and length

and the cuto� is set to rc = 2:5 ��� . W e denote the

polym erm onom ersastype1 and substratem onom ersas

type 2. The m onom er-m onom erinteraction,"11 = ",is

used as the reference and allm onom ers have the sam e

diam eter��� = �. Forbonded m onom ers,we apply an

additionalpotentialwhereeach bond isdescribed by the

�nite extensible nonlinearelastic (FENE)potential[46],

UF E N E (r)=

8
<

:

� k

2
R 2

0
ln

�

1�

�
r

R 0

�2
�

r� R 0

1 r> R 0

; (2)

with k = 30" and R 0 = 1:5�.

Dropletsconsisting ofchainsoflength N = 10;20;or

40 m onom ers per chain are created by �rst equilibrat-

ing a m eltofthe polym erand then rem oving m olecules

whose centersare outside ofa hem isphere ofa given ra-

dius,38� fornon-wetting dropletsand 48� forwetting

droplets. The dropletisthen placed on eitheran atom -

istic substrateora 
atsubstrate.

The atom istic substrate is com posed ofLJ particles

form ing fourlayersofthe (111)surface ofan fcc lattice

wherethebottom layerisfrozen and thetop threelayers

m aintain theirstructurethrough astrongLJ interaction,

"22 = 5".The m assesofthe substratem onom ersareset

to m 2 = 2m 1 = 2m . For non-wetting droplets, each

layerofthesubstratecontains12000 m onom ersand the

dim ensions ofthe substrate are 110:0� � 115:4�. For

the wetting droplets,we study two substrates,contain-

ing either49200 or99960 m onom ersperlayer. The di-

m ensions ofthe substrates are 231:2 � � 231:0 � and

330:8� � 331:4�,respectively.W ereferto theseasthe

sm all,m edium and largesubstrates.Thelargesubstrates

arenecessary becausethe�nitesizeoftheatom isticsub-

strates require the use ofperiodic boundary conditions

at their edges whereas the 
at surface can extend in-

de�nitely in the x and y directions. For the atom istic

substrate,during the course ofthe sim ulation,the pre-

cursorfootreachestheedgeofthesubstrateand interacts

with theperiodicim ageofthedroplet.Although thiscan

be related to the spreading ofan array ofnanodroplets,

such asin m icro-contactprinting,wedo notincludeany

data for the precursor foot once it reaches the periodic

im age.The dropletsconsistof� 100;000 m onom ersfor

non-wetting dropletsand � 200;000 m onom ersforwet-

ting droplets. Allsim ulationsare run ata tem perature

ofT = 1:0"=kB .

For the 
at surface, the interaction between the

m onom ersin the dropletand the surface ism odeled by

an integrated LJ potential,

U
w all
L J (z)=

(
2�"w
3

h
2

15

�
�

z

�9
�
�
�

z

�3
i

z � zc

0 z > zc

(3)

with zc = 2:2�:

The equations of m otion are integrated using a

velocity-Verlet algorithm . W e use a tim e step of�t =

0:009 � where � = �
�
m

"

�1=2
. The sim ulations are per-

form ed using the lammps code [47]on 36 to 100 Dec

Alpha processorsofSandia’sC P lantcluster.Sim ulating

onem illion stepsforawettingdrop of200;000m onom ers

on them edium atom isticsubstratetakesbetween 90and

250hourson 64processors,dependingon thetherm ostat.

B . T herm ostats

The choice oftherm ostatem ployed can greatly a�ect

the droplet spreading dynam ics, so we com pare sim u-

lations that use the Langevin [48] and DPD [49, 50]

therm ostats. The purpose is to �nd an approach that

isboth com putationally e�cientand providesa realistic

representation ofthe transferofenergy in the spreading

droplet.

The Langevin therm ostat sim ulates a heat bath by

adding G aussian white noise and friction term s to the

equation ofm otion,

m i�ri = � �U i� m i
L _ri+ W i(t); (4)

where
L isthefriction param eterfortheLangevin ther-

m ostat,� �U i is the force acting on m onom er idue to

the potentials de�ned above,and W i(t) is a G aussian

white noiseterm such that
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hW i(t)� Wj(t
0)i= 6kB Tm i
L �ij� (t� t

0): (5)

The Langevin therm ostat can either be coupled to all

m onom ers in the system or just to those in the sub-

strate.Theadvantageofthelatteristhatthelong-range

hydrodynam ic interactionsare preserved in the droplet,

whereascoupling allm onom ersto theLangevin therm o-

stat screens the hydrodynam ic interactions. Both ap-

proachesareapplied in thesim ulationstotestthevarious

m odelsfordropletspreading discussed below in Sec.IV.

