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A bstract

A m odelaccounting for nite spatialdin ensions of the deposit pattems in the evap—
orating sessile drops of colloidal solution on a plane substrate isproposed. Them odel is
based on the assum ption that the solute particles occupy nite volum e and hence these
din ensions are of the steric origin. W ihin thism odel, the geom etrical characteristics
of the deposition pattems are found as functions of the initial concentration of the
solute, the Initial geom etry of the drop, and the tin e elapsed from the beginning ofthe
drying process. Them odel is solved analytically for an all initial concentrations of the
solute and num erically for arbitrary initial concentrations of the solute. T he agreem ent
between our theoretical results and the experin ental data is dem onstrated, and it is
show n that the ocbserved dependence of the deposit din ensions on the experin entalpa—
ram eters can indeed be attrbuted to the nite dim ensions ofthe solute particles. T hese
results are universal and do not depend on any free or tting param eters; they are in —
portant for understanding the evaporative deposition and m ay be usefiil for creating
controlled deposition pattems.

PACS:4755Dz | D rops and bubbles; 68 03 Fg | E vaporation and condensation;
8115~z | M ethods of deposition of Insand coatings; In growth and epitaxy.

1 Introduction

The problem of the socalled \co eedrop deposit" has recently aroused great interest. T he
residue keft when co  eedrieson the countertop isusually darkest and hencem ost concentrated
along the perin eter of the stain. R Ing-lke stains, w ith the solute segregated to the edge of
a drying drop, are not particular to co ee. M ineral rings kft on washed glassware, banded
deposits of salt on the sidewalk during w Inter, and enhanced edges In water color paintings
are allexam ples ofthe variety ofphysical system s displaying sim ilarbehavior and understood
by co eedrop deposit tem inology.
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U nderstanding the process of drying of such solutions is in portant for m any scienti c
and Industrial applications, where ability to control the distribution of the solute during
drying process is at stake. For instance, In the paint industry, the pigm ent should be evenly
dispersed after drying, and the segregation e ects are highly undesirable. A lso, In the pro—
tein crystallography, attem pts are m ade to assam ble the two-din ensional crystals by using
evaporation driven convection [Ii, 2, 3], and hence solute concentration gradients should be
avoided. On the other hand, in the production of nanow ires §] or in surface patteming ]
perin eter-concentrated depositsm ay be of advantage. R ecent In portant applications of this
phenom enon related to DNA stretching n a ow have emerged as wellip]. For instance,
a high-throughput autom atic DNA m apping was suggested [1], where uid ow induced by
evaporation is used for both stretching DNA m olecules and depositing them onto a sub-—
strate. D roplet drying is also in portant in the attam pts to create arrays of DNA spots for
gene expression analysis.

R ing-like deposit pattems have been studied experim entally by a num ber of groups. D if-

culties of obtaining a uniform deposit iB], deform ation of sessile drops due to a solgel
transition of the solute at the contact line {8, 10], stick-slip m otion of the contact line of
collbidal Iiquids f11, 12], multiple ring om ation [3], and the e ect of ring form ation on
the evaporation of the sessile drops [14] were all reported. The evaporation of the sessile
drops (regardless of the solute presence) has also been investigated extensively. Constancy
of the evaporation ux was dem onstrated [I5,/1f], and the change of the geom etrical char-
acteristics (contact angle, drop height, contact-line radiis) during drying was m easured in
detail 7, 18,23, 201.

The m ost recent and com plkte experin ental e ort to date on .o eedrop deposits was
conducted by Rabert Deegan et al. PRI, 22, 23, 24]. M ost experin ental data referred to
iIn this work orighhate from observations and m easurem ents of this group. They reported
extensive results on ring form ation and dem onstrated that thess could be quantitatively
acoounted for. Them ain ideas of the theory of solute transfer in such physical system s have
also been developed in their work R1]. Tt was observed that the contact line of a drop of
liquid rem ains pinned during m ost of the drying process. W hilke the highest evaporation
occurs at the edges, the bulk of the solvent is concentrated closer to the center of the drop.
In order to replenish the liquid rem oved by evaporation at the edge, a ow from the innerto
the outer regions m ust exist nside the drop. This ow is capablk of transferring all of the
solute to the contact line and thus accounts for the strong contact-line concentration of the
residue lkeft after com plete drying. This theory is very robust since it is lndependent of the
nature of the solute and only requires pinning of the edge during drying (which can occur in
a num ber of possible ways: surface roughness, cham ical heterogeneities etc) . Am ong other
things, we w ill reproduce som e of its results in this work.

M athem atically, the m ost com plicated task is related to determm Ining the evaporation rate
from the surface of the drop. An analogy between the di usive concentration elds and
the electrostatic potential elds was suggested 25,1 25], so that an equivalent electrostatic
problem can be solved instead of the evaporation problem . Im portant analytical solutions to
this equivalent problem in various geom etries were  rst derived by Lebedev iR5], and a few
usefiil consequences from these analytical results were later reported in Ref. 7).

In thiswork, we continue developm ent ofthe theory of solute transfer and deposit grow th.
M ost previousw orks address the issue ofthe deposit m ass accum ulation at the drop boundary,



however, they treat the solute particles as if they do not occupy any volum €, and hence all
the solute can be accom m odated at the one-din ensional shgularity of the contact line. In
reality, the solute deposit accum ulated at the perin eter has som e thickness, and the shape
of the residue in a round drop resembles a ring rather than an in nitely thin circum ference
of the circle. The earlier e orts were aim ed at describing how the m ass of the contact-line
deposit grow s w ith tim e and how it depends on such geom etrical characteristics of the drop
as its radius (or circular drops R1, 24]) or its opening angk and the distance from the
vertex (forpointed drops 28,29]) . Little attem pt hasbeen m ade to describe the geom etrical
characteristics of the contact-line deposit itself, for instance, the w idth and the height of the
deposit ring. At the sam e tim e, there is solid experin entaldata £3,24]on various geom etrical
characteristics of the ring and their dependence on tim g, the Initial solute concentration, and
the drop geom etry. Here we develop a sin ple m odel that addresses this Jack ofunderstanding
of the geom etrical properties of the contact-line deposit and accounts for the nite size of
the deposit ring. W e attribute the nite volum e of the deposit simply to the nite size of
the solute particles, ie. we assum e the particles do occupy som e volum e and hence cannot
be packed denser than certain concentration. The m odel is solved in the sin plest case of the
circular geom etry both analytically and num erically, and the results of the two m ethods are
com pared w ith the experin ental data of Refs. P3, 24] (@nd w ith each other). Tt tums out
that thism odel is su client to explain m ost of the collected data. It should be noted that
the m odel is as universal and robust (in is range of validiy) as the zero-volum e theory of
D eegan et al. P1,22] since it is based on essentially the sam e physical principles.

T he notion that the pro I ofthe deposit could be found by the sin ple assum ption that
the solute beocom es inm obilized when the volum e fraction reaches a threshold was originally
suggested by Todd D upont [3U]. First e orts to create a m odel were conducted by R obert
Deegan P3,24] who formulated som e physical assum ptions, w rote them down m athem ati-
cally, and cbtained som e early-tin e exponents. H ere we present the entire problem , including
its full form ulation and its analytical and num erdical solutions (not reported previously). In
the next section, we form ulate the m odel, describe the system , and address som e issues of
the geom etry and the evaporation rate. Then, we derive the governing equations from the
conservation ofm ass and Jater solve them analytically for am all initial concentrations of the
solute and num erically for arbitrary initial concentrations of the solute. A discussion section
conclides this work.

2 M odel, assum ptions, and geom etry

System . W e consider a sessike droplet of solution on a horizontal surface (substrate).
T he nature of the solute is not essential for the m echanisn . The typical diam eter of the
solute particles in D eegan’s experin ents P1, 24,23, 24]was of the order of 01{1 m ;we will
assum e a sin ilar order of m agnitude throughout this work. For sn aller particles di usion
becom es in portant; for larger particles sedin entation m ay play an in portant rolk.

T he dropkt is bounded by the contact line in the plane of the substrate. This (m acro-
soopic) contact line is de ned as the comm on one-din ensional boundary of all three phases
(Iiquid, air and solid substrate) . W e w ill restrict our attention to the case ofthe round drops,
which isboth ofm ost practical in portance and the easiest to treat m athem atically.



W e assum e that the droplkt is su ciently an all so that the surface tension is dom nant,
and the gravitationale ects can be neglected. M athem atically, the balance of the gravita—
tional force and the surface tension is controlled by the ratio of the (m axin al) hydrostatic
pressure gh, .x to the Laplace pressure 2 h, ax=Rf, where is the uid densiy, g is the
gravitationalconstant, isthe surface tension at the liquid-air Interface, R; isthe drop radius
in the plane of the substrate, and hy 4« is the m axin al height of the drop. For the typical
experim ental conditions this ratio gR?=2 is quite sm all @bout 025), and thus graviy is
Indeed unim portant and the surface shape is govemed m ostly by the surface tension. Our
treatm ent w ill produce the m ain-order temrm In the expansion in this param eter, and since
the param eter value is not an order of m agnitude an aller than one, it m ay be necessary to
construct the correctional tem s for better quantitative agreem ent. For the present purposes,
even them ain tem tumsout tobe su  cient to cbtain the agreem ent w ith the experin ental
resuls.

