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Abstract

Frontalphotopolym erization (PP ) provides a versatile m ethod for the rapid fabrication of solid
polym er netw ork m aterials by exposing photosensitive m olecules to light. D In ensional control of
structures created by thisprocess is crucial In applications ranging from m icro uidics and coatings
to dentistry, and the availability of a predictive m athem aticalm odel of FPP is needed to achieve
this control. P revious work has relied on num erical solutions of the goveming kinetic equations
In validating the m odel against experim ents because of the intractability of the goveming non-—
linear equations. T he present paper provides exact solutions to these equations in the general case
In which the optical attenuation decreases (photoblaching) or increases (photodarkening) with
photopolym erization. These exact solutions are of m athem atical and physical Interest because
they support traveling waves of polym erization that propagate logarithm ically or linearly in tim e,

depending on the evolution of optical attenuation of the photopolym erized m aterial.
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I. NTRODUCTION

P hotopolym erization isa comm on m ethod of rapidly form Ing solid netw ork polym erm a—
terials and it is possible to create Intricate three-din ensional structures by selectively poly—
m erizing photosensitive m aterials through m asks opaque to light. The conversion process
from a liquid to a solid does not occur uniform Iy in this fabrication technique because of
the attenuation of light within the photopolym erizable m aterial PM ) and this process is
nom ally accom panied by non-uniform m onom er-to-polym er conversion pro ls perpendic—
ular to the illum inated surface [1,14,13,14,15]. P hysically, these conversion pro les propagate
as traveling waves of network solidi cation that invade the unpolym erized m edium expos=ed
to radiation (generally ultraviolet light, UV) if the process occurs in the presence of strong
optical attenuation and lim ited m ass and heat transfer. T he frontal agpect of the polym er-
ization process is apparent in the photopolym erization of thidk m aterial sections and has
counterparts in degradation (incliding discoloration) processes in polym er In s exposed to
UV radiation, w here the breaking of chem icalbonds rather than their formm ationis often the
prevalent physical process.

Frontal photopolym erization (FPP) is utilized In diverse fabrication processes, ranging
from photolithography ofm icrocircuits to dental restorative and other biom edicalm aterials,
and num erous ococatings applications (paints and vamishes, adhesives and printing inks)

4,18]. W e have recently explored the use of FPP in the fabrication ofm icro uidic devices
@,l,d,19,01d].

W e em phasize that FPP is a distinct m ode of polym erization from them al (TFP) and
isothem al (IFP) frontal polym erization, which involve autocatalytic reactions. W hik these
polym erization m ethods also Involve wavelke polym erization fronts, the front propagation
is sustained by the them al energy relkased from an exothem ic polym erization reaction.
T his sslfpropagating frontal grow th can be initiated by a localized heat source (TFP) ofby
a polym er network seed (IFP) and hasbeen reviewed by Pojnan et al. [11,112,[13].

G ven the com plexiy ofthe chem ical reactions nvolved n FPP,a m inim al’! eld theoretic
m odelofthisprocess was introduced in previous work based on physical cbservables relevant
to the fabrication process [1,114]. Speci cally, thisFPP m odel concems itselfw ith two basic
front properties and their evolution in space and tine: (1) the position of the solid/liquid
front, which de nesthepattemed height and (2) the light tranan ission ofthe PM layer. T his



form ulation naturally leads to a system of coupled partial di erential equations involving
two coupled eld variables, the extent of m onom erto-polym er conversion (x;t) and the
light attenuation T r (x;t) as a function of the distance from the illum inated surface x and
tine t.

Before describing our m athem atical m odel, we brie y illistrate the physical nature of
FPP through experin ents on a m odel UV polym erizable m aterial, described in Section
and discussed in Section [[II. The derivation of this m odel is reviewed in Section [[] and

Section [V] presents exact solutions of these non-linear equations.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL

T he photopolym erization experim ental sstup [L9] consists of a collin ated light source,
a photom ask, a polym er photoresist and a substrate, as depicted In Fig. [l. W e choose a
m ultifunctionalthioktene form ulation WO A 81, N orland P roducts, N J) as the photopolym er—
izable m aterial PM ) for this study. T his optically clear, liquid PM functions as a negative
photoresist and cures under 365 nm ultraviokt light UVA) into a hard solid (Shore D
durom eter 90 and 1 GPa modulus). M oreover, thiolenes polym erize rapidly at am bient
conditions W ith m inin aloxygen inhibition) and achieve large depths of cure [16,117,118,119].
In previous work, we have characterized the kinetics of FPP of these system s as a function
ofPM oom position, tem perature and nanoparticle loading [i,114].