The dam ping constant is chosen to be 
L = 0:1�� 1 in

m ostcases,which ism uch sm allerthan thatarising from

collisionsbetween m onom ers.

O urnextapproach istoapply thetherm ostatfrom the

DPD sim ulation m ethod. The DPD technique includes

a dissipativeforceterm in theequationsofm otion along

with random forces.Theequation ofm otion fortheDPD

therm ostatis

m i�ri =
X

j6= i

�
� �U ij + F

D
ij + F

R
ij

�
: (6)

In Eq. 6,FD
ij and F

R
ij are the dissipative and random

term sgiven by

F
D
ij = � m i
D P D w

2(rij)(̂rij � (_ri� _rj))r̂ij (7)

F
R
ij = m i�D P D w(rij)�ijr̂ij (8)

where 
D P D is the DPD friction param eter, �2D P D =

2kB T
D P D , �ij is a G aussian noise term with

h�ij(t)�kl(t
0)i = (�ik�jl+ �il�jk)� (t� t0),rij = ri � rj,

rij = jrijj,and r̂ij = rij=rij.Theweightfunction w(rij)

isde�ned as

w(rij)=

�
(1� rij=r

0

c) rij < r0c
0 rij � r0c:

(9)

W e take r0c = rc = 2:5�. The advantage ofthis ther-

m ostatting techniqueisthatthem om entum isconserved

locally and long-range hydrodynam ic interactions are

preserved even in the case where allm onom ersare cou-

pled to the therm ostat. Allsim ulations with the DPD

therm ostatuse 
D P D = 0:1�� 1,so the dissipation from

thetherm ostatism uch lessthan from m onom ercollisions

asseen in Sec.IV.Sim ulationsthatuseDPD couplethe

therm ostatto allatom sin the system .

In the case of the 
at substrate, we study several

m ethods to therm ostat the system . In the �rst, we

sim ply couple the Langevin or DPD therm ostat to all

m onom ers. However this is som ewhat unphysicalsince

m onom ers near the substrate are expected to have a

strongerdam ping than those in the bulk ofthe droplet.

In the case ofthe Langevin therm ostat,thiscoupling of

allm onom ers also m eans that the hydrodynam ic inter-

actionsare screened.In addition,chainswhich separate

from the dropletm oveacrossthe substratevery rapidly,

particularly fortheDPD therm ostat.Forthisreason,we

did not further pursue the DPD therm ostat on the 
at

substrate. To overcom e these di�culties,we follow the

approach ofBraun and Peynard [45]and add an external

Langevin coupling with a dam ping rate that decreases

exponentially away from the substrate. W e choose the

form


L (z)= 

s
L exp(� � z) (10)

where 
sL is the surface Langevin coupling and z is

the distance from the substrate. W e choose values of


sL = 1:0,3:0,and 10:0�� 1.Thereisno obviousa priori

way to de�ne theappropriatevalueof
sL.However,one

way isto choose
sL so thatthe di�usion constantofthe

precursorfootiscom parableforthe
atand atom icsub-

stratesforcom parabledeparturesfrom thewetting/non-

wetting transition (see Fig.4 below).

III. SIM U LA T IO N R ESU LT S

A droplet containing about 200;000 m onom ers for a

wetting droplet is large enough to allow us to sim ulta-

neously study the bulk and precursorfootregions.This

can be seen in the pro�leviewsforchain length N = 10

in Figs.1 and 2,which show the footextending beyond

thebulk region forwetting dropletson an atom isticsub-

strate and a 
atsurface,respectively. Note thatFig. 1

showsthethicknessofthefootincreasing afteritreaches

theperiodic im age.Thesam ebehaviorisseen when pe-

riodic boundariesare applied to the 
atsurface,so this

isnotan e�ectofthe corrugation ofthe substrate.