E xperim entally, the contact line ram ainspinned duringm ost ofthe drying process. T here—
fore, we do not assum e that the contact angle between the liquid-air nterface and the plane
of the substrate is constant in tin e. A strongly pinned contact line can sustain a w ide range
of m acroscopic) contact angles. The pinning m echanian can be described as sslfpinning,
ie.pihning by the deposit brought to the contact line by the hydrodynam ic  ow s caused by
evaporation. A pinned contact Iineentails uid ow toward that contact line. T he \elasticity"
ofthe liquid-air nterface xed at the contact line provides the force driving this ow .

W e will deal w ith an all contact angles ( 1) as it is aln ost always the case in the
experin ental realizations, including the experin ents of Ref. R3] (ypically, nax < 0:1{0.3).
Tt w illalso be seen necessary to assum e that the contact angle is am all in order to cbtain any
analytical results in a closed form . A drop with a am all contact angle is necessarily thin, ie.
s m axin alheight ismudch am aller than its radius and the slope of the free surface is an all

(rhj 1). Thus, we consider am all contact angles, or, equivalently, thin drops.

W e also consider sbw ows, i.e. owswih low Reynolds numbers, which am ounts to the
neglect of the inertial termm s in the N avier-Stokes equation.

T he free surface is described by the Iocalm ean curvature that is spatially uniform at any
given m om ent of tin e, but changes w ith tim e as the droplet dres. Ideally, the surface shape
should be considered dynam ically together with the ow eld inside the drop. However,
aswas shown earlier 9, 31], or ow velocities much lower than the characteristic velocity
v = =3 (Where isthe surface tension and is the dynam ic viscosity), which is about
24 m /s for water under nom al conditions, one can consider the surface shape independently
ofthe ow and use the equilbrium result at any given m om ent oftine for ndingthe ow at
that tim e. E quivalently, the ratio of the viscous forces to the capillary forces is the capillary
numberCa= wv= (where v is som e characteristic value ofthe ow velocity, which is of the
orderof1{10 m /s), and this num ber is ofthe orderof10 °{10 7 under typical experim ental
conditions. Thus, the capillary forces are by far the dom Inant ones.

G eom etry and surface shape. Thecylindricalocoordinates (r; ;z) w illbeused through-
out this work, as they are m ost natural for the geom etry of nterest. The originh is chosen
in the center of the circular footprint of the drop on the substrate. Coordinate z is always
nom alto the substrate, and the substrate isdescrioed by z = 0, w ith z being positive on the
droplkt side of the space. Coordinates (r; ) are the polar radius and the azin uthal anglk,



respectively, so that the contact line is described by r = R;, where R, is the radius of the
drop footprint. D ue to the axial sym m etry of the problem and our choice of the coordinates,
no quantiy depends on the azin uthal angle
Our m odel pictures the drop as a two-com ponent system (the com ponents being \the

uid" and \the solute"), which has two \phases": \the liquid phase" in the m iddl of the
drop and \the deposit phase" near the contact line. Both com ponents are present in both
phases, and the di erence between the phases lies only in the concentration of the solute In
each phase. In the deposit phase, the volum e fraction ofthe solute p ishigh and xed in both
soace and tim e. Thus, p is just a constant num ber, one can think of it as com parable to the
closepacking fraction oruniy. (The cascsofp= 1l may seam to be specialasthere isno uid
In the deposit phase; however, for an all nitial concentrations of the solute this case willbe
seen to Jead to exactly the sam em ain order results.) In the liquid phase, the volum e fraction
ofthe solute varies In space and changes w ith tin e, and it is relatively sn all com pared to
p. The miialvolime fraction ;= (0) is constant throughout the drop; at later m om ents
the solute gets redistrbbuted due to the ows, and the concentration becom es di erent In
di erent parts of the liquid phase. The volum e fraction of the uid isthen (I  p) In the
deposit phase and (1 ) In the liquid phase. Note that we do not require ; p o far,
although wedo assume ;< p. Ik should also be em phasized that we do not presum e there is
any real \phase di erence" between the so-called phases: one phase is Just de ned ashaving
the m axin al reachable solute fraction p (the solute cannot m ove in this phase) whik the
other phase is characterized by lower solute fraction  (In this phase the solute can m ove and
hence its concentration can change in tin e and space). Besides this di erence, the phases
are essentially identical. The idea that the solute loses its m obility when its concentration
exceeds som e threshold was suggested by Todd D upont [30].

Since the drop is thin, we em ploy the vertically averaged ow velociyy

1 %2neo

h: @) o

v () = ug (r;z) dz; 1)

where ug (r;z) is the Inplane com ponent of the local three-din ensional velocity u (r;z), and

h: (r) isthe thickness ofthe drop at distance r from the center. By m aking thisapproxim ation,

we In plicitly assum e that there is no vertical segregation of the solute, and thuswe tum our
modelinto e ectively two-din ensional. This isdonem ostly for sin plicity and is not expected
to a ect ourm ain conclusions (see D iscussion). W ithin thism odel, it is natural to assum e
that the boundary between the phases is vertical. T hus, the particles get stacked uniform Iy

at all heights when being brought to the phase boundary by the hydrodynam ic ow v (r).
T hisboundary can be pictured as a verticalwallat som e radiis R (t) from the center of the

drop, and thiswallpropagates from the contact line [located atR; = R (0)] towardsthe center

ofthe drop. F ig.7, illustrates them utual location ofthe two phases, and F ig.2 schem atically

show s the tin e evolution of the drying process and grow th of the deposit phase.

T he geom etrical param eters of the m odel are shown i Fig.3. The radius of the drop
is Ry, the radius of the phase boundary isR (), and R (0) = R;. The height of the phase
boundary isH (t), and the initial condition isH (0) = 0. In the liquid phass, we conveniently
olit the totalheight of the free surface hy (r;t) into the sum ofH () and h (r;t).

Since H is independent of r, function h (r) satis es the Young-Laplace equation (the



Figure 1: M utual ocation of the two \phases" in the drying drop: L is the liquid phase, and
D isthe deposit phase.
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Figure 2: T im e evolution of the deposit phase growth: side view (leff) and top view (right).

O nly the deposit phase isshown. T hickness ofthe ring is exaggerated com pared to the typical
experin ental resuls.
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Figure 3: G eom etry of the problam . Vertical scale is exaggerated in order to see the details,
typically H Rijandh R;.



statem ent of the m echanical equilbrium of the liquid-air interface)
2K = —; @)

where is the surface tension, p isthe pressure di erence across the liquid-air interface,
and K is the mean curvature of the surface, uniguely relhted to the surface shape h by
di erential geom etry. For typical drying conditions, p and h vary with tine slowly. A s
was shown earlier 29, 31], it is su cient to nd the equilbrium surface shape rst, and
then determ ne the velocity eld forthis xed functional form ofh wih tin e being just an
adiabatic param eter, instead of solving for allthe dynam ical quantities sin ultaneously. T hus,
the right-hand side ofEq. @) does not depend on the Jocal coordinates of a point w ithin the
drop (@lthough it doesdepend on tin €), and the equation itself expresses the global condition
of spatial constancy of the m ean curvature throughout the drop. It de nes the equilborium
surface shape at any given m om ent of tim e.

The solution to Eq. @) with boundary condition hR) = 0 is Jjust a spherical cap, and
hence the shape of the upper part of the drop (above the dashed lne in Fig.13) is just a
Soherical cap:

h ;b = £ R@M®oot ©: (3)

Here (t) isthe angle between the liquid-air interface and the substrate at phase boundary,
and functionsR () and (t) are related via the right-hand side ofEqg. Kz) :

2
R{)= ——sin (©): 4)
p®)
In the lim it of an all contact anglks, 1, the preceding expression adopts even sin pler
fom :
h () RIO = ©+0 (%) ()
)= —— :
2R (t)

Notethatwedonotassum ethat () andh (r;t) are necessarily positive at alltin es: both can
be negative at later drying stages, and the shape of the liquid-air interface m ay be concave.
Both convex and concave solutions forh (r;t) are consistent w ith Eqg. {2) ; the right-hand side
of this equation can have either sign. By de nition, both (t) and h (r;t) are positive when
the surface is convex (and hence they are positive at the begihning of the drying process)
and negative when the surface is concave. The nitialvalue of (t) coincides w ith the nitial
contact angle ;= (0).

C karly, there are three unknown functions oftine n thisgeom etry: (), R () and H ().
H ow ever, these quantities are not independent ofeach other. Since we assum e that the solute
particles Ilup the entire space between the substrate and the liquid-air interface when being
brought to the phase boundary, the three geom etrical functions are related by the constraint

dH dr
— = —: (©)
dt dt
Physically, the angls between the liquid-air interface and the substrate are dentical on
both sides of the phase boundary ( = ©H=dR j, and hence h (r) and is rst derivative are



continuous past this boundary. Thus, there are actually only two independent functions of
tine, () andR (). Condition {6) was rst introduced by R dbert D eegan: 23, 24].
The geom etrical de nitions above allow one to determ ine the volum e of each of the two
phases. Volum e of the liquid phase is sin ply
Z R @ R3 R?H

Vi, = hmt+H ©)) 2 rdr=2 —+

3y.
, 3 > +0(7): ()

Taking into account relation {6), an In nitesin al varation of this volum e can be expressed

via the In nitesin alvarationsof andR:
R* !
vy, = —d — + 2 HRdR: )
4 R
The rsttem is resoonsible for the m otion of the Iiquid-air interface, and the second tem
corresoonds to the inward shift of the phase boundary. It is also straightforward to cbtain
an expression forthedi erential ofthe volum e of the deposit phass, which has only the tem

related to the nward shift of the phase boundary:
dVp = 2 HRAR: )

W ew illuse the last two expressions in the follow Ing section. W e w ill also adopt the notation
that subscripts L and D refer to the liquid and deposit phases, resoectively.
Before prooceeding to the m ain section, we w illm ake a note on the evaporation rate.

