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C hain-reaction cascades in surfactant m onolayer buckling
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Certain surfactantm onolayersatthewater{airinterfacehavebeen found to undergo,ata critical

surfacepressure,a dynam icinstability involving m ultiplelong foldsofm icron width.W eexploitthe

sharp m onolayertranslations accom panying folding eventsto acquire,using a com bination ofuo-

rescence m icroscopy and digitalim age analysis,detailed statisticsconcerning the folding dynam ics.

The m otions have a broad distribution ofm agnitudes and narrow,non-G aussian distributions of

angles and durations. The statistics are consistent with the occurrence ofcooperative cascades of

folds,im plying an autocatalytic processuncom m on in the contextofm echanicalinstability.

PACS num bers:68.18.Jk,64.60.Q b,82.60.N h,87.68.+ z

Surfactantm onolayersarefound in m any system scon-
taining water{air or water{oilinterfaces where surface
tension,wetting,or liquid-�lm stability are to be con-
trolled [1].In recentyearsa rem arkablevariety ofthree-
dim ensionalstructureshavebeen discovered upon lateral
com pression ofsurfactantm onolayers,including straight
folds[2,3,4],convoluted folds[4,5],and attached vesic-
ularobjectsofvariousshapes[3].Theseinstabilitieshave
distinctivelength scalesranging between 0.1 and 10 �m .
Thusthe predom inantstressrelaxation isneitheratthe
m olecular level,which would lead to breakage or disso-
lution [6],noratthe m acroscopicone,which would lead
to long-wavelength buckling [7]. M oreover,the transi-
tionsoccurunderanettensilestress,i.e.,atsurfacepres-
suressm allerthan the bare surface tension ofwater(72
m N/m ).Though theactualrelaxation m echanism isun-
known,a plausibledrivingforcem ay bebilayercohesion,
i.e.,thepreferenceofthehydrophobicsurfactanttailsto
join ratherthan rem ain in contactwith air[5]. Dom ain
boundaries in biphasic m onolayers or grain boundaries
in m onophasiconesentailnanoscaletopographies,which
should cause localized buckling at low enough,positive
tension [8],thus lowering the nucleation barrier for bi-
layercohesion.

O ut of the newly observed structures, the straight
foldsstand outasessentially di�erent,corresponding to
a m ore solid-like,nonequilibrium response ofthe m ono-
layer [2,3,4,8]. They are observed at lower tem pera-
tureand highercom pression rate,occurathighercritical
pressures(� 70m N/m ),and areanisotropic,i.e.,aligned
on average perpendicular to the com pression direction.
A fold com prises a piece ofm onolayer ofm icron width
and m acroscopic length probably bound into a bilayer
strip (Fig.1). The m ain obstacle in studying fold for-
m ation isthatitisa nucleated eventinitiated atan un-
predictablespotand lasting a fraction ofa second.Very
rarely issuch an eventcaptured inside the �eld ofview
as in Fig.1. Nevertheless,whenever a fold form s else-
where,the viewed piece ofm onolayertranslatessharply

and uniform ly.W atching them onolayerjum p asa result
ofsuch events,one isstruck by the uniform ity and uni-
directionality ofthe m otion,in contrastwith the m ono-
layerheterogeneity.Thestatisticalanalysispresented be-
low corroboratesthisim pression,revealing such features
asanom alously narrow distributionsoftranslation angle
and duration.
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FIG .1: (a){(c)Fluorescence m icrographsseparated by 1/30

sintervals,showing thenearly-sim ultaneousform ation oftwo

folds. The im ages are blurred by m onolayer m otion. The

scale barlength is50 �m .(d)Typicaloutputofthe tracking

program ,showing the m onolayer translation within the �eld

ofview in sequentialvideo fram es. The spikescorrespond to

folding events occurring out ofview. The dotted line shows

the threshold used foreventidenti�cation.