The liquid PM was poured Into an elastom eric (polydin ethylsiloxane, Sylgard 184, D ow
Coming) gasket and covered w ith a plasm a-clkeaned glass slide (C oming 2947). T he oxygen
plasn a was an Anatech-SP 100 operating at 80 Pa (600 m Torr), wih 60 W fOr 3 m in.
Photom asks were printed on regular acetate sheet transparencies (CG 3300, 3M ) using a
1200 dotsper inch HP Lasergt 8000N printer. Them ask consisted ofa square array of large
posts 2mm 2mm ) and wasplaced directly over the top glass slide. An alum lnum shutter
was placed over the specin en and m oved m anually, controlling the exposure tin e of each
post. The light source was a Spectroline SB-100P ood lam p, equipped wih a 100 W att
M ercury lamp (Spectronics), placed at a variable distance (100’sofmm ) from the specin en
to adjist the incident Intensity. T he light Intensity was m easured w ith a Spectroline D IX -
365A UV-A sensor and DRC-100X radiom eter (both Spectronics) with 01 W /mm? (10

W /am?) resolution. The UV dose adm iistered to each pattemed post was calculated as
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FIG . 1l: Schem atic of the frontal photopolym erization FPP), depicting a m onom erto-polym er
conversion front induced by light exposure m oving tow ards the buk polym erizable m aterial PM ).
O ur experin ental setup consists of a collin ated UV source (365 nm ), a photom ask, and a PM

con ned between two surfaces, typically glass and an elastom er sheet.

the product of the Incident light Intensity I Ix = 0), light tranan ission T r ofthem ask
( 80 %)and glassslide ( 94 %), and exposure tine t, as UV dose T 5L ; x is depth
distance nom al to the surface in the PM . Photopolym erization was carried out under a
fim e hood at 30 C, with incident light intensity of 2 and 10) W /mm?; a wide UV dose
window covering 0.04 m J/mm? to 180 m J/mm ? was nvestigated.

Upon UV Iight exposure, in aged areasbecom e Insoluble to selective solvents ethanoland
acetone, which are used to develop the pattem. Com pressed air and a succession of alter-
nating ethanol/acetone rinses are em ployed until the unpolym erized m aterdal is thoroughly
rem oved. T he resulting pattem haswellde ned din ensionsbut is stilla soft’ solid. A ood
UV exposure (for about 50 tin es the patteming dose), com pletes the crosslinking process
of the m aterdal into a hard solid, largely preserving its din ensions. T he topography of the
resulting photopolym erized structure wasm apped by stylus pro lom etry, using a D ektak 8
pro lometer Veeco, CA ), equipped with a 125 m stylus and operating at 10 m g force.
Forpost heights beyond the pro Iometer 1 mm I it, a caliper O gitcalM K IV, Brown &
Sharpe) was utilized. M easurem ent uncertainty ranged from 5% to 10 % , depending on the

pattem height. A typicalpro lom eter scan oftwo arrays of posts exposed to increasing UV



doses is shown In Fig. 2. The resulting pattemed dim ensions range from approxin ately 70
to 1000 m in height.

1000
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FIG .2: Topography m ap ofan array of FPP squaresobtained by styluspro lom etry. T he exposure
tin e or each square was de ned by a shutter system and was varied linearly in 30 s Intervals,
totaling 10 m In. The resuling heights h (t), however, increase In a strongly non-linear fashion,
apparently keveling o at long exposures. The incident intensity was 1.8 W /mm? and the UV

dose w indow sam pled was (0.05 to 10) m J/mm 2.

In order to explore the spatio-tem poral varation of the light Intensity upon photocuring,
a seoond serdes of experim ents were devised. The tranan ission of PM sam ples of di erent
thickness was m onitored as a function of tim e during the conversion process. The PM was
con ned betw een trangparent glass slidesw ith spacers ofde ned thickness; thisassambly was
placed between the UV source and the radiom eter and the tranan itted light intensity was
recorded asa function oftim e. Sam ple thicknesswas lin ited to 1 mm due to light attenuation
and sensor sensitivity to the actinic wavelength. The e ective sam ple tranan ission T r (x;t)
was obtained from the recorded intensity I (x;t) and the Beerl.am bert relation T r (x;t)
(I &z;0)=I,)=T r (glass)? = exp [ (x;t)x], after subtracting the attenuation due to the glass
slides (2 1l mm); x is the sam pl thickness (@ constant in this experin ent) and t is the

exposure tin e.