E vaporation rate. In orderto detemm inethe ow caused by evaporation, one needs to
know the uxpro X ofliquid kaving each point ofthe surface. This quantity is independent
of the processes going on Inside the drop and m ust be detem ined prior to considering any
such processes.

T he functional form ofthe evaporation rate J (r) (de ned asthe evaporative m ass lossper
uni surface area per unit tin e) depends on the ratelim iting step, which can, in principle,
be either the transfer rate across the liquid-vapor interface or the di usive relaxation of the
saturated vapor layer inm ediately above the drop. W e assum e that the rate-lim ing step
is the di usion of the saturated vapor. Indeed, the transfer rate across the liquid-vapor
interface is characterized by the tin e scale of the order of 10 ° s, while the di usion process
has characteristic tin es of the order of R?=D (where D is the di usion constant for vapor
In air and R; is a characteristic size of the drop), which is of the order of seconds for water
drops under typical drying conditions. The di usion-1im ited evaporation rapidly attains a
steady state. Indeed, the ratio of the tim e required for the vaporphase water concentration
to adjust to the changes in the droplkt shape R?=D ) to the droplkt evaporation tin e t¢ is of
the orderof gy 1n )= 10°, where ng is the density of the saturated vapor just above
the liquid-air nterface, n; is the ambient vapor density, and isthe uid density'2/7], ie.
the vapor concentration adjists rapidly com pared to the evaporation tim e.

A s the rate-lin iting process isthe di usion, vapor density n above the liquid-vapor Inter-
face ocbeys the di usion equation. Since the process is quasisteady, this di usion equation
reduces to the Laplace equation

r’n= 0: (10)
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Figure 4: Tlustration ofthe analogy between the evaporation rate J ora liquid drop and the
ekctric eld E for a conductor. Consideration of the drop (or conductor) and its re ection
in the plane of the substrate signi cantly sinpli es the boundary problem .

T his equation is to be solved together w ith the follow ing boundary conditions: (@) along the
surface ofthe drop the air is saturated w ith vapor and hence n at the interface is the constant
density of the saturated vapor ng, b) far away from the drop the density approaches the
constant am bient vapor density n; , and (c) the vapor cannot penetrate the substrate and
hence @,n = 0 at the substrate outside of the drop. H aving found the vapor density, one can
obtain the evaporation mate J= D rn,whereD isthedi usion constant.

This boundary problm is m athem atically equivalent to that of a charged conductor of
the sam e geom etry at constant potential if we identify n w ith the electrostatic potential and
J w ith the electric eld. M oreover, since there isno com ponent of J nomm alto the substrate,
we can further sim plify the boundary problem by considering a conductor of the shape of
our drop plus its re ection in the plane of the substrate in the full space instead of view ing
only the sam #n nite space bounded by the substrate Fig.d). This reduces the number
of boundary conditions to only two: (@) n = ng on the surface of the conductor, and ()
n=n; atin niy. The shape of the conductor (the drop and its re ection In the substrate)
is now symm etric w ith respect to the plane of the substrate and ressmbles a symm etrical
double-convex lens com prised of two soherdical caps. T his equivalent electrostatic problem of

nding the electric eld around the conductor at constant potential In the ln nite space is
much sin plr than the origihal problem in the sem +in nite space. The re ection technique
for nding the evaporation eld on the basis of the analogy between the di usion and the
electrostatics was originally used by D eegan et al. 21, 221.

Even in the circular geom etry the equivalent problem is still quite com plicated despite
the visble sin plicity. W e consider an ob £ct whose sym m etry does not m atch the sym m etry
of any sim ple orthogonal coordinate system ofthe three-din ensional space. In order to solve
the Laplace equation, one is forced to introduce a special coordinate systam (the so-called
toroidalooordinates) w ith heavy use ofthe special finctions. T he full solution to thisproblem
isprovided in the A ppendix.

T he evaporation rate depends only on the overall shape of the drop, and evaporation oc—
curs In the sam e fashion from both phases. W e assum e that the evaporation isnot n  uenced
by any m otion of the solute inside the drop, and the necessary am ount of uid can always
be supplied to the regions of the highest evaporation near the contact line. P hysically, high
evaporation near the edge is w hat brings the solute to the contact line, and we assum e that



Figure 5: Presence of partickes in the deposit does not obstruct uid evaporation at the
edge of the drop. A 1l the necessary uid is supplied, and it is thism otion of the uid that
brings the particlkes to the deposit phase. Also shown schem atically is the fact that the
boundary between the phases is vertical and the particls get stacked at full height between
the substrate and the free surface of the drop.

presence of the deposit does not cbstruct the m otion ofthe uid Fig!5). Since the drop is
thin and the contact angle is an all, we w ill use expression

2D
s ) 1)
R? P
for the evaporation rate (derived In the Appendix for no-solute drops in the lim it 1),

w hich has the oneover-the-squareroot divergence near the contact line Intuitively expected
from the electrostatics. T he real situation m ay be di erent from the assum ed above when p
is lJarge or com parable to 1, and the edge of the area where the evaporation occurs m ay be
Jocated near the boundary ofthe phases instead ofthe contact line. H owever, for an all initial
concentrations of the solute, the m ain order result w illbe Insensitive to the exact Jocation of
the shqgularity of the evaporation rate: whether it is located at the contact line or near the
boundary ofthe phases. W e w ill further com m ent on this case of the \dry deposit" when we
obtain the fiill system of equations.

3 Principalequations

G Iobalconservation of uid. Theessence ofthe entiretheory can bestbe sum m arized
In one sentence: \I is all about the conservation of m ass." Indeed, as we will see by the
end ofthis section, all three goveming equations obtained here represent the conservation of
m ass (or volum e) in one form or another.

W e start from the global conservation of uid in the drop. Since the am ount of solute
w ithin the drop does not change during the drying process, the change of the entire drop
volum e is equal to the change of the am ount of wuid. This uid gets evaporated from the
surface, and the total change ofthe uid volum e equals to the am ount evaporated from the
surface:

dv i, = dv’ : a2)

surf

By convention, superscriptsF and S referto the uid and the solute com ponents, respectively
(while subscripts L and D continue to denote phases). T he total change of the drop volum e

10



is the sum ofthe volum e changes of each phase:

R4

av j, = dvy + dvp = ——d ; (13)

R
where dV;, and dV, were found in the preceding section Egs. ) and @)]. The volum e of
uid evaporated from the surface can be detem Ined from the known evaporation rate:

avF¥ Ri J @) ——— 4D (@, R;
- = J i) 1+ @h)?2 rdr= b n) ; 14)
0

surf

where isthe wuid density. W e neglected the gradient ofh (r) w ith respect to unity Which
is always Jegitin ate for thin drops) and used J (r) ofEq. @11). Thus, Egs. {2), {@3), and
(4) yield the rstmain di erential equation of this section:

d ' 16D (g R;
= - = G: n) : (15)
dt R

T his equation represents the global conservation of uid in the drop and relates the tine
dependencies of () and R (©).

Local conservation ofm ass. The next equation represents the local conservation of
m ass. T here are two com ponents in the liquid phase, and hence we w rite a ssparate equation
for each of them . Since a free particle of the appropriate size reaches the speed of the ow
in about 50 ns in water under nom al conditions 32, the solute particles are sin ply carried
along by the ow, and the velocities ofeach com ponent are dentical at each point w ithin the
liquid phase nd equal to the depth-averaged uid velocity v de ned in Eq. {1)]. The Iocal
conservation of uid can be wrtten In the fom :

q__
r [a )(h+H)v]-+LI 1+ h)®+ @ [@ yh+ H)]= 0; (16)

where isthe volum e fraction of solute at a given point w ithin the liquid phass, and each
of the quantities h+ H ), J, ,and v isa function ofdistance r and tine t. W e drop the
(r h)? part of the second tem everywhere in this work since it is always am all com pared to
unity for am all contact angls.] T his equation represents the fact that the rate of change of
the uid amount in a volum e elem ent (colum n) above an In  niesim al area on the substrate
(third tem ) isequalto the negative ofthe sum ofthenet uxof uidoutoftheocolimn ( st
tem ) and the am ount of uid evaporated from the surface elam ent on top of that colum n
(second tem ); F ig. g illustrates the idea. A sin ilar equation can also be w ritten for the Jocal
conservation of solute, but w ithout the evaporation tem :

r [ h+ H)v]+@ h+ H)]= 0: )]

A dding the two equations and em ploying the lnhearity of the di erential operations, one
cbtains: 3
r [(h+ H)v]+~+ @ h+ H)= 0: 18)
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Figure 6: Conservation ofm ass: the liquid-vapor nterface lowers exactly by the am ount of
uld evaporated from the surface plus the di erence between the out ow and the n ux of
uild from the adpcent regions.