Insoluble m onolayers containing a 7:3 m ixture
of dipalm itoylphosphocholine (DPPC) and palm itoy-
loleoylphosphoglycerol(PO PG )were spread on the air{
waterinterfacefrom a chloroform solution at25�C.This
wasdoneon arectangularLangm uirtrough ofm axim um
area 145 cm 2,�tted with two m obile Teon barriers of
length 6:35 cm each,allowing forsym m etriclateralcom -
pression.Thephospholipidsform ed a low-density m ono-
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layer(area perm olecule a > 100 �A 2),exhibiting coexis-
tence oftwo-dim ensionalgasand liquid phases. Lateral
com pression led,at a ’ 67 �A 2,to a hom ogeneous liq-
uid phase followed,for a <

� 65 �A 2, by nucleation and
growth ofower-like condensed dom ains (Fig.1) until,
at a ’ 30 �A 2,folding began. The relative barrier ve-
locity was0:1 m m /s,corresponding to com pression rate
of6:35 m m 2/sand strain rate atthe onsetoffolding of
0:00154 s�1 . Throughoutthe com pression the m orphol-
ogy wasobserved using epiuorescencevideo m icroscopy
and thesurfacetension m onitored by aW ilhelm y surface
balance. Further details ofthe apparatuscan be found
in Ref.[3]. The analog video wasdigitized into a series
of8-bitgrayscalebitm apsof640� 480pixelsata rateof
29:97 fram es/s.Theseriesofim ageswerethen analyzed
using a custom -m adetracking program whosealgorithm
willbe detailed elsewhere[9].A typicaloutputisshown
in Fig.1(d). Using a velocity threshold of2 pixels per
fram e we identi�ed 1817 events,recording for each its
starting tim e,duration and total~l= (lx;ly)translation.
Figure 2(a)showsthe distribution oftranslations,ex-

hibiting a broad tail| translations ten tim es the m ost
probableonewereobserved.Thedistribution ofo�-tim es
t(waitingtim esbetween events)ispresented in Fig.2(b).
The m ean o�-tim e is hti= 0:31� 0:01 s,i.e.,there are
about three events per second. The histogram �ts well
an exponentialdistribution,pt(t)= hti�1 e�t=hti,consis-
tentwith a Poissonian,uncorrelated sequence ofevents.
This conclusion is strengthened by a lack ofcorrelation
between land the o�-tim esbeforeorafterthe event.
Figure 3(a) shows the distribution oftranslation an-

gles j�j,where tan� = ly=lx,and � = 0 corresponds to
m otion parallelto thecom pression direction.Thedistri-
bution issharply peaked at� = 0,with standard devia-
tion �� � h�2i1=2 = 16:0� 0:3�. Folding is thus highly
anisotropic,im plying an elastic response ofthe m ono-
layerwithin the folding tim e scale. This is in line with
theviscoelasticity revealed by surface-rheology m easure-
m entsin sim ilarsystem s[5,10],which yieldsrelaxation
tim esofordertensofseconds.O newould expectaG aus-
sian distribution of fold angles| because of either the
com bined e�ect ofm any scattering factors or a Boltz-
m ann factor for the nucleation of a slanted fold with
respect to the direction ofm axim um stress,whose en-
ergy increasesassin2 �’ �2.The peak ofthe m easured
distribution,however,is m uch sharper and clearly can-
notbe �tted by a G aussian distribution (dotted curve).
In Fig.3(b)we show the m ean angle j�ljofevents asa
function oftheir translation l. The two quantities are
anticorrelated| largereventshavesm allerangles.
Figure 4(a) presents the distribution of on-tim es T

(eventdurations).Thedistribution isnarrow and asym -
m etric,yielding a m ean on-tim e hTi = 0:124� 0:001 s
and standard deviation �T = 0:051� 0:001 s.Thecorre-
sponding G aussian distribution isdepicted by thedotted
line,highlighting the anom alousshape ofthe m easured
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FIG .2: (a) D istribution of translations. The solid line is

obtained assum ing a cascade m echanism [Eq.(2)]. (b) D is-

tribution of o�-tim es. The solid line shows an exponential

distribution using the m easured m ean o�-tim e hti= 0:31 s.