To characterize the spreading dynam ics of these

droplets,weextracttheinstantaneouscontactradiusand

contact angle every 10;000 to 40;000 �t. The contact

radiusiscalculated by de�ning a two-dim ensionalradial

distribution function,g(r)= �(r)=�,based on every par-

ticle within 1:5� ofthe surface. The localdensity ata

distancer from the centerofm assofthe dropletis

�(r)=
N (r)

2�r�r
(11)

where N (r)isthe num berofparticlesata distance be-

tween r and r + �r from the center ofm ass and � is

the integralof�(r)overthe entire surface. The contact

radiusisde�ned asthe distance r atwhich g(r)= 0:98.

This approach provides a robust m easure ofthe radius

atany pointduring the spreading sim ulation.The sam e

calculation is used to obtain the droplet radius for ten

slices ofthe droplet at increm entalheights every 1:5 �

from thesurface.A lineis�tto theresulting pointsand

the instantaneous contactangle is determ ined from the

slopeoftheline.Forsim ulationsthatexhibitaprecursor
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FIG .1: Pro�le of the N = 10 polym er droplet spreading

on the atom istic substrate at three di�erent tim es using the

Langevin therm ostatapplied only to thesubstratem onom ers

with 
L = 0:1�
� 1

and "12 = 1:5".

FIG .2: Pro�le of the N = 10 polym er droplet spreading

on the 
at surface at three di�erent tim es using the surface

Langevin therm ostat.

s
L = 10:0�

� 1
,"w = 2:0".

foot,theparticleswithin 4:5� ofthesurfaceareignored

in the contactanglecalculation.

The non-wetting dropletsreach theirequilibrium con-

�gurationsfairly rapidly,asshown by the contactangle

data in Fig.3.The equilibrium contactangle m easured

as a function ofpolym er-surface interaction strength is

shown in Fig. 4. From this �gure, it is clear that

the transition from non-wetting to wetting occurs near

"c
12
’ 1:05" fordropletson a substrate and "cw ’ 1:75"

for droplets on a 
at surface. For m ost ofthe wetting

sim ulations,we use "12 = 1:5 " for the atom istic sub-

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
t/τ

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

θ(
t)

ε
12

 = 0.4 ε
ε

12
 = 0.6 ε

ε
12

 = 0.8 ε
ε

12
 = 1.0 ε

ε
12

 = 1.5 ε

FIG .3:Contactangleofnon-wettingdropletsofN = 10poly-

m erson an atom istic substratestarting from a hem ispherical

dropletwith 
D P D = 0:1�� 1.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
ε12

0

50

100

150

θ 0

Atomistic Substrate
Flat Surface

FIG .4: Equilibrium contactangle as a function ofpolym er-

surface interaction strength showing thetransition from non-

wetting to wetting forN = 10 polym erdropletson an atom -

istic substrate (circles)and a 
atsurface (squares).

strate and "w = 2:0 " for the 
at substrate,both well

within the wetting regim e.

Thetim edependence ofthe contactradiusofthepre-

cursorfootand bulk region isshown in Fig.5forwetting

dropletson an atom isticsubstrateforthreechainlengths.

The t1=2 behavior is evident for the precursor foot at

allchain sizes,while the kinetics ofthe m ain dropletis

clearly signi�cantly slower. The N = 10 data shown in

Fig. 5 is taken from sim ulations on both the large and

m edium substrateswhereastheN = 20and N = 40sim -

ulationsareonthem edium substrate.Thecontactradius

ofthe bulk dropletincreasessteadily forallthree chain

lengths on the m edium substrate. However,the run on

the large substrate shows a slowing down and eventual

contraction ofthe bulk contact radius as the foot con-

tinues outward,depleting the supply ofm aterialin the

bulk faster than the drop can transfer m aterialdown-
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0 50 100 150 200 250
(t/τ)1/2

50

100
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R
(t

)
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N=20
N=40

0 25 50 75
(t/τ)1/2

0

30

60

R
(t

)

Precursor Foot

Bulk Droplet

Foot

Bulk

FIG .5: Tim e dependence ofthe contact radius ofthe pre-

cursorfootand bulk dropletforwetting dropletson an atom -

isticsubstrateatthreedi�erentchain lengthsstarting from a

hem isphere with a contact angle ofapproxim ately 90
o
. The

Langevin therm ostat,
L = 0:1�
� 1
,isapplied only tothesub-

strate m onom ersand "12 = 1:5".ResultsforN = 10 are for

both the m edium and large atom istic substrates,while those

for N = 20 and 40 are for the m edium atom istic substrate.