ITT. FRONTAL POLYM ERIZATION INDUCED BY LIGHT

W e 1rst establish the basic nature of the frontal photopolym erization PP ) bassd on
experin ental evidence. T he propagation of a planar m onom erto-polym er conversion front,
em anating from the illum nated surface, is depicted in Fig.[l. A topographicm ap of arrays
of FPP fronts m easured by pro Iometry is shown in Fig. [d. The interface between the



polym erized solid and the liquid prepolm er, characteristic of frontal polym erization, is
evident after Yevelopm ent’ (selective washing away of the unpolym erized m aterial) of the
pattem. The height dependence of exposure dose (the product of exposure tine t and
light intensity I;) was obtained from a series of experin ents and characterizes the FPP
frontal kinetics. Resuls forthe PM studied, for a light dose window ofa few m illijpues per
square centim eter to 20 J/an?, at 30 C are shown in Fig. 3a. W e de ne ‘front position’
h () n a straightforward way as the m easured thickness of the s0lidi ed m aterial after UV
exposure and developm ent Washing away the unsolidi ed PM ). T his criterion is a natural
choice for rapid prototyping and fabrication using FPP . A Iso, In practical applications, it is
usefil to express results in tem s of light dose, rather than exposure tin e. The validiy of
Interchanging dose and t depends on the reaction kinetics independence of I, which applies
to the PM 1n the conditions studied [1].

T he opticaltransn ission ofthis speci ¢cPM decreases during photocuring and thisprocess
is captured In Fig. 3b for a series of specin ens w ith di erent thickness. There is clearly a
drop in T r upon photopolym erization indicating partial photodarkening. The gure insst
show s the thickness-dependent tranam ission before (hitial) and after (Y nal) a long UV
exposure (until Tr reaches a plateau), in the usual BeerLam bert representation. O ther
photoresists bhotobladch’ during the process, due to consum ption of a strongly absorbing
goecies (generally the photoinitiator), orm ay rem ain virtually ‘nvariant’ (@ ith constant light
tranan ission) upon conversion. The experim ental results presented in Fig. 3 characterize
the general nature of FPP and illustrate the kinetics of its cbservables, front position h (t)

and tranam ission T r(x;t), In a bhotodarkening’ m aterial.

Iv. FRONTALPHOTOPOLYM ERIZATION (FPP)M ODEL

P hotopolym erization begins w ith the absorption of light, which generates the reactive
Soecies responsble for chain niiation. The addition ofa strongly light-absorbing photoini-
tiator m odi es the optical properties of the m edium and its consum ption In the course of
network fom ation, In conjunction w ith network fomm ation and the form ation of photopoly—
m erization by-products, lads to an evolving optical attenuation. T he consum ption of the
photoinitiator alone can be expected to lead to a reduction of the optical attenuation in
the UV frequency range (bhotobladcing’), but the resulting polym er network can have an
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FIG. 3: Experinental FPP resuls for an illustrative Yartial photo-darkening’ polym erization.
(@) Front position dependence on UV dose (light intensity exposure tine) show ing an initial
logarithm ic dependence follow ed by a crossover. T he Inset isa linearplot. (o) O ptical transm ission
(up to 365 nm ) varation during photocuring for PM sam ples of constant thickness. The inset
depicts the log tranam ission as a function of thickness for the ‘nitial (pefore conversion) and

nal (i1l conversion’) stages of photopolym erization, w here the sin ple BeerL.am bert law holds,

yielding the asym ptotic  and 1 attenuation coe cients.



Increased optical attenuation so that the net optical attenuation can increase upon pho—
topolym erization (photodarkening’). M oreover, the addition of nancparticle additives w ill
also change the opticalproperties of them ediuim from those oftheun lled m aterialin a non—
trivial fashion.[l4]W e thus develop a m odel of photopolym erization that does not presum e
either photobleaching or photodarkening as a general consequence of photopolym erization.
T he nature of the polym erization front developm ent has distinct features In these physical
situations that we discuss In ssparate sections below after sum m arizing our generalm odel.
The kineticm odel of FPP [,114] conceives of the photopolym erization process in tem s
of a coarsegrained eld theoretic perspective. The state of the m aterial is assum ed to be
characterized by eld varables that describe the extent to which them aterial is polym erized
and the spatially and tem porally dependent optical attenuation evolves in response to the
photopolym erization process. W hik this m odel has m athem atical sin ilarities w ith classic
theories of photo-polym erization R3, 121], it directly focuses on observabl properties of
FPP rmather than the concentration of the various chem ical species involved. The m ain
variables of interest in the kinetic m odel are the FPP front position h (t), as de ned, for
exam ple, by the solid/liquid interface, the light tranam ission T r (x;t) of the PM layer and
the optical attenuation constants ( ¢, 1 ) ofthem onom er and the fully converted m aterial,
respectively. The extent of polym erization (x;t) is then Introduced as an brder param eter’
descrbing the extent of conversion of the grow Ing polym erization front. The eld variabl
(%;1) describes the average ratio of photopolym erized to unpolym erized m aterialat a depth
X (the ilim inated surface de nesthe coordiate origin) into thePM and satis esthe lim iting
relations &;t ! 0) = 0 (ho polymer) and ;t! 1 ) = 1 (full polym erization) for
allx > 0. The sscond eld varabl Trx;t) describes the optical transm ission of the
photopolym erizable m edium of thickness x at tine t. This coarssegrained description of
the photopolym erization front propagation has analogies w ith phase— eld descriptions of
ordering processes such a crystallization and dewetting where propagating fronts are also
obsarved 24,123].
T he evolution of the photopolym erization process ism odeled by Introducing appropriate
rate law s or the speci ed m inin alset of eld variables [1,114]. The rate of change of (x;t)

