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D ouble R osensw eig instability in a ferrouid sandw ich structure
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W e consider a horizontal ferrouid layer sandwiched between two layers of im m iscible non-

m agnetic uids.In a su�ciently strong verticalm agnetic �eld the atinterfacesbetween m agnetic

and non-m agneticuidsbecom eunstabletotheform ation ofpeaks.W etheoretically investigatethe

interplay between these two instabilities for di�erentcom binations ofthe param eters ofthe uids

and analyze the evolving interfacialpatterns. W e also estim ate the criticalm agnetic �eld strength

atwhich thin layersdisintegrate into an ordered array ofindividualdrops.

PACS num bers:75.50.M m ,47.20.M a

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

Ferrouidsarecolloidalsuspensionsofnano-sizeferro-

m agnetic grains in a carrier liquid like water or oil[1].

The dipole-dipoleinteraction between the ferrom agnetic

particles is for m oderate volum e concentrations rather

sm alland ferrouids hence behave m agnetically as su-

perparam agnets. Accordingly in the absence ofan ex-

ternalm agnetic �eld the m agnetization of the uid is

zero. Ifa �eld isswitched on the m agnetic m om entsof

the particles orient them selves along the �eld direction

giving rise to a m acroscopic m agnetization. The notion

superparam agnets refers to the unusually high value of

the m agnetic susceptibility,� = 1::::50,to be com pared

with � ’ 10� 4 foratom ic param agnets. Hydrodynam i-

cally diluted ferrouidsbehave like ordinary Newtonian

liquidswith additionalcontributionsin thebulk and sur-

face force densities stem m ing from the interaction with

the m agnetic�eld.

Due to the unique interplay between hydrodynam ic

and m agnetic degrees offreedom ferrouids show a va-

riety of instabilities and pattern form ation processes.

Am ong the m ost striking phenom ena in this respect is

theso-called Rosensweig instability in which theatfree

surface ofa ferrouid becom esunstable when subjected

to a su�ciently strong verticalm agnetic �eld [2]. Al-

though both gravity and surfacetension favora atsur-

facethedecreasein m agneticenergy fora periodicarray

ofpeaksand troughscan belargeenough toovercom pen-

sate the increase in potentialand surface energy. Both

the linear instability and the details ofthe pattern for-

m ation asrevealed by a weakly non-linearanalysishave

been thoroughly studied [2,3,4,5,6,7].

In the presentpaperwe investigate a sandwich struc-

turein which aferrouid layerofgiven thicknessisplaced

between two im m iscible non-m agnetic liquids. The sys-

tem is prepared such that in the absence ofa m agnetic

�eld the layering is stable, i.e. the lower layers have

largerdensitiesthan the upperonesin orderto prevent

theRayleigh-Taylorinstability.Applyingahom ogeneous

�rannacher@ theorie.physik.uni-oldenburg.de

externalm agnetic�eld perpendicularto theundisturbed

interfaces gives rise to Rosensweig instabilities at both

the lower and the upper interface ofthe ferrouid layer.

Due to the non-localcharacterofthe m agnetic �eld en-

ergy these instabilitiesare coupled with each other. W e

�rststudy the interplay and com petition between these

instabilitieswithin the fram ework ofthe linearstability

analysis.Depending on theparam etersofthesystem one

interfacedom inatesand \slaves"theotheroneto itsun-

stable wavenum ber or both interfaces becom e unstable

atrathersim ilarvaluesofthe m agnetic �eld giving rise

to a com petition between the corresponding wavenum -

bers.Thisissim ilarto whatoccursin Rayleigh-B�enard-

M arangoniconvection in system s oftwo superim posed

uidswhich arecoupled viscously and therm ally attheir

com m on interface[8,9,10,11].

In orderto characterizethepatternsevolvingfrom the

instability weperturbatively probe into the weakly non-

linear regim e by expanding the free energy ofthe sys-

tem in powers of the am plitude of the surface deec-

tions generalizing the m ethods developed in [5,7,12].

W hen theam plitudeofthesurfacedeform ationsbecom es

com parable to the thicknessofthe ferrouid layeritself

the layer m ay be decom posed into disconnected parts.