The insetshowsthe contactradiusforN = 10 starting with

a sphericaldroplet (solid line) com pared to a hem ispherical

droplet(dotted).Resultsforthehem ispherein theinsethave

been shifted downward toeasily com parethelatetim ebehav-

ior.

ward. This suggests that for our largest substrate,the

drop sizem ustbeeven largertobeabletostudy both the

precursorfootand bulk dropletin the sam esim ulation.

The insetin Fig.5 showsthe spreading ofa spherical

N = 10 dropletcom pared to an initialhem isphere.The

sphereisplaced justabovethesubstratewith zeroinitial

velocity to avoid any e�ectdue to im pactvelocity. The

di�culty in m easuring the spreading rate for this case

is evident as it takes roughly 1200 � for the sphere to

adopt a hem isphericalshape,1600 � for the spreading

rate ofthe foot to m atch that ofthe hem isphere,and

5000� forthespreadingrateofthebulk to m atch thatof

the hem isphere. (The hem isphere data forthe footand

bulk regionsareshifted downward to easily com parethe

spreading rates.)

Vou�e et al. [6, 11] found both experim entally for

PDM S droplets and in num ericalcom puter sim ulations

that the di�usion constant ofthe precursor foot varies

non-m onotonically with increasing coupling to the sub-

strate. At�rst,increasing the coupling to the substrate

increasesthe driving force and the 
uid spreadson the

substrate m ore rapidly. However, further increases in

the strength of the 
uid substrate coupling, while in-

creasing the driving force,also increase the friction of

the
uid m onom erswith thesubstrate,resulting in a de-

crease in the di�usion constant. From the tim e depen-

denceofR(t),thedi�usion constantD f forthefootcan

0 50 100 150 200
(t/τ)1/2

50

100

150

R
(t

)

Precursor Foot

Bulk Droplet

FIG .6: E�ect oftherm ostat on contact radius ofprecursor

footand bulk region forwetting dropletsofN = 10 polym ers

on an atom istic substrate for "12 = 1:5 ". The therm ostats

applied areD PD (solid line),Langevin on allm onom ers(dot-

ted) and Langevin on only substrate m onom ers (dashed).


D P D = 
L = 0:1�
� 1
:

be determ ined from

D

(R(t)� R(0))
2

E

= 4D ft (12)

The resulting di�usion constants are D f = 0:34 �2=�,

0:30�2=�,and 0:23�2=� forN = 10,20,and 40 respec-

tively for"12 = 1:5",indicating a very weak dependence

on chain length,atleastfortheseunentangled chains.In-

creasing "12 to 2:0",we�nd D f = 0:16�2=� forN = 10,

thusthedropletsarein thehigh friction regim eforthese

valuesof
uid substratecoupling.

Figure6 showsthetim edependenceofthecontactra-

diusforwetting dropletson an atom isticsubstrateusing

di�erenttherm ostatting techniques. These resultsshow

thatthereisessentiallynodi�erencein thespreadingrate

between the DPD therm ostat applied to allm onom ers

and the Langevin therm ostat applied only to the sub-

strate. W e can see that applying the Langevin ther-

m ostatto allm onom ersslightly decreasesthe spreading

rate asthe viscousheating isrem oved from the system ,

though the resulting lossofhydrodynam ic 
ow,atleast

for the droplet size studied here,has no signi�cant im -

pact.

Forwetting dropletson a 
atsurface,the therm ostat

dependence of the contact radius is shown in Fig. 7.

Here, the Langevin therm ostat is applied either to all

m onom ers (curves labeled with 
L ) or with the surface

Langevin coupling(curveslabeled with 
sL ).Thevalueof


L clearly has a strong in
uence on the spreading rate.


sL = 3:0 �� 1 gives a di�usion constant com parable to

the atom istic substrate with 
L = 0:1 �� 1. The chain

length dependenceofthecontactradiusisshown in Fig.