This relation could have been obtained if we considered only one com ponent w ith volum e
fraction 1 in the liquid phase, and this equivalence should be of no surprse: when the solute
moves In exactly the sam e fashion as the wuid does, any di erentiation between the two is
com pktely lost (from the point of view of the conservation of volum e€). N ote that if evapo-
ration were too Intensive, this equivalence would not hold, as there m ight be an insu cient
am ount of uid com ing Into a volum e elem ent, and the solution could get com pletely dry
(only the solute com ponent would be kft). W e Inplicitly assum e this is not the case for
our liquid phase where the solute fraction is relatively sm all and the evaporation is not too
strong.

In circular geom etry, due to the symm etry, the ow isradialand independent of . Thus,
Eq. (8) can be resolved w ith respect to the radial com ponent of the velocity :

1 %rog !
)= — — + @th + QH dr: 19
vy (L7 1) rh+ H) o @ @ aa 19)

Straightforward integration wih h (;t) of Eq. §), dH =dt of Eq. %), and J (r) ofEq. {11)
and em ploym ent ofEq. {5) frd( =R)=dt yield

1 x 1 x
2D n n )R, R; R
Ve (Gt) = : - > : 20)
R r

This expression for the ow velciy at each point r within the liquid phase In tem s of
the tin edependent geom etrical characteristics of the drop (), R (t), and H () is a direct
consequence of the local conservation ofm ass.

W ith the velocity in hand, we can com pute the tin e it takes an elem ent of uid nitially
located at distance r; from the center to reach the contact line. First, only the particles
Iniially located near the contact line reach that contact line. A s tin e goes by, the particles
Initially located further away from the contact line and In the inner parts of the drop reach

12



the contact lne. Finally, the partickes initially located in the innem ost parts of the drop

(ie.near is center) reach the contact line aswell. Them ore tin e elapsed, the m ore particles
reached the contact line and the larger the area is where they were soread around nnitially.
One can view this process as inward propagation of the inner boundary of the st of the
initial Jocations of the particles that have reached the contact line by tine t. A s is easy

to understand, the velocity of this front is equal to the negative of the vector of the uid
velocity at each point (the uid and the particles m ove together towards the contact lne
while this front m oves away from it, hence a m Inus sign). W e label r; (t) the mnitial Jocation

of the solute particles that reach the phase boundary (and beocom e part of the deposit ring)

at tim e t. Since the solute particles from the outer areas of the drop reach the deposit phase

sooner than the particles from the inner areas, this function ism onotonically decreasing, and

its derivative is sin ply related to v, found in the preceding paragraph Eq. €0)1:

dr;
dt

= v(: @1)

T hus, the seoond principal equation of this section is

dry 2D by 1 )R boow bx 22)
dt a I R Iy 2 )
=5 1 = + H

This equation relates r; (t) to the tim e dependencies of the geom etrical param eters of the
drop [ (©),R ©,and H ©].

G lobalconservation of solute. The volum e of solute in the deposit phase V) attime
t is equal to the volum e of solute outside the circle of radius r; (t) at tine 0 (since all the
solute between 1y (t) and R ; becom es part of the deposit by tin e t). The Jatter volum e can
be found by integrating h (r;0) over the area swept by the uid on s way from x to the
contact line and m ultiplying the resul by the initial volum e fraction of solute ;:

Z " #2
R r 2
vVy= : h@02 rdr=V® 1 = ; @3)
ri Ri
where VS = in ;=4 is the total volum e of solute In the drop. On the other hand, the

volum e of solute in the deposit phase is jist the constant fraction p of the volum e of the
entire deposit phase:
Ve = pvp 24)
E quating the right-hand sides of these two equations, taking the tin e derivatives of both
sides, and m aking use of the already determ ined dV, ofEq. (9), we cbtain the third principal
equation of this section:
" " #
RP ¢ 1 = — 1 — = 4pH R%: (25)
. - - dt

T his equation represents the global conservation of solute in the drop.

13



Thus, we have four unknown functions of tine: (t), R ), H (), and 1 ), and four
independent di erential equations for these functions: Egs. 16), (15), 22), and 25). T
reality, we need only three of these functions: (t), R (t), and H (); however, there is no
simnpl way to elin lnate r; (t) from the full system and reduce the number of equations.
Having solved this systam of equations, we willbe abl to flly characterize the din ensions
of the deposit phase and describe the evolution of the deposit ring. T he follow Ing section is
devoted to the details and the results of this solution.

Herewewillonly comm ent on how this system changes in the case of the com pletely dry
solute p= 1. In this case there is no evaporation from the surface of the deposit phase, and
the e ective edge ofthe evaporating area is som ew here in the vicinity ofthe phase boundary.
A ssum Ing the sam e oneover-the-squareroot divergence of the evaporation rate at r = R
instead of r= R; fwhich m athem atically m eans substitution of R in place of R; in Eq. {1)]
and oconducting a derivation along the lines of this section, one can cbtain a very sim ilar
system of fourdi erentialequations. T hese equationswould bedi erent from Egs.'[6),' @5),
@2),and ¢5) n only twom mordetails. First, Egs. (5) and £2) would Iose allindicesiatall
occasions of R; (ie.one should substitute R for allR; In both equations). Second, p should
be set to 1 .n Eq. @F). Apart from these details, the two system s would be identical. Aswe
w ill see In the llow ng section, this di erence between the two system s is not in portant In
the m ain order n a an all param eter ntroduced below , and thus this \dry-solute" case does
not require any special treatm ent contrary to the intuitive prudence.

4 Resuls

A nalytical results in the lim it of sm all initial concentrations of the solite.
So far we have not introduced any am all param eters other than the initial contact anglke
;i 1. In particular, equations @), (%), £2), and @5 were cbtained w ithout assum ing
any relation between p and ; other than the non-restrictive condition ; < p. In order to
nd the analytical solution to this system , wew illhave to assime that ; p.Then,wewill
solve the sam e system ofdi erential equations num erically for an arbitrary relation between
; and p.

Assumption ; p physically m eans that the solute concentration in the liquid phase is
an all | it ismuch am aller than the concentration of close packing or any other com parable
num ber of the order of 1. This is the case form ost practical realizations of the ring deposits
In experim ents and observations: the solute concentration rarely exceeds 10% of volum e, and
in most cases it is far Jower. If the volum e fraction of the solute is an all, then the solute
volum e is also an all com pared to the volum e of the entire drop. Hence, the deposit phass,
which oconsistsm ostly of the solute, m ust also have sn all volum e com pared to the volum e of
the entire drop. Thus, if the nitial volum e fraction ; is an all, then the din ensions of the
deposit ring m ust be an all com pared to the corresoonding din ensions of the entire drop.

Let us now introduce param eter that issnallwhen ;=p isanall. We do not x is
functional dependence on  ;=p for the m om ent:

1
=1 26)
IS
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where £ isan arbitrary increasing function of its argum ent. T hen we postulate that the ring
w idth is proportional to this param eter:

R©O=R;1 WO ; @27)

where W (t) is an arbitrary din ensionless function and we explicitly introduced the din en—
sionality via R;. Obviously, W (0) = 0. So farwe sin ply w rote m athem atically that the ring
w idth is gn allwhenever the initial volum e fraction ofthe solute is an all. N ext, we iIntroduce
a dim ensionless variabl for the angle (t):

©= :i"0O; @8)

where both (t) and ; are an all, whik the new Iy introduced function ~ () is arbitrary [n
particular, ~ (0) = 1]. D ue to the geom etrical constraint I(:QS), the height ofthe ring H (t) must
be linear in an allparam eters and ; and directly proportionalto the only din ensional scale
Rj:

H®= R;HO; 29)

where H' () isyet anotherdin ensionless function oftin e H" (0) = 0], related to functionsW (t)
and ~ (t) by an expression sin ilar to Eq. {6). T he last din ensionless variablke is introduced in
place of the fourth unknown finction x; () :

V)= 1 : ; (30)

w ith the initial condition V (0) = 0. Thus, we Introduced four new din ensionless variables in
place of the four original ones and explicitly ssparated their dependence on am allparam eters
and ;. Fially, wede nethedimensionlsstine as:

= @1

where t¢ is a com bination of system param eters w ith the din ensionality of tin e:

R? |
= - : 32
" 16D s 1ny) )

In the lmi ;=p ! 0 this combination represents the tim e at which all the solute reaches
the deposit phase; ©or nie ;=p it does not have so sim ple interpretation.

Substitution of allthe de nitions of the preceding paragraph into the origihal system of
equations @), f13), €2), and 3) and retention ofonly the kading and the rst correctional
term s in  yield the follow Ing sin pli ed system of equations:

de dw
— = T (33)
d d

4~ _aw a4~

—+ " 3W—= 1; (34)

d d d



P— h i
av vV ovil 4w v ' o1

— = h i ; (35)
d 2%V 1 W 2yl 1 +4W
;. dv e
V—=4°F— 1 W : (36)
p d d

A s is apparent from the last equation, param eter 2 m ust be proportionalto ;=p. Since the
separation of the ring width into  andW in Eq. £71) is absolutely arbitrary, param eter  is
de ned up to a constant m ultjplicative factor. T herefore, we set this factor in such a way
that 2 isequalto ;=p:

= —: (37)

This xesthe function £ from the orighalde nition: (26).