W ithin our non-linear analysis we are able to estim ate

the �eld strength necessary for such a disintegration to

occur. Finally by using experim entally relevant values

fortheparam eterswepointoutinteresting experim ental

realizationsofoursystem .

Them ain di�erencebetween oursandwich system and

the som ewhatrelated problem ofa ferrouid �lm inves-

tigated in [13]isthethicknessoftheferrouid layer.For

a �lm this thickness is by de�nition m uch sm aller than

thewavelength oftheunstablem ode.In theexperim ents

reported in [13]the �lm thicknessvaried between 5 and

60 �m .Thehydrodynam icsofthe�lm can then bevery

welldescribed within the lubrication approxim ation. In

oursystem thethicknessoftheferrouid layeriscom pa-

rableto theunstablewavelength which isoftheorderof

centim eters and correspondingly the fullhydrodynam ic

equationshaveto be solved to describe itsdynam ics.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310611v3
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FIG .1:Schem atictwodim ensionalplotofaferrouid layerof

depth dwith in�nitehorizontalextension sandwiched between

two non-m agnetic liquidsofin�nite depth.

II. B A SIC EQ U A T IO N S

W e considera horizontally unbounded ferrouid layer

ofthicknessd and density �(2) sandwiched between two

im m iscible,non-m agnetic liquidswith densities�(1) and

�(3).Theinterfacesbetween the layersareparam etrized

by the functions z = �(d)(x) and z = �(0)(x) where for

sim plicity wewillonlyconsiderone-dim ensionalinterface

m odulations(see�g.1).Ithasrecentlybeen clari�ed that

thissituation can berealized experim entally by using an

oblique m agnetic�eld [14].The interfacetensionsatthe

two interfacesaredenoted by �(d) and �(0).

The hydrodynam ics ofthe system is quite generally

described by the Navier-Stokes equation and the conti-

nuity equation. However,since the situation ofinterest

is a static one these equations can be replaced by the

pressure equilibrium atthe two interfaces. Thisin turn

isequivalentto the m inim um condition forthe totalen-

ergy functional.

The energy perarea in the x-y plane com prisesthree

parts, E h; E s, and E m denoting the hydrostatic, the

interfacial,and the m agnetic energiesrespectively. The

�rsttwo partsaregiven by the well-known expressions

E h = g

*

�
(1)

�
(0)

(x)Z

� 1

dzz+ �
(2)

�
(d)

(x)Z

�(0)(x)

dzz+ �
(3)

1Z

�(d)(x)

dzz

+

(1)

and

E s =

�

�
(0)

q

1+ (@x�
(0)(x))2 + �

(d)

q

1+ (@x�
(d)(x))2

�

(2)

where g isthe acceleration due to gravity.The brackets

h:::idenote the spatialaveragealong the x-direction

h:::i= lim
L ! 1

1

2L

Z L

� L

dx � � � : (3)

The volum edensity ofm agnetic energy isofthe general

form [17]

em = � �0

Z
H 0

0

dH 0
� M (H0) (4)

where M denotes the m agnetization,H 0 the m agnetic

�eld in the absence ofany perm eablem aterial,and �0 is

theperm eability offreespace.Assum ing alinearm agne-

tization law M = �H oftheferrouid with thesuscepti-

bility � characterizing its m agnetic propertieswe hence

�nd in thepresentcaseforthem agneticenergy perunit

area

E m = �
�0 �

2

* �
(d)

(x)Z

�(0)(x)

dz H (x;z)� Hext

+

: (5)

Here H ext denotes the hom ogeneous externalm agnetic

�eld produced by the experim entalsetup and in the ab-

senceoftheferrouid and H (x;z)istheactualm agnetic

�eld in the ferrouid.