distribution.Them orem oderatedecreaseto therightof
the peak �ts an exponentialdecay rather than a G aus-
sian one(inset).Thenarrow T distribution issurprising
in view ofthe broad ldistribution; one expects larger
eventsto lastlonger. This correspondence isveri�ed in
Fig.4(b),where the average on-tim e Tl is plotted as a
function ofthetranslation l.Yet,theincreaseofTl with
lisonly logarithm icand,therefore,even verylargetrans-
lationsdo nothavecorrespondingly long duration.
The broad distribution oftranslationscan arise from

two alternativescenarios:each observed eventcould cor-
respond to eithera single fold,whereby the foldshavea
broad distribution ofsizes,ora cascadeofroughly iden-
ticalfolds,the cascades having a broad distribution of
m agnitudes.Thefollowing analysis,aswellasthehand-
fuloffoldscaptured in the�eld ofview,strongly support
the latterscenario.
Let us assum e that an observed eventis caused by a

cascade ofn folds,each contributing roughly the sam e
translation l1 and having an angle �i,i = 1:::n. W e
assum eforsim plicity thattheanglesaredrawn from in-
dependentG aussian distributionshaving a standard de-
viation ��1,p�i(�i)= (2�� 2

�1)
�1=2 e��

2

i
=(2�

2

�1
). The m ea-

sured translation is the sum of contributions from all
folds,l’ nl1,butthe observed translation angle is the
average ofthe individualfold angles,� ’ n�1

P n

i= 1
�i.

Thedistribution of�isthereforenarrowerthelargerthe
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FIG .3:(a)D istribution oftranslation angles.Thedotted line

shows a G aussian distribution with the m easured h�
2
i. The

solid lineisobtained assum ing a cascadem echanism [Eq.(3)]

with ��1 = 16
�
. (b) Average angle ofevents whose transla-

tionsfallwithin thesam enarrow range.Thesolid lineisa �t

to j�lj= l
�1=2

[Eq.(1)]with  = 18� 3 (
�
)�m

1=2
. The in-

setpresentsthesam e data on a log{log scale,thedashed line

being an error-weighted linear�twith a slopeof� 0:44� 0:05.

value ofn,pn�(n;�)= [n=(2�� 2
�1)]

1=2e�n�
2
=(2�

2

�1
). This

im pliesthat,regardlessofthedistribution ofl,theaver-
ageabsoluteangleofeventshaving thesam etranslation
lshould decreaseasl�1=2 ,

j�lj= [2�2�1l1=(�l)]
1=2

; (1)

which isconsistentwith the �ndingsofFig.3(b). From
the �t we get �2�1l1 = 500 � 200 (�)2�m . Thus,large
cascades give rise to \focusing" onto sm all-angle trans-
lations. Thise�ect,along with the broad ldistribution,
explainsthe largestatisticalweightofsm allangles.
Suppose that each fold takes a tim e T1 to com plete

and another tim e � to \topple" another fold. Consider
a cascade m ade ofg generationsoftopples,where each
fold can topple q others [11]. The totalon-tim e is T =
T1 + (g� 1)�,and the totalnum beroffoldsisn = g if
q = 1,orn = (qg � 1)=(q� 1)ifq > 1. From these two
equationsand n ’ l=l1 weobtain a relation between the
on-tim e T and the translation l,T = (�=l1)l+ T1 � �

ifq = 1,and T = (�=lnq)ln[(q� 1)l=l1 + 1]+ T1 � � if
q> 1.Thus,forlow cooperativity(q= 1)weexpectT to
depend linearly on l,whereasforlargercooperativity the
dependence becom es logarithm ic. As seen in Fig.4(b),
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FIG .4:(a)D istribution ofon-tim es.Thedotted lineshowsa

G aussian distribution using them easured m ean and standard

deviation. The inset presents the data on a linear{ln scale,

the solid line being an error-weighted linear �t with a slope

of� 23:3� 3 s
�1
.(b)Averageon-tim e ofeventswhose trans-

lationsfallwithin thesam e narrow range.Theinsetpresents

the sam e data on a ln{linear scale, the solid line being an

error-weighted linear�twith a slope of0:040� 0:004 s.

theresultsareconsistentwith thelatter,i.e.,thecascades
arecooperative,one fold toppling severalothers.