Thedi erentialequations in the system (33){(36) are stillcoupled. However, In them ain
(zeroth) order In , the equations clkarly decoupk: the ssocond equation can be solved w ith
respect to 7 () Independently of all the others, then the third equation can be soled w ith
respect to V () independently ofthe rst and the fourth, and nally the st and the fourth
equations can be solved together as well. Thus, one can obtain the follow Ing m ain-order
solution to the system of equations above w ith the appropriate Iniial conditions:

“()=1 : (38)
h i
vi)y=1 a F ; 39)
S
3 3’3 @ 3’3 7
7 1 hl a 0)3:4ll=3
W = ° 41
SR 8H (9 @ o= . e

Here B (@;b) = Rol x* 11 xP 'dx is the com plete beta-function, B, (@;b) = ROZ x* ta
x)® 1dx is the ncom plete beta-fiinction @ > 0,b> 0,and 0 z 1), and the integral
In the Jast equation cannot be expressed in temn s of the standard elem entary or soecial
functions. In a sin ilar fashion, system s of equations of the higher orders in  can be w ritten
only the rst-order corrections are kept in the system (33) {!(36)], and the higher-order temm s
can also be constructed up to an arbitrary order.

A system ofequations sin flarto our system 33){ 36) waspresented by R obert D eegan in
works 23,24]. However, som e tem s of the  rst order in concentration were m issing and no
analytical solution to the system of equations was obtained in those works. Here we derive
the equations in a system atic way. T he analytical solution $38){ @1) is provided orthe rst
tin e.

How do our results (38){ 1) transkte into the original variables? The rst two ofthem
Egs. G8) and @9)] reproduce earlier results. In tem s of the dim ensional variablesEq. (38)
represents the linear decrease of the angle between the liquid-air interface and the substrate
at the phase boundary w ith tim e:

t
=i 1 E 42)
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Figure 7: M ass of a drying drop as a function of tin e. E xperin ental results, after Refs. £3,
24]. The line running through the data is a linear t. (Courtesy Rcbert D eegan.)

plotted by the solid line ;n Fig.§@)]. This is a direct analog of Eq. {64) for the contact
angle In the no-solute case, as is clear from the de nition oft Eq. 82)]. So, anglke in the
case ofthe nievolum e solute depends on tim e In exactly the sam e fashion as the contact
anglk in the no-solute case does. This expression also provides an Interpretation of tr: it is
the tin e at which the free surface of the liquid phass becomes at. Before £ this surface is
convex, after tr it becom es concave and bow s nward (until it touches the substrate). T hus,
tr isgenerally not the totaldrying tine. In the Iim it ;=p ! 0 the height ofthe deposit ring
is going to zero and the two tin es are the sam e. For nite values of this param eter the total
drying tin e is longer than the tin e at which the liquid-air interface becomes  at. Eqg. 1(42)
hasbeen veri ed in the experin ents 23,/ 24] where the m ass of the drop wasm easured as a
function of tine Fig.7}). Sice the mass of a thin drop is directly proportionalto , these
results con m the lnearity of (t) during m ost of the drying process.

T he second equation (39) has a direct analog in the case ofthe zero-size solute particks.
In the origihal variables i can be rew ritten as

! 2 ! 233=2

324
r; (b) S 43)

t
l _
te R

which is dentical to Eq. (324) of Ref. B1] cbtained for the zerovolim e solute. C learly,
ri= R;whent= 0,and r; = 0 when t= t¢. According to Egs. £3) and (30), the fraction
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of solute in the deposit phase VS =V ° is

34
!5 474=3

t
_ 5 44)
A te
plotted by the solid Iine in Fig.'®§ (b)]. This fraction isO at t= 0 and becomes 1 at t= t¢.
Thus, tr can also be Interpreted as the tin e at which all the solute particles becom e part of
the deposit phase. So far, the results of this nitevolum e m odel coincide w ith the results of
the zerovolum e case considered earlier P, 221.
H ow ever, the third and the fourth equations Egs. {0Q) { 1)) ] represent entirely new results.
In the din ensional varables they yield the height of the phase boundary H and the w idth
of the deposit ring W R; R, respectively:

i t
H®= — R:H — ; (45)
p te
S !
W )= —RW t . 46)
p ot

where finctions H' ( ) andW ( ) are plotted in Figs.8(c) andi8 (d) (the solid curves). T hese
results provide the sought dependence of the geom etrical characteristics of the deposit ring
on all the physical param eters of Interest: on the initial geom etry of the drop R; and ;),
on the initial solute concentration ( i), and on the tin e elbbpsed since the beginning of the
drying process (t). If the tin e is considered as a param eter, they can also be used to obtain
the geom etricalpro I ofthe deposit (ie. the dependence of the height on the w idth), which
we plot by the solid line in F ig.'9. N ote that the vertical scale of this plot ishighly expanded
com pared to the horizontal scale since there is an extra factorof ; 1 In the expression for
the height; in the actual scale the height ismuch sm aller than it appears in F ig. 9.

Tt is straightforw ard to obtain the asym ptoticsof H' () andW” ( ) Prearly and late drying
stages. At early tin es, both the height and the w idth scale w ith the drying tin e as a power
law w ith exponent 2=3:

6
H - iRy 773 L+ 0 ()] ( 1); @)
i B 77
W gRi = L+ 0 ()] ( 1): 48)
Thus, at early tines H W , which can also be deduced directly from Eq. @) without

cbtaining the com plte solution above. [[ he early-tin e exponent 2=3 was rst obtained by
Robert Deegan R3] without deriving the fill tin e dependence {@0U){ @1).] At the end of
the drying process, the height and the width approach nite valies Which, apart from the
din ensional scales, are universal, i.e. constants) and do so aspower lawsof (& t) with two
di erent exponents:

s " #

i (l 3=4 =2
H — R; H(@1l) ——+o040 j @ 1); (49)
p 14K (1)
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Figure 8: Results: dependence of the geom etrical characteristics of the drop on time t. In

each plot, the solid curve is the analytical result in the Imit ;=p ! 0, while the other

curves are the num erical results. D1 erent num erical curves correspond to di erent initial

concentrations of the solute; values of param eter ;=p are shown at each curve. @) Anglke

between the liquid-air nterface and the substrate at the phase boundary. (o) Volum e fraction

of tl’(lqe - solute in the deposit phase V=V ° . (c) Height of the g@ boundary H (in units of
sRi 7P). @) W idth ofthe deposit ringW (in unitsofR;  ;=P).
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Figure 9: D eposit ring pro l: dependence of the height of the phase boundary H on the
w idth of the deposit ring W . The solid curve is the analytical result n the Imit =p ! 0;
the other curves are the num erical results. D 1 erent num erical curves corregoond to di erent
Iniial concentrations of the solute; values of param eter ;=p are shown at each curve. The
vertical scale isdi erent from the horizontal scale by a factorof ; 1.
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5 a j -
W —R; W (1) —+040 j a 1); (50)
e 6H (1)

where H (1) and W (1) are sin ply num bers:

H Q)= lB 7.4 0297 (51)
37 3'3 ’
h 113
Z 1 1 1 (l 3)=4
W 1) = — d 0:609: (52)
0o 8H () a )
Clarly, dH=dWw = ;( ) and hence vanishes when I 1. This fact can also be cbserved

in the attening of the analyticalgraph in Fig!'9 at late tim es.

D ependence of the height and the width on the radius of the drop R;, whik intuitively
cbvious (sihce R ; isthe only scale in thisproblm w ith the din ensionality of the length), has
been veri ed in experinents!P3,/24]. A Inear t hasbeen cbtained for the dependence of
the ring w idth on the radius, In exact agreem ent w ith our ndings.

Com parison to the experim ental data for the dependence on the initial concentration
of the solute is slightly less trivial. Our resuls predict that both the height H and the
width W scale w ith the Initial concentration as 1:2 (@t least, in the kading order for am all
concentrations). The sam e scaling prediction was also m ade by Robert Deegan R3, 24].
However, his experin ental results show a di erent exponent of ;: values 0578 010 and
086 0:0 were cbtained fortwo di erent particles sizes Fig. 10). W hy is the di erence?
The answer liess In the fact that the width m easured in the experin ents 23, 24] is not the
full width of the ring at the end of the drying process, but rather the w idth of the ring at
depinning. D epinning is a process of the detachm ent of the liquid phase from the deposit
ring Fig.11). Thisdetachm ent was ocbserved experin entally in collbbidal sugpensions but has
not been explained in fi1ll theoretically yetii An in portant cbservation, however, is that the
depinning tin e (ie. the tim e at which the detachm ent occurs and the ring stops grow Ing)
depends on the initial concentration of the solute. This dependence was also m easured by
Deegan (ig.12), and the resulting exponent was detemm ined to be 026  0:08. Thus, the
w idth ofthe ring at depinning W 4 scales w ith the initial concentration ofthe solute ; as

Wd / i_ W s / ?_:SW Q:Z6 0:08 ; (53)

1

where t; isthe depinning tine =t; / {*° °?®). As is apparent from Fig.l132, the typical
values of the depinning tin e are of the order of 04{0.8 t¢ . In this tin e range, function W (t)
is virtually lnear fthe analytical curve in Fig. :8 @) 1. Therefore, the dependence of W 4 on
has the overall exponent of the order o£f0:76  0:08. It isnow clear that both experin ental

W hile the full explanation is yet to be developed, the naive reason for the depinning seem s relatively
straightforward. The pinning force depends only on the m aterials involved and is relatively insensitive
to the value of the contact anglke. At the sam e tine, the depinning force is sin ply the surface tension,
w hich is directed along the liquid-air interface and which increases as the contact angle decreases (since only
the horizontal com ponent of this force is in portant). Thus, the relatively constant pinning force cannot
com pensate for the Increasing depinning force, and after the contact angle decreases past som e threshold, the
depinning oroe w ins and causes the detachm ent.
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Figure 10: R ing w idth nom alized by the drop radiusvs. Iniial concentration ofthe solute for
two di erent particle sizes. E xperin ental results, after Refs. 23, 24]. The two data sets are
o setby a factor of 5 to avoid m ixing ofthe data points related to the di erent particlk sizes.
T he Ines munning through the data are lnear tsin the doubl-Jlogarithm ic scale, w hich upon
conversion to the linear scale yield power law s w ith exponents 0578  0:10 and 086  0:10.
(C ourtesy R obert D eegan.)

results 0:78 0:10 and 0:86 0:10 2llw ithin the range of the experim ental uncertainty of
this approxin ate predicted value, and the theoretical dependence of the ring w idth on the
Initial concentration agrees w ith the experin ental results quite well.