8. Again,the t1=2 behaviorisevidentin the footregion

but not the bulk region. The chain length dependence

on the 
atsurface is sim ilarto the atom istic substrate,
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FIG .7: E�ectoftherm ostaton contactradiusof(a)precur-

sor foot and (b) bulk region for wetting droplets ofN = 10

polym erson a 
atsurface with "w = 2:0".

showing a m oderatedecreasein spreading rateforlarger

polym ers.

IV . M O D ELS O F D R O P LET SP R EA D IN G

D Y N A M IC S

A . O verview ofm odels

The dynam ics ofdroplet spreading are controlled by

the driving force (the di�erence in surface tension 
 at

each interface) and by the energy dissipation. The to-

talenergy dissipation can be represented by a sum of

three di�erentcom ponents,T

�
_�w + _�f + _�l

�

[3]. The

�rstterm ,T _�w ,representsenergy dissipation dueto the

hydrodynam ic 
ow in the bulk ofthe droplet as m ore

m aterialistransferred to thesurface.T _�f relatesto the

viscousdissipation in the precursorfootpresentin cases

ofcom plete wetting. The third term ,T _�l,refersto the

dissipation in the vicinity ofthe contactline due to the

adsorption and desorption ofliquid m oleculestothesolid

surface. Here,we com pare m odelsthatincorporate one

or m ore ofthese dissipation m echanism s to oursim ula-

tion results.

0 50 100 150 200
(t/τ)1/2

40

60

80

100

120

R
(t

)

N=10
N=20
N=40

Precursor Foot

Bulk Droplet

FIG .8:Chain length dependenceofthecontactradiusofthe

precursorfootand bulk dropletforwetting dropletson a 
at

surface with "w = 2:0". The surface Langevin therm ostatis

applied with 

s
L = 10:0�

� 1
.

The m olecular kinetic theory ofliquids developed by

Eyring and coworkers [19]has been applied to droplet

spreading by Blake and Haynes [21]. It focuses on the

adsorption ofliquid m oleculesto thesurfaceasthedom -

inant factor in energy dissipation. In this theory, the

liquid m oleculesjum p between surfacesitesseparated by

a distance � with a frequency K . The velocity ofthe

contactlineisrelated to the contactangle� by

dR

dt
= 2K � sinh

��



2�nk B T

�

(cos� � cos�0)

�

(13)

where 
 isthe surface tension ofthe liquid/vaporinter-

face,�n isthe density ofsiteson the solid surface,and

�0 is the equilibrium contactangle. Forsu�ciently low

velocities,the equation can be written in its linearized

form ,

dR

dt
=

K �


�nk B T
(cos�0 � cos�): (14)

Assum ingthedropletm aintainsconstantvolum eand the

shape ofa sphericalcap,the velocity ofthe contactline

can be expressed in term softhe tim edependence ofthe

contactanglepurely from geom etricargum entsgiving

dR

dt
= �

�
3V

�

� 1=3
(1� cos�)

2

(2� 3cos� + cos3 �)
4=3

d�

dt
: (15)

Com bining Eqs. 14 and 15 gives an expression for the

tim e dependence ofthe contactangle,

d�

dt
= �

�
�

3V

�1=3

(�)




�0
(cos�0 � cos�) (16)

where


(�)=

�
2� 3cos� + cos3 �

�4=3

(1� cos�)
2

(17)
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and �0 isthe friction coe�cientde�ned as� 0 =
� nkB T

K �
,

which hasunitsofviscosity.

The hydrodynam ic m odel[24]describesthe 
ow pat-

tern thatform sin the bulk ofthe dropletasm aterialis

transferred to the advancing contact line. This m odel

can be obtained by solving the equationsofm otion and

continuity forthe dropletdescribed asa cylindricaldisk

[51]instead ofa sphericalcap. Neglecting the 
ow per-

pendicularto the surface and balancing the radialshear

stressatthe top ofthe cylinderwith the e�ective radial

surfacetension,thevelocity ofthecontactlineiswritten

as

dR

dt
=

4
V3

�3�R9
�


�V

2��R3
(18)

where V isthe dropletvolum e,� isthe viscosity ofthe

liquid, and � = 1 � cos�0. Equation 18 is in agree-

m entwith Tanner’sspreadinglaw [2]forcom pletely wet-

ting system s(�0 = 0)and fornon-wetting system swith

sm allequilibrium contactangles,givingR � t1=10 atlong

tim es.Instead ofdirectly com bining Eqs.15 and 18,we

apply the approach ofde Ruijter etal. [8,10]in order

to m ake a direct com parison with the com bined m odel

presented below.Using thesam ecylindricaldisk m odel,

they neglect the 
ow perpendicular to the surface and

specify thatthe velocity atthe upperedge ofthe cylin-

der is the actualdroplet spreading rate,dR=dt. W ith

thisapproach,they �nd thatthe hydrodynam icdissipa-

tion term can be written as

T
X

w

= 6�R(t)��[�(t)]