is taken to be proportional to the optical transm ission T r(x;t), the am ount of m aterial



available for conversion and the reaction conversion rate K ,

@ ;b _

ot K [ &iD]Trx;t) @

O nce photopolym erization has comm enced, the m aterial is considered to be a two—
com ponent system (oconsisting of reacted and unreacted m aterial) whose com ponents do
not generally have the sam e optical attenuation coe cient . The non-uniform ity of the
conversion pro ke will generally give rise to an e ective attenuation factor (x;t), which
depends on thickness during conversion. O nly before photocuring and near fill conversion

(x;t) becom es constant. In our m ean— eld m odel, we postulate that the m aterial can be

described using a spatially varying and tem porally evolring average optical attenuation,
;1) ol D1+ 1 &KiD;

where ( o) and ( ; ) are the attenuation coe cients of the unexposed m onom er and fully
polym erized m aterial, respectively. T he varation leads to an evolution in the light intensity
(or trananm ission) pro ke w ith depth according to the generalized B eer-Lam bert relation,

% = &OTrx;0; @)
where the usual BeerLambert law for a hom ogeneous m aterial, Tr(x;t) = exp ( x), is
recovered for short and Iong tinesas x;t! 0)= j,and ;! 1 )= 1.

Speci ¢ boundary conditions m ust be speci ed in order to solve such di erential equa—
tions. Initially x;0) = 0, whik at the Incident surface of the samplk x = 0), we have no
attenuation, thus Tr(0;t) = 1. These are su cient to detem ine unigue solutions to Egs.

[) and ). W e should also note that we can quickly solve Eq. [ll) when x = 0 to cbtain
) Oib=1 exp( KY; 3)

an expression for the polym erized fraction at the edge of the sam pl that is lndependent of
allm odel param eters except K .

The idealization of FPP evolution m odeled by Egs. [l) and [J) neglects the fact that
num erous chem ical com ponents are actually generated in the course of photopolym erization
and ignores the presence of additives and In purities that are often present in the photopoly—
m erizable m aterial. A dditionally, it assum es sin ple chem ical kinetics, de ned by a single

constant K . Thus, it isnot clkar a prioriw hether such a sin ple order param eter treatm ent



of FPP is suitable. Judgem ent of the adequacy of our approach m ust be decided by com —
parison to m easurem ents perform ed over a w ide range of conditions. W e next consider the

nalbasic observable property ofthe FPP process, the position of the photopolym erization
front.

A s In ordinary gelation, we can expect solidi cation to occur once  exceeds a certain
ritical conversion fraction’ . ( 1). Since the liquid m aterial can be sim ply washed away
after any exposure tin g, the height h (t) at which (x;t) = . Indicates the surface of the
photopolym erized m aterial after curing and washing. Thisde nesthe position of FPP front
In a concrete way and we adopt it below . O ur previous m easuram ents have shown that
tendstoberatheranall[ . O (0:01)] in our thiotene photopolym erizable m aterialll, (14]
and this property is expected to be rather general. A snall . can be understood from the
fact that solidi cation In polym erizing m aterials 24] (9. Superglue’) nom ally nvolves a
com bination of glass form ation and gelation, since the glass transition tem perature strongly
Increases upon polym erization of a low m olecular weight m onom er. A ccordingly, we adopt
the representative value .= 0:02 In our discussion below .

Equations [l) and [J) de ne a system of non-linear partial di erential equations
whose solution depends on three m aterial param eters: the short and long-tine atten—
uation ooe cients, as well as the conversion rate K . The fomer two param eters can
be measured independently wih a series of tranam ission m easurem ents of unpolym er—
ized and fully polym erized specin ens of di erent thicknesses. K is detem ined by the
polym erization cheam istry and is a structural variable, yet both can be obtained as t-
ting param eters. The fom er has been the focus of much of the previous ressarch
11, 14, 9, 124, 121, 125, 26, 127, 28, 129, 13d, 131, 134, 133, 134], and is not discussed in the
present paper.

T he coupled non-linear di erentialEgs. () and [J) have not yet been solved analytically,
apart from special lim its that are bre y summ arized In the next section. These exactly
solvable cases nclide totalphotobleaching’ where (> 0 and ; = 0 and bhoto-invariant
polym erization’ n which the optical properties of the m edium do not change In the course
ofpolym erization (ie., o= 1 ) . Front propagation is quite di erent in these di erent
physical situations and we brie y describe the nature of FPP in these lin g cases, and
then explore the full solution n som e otherphysically relevant cases, w here we identify those
basic features of FPP that can be recognized experim entally. Rytov et al. RS] is one of

10



few previous papers to study these di erent types of FPP, both by analytic m odelling and
experin ent. Thiswork, however, had to Introduce rough approxin ationsto obtain estin ates
of front properties.