Note that Robert D eegan P3, 24] did not report direct m easurem ents of the height of
the deposit ring. The height was calculated from the data in hand, and thus the direct
com parison to the experim ental data is not available for the height.

T he squareroot dependence of the height and the w idth on the concentration is in good
agreem ent w ith general physical expectations. Indeed, the volum e of the deposit ring is
roughly proportional to the product of the height and the width. On the other hand, the
height is of the sam e order of m agnitude as the width since the ratio of the two is of the
order of ; (which is a constant). Thus, both the height and the w idth scale approxin ately
as a square root of the ring volum e. F inally, the volum e of the deposit ring is proportional
to the Initial volum e fraction ofthe solute: the m ore solute is present initially, the larger the
volum e of the deposit ring is at the end. T herefore, both the height and the w idth m ust scale
as a square root of the Initial volum e fraction. Tt is rewarding that our com plex calculation
Jeads to the sam e resuls as this sin ple physical argum ent.
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Figure 11: A photographic sequence dem onstrating a depinning event. E xperim ental results,
after Refs. 3, 24]. The view is from above, and the solid white band in the Iower part of
the fram e is the ring; the rest of the drop is above the ring. The tim e between the rst and
the last fram es is approxin ately 6 s; the m a pr axis of the hole is approxin ately 150 m .
(C ourtesy R obert D eegan.)

—_

10

Figure 12: D epinning tin e nom alized by the extrapolated drying tim e vs. Initial concentra—
tion of the solute. Experin ental results, after Refs. P3, 24]. The line running through the
data isa lnear t in the doubl-Jlogarithm ic scale, which upon conversion to the linear scale
yields a power Jaw with exponent 026  0:08. (Courtesy Robert D eegan.)
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T hus, the com plete analytical solution to ourm odelisavailable in thelim it ;=p ! 0, and
this solution com pares favorably w ith the experim ental data. Since the m ain-order solution
In ;=p is perfectly adequate, the di erence between the origmhal system of equations and
the one for the \com plktely dry" case is not in portant. Indeed, the m ain-order resuls are
dentical In both cases, because one case In di erent from the other only by presence of R
Instead of R; In a faw places in the m ain equations, and thisdi erence is of the correctional
order in =p.

N um ericalresults for arbitrary initial concentrations ofthe solute. Apart from
approaching the original system of equations §), @5), €2), and @5) analytically, we also
solve it num erically. D uring this num erical procedure we do not presum e that ;=p isan all,
nor do we expand any quantities or equations in  or any other an all param eters. O urm ain
purpose is to reproduce the results ofthe st part ofthis section and to detem ine the range
of validity of our analytical asym ptotics.

The typicalvaluesof ;=p In m ost experim ental realizations are ofthe order o£0.001{0.01,
and thus, only the concentrationsbelow approxin ately 0.1 are ofpractical in . Notethat

=p = 0:1 corresponds to a quite substantial value of the an allparam eter = 0 032.)
T hus, we w ill concentrate on this range of ;=p when describbing the results despite the fact
the num erical procedure can be (and have been) conducted for any ratio ;=p. The general
trend is illustrated well by the results in this range of concentrations. In the case of
com parable to p our m odel is not expected to produce any sensbl resuls, as the entire
separation of the drop Into the two phases (the liquid phase and the deposit phase) isbased
on the assum ption that the m obility ofthe solute is qualitatively di erent in the two regions.
W hen ; iscom parable to p the two phases are physically Indistinguishable, whilk the m odel
still assum es they are di erent.

W e present our num erical results for the sam e quantities (@nd In the sam e order) as In
our analytical results (42) and (44){ {6). Since for atbitrary ;=p tin e t¢ is not exactly the
total drying tim e, there is a question of where (@t what tin e) to tem inate the num erical
curves. By convention, we temm inate all the curves In all the graphs at value of t=tr when
all the solute readches the deposit phase. In our m odel, it tums out that the tin e the last
solute particles reach the deposit ring and the tim e the centerpoint of the liquid-air interface
touches the substrate are about the sam e. For all the iniial concentrations, the two tin es
were num erically found to be wihin 01% of each other, and the curves are tem inated at
exactly thismoment. O f course, n reality a am all fraction of solute should stay in the
liquid phase as long as the liquid phase exists, and so the m om ent the last solute particles
reach the deposit phase should be after the m om ent the centerpoint touches the substrate;
however, the am ount of solute ram aining in the liquid phase at touchdown is insigni cant,
and practically all the deposit has already fom ed.

Num ericalresults orangke asa function oftin eare shown n Fig:8 (@) . A llcurvesbehave
alm ost linearly (as expected), however, the slope Increases w ith concentration: form ation of
the ring In the drops with m ore solute nishes faster (in the relative scale of ). The end
of each curve dem onstrates the value of the angke . at the m om ent the liquidair Interface
touches the substrate. T he analyticalexpression forthisangk is = 2H =R fora thin drop.
T he absolute value of this angle increases w ith concentration, which is quite natural since for
an all concentrations the height of the ring grow s as a square root of the concentration while
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the radius of the liquid phase does not change substantially. C learly, the num erical resuls
converge to the analyticalcurve when ;=p ! O.

G row th of the volum e fraction of solute in the deposit phase V=V ® with tin e is shown
in Fig.'§ (b) for various solute concentrations. This graph recon m s the observation of the
preceding paragraph that the solute transfer happens faster (in unitsoftys) fordenser colloidal
suspensions. A Il curves are tem hated when volum e fraction V2=V ® becom es equal to 1.
(T he apparent tem nation of the curve for ;=p = 0: earlier than that is an artifact of
the plotting software.) A s the corresponding analytical results do, the num erical plots of
Figs.8 @) and § ) should presum ably hold true independently of the geom etrical details of
the solute accum ulation in the ring Which cannot be expected from the follow ing plots for
the ring height and w idth).

T he next tw o graphs represent the num erical results forthe height F ig.8 (c)]and thew idth
Fi. 8 (d)] of the deposit ring as functions of tine. The ring pro k, ie. the dependence of
the height on the w idth, isalso shown in Fig.9. A s the graphs depict, the ring becom esw ider
and lower (in the reduced varables) for higher initial concentrations of the solute. Since the
volum e of the ring is roughly proportional to the product of the height and the w idth, the
decrease in height must be of the sam e m agnitude as the ncrease In width. This can be
qualitatively cbserved in the graphs.

As a nalpice of the num erical resuls, we create a doubl-logarithm ic plot for the
dependence of the height and the w idth on the initial concentration of the solute Fig.13).
T he predicted square—root dependence on the Initial concentration is seen to hold true for
volum e fractions up to approxin ately 10 “?p orthe height and up to approxin ately 10 *?p
for the width. The deviations for higher volum e fractions are due to the Increasing roke of
the correctionaltem s in  com pared to the m ain-order tem s represented by the solid Ines.
In this graph, as In all the resuls of this section, it is clear that our m aih-order analytical
results provide an adequate description of all the functional dependencies in the range of the
initial concentrations of experin ental In portance (0.001{0.01).

In general, our num erical results com plem ent and reinforoe our analytical results, provid—
Ing a crosscheck ofboth m ethods.

5 D iscussion

Both the analytical results of Egs. f42) and (44){ @6) and the num erical graphs of F igs. § and
9 m ay be reproduced experin entally giving validation to the proposed m odel. M easurem ents
ofthepro lsin Fig}9 should be particularly easy to conduct (since there is no tin e depen-
dence involved) and may con m or refute the predicted robustness and the universality of
the deposition pro les.