�
dR

dt

� 2

ln[R(t)=a] (19)

where� (�)isa geom etricfactorde�ned as

� (�)=
sin3 �

2� 3cos� + cos3 �
(20)

and a isan adjustableparam eterthatrepresentsthe ra-

dius ofthe core region ofthe droplet,where the radial


ow isnegligible.Forthehydrodynam icm odel,they ob-

tain

d�

dt
= �

�
�

3V

�1=3

(�)


 (cos�0 � cos�)

6�� (�)ln[R=a]
: (21)

Both typesofdissipation are presentin the spreading

droplet. The hydrodynam ic m echanism is expected to

dom inateatlow velocitiesand sm allcontactangleswhile

the kinetic m echanism is expected to dom inate at high

velocities and large contact angles [25]. W e include in

our com parison a m odeldeveloped by de Ruijter etal.

[8,10]containing both kineticand hydrodynam icterm s.

In thism odel,the velocity ofthe contactline iswritten

as

dR

dt
=


 [cos�0 � cos�]

�0 + 6�� (�)ln[R=a]
: (22)

TABLE I: Bulk properties of bead-spring chains obtained

from M D sim ulation forT = "=kB ,P ’ 0:

N � (�
� 3
) 
 ("=�

2
) � (m /��) 10

3
D (�

2
=�) �R (�

� 1
)

10 0.8691 0.85� 0.02 11.1� 0.4 6.17� 0.06 16.2

20 0.8803 0.92� 0.02 17.4� 0.7 3.04� 0.03 16.4

40 0.8856 0.95� 0.02 41.7� 1.4 1.23� 0.01 20.4

Com bining thiswith Eq.15 gives

d�

dt
= �

�
�

3V

�1=3

(�)


 (cos�0 � cos�)

�0 + 6�� (�)ln[R=a]
: (23)

B . A nalysis ofM odels

Fitting sim ulation data to them odelsdescribed above

requires both the liquid/vapor surface tension and the

bulk viscosity ofthe polym er. The surface tension,
,

is obtained by �rst constructing a slab ofthe polym er

m eltcontaining 10;000 chainsofN = 10,5000 chainsof

N = 20,or5000 chainsofN = 40 centered in the sim u-

lation box such thattherearetwosurfacesperpendicular

to the z direction. The sim ulationsare run attem pera-

tureT = 1:0and pressureP ’ 0withouttailcorrections.

W e leave outtailcorrectionsto the pressure in orderto

m atch the system ofthe spreading droplet. The sim u-

lationsare run untilthe two liquid/vaporinterfacesare

equilibrated,asdeterm ined by thedensity pro�lesacross

the interfaces. From the equilibrium valuesofthe pres-

sure,paralleland perpendicularto the interfaces,
 can

easily be determ ined from [52]


 =
1

2

Z L z

0

�
p? (z)� pk (z)

�
dz: (24)

Thevaluesforthesurfacetension aresum m arized in Ta-

bleI.Thesevaluescan becom pared to 
 = 0:08"=�2 for

a system ofm onom ers[53].

The viscosity is com puted from the equilibrium 
uc-

tuations ofthe o�-diagonalcom ponents ofthe pressure

tensor[54].The pressuretensorsarerecorded from sim -

ulationsofsystem scontaining m eltsof500 chainsofthe

N = 10 polym er,250 chains ofthe N = 20 polym er,

and 500 chains of the N = 40 polym er at T = 1:0

with the bulk pressure P ’ 0 without tailcorrections.