Assum ing a �xed probability � to topple a genera-
tion of folds, we get an exponentialdistribution of g,
pg(g)= [(1� �)=�]� g,and hence an exponentialdistri-
bution ofT for T > T1. The statistics for T < T1 are
determ ined bythescatterofT1,which hasbeen neglected
so far. Hence,pT (T)should have an asym m etric shape,
dropping sharply forT < T1 and decaying exponentially
forT > T1. These conclusionsagree with the m easure-
m entsofFig.4(a),whereupon thedistribution peak can
be identi�ed as the single-fold tim e, T1 = 0:12 � 0:03
s. From the �rst two m om ents ofpT (T > T1) we ex-
tract � = 0:026� 0:005 s and � = 0:54� 0:05. Hence,
hgi= 1=(1� �)= 2:2� 0:2,i.e.,the cascadesconsistof
2{3 generations on average. From the linear �t in Fig.
4(b),whoseslopeisequalto �=lnq,wegetq= 1:9� 0:2,
i.e.,each fold topplesabouttwo others.Thecooperativ-
ity and shorttoppling tim eaccountfortheuniform ity of
eventduration| even thelargestcascadesinvolveonly a
few generationsand do notlastlong.

Usingtheexponentialdistribution ofgand therelation
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between g and n,we�nd

pn(n)� [(q� 1)n + 1]�� ; �= 1� ln�=lnq: (2)

The distribution ofm agnitudestends forlarge n = l=l1

to a powerlaw,thedecay exponentbeing alwayssm aller
than � 1. (Foroursystem we get� = 2:0� 0:2.) Using
theexpressionsforpn(n)and pn�(�)wecan calculatethe
distribution ofanglesasp� =

P
1

n= 1
pn(n)pn�(�),yielding

p�(j�j)= N �

1
X

n= 1

[(q� 1)n + 1]�� n1=2e�n�
2
=(2�

2

�1
)
; (3)

where N � = 2(2�� 2
�1
)�1=2 (q � 1)�=�[�;q=(q � 1)]is a

norm alization factor. This distribution reproduces well
thefocusing oftheangulardistribution,asshown by the
solid line in Fig.3(a). W e note that, if one has in a
certain system 1 < � < 3=2 (i.e.,ln�=lnq > � 1=2),Eq.
(3) predicts an (integrable) singularity ofp� at � ! 0.
The �tin Fig.3(a)gives��1 = 16� 2� which,together
with theestim atefor�2

�1
l1 obtained from Fig.3(b),yields

l1 = 2:0� 0:8 �m .Finally,weuse the valuesderived for
l1,q and � to reproduce the translation distribution pl

according to Eq.(2). Asshown by the solid line in Fig.
2(a),the calculated distribution givesa reasonable�tto
the decaying partofpl(l). (The sharply increasing part
isprobably determ ined by the scatterofq.)
The cascade analysisprovidesa consistentaccountof

the m easured statistics. The alternative single-fold sce-
nario,corresponding to n = g = 1,doesnotagree with
them easurem entsand cannotaccountforthe sharp dis-
tributions ofangle and duration. The evidence for co-
operativecascades,however,rem ainsindirect.O uranal-
ysis im plies that the folding transition follows unusual
nucleation kinetics,in which single-fold growth ism acro-
scopicin onedim ension (length)butrestricted in another
(width).Consequently,asinglenucleuscannotfullyrelax
its super-stressed environm ent,thereby driving the nu-
cleation ofotherfoldsin a chain-reaction m anner.Such
a process,resem bling an autocatalyticchem icalreaction
ornuclear�ssion,hasneverbeen recognized,to thebest
ofourknowledge,in the contextofm echanicalinstabil-
ity such as the buckling discussed here. M oreover,this
scenario should not be restricted to our speci�c system
butisto beexpected wheneverthereisan autocatalytic
instability whose evolution islim ited forsom e reason to
discreteunitsofrelaxation.
A key question iswhatsetsthe scale ofthe restricted

fold growth. Folding m ay introduce extra strain in the
m onolayer,e.g.,asa resultofm ism atchesin the rapidly
folded region. Thisstrain willincrease with fold width,
eventually balancing thecohesion energy and halting the
folding.Anotheropen issueisthem echanism ofcorrela-
tion between foldsin a cascade.Toppling m ay becaused
by the long-rangestress�eld em anating from the tipsof
a propagating fold. This extra stress appears im m edi-
ately afterfold nucleation and can accountforthe short

toppling tim einferred above.A com plicated question to
beaddressed in afuturepublication [9]relatesto therole
ofcom pression rate.Itwillbe interesting to check what
happensto thefolding cascadeswhen thecom pression is
notunidirectional,e.g.,in a circulartrough [12].
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