V. EXACT FORMAL SOLUTION OF KINETIC EQUATIONS IN LIM ITING

CASES

A . TotalPhotobleaching

(g> 0and ;1 = 0)

T he initiator of the photopolym erization reaction often absorbs light strongly and the
absorption of radiation can expected to lead to a reduction of the optical attenuation upon
UV radiation through the chem ical degradation ofthis reactive species. Ifthiswas the only
Soecies contrbuting to the optical attenuation of the m edium , then the photopolym erized
m aterialwould becom e increasingly transparent to light, becom ing perfectly transparent to
the radiation at n nite tines. This is evidently an idealized m odel of photopolym erized
m aterials, but m ost theoretical discussions of photopolym erization [4,15,125,126,127, 128, 129,
33,131,134,133,134] are restricted to this lim iting case based on the assum ption that the PM
Initiator dom inates the optical attenuation.

T he case of perfect optical absorption is one of the few cases n which an exact solution
can be expressed in tem s of elem entary fiinctions, and this solution is instructive Into basic
features of FPP . In this case, the PM has a positive attenuation constant ( o > 0) and the
attenuation ofthe polym erized m aterial equals, ; = 0. In this case, Egs. [l) and ) can
be easily solved to nd that the conversion fraction (x;t) for perfect photobleaching equals

(14]

1 exp( Kb
1 exp( Kb+ exp(ox Kt
N ote that this expression reducesto Eq. [J) when x = 0, and that the conversion fraction is

&;t) = @)
de ned sokly forx > 0.Eq. {4) was dbtained long ago by W egscheider 0], but the physical
Interpretation of these equations di ers In his treatm ent which m odels the concentration of
reactive species, rather than the extent of photopolym erization.

Equation [@) can be w ritten equivalently In tem s of the coordiate z m oving w ith the

11



front as,

(Z;t) = 1= [L+ exp(oz)]=% 1+ tanh %Z 5)
z=xXx %;%X=Kt+h[l exp( Kbll=¢; (6)

where x¢ is the In ection point of the front that propagates In space as the front advances.
This position can also be identi ed in this m odel by a m athem atically equivalent condi-

tion = 1=2, and the front position can thus can be de ned by a (Unigue) m axinum in
@ &Kip=0x= 4,
@2
— = 0:
@x? @

X

T he position xr isparticularly applicable asa de nition ofthe interface location if optical
m ethods are used to probe the position of the front. A lfematively, as described in the
previous section, it is som etin esm ore usefulto de ne the front position by a tritical’ value
ofthe order param eter x;t) = . €g9., valueof atwhicth them aterdalbecom esa solid).
This front de nition [4,114,135] keads to a travelling wave solution whose displacem ent also
obeysEq. [@).

Indeed, ifwe de nea new coordinate z, = x h{),and insistthat (g = 0) = , we
detem ine h (t) as, |

1

1
hit)= xe+ —In — 1: @8)
0 c

U sing the representative value of . = 0:02 introduced above, we plot h (t) in Fig. [H.
The o st between our two Interface position choices isthen 4 h ) 3892, for this
exam ple.

Equation [@) mpliesthat (x;t) evolves as a propagating sigm oidally-shaped front whose
position is de ned by xr. Since thispro ke willbe compared wih pro ls for the general
solution of Egs. (1) and (2) below, we plot (z) in Figureld (the photo-invariant pro l is
discussed in the follow ing section).

T he position ofthis front x¢ (de ned here by the In ection point, or = 1=2) isshown in
Fig.B.Atbngtines ¢ K !),the front translates lnearly in tin ew ith a constant velocity
K = 4. Linear front propagation has com m only been reported in experim ental ssudies of FPP
kinetics e€g. R5]).

At early tin es the position of the In ection point lies outside the polym erizing sam ple.
Speci cally, Eq. (@) inplies (©O;t) = 1 exp( Kt), which can be kessthan = 1=2, the

12
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FIG . 4: Conversion fraction asa function of z for both total photcblaching (solid) and photo—

Invariant polym erization (dotted),wih o= 10mm 1,

valie of at the in ection point. The In ection point appears after an induction tim e,

= % ;

w hich explains the intercept of the interface position shown in Fig.[H.
From our de niion of the position of the FPP front, the width of the front can be

correspondingly de ned as the reciprocal of the m agniude of , at the front position,
1=3x ®¢)J 10)

This de nition is suitable for any symm etric front shape for which (x;t) 1=2 at the

In ection point and we note that (X¢;t) exactly equals 1=2 for total photobleaching.