Subtractingan irrelevantconstantthecom pleteenergy

functionalofthe system can hencebe written as

E

h

�
(0)(x);�(d)(x)

i

=

*

g

2

h

(�(1)� �
(2))�(0)

2

+

�

�
(2)

� �
(3)

�

�
(d)

2
i

�
�0 �

2

�
(d)

(x)Z

�(0)(x)

dz H (x;z)� Hext+ �
(0)

q

1+ (@x�
(0)(x))2 + �

(d)

q

1+ (@x�
(d)(x))2

+

(6)

The m agnetic �eld has to obey the m agnetostatic M axwellequations

r � B = 0 and r � H = 0 (7)
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with B = �0(1 + �)H . These equations are com pleted

by the following boundary conditions

lim
z! � 1

H (x;z)= H extez (8)

and
h

(B (3)
� B

(2))� n
(d)

i

z= �(d)
= 0

h

(H (3)
� H

(2))� n
(d)

i

z= �(d)
= 0

(9)

h

(B (2)
� B

(1))� n
(0)

i

z= �(0)
= 0

h

(H (2)
� H

(1))� n
(0)

i

z= �(0)
= 0;

(10)

where n
(0) and n

(d) denote the norm alvectors on the

lower and upper interface respectively. Note that the

lastfourboundary conditionshave to be ful�lled atthe

freeinterfacesoftheferrouid layer.Theyhencedescribe

thefeedbackoftheinterfacem odulationsonthem agnetic

�eld.Note also thatthereforethe energy (6)dependsin

a com plicated non-localway on the surface deections

�(0)(x)and �(d)(x).

It is usefulto introduce for each ofthe three liquid

layersa scalarm agneticpotential�(1),�(2),and �(3) re-

spectively.The potentialsarerelated to thecorrespond-

ing m agnetic�eldsby

H
(i) = � r �(i) (11)

and asa consequenceof(7)they obey theLaplaceequa-

tions

�� (i) = 0: (12)

Theboundaryconditions(9)and (10)forH and B trans-

late in the well-known way into conditions for the con-

tinuity ofthe potentials them selves and jum ps oftheir

norm alderivatives[17].

It is furtherm ore convenient to m easure alldistances

in unitsofthe inversecriticalwavenum ber

1

kc;R
=

s

�(d)
�
�(2)� �(3)

�
g

(13)

ofthe Rosensweig instability on an in�nitely deep fer-

rouid layer, allm agnetic �elds in units of the corre-

sponding criticalRosensweig �eld

H c;R =

v
u
u
t (1+ �)(2+ �)2

q �
�(2)� �(3)

�
g�(d)

�2�0
; (14)

and energiesper area in units of�(d). M oreoverwe in-

troducethe param eterratios

�1 =
�(1)

�(2)
; �3 =

�(3)

�(2)

� =
�(0)

�(d)
; � =

�

� + 2

(15)

with � now characterizingthem agneticpropertiesofthe

ferrouid. After rescaling the m agnetic potentials ac-

cording to

�
(2+ �)

�H ext

�(1)
! �(1) (16)

�
(1+ �)(2+ �)

�H ext

�(2)
! �(2) (17)

�
(2+ �)

�H ext

�(3)
! �(3) (18)

the energy (6)assum esthe dim ensionlessform

E

h

�
(0)(x);�(d)(x)

i

=

�
1

2

��
�1 � 1

1� �3

�

�
(0)

2

+ �
(d)

2

�

� H
2

ext

�

�(2)
�
�
z= �(d)(x)

� �(2)
�
�
z= �(0)(x)

�

+ �

q

1+ (@x�
(0)(x))2 +

q

1+ (@x�
(d)(x))2

�

:

(19)

Theboundary conditions(9)and (10)translateinto

h

@x(�
(3)

� �(2))@x�
(d)

� @z(�
(3)

� �(2))

i

z= �(d)
= 0

�
1+ �

1� �
�(3)

� �(2)
�

z= �(d)

= 0

(20)

and

h

@x(�
(2)

� �(1))@x�
(0)

� @z(�
(2)

� �(1))

i

z= �(0)
= 0

�

�(2)
�
1+ �

1� �
�(1)

�

z= �(0)

= 0

(21)

respectivelywhereastheasym ptoticboundaryconditions

(8)acquirethe form

lim
z! + 1

@z�
(3)(x;z)= lim

z! � 1

@z�
(1)(x;z)=

1

�
: (22)

III. LIN EA R STA B ILIT Y A N A LY SIS

In thissection we study the linearstability ofthe ref-

erence state with at interfaces �(0) � 0 and �(d) � d.