These sim ulationsare run ata tim estep �t= 0:006 for

up to 25;000 �. The autocorrelation function of each

o�-diagonalcom ponentofthe stresstensoriscalculated

using the Num ericalRecipes routine correl [55]. The

autocorrelation functionsareaveraged to im provestatis-

ticaluncertainty. From this,the viscosity can be calcu-

lated using [54]

� =
V

kB T

Z
1

0

dth��� (t)��� (0)i: (25)

Theresultsfor� aresum m arized in TableI.
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FIG .9:Fitstocontactangledata(sym bols)of(a)kinetic,(b)

hydrodynam ic and (c)com bined m odelsforwetting droplets

on a 
atsurface with "w = 2:0".The chain length isN = 10

unless otherwise speci�ed. The Langevin therm ostat is ap-

plied to allm onom ers(
L )orjustm onom ersnearthesurface

(

s
L ).Thedata setsare shifted by 10

o
increm ents(exceptfor



s
L = 1:0�

� 1
)forclarity.

Estim atesofthefriction coe�cients,� R ,obtained from

the m eltsim ulations,areincluded in TableI.The di�u-

sion constantD isdeterm ined from them ean squaredis-

placem entofthem iddlem onom ersofeach chain and us-

ing theRousem odelonecan extract�R from D = kB T

m N �R

[56].

W ith theabovevaluesforthesurfacetension and vis-

cosity,thesim ulation datais�tto each ofthem odelsde-

scribed above.The�tisperform ed bytakinginitialguess

values for the independent param eters and integrating

the expression ford�=dtde�ned in one ofthe equations

16, 21, or 23. The integration uses the fourth-order

Runge-K utta m ethod to generate a setofdata,�calc(t).

The param eters are varied using the downhillsim plex

m ethod [55]untilthe di�erence between the m odeland

sim ulation data,j�calc(t)� �(t)j=�(t),ism inim ized.

0

40

80

120

0

40

80

120

θ(
t)

0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000
t/τ

0

40

80

120

N=40 Lang on Sub
N=20 Lang on Sub
N=10 Lang on Sub
N=10 Lang on All
N=10 DPD

FIG . 10: Fits to contact angle data (sym bols) of (a) ki-

netic,(b)hydrodynam icand (c)com bined m odelsforwetting

dropletson the m edium atom istic substrate with "12 = 1:5".

The Langevin therm ostat is applied to allm onom ers or to

just substrate m onom ers. 
L = 0:1 �
� 1

for allcases except

D PD where 
D P D = 0:1 �
� 1
. The data sets are shifted by

10o increm ents(exceptforN = 10 D PD )forclarity.

The kinetic,hydrodynam ic and com bined m odels are

�t to the contact angles ofdroplets spreading on a 
at

surface in Fig. 9. The Langevin therm ostat is applied

eitherto allm onom ersoronly to thosenearthesurface.

W e�nd thatboth thekineticand com binedm odels�tthe

data welldespitethefactthatthey predictthatthefric-

tion coe�cient,� 0,islargerin thecom bined m odelthan

in thekineticm odel.Thehydrodynam icm odelproduces

a very poor�tto each data setasshown in Fig.9b.The

best�tparam etersforthese m odelsapplied to data for

wetting dropletson a 
atsurface are shown in Table II.

Theerrorreported foreach m odeliscalculated as

�
2 =

1

N

NX

i= 1

j�calc(t)� �(t)j
2

�(t)
(26)

whereN isthenum berofdatapointsin each setofdata.

Figure 10 showsthe kinetic,hydrodynam ic,and com -

bined m odel�ts to the contact angle data for wetting
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TABLE II:M odelparam etersand errorestim atesresulting from �tsto contactangledata from sim ulationsofwetting droplets

on a 
atsurface.Valuesfor
L and 

s
L are listed in the �rstcolum n."w = 2:0".

K inetic Hydrodynam ic Com bined

Therm ostat N �0
�
m

��

�
a(�) �0

�
m

��

�
a(�) �

2

kin �
2

hydro �
2

com b


L = 1:0�
� 1

10 9.55 44.40 35.41 71.23 0.0022 0.047 0.0039



s
L = 3:0�

� 1
10 25.97 42.29 57.27 71.55 0.00028 0.025 0.0011



s
L = 10:0�

� 1
10 56.30 38.14 89.98 83.80 0.00024 0.018 0.00028



s
L = 10:0�� 1 20 81.37 38.83 137.99 84.77 0.00015 0.015 0.00023



s
L = 10:0�

� 1
40 101.29 38.63 200.45 86.49 0.00022 0.024 0.00036

dropletson the m edium substrate. Again,the hydrody-

nam ic m odelgives a signi�cantly worse �t to the data.