13



FIG.5: Plotsof x¢ Inm ] (em erging after an induction tine K t 1) and h{) lmm] (Emexging
w ith little lnduction tineat K t! 0) asa function ofK t forboth totalphotoblaching (solid) and
photo-invariant polym erization (dotted), ©r o= 1:0mm ! .At late tin esthe totalphotcblaching

position has a linear slope, corresponding to a front velocity ofK =

T he light tranam ission T r is sin ilarly exactly calculated as a function of either (x;t) or

(z;t) as

Trx;t) = [ exp( Kb+ exp(ex KBl ; a1
(z)

Tr(z;t) —_—
1 exp( Kb

12)

T his expression reduces to the BeerLambert relation, Trx;t ! 0") = exp[ (x] for the
photopolym erizable m aterial at short tim es and T r (x;t) itself frontally propagates into the

medim wih Increasihgtine. [[ r X;t) Prairisuniy in ourmodelsothat Tr x < 0;t) 1.]

14



A 1l of space thus becom es transparent’ to radiation (ie.,
tin es for total photobladching, ie, Trx;t !

din ensionless tinesK t in Fig.[@.

0) In the 1m it of In nie
1 )= 1.WepbtTrix;t) or representative
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FIG.6: Tine evolution of Tr (x;t) as a function of x for both total photoblaching (dotted) and
photo-invariant polym erization (solid), or o= 1:0mm * . The totalphotoblaching case is shown
for dim ensionless tin es of K t= 1;5;10;15 and 20 (m oving from lft to right). At long tin es and
large x, the slope of n T r approaches 1= (, whik for x !
eeEq. B)].

0 the slope of InT r approaches 1= 1
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B . Photo-Invariant P olym erization

(o> 0and ;1 = o)

Another im portant 1im it of our FPP m odel Involves the situation In which the optical
attenuation of the polym erized m edium is taken to be unchanged from the pure m onom er.
T his situation is a reasonable approxin ation if the m onom er is the predom inant com ponent
of the photopolym erizable m aterial and if its optical properties (and density) are Insensitive

to conversion. In this photo-invariant polym erization case, the conversion fraction equals
x;t)=1 exp[ K exp( ox)t]: (13)

A s in the previous lim iting case, note that this expression reduces to Eq. [3) when x = 0.
Curously, 1 (x;t) is the G um bel function |36] of extram e value statistics.) Eq. [I3) can
be w ritten in the coordinate fram e z of the m oving front as,

zit) = 1 ewpl exp( o2)] (14)

hEKt
Z x  x); Xg = (K); 15)
0

and we have plotted (z) and x¢ for this lin iting case n Figs.[d and[H. W e note that x¢ is
the position ofthe in ection of (x;t),and =1 et 0632 at thispoint. W e see from
thisplot that (x;t) once again has an invariant sigm oidal shape.

A sbefore, we de ne the height h (t) ofthe FPP front by the condition (;t) = .:

c=1 exp[ K exp( oh)t] 16)

and we infer that the height h (t) ofthe front grow s Jogarithm ically w ith tine [see Eqn. [13),
and [i]]

he= )
h ;K o) = a7
0

nfl=0@1 o)l
K; o) K— (18)

T his logarithm ic front m oveam ent is contrasted w ith the lnear frontalkinetics of the perfect
photobleaching case. The expression for h(t) in Eq. [[) is restricted to t > since the

s0lidi cation front does not form instantaneously w ith light exposure, but grows at x = 0
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as dictated by Eq. [@). Thus, an induction tine  is required for to rst approach .
and for the front to begin propagating. The m agnitude of the Induction tin e depends on
the sekected threshold ., becom Ing much larger for x as . approaches at the in ection
point, ¢ e Eq. [M8)]. Notice that the slope of the In (t) factor, describing the grow th
ofh{) m Eq. [[1), depends only on the optical attenuation , rather than the rate of
reaction and that the intercept goveming the niial front grow th is govermed by , which in
tum depends on the rate constant, optical intensity and .. Such travelling w avefronts w ith
a logarithm ic displacem ent in tim e occur in diverse contexts [37,138]. O ur m easurem ents
of FPP with a thiolene photopolym erizable m aterial have generally indicated logarithm ic
front digplacem ent over appreciable tim e scales (see Fig. 3 and [J,114]).

The tranan ission T rx;t) does not evolve In tim e for photo-invariant polym erization;
T r(x;t) sin ply decays exponentially w ith depth x) according to the B eer-Lam bert relation,
Trx;t) = exp( (x). This nvarance w ith tin e is contrasted in Fig.[d w ith the wave-lke
propagation of T r(x;t) In the photoblkaching case, corresoonding to the nvasion of the
polym erizable m aterial of attenuation , by an optically transparent m edium .

Tt is in portant to realize that Eq. [[1) describes the nitial FPP grow th process for an
arbitrary optical attenuation of the polym erized m aterial ( o > 0). M oreover, Eq. [I1)
describes the long tin e asym ptotic grow th provided that o is replaced by itsnon-vanishing
counterpart | Prthe fully polym erized m aterial. T hese extrem ely usefiil approxin ations
arise sin ply because (x;t) is slow Iy varying In these short and long tine \ xed-point"
Iim its. The crossover between these lin ting regim es can be non-trivial and is addressed
below . In m any practical instances, how ever, the tin e range is restricted to the initial stage
govemed by Eq. [I1).