To thisend weusethe ansatzes

�
(0) = A 1 cos(kx)

�
(d) = d+ B 1 cos(kx)

(23)
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fortheinterfacepro�les.Thecorrespondingform softhe

m agneticpotentialsarethen in view of(12)and (22)

�(3) =
z

�
�

2d

1+ �
+ u1e

� kz cos(kx)

�(2) =
z

�
+
�
v
+

1
ekz + v

�

1
e� kz

�
cos(kx)

�(1) =
z

�
+ w1e

kz cos(kx) :

(24)

By using the linearized version ofthe boundary con-

ditions (20) and (21) we can express the am plitudes

u1; v
+

1
; v

�

1
,and w1 in term s ofA 1 and B 1. This then

allowsusto expand the energy (19)up to second order

in A 1 and B 1 with the result

E (A 1;B 1)=E (0;0)+
1

4

�
�1 � 1

1� �3
� 2H2

extk
� e� 2dk � 1

�2 e� 2dk � 1
+ � k

2

�

A
2

1

+
1

4

�

1� 2H2

extk
� e� 2dk � 1

�2 e� 2dk � 1
+ k

2

�

B
2

1 + H
2

extk(� � 1)
e� dk

�2 e� 2dk � 1
A 1B 1: (25)

The energy hasclearly a stationary pointatA 1 = B 1 = 0.Itisstableaslong asthe Hessian

H =

0

@

1

2

�
�1� 1

1� �3
� 2H2

extk
� e

� 2 dk
� 1

�2 e� 2 dk � 1
+ � k2

�

H 2
extk(� � 1) e

� dk

�2 e� 2 dk � 1

H 2
extk(� � 1) e

� dk

�2 e� 2 dk � 1

1

2

�

1� 2H2
extk

� e
� 2 dk

� 1

�2 e� 2 dk � 1
+ k2

�

1

A (26)

is positive de�nite. An instability is signaled by a van-

ishing determ inantofH .

W e note that,ofcourse,exactly the sam e condition

resultsfrom the usualprocedure oflinearstability anal-

ysis. In this case one investigates the dispersion rela-

tion !(k) ofinterface deform ations ofthe form �(0) =

A 1 exp(i(kx� !t))and �(d) = d+ B 1 exp(i(kx� !t))re-

sulting from a linearization ofthe equations ofm otion.

An instability occurs if! acquiresa positive im aginary

part. The linearized equation ofm otion correspondsto

the quadratic approxim ation ofthe energy. An advan-

tage ofthe energetic approach isthatitappliesequally

wellto inviscid and viscous uids. O n the other hand

itdoesnotgiveinform ation on the lineargrowth rateof

the unstableperturbation.

Ifthe layerthickness d tends to in�nity it can be in-

ferred from (26)thattheo�-diagonalelem entsofH tend

to zerowhereasthediagonalelem entsreduceto thewell-

known form ofa usualRosensweig instability on a in-

�nitely deep layerofferrouid [1].Asexpected wehence

�nd in thislim ittwo uncoupled interfacesshowing inde-

pendentRosensweig instabilities ofthe usualkind. The

situation isdepicted in Fig.2 where we have shown the

determ inantofthe Hessian m atrix H asfunction ofthe

wavenum berk forthe case in which the critical�eld of

the two instabilitiescoincidesbutthe respective critical

wavenum bersdo not.

Thesituation changesifthe layerthicknessisreduced

asshown in Fig.3. Due to the interaction between the

surfacedeform ationsm ediated by the m agnetic�eld the

k

det (H)

-0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

FIG .2: D eterm inant of the Hessian for an in�nitely thick

ferrouid layerasfunction ofthedim ensionlesswavenum ber

k. Param eters�1 = 2,�3 = 0:5,� = 0:5,� = 1:5,are chosen

such thatthe two independentinterfacesgetunstable atthe

sam e value ofthe m agnetic �eld,(by de�nition H c = 1),but

at di�erent wave num bers k
(u)

c = 1 for the upper interface

and k
(l)

c = 2 forthe lowerone.