W hile the m ain principles of the proposed m odel were laid down by Robert D eegan 3,
24], its analytical solution for sm all concentrations and its num erical solution for arbitrary
concentrations are obtained here for the rst tine. The availability of the exact analytical
solution dem onstrated that the theoretical scaling of the deposit width at degpinning w ith
solute concentration indeed agrees w ith both m easured values of the exponents. T he earlier
estin ate of Refs. 3, 24] based sokly on the early-tin e exponent had an overlap w ith only
one of the concentration exponents. O ur num erical results also quantify the range of solute
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Figure 13: Num erical resuls: log-log plot of the dependence of the height of the phase
boundary H and the w idth ofthe deposit IjI‘l%W on the jnitjalgol;m e fraction ofthe solute

;. The man-order analytical results H / =pand W / =p are also provided for
com parison.

concentrations w here the predicted squareroot dependence of the w idth holds true. ITn gen—
eral, Robert D eegan’s results were not su cient to obtain the proper scaling of the width
w ith tin e anyw here beyond the very early drying stages; the resuls of this work provide
that tin e scaling at all drying stages. A 1l the presented resuls suggest that the deposit ring
pro X and isgrowth can be fully accounted foron thebasisofthe nite volum e ofthe solute
particles only and that the goveming functional dependences are universal.

One m ay notice that the curves in Fig.19 end at som e positive (on-zero) height. This
Indicates the solute is exhausted before the pro X curves have a chance to retum to the
substrate, and the nal shape of the deposit ring m ust have a verticalwall at its inner side.
W e believe this is an artifact of our m odel, which is inherently two-din ensionalwhen ows
inside the drop are concemed. Thus, the vertical distribution of the solute was assum ed
hom ogeneous (the phase boundary is vertical and the particles get stacked uniform Iy at
all heights), and we used the depth-averaged velocity (i) throughout this work. This is
equivalent to assum ing that verticalm ixing is com plete. T his assum ption is quite im portant,
and the resuls are expected to get m odi ed if the true three-din ensional velocity pro I is
used instead of the depth-averaged velocity. W e expect that if a three-din ensional m odel
were built and the dependence on z were taken into acoount for all the quantities then
the discontinuous wall of the phase boundary would get sm oothened and the height would
continuously retum to zero. A question rem ains whether such a m odel would be solvable
analytically.

O urm odel relies on the assum ption that solutem obility isdi erent in the socalled liquid
and deposit phases. In essence, we assum e that them obility is 0 In the deposit phassand 1 in
the liquid phase. This assum ption, whik arti cial in its nature, seam s relatively reasonable
when applied to this system . Indeed, in the physical situations near the close packing, the
loss of m obility typically occurs over a quite narrow range of the concentration values, and
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hence our assum ption should work satisfactorily when the di erence between ; and p isin
the orders ofm agnitude. T he higher the initial concentration is and the closer the two values
are, the worse this assum ption holds true and the m ore arti cialthe di erence between the
tw o phases is. T hus, the validity of any m odelbased on this ssparation ofthe m cbility scales
decreases for higher initial concentrations of the solute.

The m odel assum es that the freesurface slope between the liquid and the deposit phases
is continuous. In fact, assumption (6) expressing this continuity is one of the four basic
equations of this work. This assum ption seem s quite natural as well. Indeed, if the liquid
is present on both sides of the phase boundary, the change in the slope of its free surface
would cost extra energy from the extra curvature at the phase boundary, since the liquid-air
Interface possesses e ective elasticity. P resence of this extra energy (or the extra pressure) at
the location ofthe phase boundary isnot jasti ed by any physical reasons as all the processes
are slow and the surface is in equilbrium . In equilbbrimm , the surface shape must have
constant curvature past the phase boundary since the entire separation into the two phases
is quite arti cial as discussed above. P resence of the particles below the liquid-air interface
does not In uence the surface tension, and thus the liquid surface (@nd its slope) should be
continuous at the phase boundary. If the density of the particles m atches the density of the
liquid which was the case in the experin ents), nothing prevents the particles from  1ling up
the entire space between the substrate and the liquid-air Interface, thus providing the grow th
ofthe upper edge of the deposit phase along the liquid-air interface. T his is particularly true
for the thin drops discussed here, where vertical m ixing is intensive, w here the free surface
is nearly horizontal, and where the problam is essentially two-din ensional. However, the
equality of the slopes on both sides of the phase boundary does not seem Tnevitable, and
one m ay think of the situations when it does get violated. O ne exam ple m ight be the late
drying tim es, when the deposit grow th is very fast Fig.8 ©)] and hence the deposition m ay
occur In som e non-regular m anner inconsistent w ith this slow process description. O ther
exam plesm ay be related to gravity (slightly unequal densities of the particles and the uid)
or convection. This assum ption can possbly be checked experin entally, and if condition (§)
is found violated, an equivalent constraint dependent on the details of the deposit-grow th
m echanism m ust be constructed i place of Eq. (4).

A nother Inherent assum ption of ourm odel is related to the evaporation rate J (r). P res-
ence of the solute Inside the drop was assum ed not to a ect the evaporation from its surface.
T his is generally true when the evaporation is not too fast and the deposit phase is not too
thick and not too concentrated. W hen these conditions are not obeyed, presence of a thick
or concentrated layer ofthe solute on the way ofthe liquid m oving from the phase boundary
to the contact line m ay create a strong viscous force. This viscous foroe would prevent the
necessary am ount of uid from being supplied to the Intensive-evaporation region near the
contact lne. G enerally, we assum ed throughout this work that the viscous stresses are not
In portant, and this is valid whenever v =3 . In the deposit phase, the velocity is large
due to the proxin iy to the contact-line divergence of the evaporation rate, and the e ective
viscosity is Jarge due to the high concentration of the solute. Thus, this condition m ay get
viclated and the viscosity m ay becom e In portant In the deposit phase, slow ing down the
supply ofthe liquid and ultin ately m aking the deposit dry. O bviously, thisa ects the evap—
oration rate, and the functional form ofthe evaporation pro I changes. Sin plk assum ption
that the evaporation rate stays of the sam e functional form , but w ith the divergence at the
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phase boundary (@tR) Instead ofthe contact Ine @tR;), was shown above not to a ect our
m aln-order results. Thus, our results appear to be relatively insensitive to the exact loca—
tion of this divergence w ithin the (arrow ) deposit phase. (In reality the evaporation edge

would be som ew here between the original contact line and the phase boundary, ie. the real
situation is intermm ediate between the two considered.) However, the deposit could m odify

the evaporation rate J (r) in other ways. W hen there is a dry deposit ring jast outside the

liquid phase, the entire finctional form of J m ay change, and the Laplace equation for an

equivalent electrostatic problem must be solved anew with additional boundary conditions
responsible for the presence of the dry solute rin and them odi ed evaporation at the edge.
Aswe already saw in the Appendix, this is the m ost com plicated part of the problm , and

the m athem atics can becom e prohibitively com plex. Thus, nding the exact form of J m ay
be a om idable task. One way around is in creating such evaporating conditions that the

functionalpro X is sin plkr, for instance, J is just a constant. Thiswould bemore di cul
to control experin entally, but would be m uch easier to treat analytically. T he unavailability

of the exact analytical form for J seam s to be the biggest open question in this class of
probkm s 29, 311.

The equilbrium surface shape ofthe liquid phase is a sphericalcap (§). This is a rigorous
result valid during m ost of the drying process. However, when h (0;t) becom es negative
and exoeeds H (£) in its absolute value (ie.when the centerpoint touches the substrate), the
surface shape isno longer spherical. M oreover, a new elem ent ofthe contact line is introduced
in the center ofthe drop in addition to the originalcontact line at the perim eter, and the entire
evaporation pro le getsmodi ed in addition to them odi ed surface shape, thus In uencing
all the other quantities. O ur treatm ent does not acocount for the an all fraction of the drying
process occurring after this touchdown @Which is a change in topology of the free surface,
and thus requires a separate treatm ent after it happened) . F irst of all, the am ount of liquid
ram aining In the drop at thism om ent is of the order of com pared to the orighal volum g,
and hence it would not m odify our m ain-order analytical resuls. Second, as our num erical
calculations show , at touchdow n practically allthe solute is already In the deposit phase, and
the rem aining am ount of solute in the liquid phase is insigni cant. Thus, w ithin ourm odel,
the ram ainder of the drying process cannot m odify the deposit ring substantially, and hence
this neglect ofthe Jatetin e regin e seem swell justi ed. Experin entally, the lnner part ofthe
deposit ring isdi erent from our prediction Which is a verticalwall) and appears to have a
goread shelf. P resence ofthistail in the deposit distribution can be caused by several features
absent In ourm odel. Tts Inherent two-din ensionality m ay be one of these shortcom ings (@s
discussed above); the account for the dynam ical processes occurring after the deposit phase
has already been form ed (e.g. avalanches of the nner wall) m ay be anoctherm issing feature.
Absence of the treatm ent of the latetin e regin e m ay be am ong these reasons In  uencing
the naldistrbution of the deposit as well. A m ore detailed acocount for the e ects of this
latetin e regin e m ight be required in the future.

This work was com pleted as a part of the Ph D . dissertation ressarch supervised by Thom as
A .W iten. T he author acknow ledges valuabl nput from Todd F .D upont and Robert R .D eegan.
T hiswork was supported in part by the N ational Science Foundation M RSEC P rogram under aw ard
number DM R-0213745.
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A ppendix: On the evaporation rate

T he puryoose of this section is to obtain the evaporation rate from the free surface of a round
sessile drop on the substrate. Since presence of the solute is irrelevant to this purpose (at
least for is low concentrations), one m ay assum e that the solute is sin ply absent and the
drop is jastpurewater. W e st consider the generic problem w ith an arbitrary contact angle

, and then nd the appropriate lim it of interest 1. If the radis of the drop footprint
on the substrate isR;, then its surface shape for an arbitrary contact angl is given by

—*— 2 Root @: (54)

D espite the fact this problem is two centurdes old, som e results are presented here In their
closed analytical form forthe rst tin e, and som e correct earlier expressions.