C. GeneralFPP solution

P revious Investigations of FPP have relied on num erical solutions ofthe goveming kinetic
equations In com parison to FPP m easuram ents validating them odel. T hese treatm entswere
su cient to dem onstrate a good consistency between the m odel and experin ent [/4,114], but
m any aspects of the m odel are di cul to infer in the general case w thout a full analytic
treatm ent of the problam .

First, we de ne the transfom variables = (@ yand = In(Tr).Eqgs)and
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Q) are then rew ritten as

=Ke ; 19

and

&Z 1 (1 0)e : 0)

W e now take the x-derivative of Eq. [[d) and the tderivative of Eq. [20) and subtract the

resulting equations ocbtaining

@2 @
=, —: 21
exat TS e
T his equation can be integrated directly, yielding
@
— ( )=1 +a; @2)
@x

where ¢ (x) is an arbitrary function ofx. W e now inpose the rst oftwo boundary condi-
tions: namely thatatt= 0, = 0frallx so ;0)= 0,while (x;0)= (x.Thisinplies

that ¢ ®) = (, a constant. Ifwe now nsert Eq. [20) nto Eq. PJ) we nd
@
—= (1 o) 1 e 17 23)
@x
which again can be integrated. T his Integration gives
12 d° o)
x= —— .
o, @ e O
where we de ne 1 o= 1 and inpose the ssocond boundary condition o = Kt (see

Eqg. 3. Note that , is the din ensionless tin e Introduced above. An expression for is

cbtained by de ning the auxiliary function, J ( ),

z g0
Qe O

A Ythough J ( ) isnon-standard, it can be readily determm ined asw ith other, m ore fam iliar,

J () @5)

soecial functions. The existence of an nverse function of J ( ) is guaranteed if < 1,
which is assured by the physics ofthe problem (since this restriction sin ply mplies o > 0).
Insight nto J ( ) is found by noting that for large values of its argument, J ( ) iswell
approxin ated by,

J () JC)+ Ihj Cji Inj 3 (26)

where C 1 is a point of expansion. For am all values of the argum ent we can develop
another expansion about ¢ 1

() g+ Lo 27
C 1 1 .
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Formuch of the range of its argum ents,
@ () oconst)/ In():
W e can now rewrite Eq. 24) as
1x=J () JEKUD: (28)
Eqg. 28) fully solves the problam , shoe we can now write (x;t) form ally as
=0 '(1x+J KB); &KH=1 e : 29)

N ote that the dependencies upon x and tare fillly ssparated, in plying a functional invariance
In the propagation ofthe nterface’s shape. W e explore this mvariance in detailbelow .

W e can also solve for T r, using the form al solution to Eq. [2)

Z

X

Trx;t) = exp ) ax’[ @ e+ 1 &Gl o (30)

R em arkably, this can integrated to filly solve the problam :

Tret) = + In( ) _ + Ind )

a0 et) Kt GL)

T he solutions for the basic m easurable variables (x;t) and T r(x;t) are now form ally com —
pkte. Using any sin ple m athem atical software the above solutions can be in plem ented,
solved and plotted.

1. Shape of the interface

Based on our experience w ith the two lim iting cases of total photoblaching and pho—
toinvariant polym erization, we expect the interface shape to be sigm oidal. W e now analyze

the solution in an e ort to determ ine its general properties, w ithout reference to particular

param eter choices. W e know that (x;t) should increase at any xed position ast increases.

From Eq.P3we can easily nd @ =@x as,

@
— = ., qa I + @ )]: (32)
@x

Sihce land ; > 0,weseethat@ =@x isalwayslessthan 0. Thisisour rstobservation

about the shape ofthe curve: is slope is such that m onotonically decreases as x ncreases.
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O ur second cbservation comes from Eq. [B), where we seethat (= (0;t) rises from 0 to
1l ast ncreases, whike & ! 1 ) approaches 0. W e also note that since  m onotonically
decreases as x Increases, o is the tim e-independent m aximum valie of . This property
derives from the nvariance of (x) Interface shape In time (see below ).

As for the two lin ting cases, the shape can be further exam ned by com puting the

n ection point of , eg. the extremum of @ =Q@x:

@2
@/ @ 2¢) 1 Ind £=0; 33)

where ¢ isthe value of at the in ection ponnt. It is interesting that the value of ¢ at
the n ection point can be determm ined by an equation involring elem entary fiinctions, while
the determm nation ofthe position ofthis point, x¢, requires the use of our auxiliary fuinction
J . Ifwe desire, we can compute f usihg ¢ = @ £). Note that for physical values
of < 1, there is onky one solution to Eq. [33). This unique value of ¢ can exceed the
maximum valie of ,which occurs, asnoted above, at  (0;t). In thiscase theplot of (x;t)
hasno In ection point. O nce the induction tine t > n@ £)=K haspassed, then the
In ection point exists for positive values of x.