degeneracy observed in the case d = 1 islifted and the

lowerlayer\slaves"theupperonetoitscriticalwavenum -

ber.Atthesam etim ethecriticalwavenum berisshifted

som ewhat,kc 6= 1,from its \pure" value ofthe decou-

pled case.The sam e holdstrue forthe criticalm agnetic

�eld strength.M oreover,thetwointerfacedeectionsac-

com m odateto each otherin an anti-phase fashion.This

m anifestsitselfin di�erentsigns ofA 1 and B 1 building

the com ponentsofthe eigenvectorcorresponding to the
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k

det (H)

-0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

FIG .3: Sam e as Fig. 2 for a layer thickness d = 2. The

coupling between the two surfaces now lifts the degeneracy

characteristic ofFig.2 giving rise to new criticalvalues for

thewavevector,kc = 0:96,and them agnetic�eld,H c = 0:98.

zero eigenvalueofH .Thisanti-phaseorientation wasto

beexpected intuitively sinceitallowsthe largestgain in

m agneticenergy (cf.Fig.1).

W hich interface dom inates which depends on the pa-

ram etervaluesofthesystem and accordingly a crossover

can be observed when som e param eter is changed. In

Figs.4-6 we give som e exam ples ofsuch crossoverphe-

nom ena when the ratio � between thetwo interfaceten-

sionsis changed. Fig.4 displaysthe relative am plitude

ofthe two surface deections. The �gure clearly indi-

cates that for sm allvalues of�,i.e. when �(0) � �(d),

the lowerinstability dom inates,A 1 � B 1,whereaswith

increasing � the am plitude ofthe lowerinterface deec-

tion decreasesand thecoupled unstablem odesgetm ore

and m oredom inated from theupperinterface.Sim ilarly

Figs.5 and 6 show thecrossoverofthecriticalwavenum -

ber kc and the critical�eld H c,respectively,when � is

varied. In allcases the crossover gets sharper with in-

creasing depth d ofthe ferrouid layerasexpected.

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 0  1  2  3  4  5

�

A

1

p

A

2

1

+B

2

1

FIG .4:Relativeam plitudesoftheunstablem odesasfunction

oftheratio � oftheinterfacetensionsasde�ned in (15).The

layer thickness is d= 2 (dashed), d= 1 (dotted), and d= 0.5

(solid). The other param eter values are � = 0:66,�1 = 1:2

and �3 = 0:85.

Although the linear analysisalready revealssom e as-

pects ofthe interplay between the two Rosensweig in-

stabilities it is not able to yield inform ation about the

�
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FIG .5: D im ensionless criticalwavenum ber ofthe linear in-

stability as function ofthe ratio � ofinterface tensions for

layer thicknessd = 1 (long dashed),d = 2 (dashed),d = 1

(dotted),d = 0:5 (solid).O therparam etersasin �g.4.
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FIG .6:D im ensionlesscriticalm agnetic �eld H c ofthelinear

instability asfunction oftheratio� between theinterfaceten-

sionsforlayerthicknessd = 1 (long dashed),d = 2(dashed),

d = 1 (dotted),and d = 0:5 (solid). O therparam eters as in

�g.4.

staticpattern ofinterfacedeectionsthatwilleventually

em erge. In order to address this problem we need to

extend our analysis to include non-linear term s able to

saturate the exponentialgrowth predicted by the linear

stability theory.Thisisthe subjectofthe nextsection.

IV . W EA K LY N O N LIN EA R A N A LY SIS

In ouranalysisoftheenergy ofthe surfacedeections

theinstability oftheatsurfacecorrespondstothem ini-

m um oftheenergy atA 1 = B 1 = 0 turning into a saddle

point. W ithin the quadratic approxim ation the energy

hencedecreasesdown to � 1 with increasing am plitudes

A 1 and B 1. In reality,however,already for m oderate

values ofA 1 and B 1 higher order term s in the expan-

sion ofthe energy have to be included which cure this

divergence. As a resultthe energy again increaseswith

increasing am plitudesA 1 and B 1 and correspondingly a

new m inim um form sdescribing the new stationary sur-

facepro�les�(0)(x)and �(d)(x).

W e assum e that the susceptibility ofthe ferrouid is
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su�ciently sm allsuch that an expansion ofthe energy

(19)up to fourth orderin the am plitudesofthe surface

deection is su�cient to �nd the new stationary state.