O ur task involves solution of the equivalent electrostatic problem (the Laplace equation)
forthe conductor ofthe shape ofthe drop plusisre ection in the plane ofthe substrate (kept
at constant potential, as a boundary condition). In the case of the round drop the shape of
this conductor resem bles a sym m etrical double-convex lens com prised of two spherical caps.
The system of orthogonal coordinates that m atches the sym m etry of this obfect (so that
one of the coordinate surfaces coincides w ith the surface of the lens) is called the toroidal

coordinates ( ; ; ), where coordiates and are related to the cylindrical coordinates r
and z by
R ; sinh R; sin
cosh (eo)] cosh s

and the azin uthalangle hasthe sam em eaning asin the cylindrical coordinates. Solution to
the Laplace equation In the toroidal coordinates involves the Legendre functions of fractional
degree and was derived in a book by Lebedev PJ]. The electrostatic potential or vapor
density is ndependent of the azinuthalanglke and reads

q
n(; )=n + s mn ) 2(cosh s )

21 cosh oosh (2 )
o ocosh cosh ( )

Here ng is the density of the saturated vapor jist above the liquid-air interface (or the
potential of the conductor), n; isthe ambient vapor density (or the value ofthe potentialat
In niy),and P 1_,,; X) are the Legendre functions ofthe rst kind (they are realvalued).
T he surface ofthe lens is described by the two coordinate surfaces ; = and , = + ,
and the derivative is nom alto the surface. T he evaporation rate from the surface of the
drop is therefore given by

P 1, ; (osh )d : (56)

1 . cosh cos ,
J()=Dh—@n(,’)]=2+1=DT@H(;)]=3 7 (67)

where D is the di usion constant and h = R;=(cosh cos ) is the metric coe cient
In coordinate . Note that an noorrect expression for J wih a plus sign in the m etric
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e cint wasused .n Eq. A2) of Ref. P1].) Thus, the exact analytical expression for the
absolute value of the evaporation rate as a function of r is avaibble:

D 1 p— _
Jo=20 n) Ll PS s + s P
R; 2
#
Z 4
O nn ) 1Pris: (0sh ) d ; 58)
0o osh

w here the toroidal coordinate is uniquely related to the polar coordinate r on the surface

of the drop: .
R;sin
r= ——— (59)
cosh + cos

Expression (5§) is valid for an arbitrary _contact angle  and corrects an earlier expression
ofRef. 7] Eq. 28)] where a factor of 2 in the second tem inside the square bracket is
m issing.

T he expression for the evaporation rate is not operable analytically In m ost cases, as it
represents an integralofa non-trivialspecial function Which, in stum, isan integralofsom e
sin pler elem entary functions). In m ost cases, it is necessary to recourse to the asym ptotic
expansions In the contact angle in order to obtain any m eaningfiil analytical expressions.
However, there is one exception to this general statem ent. An in portant quantity is the
total rate of water m ass loss by evaporation dM =dt, which sets the tin e scale for all the
processes. This total rate can be expressed as an integral of the evaporation rate ([de ned as
the evaporative m ass loss per uni surface area per unit tin e) over the surface of the drop:

dM Z qg ——— Z Ri qg —— —

— = JE) 1+ (th)rdrd = J) 1+ @Mh)?2 rdr; (60)

dt A 0

where the rst Integration is over the substrate area A occupied by the drop. T his expression
actually nvolves triple Integration : one in the expression above asan IntegralofJ (r), another
in the expression forJ (r) asan Integralofthe Legendre function ofthe rstkind, and the third
as an integral representation of the Legendre function in tem s of the elem entary finctions.
However, it is possible to sin plify the above expression signi cantly and reduce the num ber
of integrations from three to one. Investing som e technicale ort and using Eq. 2.17.1.10)
of Ref. B3], one can obtain a substantially sin pler result that does not nvolve any special
functions at all: "

dM sin
at RD @ nl)1+oos+
7 #
1 1+ cosh?2
+4 ——  tanh [( )y 1d (61)
0 sinh 2

(not reported in the literature previously). This result together w ith the expression for the
totalm ass ofwater
z R

] ;008 3cos + 2
M = h@r;£) 2 rdr= R} —
0 3sin

(62)

Where is the water density) provides a direct m ethod for nding the tin e dependence
of for an arbitrary value of the contact angl. Combining the tin e derivative of the last
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expression with result (61), one can obtain a single di erential equation or as a filnction
Oftin. e t: n

d D (ng sin
= (I'lizlw(l_l_ o0Ss )2 - 4+
dt R% 1+ cos
7 #
1 14+ cosh?2
+ 4 ——— tanh [( ) 1d : (63)
0 sinh 2

H aving detem nned the dependence () from this equation, one can cbtain the tin e depen—
dence ofany other quantity dependent on the contact angle, for instance, the tin e dependence
ofthem ass from relation (62), or any other geom etrical quantity considered earlier.

In practice, however, the analytical calculations in a closed form cannot be conducted
any further for arbitrary contact angles, and we w ill use the lim it of an all contact angles in
all the subsequent analytical calculations. Besides being the lin it of our interest and m ost
practical in portance, this 1im it is also perfectly adequate even for quite substantial angles,
aswillbe seen n am om ent.

Expanding the right-hand side of Eq. (63) n snall , we inm ediately cbtain that the
contact angle decreases linearly w ith tim e in the m ain order of this expansion :

=51 ; (64)

t
t
where we ntroduced the totaldrying tine tr de ned in tem s of the initial contact anglke
1= 0):

R? ;
16D s m )’

In the m ain order, the total rate of water m ass loss is constant and the water m ass also
decreases w ith tin e linearly: |

R ; t

M=—1 — : (66)

4 te
This linear tin e dependence during the vast m a prity of the drying process was directly
con m ed In the experin entsi'P3,24]; sseFigi 7. T he dependence ofthe evaporation rate (6]
on radius (linearity in R;) was also con m ed experin entally and is known to hold true for
the case of the di usion-lin ited evaporation [34].

In Fig.14, we plot the exact num erical solution for M (t) based on Egs. 63) and (62)
for several values of the initial contact angle ; together w ith the an allanglk asym ptotic of
Eqg. (66). In this gure, M; is the initialm ass of water in the drop de ned by the pre-factor
in Eq. 66). Note that t¢ is not the total drying tine for each ;; instead, it is jist the
com bination of the problem param eters de ned in Eq. i(65), which coincides w ith the total
drying tine only when ; ! 0.] Fig.14 dem onstrates that the sn allangl approxin ation
works am azingly well up to the angles as large as 45 degrees, and therefore, no precision or
generality is lost by working In the lin it of an all contact angles for the typical experin ental
values of ;. Lastly, we note that the largeangk corrections m ay be respponsibl for the
cbserved non-linearity of the experim entally m easured dependence M (t), as is clear from the
com parison of Fig.14 (theory) and Fiy."] (experin ent).

t = (63)

31



1.00-

0.75-

0.50+

Mass M/M.

0.25-

0.00
0.0

Time t/tf

Figure 14: Num erical results: dependence of watermassM on time t. Di erent curves
corresoond to di erent initial contact angles; values of param eter ; are shown at each curve.
The analytical result Eq. (66)]1n lini ;! 0 isalso provided (the solid curve).

E xpression for the evaporation rate (§) becom es particularly sinple in the lim it of an all
contact angles. Em ploying one of the integral representations of the Legendre function in
tem s of the elem entary functions Eq. (74.7) ofRef. RJ)), it is relatively straightforward to
obtain the follow ing result:

Dhs n)2

J () = T_ ooshE (! 0); (67)
which, upon denti cation cosh = ®+ ¥)=R? ?¢) or = 0, can be further reduced to
Eg. (1) . Thus, orthin drops the expression forthe evaporation rate reduces to an extrem ely
sin pl result featuring the one-overthe-squareroot divergence near the edge ofthe drop. The
sam e result could have been obtained directly ifwe solved an equivalent electrostatic problem
foran In niely thin disk Instead ofthe double-convex lens. &t is particularly rewarding that
after all the laborious calculations the asym ptotic of our result is In exact agreem ent w ith
the predictions of a textbook (see Ref. B3] for the derivation of the one-overthe-square-root
divergence of the electric eld near the edge of a conducting plane in the three-din ensional
space). Eq. {11) is the result we were looking for in our case of the thin circular drops.

For the sake of com pleteness, it is also interesting to note the opposite lim it of the ex—

pression (8§), when the surface ofthe drop isa hem isphere ( = =2). In this lin i, a sin ilar
calculation can be conducted, and the uniform evaporation rate is recovered:
D
J(x) = % (1 =2): 68)

This result is also in perfect agreem ent w ith the expectations; the sam e result could have
been cbtamned if we directly solved the Laplace equation for a sphere (the hem ispherical
drop and its re ection in the substrate). The uniform evaporation rate is a result of the ull
soherical symm etry of such a system . Sin ilar exact results can also be obtained for a few
other discrete values of the contact angle eg.for = =4).
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