The best �t param eters for these m odels for wetting

droplets on an atom istic substrate are shown in Table

III.The kinetic and com bined m odelsgive friction coef-

�cientsthatare generally largerthan the bulk viscosity

forthe rangeofcoupling param etersused here.W e �nd

that,in contrastwith previouswork by DeRuijteretal.

[8,10],the com bined m odelpredictsa largerfriction co-

e�cientthan thekineticm odel.Also,thehydrodynam ic

and com bined m odels give a value ofa that is on the

orderoftheradiusofthedroplet,indicating thathydro-

dynam ic
ow isnota dom inantfeatureofthe spreading

ofthesedroplets,atleastforthetim escalesaccessibleto

sim ulation.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thisstudy,we perform m oleculardynam icssim ula-

tions ofpolym er droplets that are roughly an order of

m agnitude greater in size than those previously stud-

ied. W e �nd this to be necessary to adequately m odel

thebehaviorofthe precursorfootand thebulk m aterial

sim ultaneously. Starting from a hem isphericaldroplet,

we �nd that the precursor foot form s im m ediately and

spreadsdi�usively foreach system where the surfacein-

teraction strength isabovethewetting/non-wettingtran-

sition. The bulk region ofthe dropletspreads ata sig-

ni�cantly slower rate,but the data is too im precise to

distinguish between,forexam ple,a t1=7ora t1=10 scaling.

W e perform spreading sim ulations on both an atom -

istically realistic substrate and a perfectly 
at surface.

Thesim ulationsusing a 
atsurfaceexhibitthesam ebe-

haviorasthe realisticsubstrateand greatly im provethe

com putationale�ciency since the num berofm onom ers

on therealisticsubstrateistypicallyseveraltim esgreater

than the num berofm onom ersin the droplet. However,

to do so,it is criticalto apply a therm ostat that cou-

plesonly to m onom ersnearthesurface.O n an atom istic

substrate,them oste�cientm ethod isto coupleonly the

substrate particlesto the therm ostat. Thisiscom puta-

tionally faster than coupling allm onom ers to the DPD

therm ostatand leadsto the sam eresults.

Severaldropletspreading m odelshavebeen developed

to �t contact angle data. A sim ple kinetic m echanism

forenergy dissipation �tsthedata welland providesrea-

sonablevaluesforthefriction coe�cients,which weveri-

�ed through separatepolym erm eltsim ulations.Using a

com bined m odelthataddsa hydrodynam icenergy dissi-

pation m echanism slightly im provesthe �t,butresulted

in lessaccurateestim atesofthefriction coe�cients.The

fact that we do not observe evidence ofhydrodynam ic


ow behaviorm ay be due to the sm alldropletsizesac-

cessible to m oleculardynam icssim ulation.Evidence for

hydrodynam ic e�ects on spreading has been observed

experim entally for m acroscopic drops [2,12,57]. The

length scale where hydrodynam ic e�ectsbecom e im por-

tantrem ainsan open question.

Future work willinclude studying the spreading be-

havior ofbinary droplets and developing m ore realistic

surfaceinteractions.
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TABLE III:

M odelparam etersand errorestim atesresulting from �tsto contactangle data from sim ulationsofwetting dropletson an

atom istic substrate."12 = 1:5",
D P D = 
L = 0:1�
� 1
.

K inetic Hydrodynam ic Com bined

Therm ostat N �0
�
m

��

�
a(�) �0

�
m

��

�
a(�) �

2

kin �
2

hydro �
2

com b

D PD 10 36.7 42.1 53.4 65.5 0.001 0.015 0.001

Lang on All 10 50.8 38.1 81.8 70.0 0.001 0.015 0.001

Lang on Sub 10 38.0 41.8 64.9 69.6 0.001 0.020 0.001

Lang on Sub 20 54.4 43.2 91.9 68.3 0.001 0.020 0.001

Lang on Sub 40 65.5 42.9 126 64.0 0.002 0.019 0.002
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