Such an expansion is equivalent to the derivation ofa

third order am plitude equation for the unstable m ode

[15].In ordertoobtain aconsistentexpansiontheFourier

expansions(23)and (24)haveto be extended according

to

�
(d)(x)= d+

2X

n= 1

B n cos(nkx)

�
(0)(x)=

2X

n= 1

A n cos(nkx)

(27)

and

�(3) =
z

�
�

2d

1+ �
+

2X

n= 1

une
� nkz cos(nkx)

�(2) =
z

�
+

2X

n= 1

�
v
+

n e
nkz + v

�

n e
� nkz

�
cos(nkx)

�(1) =
z

�
+

2X

n= 1

wne
nkz cos(nkx):

(28)

To explicitly perform the m inim ization ofthe free en-

ergy a variantofthecom puteralgebra codedocum ented

in [12]isused.Fixing thedesired orderoftheexpansion

(fourin ourcase)thisprogram selectsin a�rststep those

am plitude com binations which are com patible with the

translationalinvarianceoftheproblem in x-direction.In

our case only 17 ofthe originally 70 term s rem ain af-

ter this procedure. In a second step the ansatzes (27)

and (28) are used in the boundary conditions (20) and

(21)and thecoe�cientsu n;v
+
n ;v

�

n ;wn aredeterm ined as

polynom ialsin theA n and B n.Afterthistheenergy(19)

can be expanded up to fourth order in A 1 and B 1 and

up to second orderin A 2 and B 2.Severaloftherem ain-

ing term sdisappearafterthe integration overx im plicit

in the horizontalaveragein (19).M inim izing the result-

ing expression in A 2 and B 2 we �nd that both are of

orderA 2
1;B

2
1 which proofsthe consistency ofourexpan-

sion a-posteriori.Finally thefreeenergy ism inim ized in

the am plitudesA 1 and B 1 ofthem ain m odes.The�nal

expressionsareexplicitbuttoo long to be displayed.

Ford = 1 weagain reproducetheresultsobtained for

thestandard Rosensweig instability on a layerofin�nite

depth [5,7]. For d < 1 the two interfaces couple and

thetwosurfacedeectionsarrangein astable,anti-phase

pattern.

To elucidate this �nalstructure in detailwe consider

the case ofexperim entally realistic param eterscollected

in table I. From the linearstability analysiswe �nd for

thedim ensionlesswavenum berkc = 0:84and forthecor-

responding dim ensionless �eld H c = 0:75. The station-

aryinterfacepro�lesresultingfrom theweaklynon-linear

TABLE I: M agnetic uid param etersused in Figs.7-9

Experim entalparam eters D im ensionlessvalues

�
(1)

= 1:69 g=cm
3

�
(2)

= 1:12 g=cm
3 �1 = 1:51

�
(3)

= 0:0013 g=cm
3 �3 = 0:001

�
(0)

= 16:6 m N=m

�
(d)

= 25:9 m N=m
� = 0:64

d = 1:54 m m d = 1:0

� = 0:8 � = 0:29
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FIG .7:Stationary pattern ofcoupled surfacedeectionsthat

evolve after the instability ofthe state with at interfaces.

The ferrouid layer is shown in gray. Param eters are given

in table I,the value ofthe externalm agnetic �eld is H ext =

1:0001H c.The �gure usesdim ensionlessunits.
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FIG .8:Sam e as�g.7 forH ext = 1:01H c.
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FIG .9:Sam e as�g.7 forH ext = 1:04H c.
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analysis are displayed in Figs.7-9. As can be seen the

lowerinterface isthe dom inating one. Forslightly over-

criticalm agnetic �eld the lowerinterface already shows

an array ofdeveloped Rosensweig ridgeswhereastheup-

peroneisjustgently curved by theinhom ogeneousm ag-

netic pressure resulting from the �eld m odulation in-

duced by the lower interface (Fig.7). W ith increasing

�eld both deform ations grow (Fig.8). A particular in-

teresting caseisshown in Fig.9 wheretheam plitudesof

the surface deectionshave increased to such an extent

that the two interfaces touch each other. Correspond-

ingly the ferrouid layer stays no longer connected but

disintegrates. In our two-dim ensional(x;z) m odelthis

gives rise to the form ation ofparallelslices. In a m ore

realisticthree-dim ensionalsetting,includingsurfacevari-

ationsin y-direction aswell,the layerwould evolve into

a regular array ofdisconnected islands. A sim ilar phe-

nom enon occurs in the usualRosensweig instability on

very shallow layersofferrouid [7].

In Fig.10 we haveshown the m axim um and the m in-

im um layer thickness as function ofthe m agnetic �eld.

The form ation ofislands occurs when the lowerbranch

intersects with the horizontalaxis. Note that,at least

forthe param etersoftable I,thishappensalready fora

�eld exceeding the criticaloneby only 4% .

−0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 0.74  0.745  0.75  0.755  0.76  0.765  0.77 0.735

Hext

d

FIG .10: M axim um (fullline) and m inim um (dashed line)

dim ensionless thickness ofthe ferrouid layer as function of

the dim ensionless external�eld strength for the param eters

given in table I. The dots correspond to the situations dis-

played in Figs.7-9 respectively. For the �eld at which the

m inim um distance between the interfacesshrinksto zero the

layerdisintegratesinto an array ofdisconnected rolls.

W ith the appearance ofsuch an island structure our

theoreticalm odelbreaksdown.To study thefutureevo-

lution ofthestructurewhen increasing the�eld stillfur-

theritism ore appropriate to startfrom a m odelofin-

dependentferrouid drops[18].

In om itting higher ordersofthe expansion ofthe en-

ergy in theam plitudesofsurfacedeection in ournonlin-

earanalysiswehavetacitlyassum edthatthefourth order

term sare su�cientto saturate the linearinstability,i.e.

to m ake E [�(0);�(d)]! 1 for ((�(0))2 + (�(d))2) ! 1 .

This,however,iscorrectonlyifthesusceptibility � ofthe

ferrouid isnottoo largeand thethicknessd ofthelayer

isnottoo sm all.In Fig.11 wehavedisplayed the region

in the d-� plane,in which ourtreatm entisconsistent.

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 0.01  0.1  1  10  100

χ

d

FIG .11:Region ofconsistency ofournonlineartreatm entof

the pattern form ation in the plane spannend by the dim en-

sionless layer thickness d and the susceptibility �. O utside

the shaded region the fourth orderterm sin the expansion of

the energy are notsu�cientto saturate the linearinstability

and higherorderterm sareneeded to get�niteresultsforthe

am plitudes ofinterface deections when m inim izing the en-

ergy.The dashed line isthe resultof[7]fora ferrouid layer

with rigid bottom .Param etervaluesare from table I.

FinallyFig.12givesthephasediagram oftheferrouid

sandwich structureshowing thetransition linesfrom at

interfaces to anti-phase interface m odulations and fur-

therto disconnected regions. Itwould be interesting to

com pare the location ofthese theoreticallines with ex-

perim entalresults.

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 4

 0.68  0.7  0.72  0.76  0.78  0.8 0.74

I
II

III

Hext

d

FIG .12:Phase diagram in the plane spanned by the dim en-

sionless external�eld H ext and layer thickness d for a fer-

rouid sandwich structurewith theparam etersgiven in table

I. In region Iboth interfaces are at,in region II,ridgesoc-

curand in region III,the layerdisintegrates into an array of

disconnected rolls. The dashed line indicates that for larger

valuesofthe m agnetic �eld higherorderterm sare necessary

to accurately determ inethelocation ofthetransition line.In

the shaded region the fourth order term s in the energy are

notsu�cientto saturate the linearinstability and higheror-

derterm sare m andatory,cf.Fig.11.
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V . C O N C LU SIO N

In the present paper we have investigated the linear

and weakly nonlineartheory oftwo coupled Rosensweig

instabilities in a ferrouid sandwich structure. To this

end an approxim ateexpression fortheenergy ofthesys-

tem was m inim ized in the deection am plitudes ofthe

two interfaces between m agnetic and non-m agnetic liq-

uids. The approxim ate expression for the free energy

wasobtained from a fourth orderperturbativeexpansion

in these interface deections. Atthe onsetofinstability

the two individualRosensweig instabilitiescom pete and

dependingon theconcretevaluesoftheparam etersoneis

ableto\slave"theotheronetoitsunstablewavenum ber.

Asa result,a stableantiphasepattern oftwo interacting

m odulated interfaces arises. For su�ciently thin layers

and su�ciently large m agnetic �elds the two curved in-

terfaces m ay touch each other which brings about the

disintegration ofthe layerand givesriseto disconnected

rollsorislands.Using realisticparam etervalueswegave

estim atesofthe required layerthicknessesand m agnetic

�eldsnecessary to observethisphenom enon in an exper-

im ent.Beingperturbativein natureourtheoreticalanal-

ysishasalim ited rangeofvaliditywhich wequanti�ed by

estim ating the contributionsofhigherorderterm s.Itis

possible though tediousto push the expansion to higher

ordersin a system aticway.

A cknow ledgm ents

W e would like thank Reinhard Richter and Norbert

Buske for arousing our interest in ferrouid sandwich

structures and Ren�e Friedrichs for num erous helpful

discussions. This work was supported by Deutsche

Forschungsgem einschaftundergrantFO R/301.

[1]R.E.Rosensweig,Ferrohydrodynam ics,(Cam bridgeUni-

versity Press,Cam bridge,1985)

[2]M .D .Cowley and R.E.Rosensweig,J.Fluid M ech.30,

671 (1967).

[3]V.N.Zaitsev and M .I.Shliom is,Sov.Phys.D okl.14,

1001 (1970).

[4]A.Engel,H.Langer,and V.Chetverikov,J.M agn.M agn.

M ater.195,212 (1999).

[5]A.G ailitis,J.Fluid M ech.82,401 (1977).

[6]E.A.K uznetsov and M .D .Spektor,Sov.Phys.JETP

44,136 (1976).

[7]R. Friedrichs and A. Engel, Phys. Rev. E64, 021406

(2001)

[8]S.Rasenat,F.H.Busse,and I.Rehberg,J.Fluid.M ech.

199,519 (1989)

[9]S. J. VanHook, M . S. Schatz, W . D . M cCorm ick,

J. B. Swift, and H.L.Swinney, J. Fluid. M ech.345,

45 (1997)

[10]W .A.Tokaruk,T.C.A.M olteno, and S.W .M orris,

Phys.Rev.Lett.84,3590 (2000)

[11]A.Engeland J.B.Swift,Phys.Rev.E62,6540 (2000)

[12]R. Friedrichs, Nichtlineare Analyse der

O ber�acheninstabilit�at m agnetischer Fl�ussigkeiten:

Statik und Dynam ik,D issertation,University ofM agde-

burg,2003

[13]J.-C. Bacri, R. Perzynski, and D . Salin,

C.R.Acad.Sci.Paris,307,699 (1988)

[14]R.Friedrichs,Phys.Rev.E66,066215 (2002)

[15]R. Friedrichs and A. Engel, Europhys. Lett. 63, 826

(2003)

[16]H.W .M �uller,Phys.Rev.E58,6199 (1998)

[17]L. D . Landau and E. M . Lifschitz, Elektodynam ik der

K ontinua (Akadem ie-Verlag,Berlin,1991)

[18]A. G . Boudouvis, J. L. Puchalla, and L. E. Scriven,

Chem .Eng.Com m .67,129 (1988)



 0.68

 0.69

 0.7

 0.71

 0.72

 0.73

 0.74

 0.75

 0.76

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5  3  3.5  4  4.5  5

H



d



−0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 0.74  0.745  0.75  0.755  0.76  0.765  0.77 0.735

Hext

Hc

d



k

det (H)

-0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

0.14

0.16

0.18

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6



E (H)

k

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6



 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 4

 0.68  0.7  0.72  0.76  0.78  0.8 0.74

I
II

III

Hext

d



 0.83

 0.84

 0.85

 0.86

 0.87

 0.88

 0.89

 0.91

 0.92

 0.93

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5  3  3.5  4  4.5  5

 0.9

d

k





 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 0  1  1.5  2  2.5 0.5

χ

1/d



z

x

�

(0)

; �

(d)

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

-10 -5 0 5 10



�

(0)

; �

(d)

z

x

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

-10 -5 0 5 10



z

�

(0)

; �

(d)

x

-1

0

1

2

-5 0 5 10-10

-2

-3