Thus, we have a detailed picture of the Interface pro l characteristics:

1. Themaxinum valieof (X;t) atany given tine isalwaysatx = 0, and thism axin um

valie, o= (O;t),dsesihtineas (=1 exp( Kt .
2.Both and @ =@x approach O when x ! 1 .
3.@ =@x < 0 forallvalues of x, thus decreases m onotonically w ith Increasing x.

4. There isa single extrem e value ofthe slope @ x;t)=@x. Thisextreamum is found when
= ¢ asdictated by Eq. [33),butonly whent> T(@ ()=K .

T his description outlines precisely the sort of sigm oidal shape we expected based on our
physical understanding of the system .
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2. Position of the interface

W e next explore the properties of the above solution for (x;t) in asmuch generaliy as
possbl. Eq. [28) is particularly illum inating, since it can be rew ritten as

1
z x x= —J () 3% (34)
1

1
X = x9 —J KUtb; (35)
1

where wenow see that the shape ofthe nterface is nvarant in tim e, as it was in the lim iting

cases, and propagates w ith the position x (). Indeed, we can invert Eq. [34) and w rite
)= h@  @)=7J (1 @+ %)) (36)

W hile we are free to choose any value of the o set of the Interface position x4, several
choices present them selves. O ne is the position of the In ection point x¢, de ned by the
solution to Eq. [B4) with = ¢, ound from Eq.[33. Ifwe sst x = x; we then have the
form al equations describbing the interfacial positions,

1
Xo = —J (£); @37)
1

1
X = — (J (¢£) J KD) (38)
1

W e can getm ore Insight into the properties ofthis in ection point by calculating the solution
toEq. B3) rall 2 ( 1 ;1].Both ( and ¢ vary over a fairly narrow range, as is seen
inFig.[l, where 2 D:5; 0797]and ¢ 2 [In2; 1:594].

As was done In the lin iting cases, we can also de ne the \height function" h (t), by

choosing a particular value of =  which m arks the Interface position. W ih this choice,
and the relation .= n@ <), we then have the formm al expressions
1
Xo = —dJd ( c); (39)
1
1
h) = — @ (o) J KD): (40)

1

The only di erence between xr and h isthe xed b s=t’

1
h®) x%=-—U (o) J ()): (41)
1
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3. Induction time

In our study ofthe lim iting cases, we found an induction tim e when

(X;t) st exceeded
¢ (@t the in ection point) or

¢ (the physically selected interface position). In general,

regardless of what convention we choose for the Interface position, the induction tin e will
be sim ply the solution to

0= , Where

isthe value of atthe interface ¢ or ..Using
Eqg. @) this is sim ply
n@ ) 42)
K
Because of this lnduction tin e, and the di erent values of

used In our de nitions of
xs and h, these functions can actually behave quite di erently at early times. Typically
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we sslect 1, and thus, for this case, the induction tin e will be relatively short on
experin ental tin e scales, =K . On the other hand, our com putation of the range of

£ 2 (05;0:797) inpliesarangen 2 (0:693;1594). These valuesof arebetween 35 and
80 tim es Jarger than induction tim es established using a typical choice of .= 0:02.

4. Approxin ations to the front position

Tt isusefiil to cbtain approxin ate expressions orEq. [34). At early tin eswe can develop
an approxin ation solely forh, since x¢ isunde ned at early tin es. UsingEq. {£4) we cbtain
the explicit estin ate

Kt

1
h —h — ; <Kt 1 43)
0 c

T hus, an early tim e Jog-lnearplot ofh (t) w illyield a slope of 1= . N ote that this expression
is exact for the case of photo—nvariant polym erization, as com parison w ith Eq. [[8) reveals.

At long tin es, we can develop a general expression for an approxin ate form to x using
Eqg. [28). Thus, we introduce an expansion for the Iim it C 1,

1
X % ¢+ —Mhj Ktj (44)
1

whereg = C)+ Inj Ci. .
W e recall, however, the lin ting caseswhere ; = 0 (totalphotobladching) yields,

lh i
X = X+ — Kt+h 1 &f° ; (45)

1 1
Xog = —Ih — 1; 46)

which has a Inear x / t behavior at long tines. This seem s quite di erent from the
logarithm ic behavior given above for the general expression. How can this be understood?
Inthelmit ; ! 0,wehavethat ! 1 . Forany non-zero value of ; the logarithm ic
behavior the approxin ate form must dom inate at long tim es. H owever there w ill alw ays be
an Intem ediate tin e (perhaps a very long tine if j jis arge!) when Kt  J j and 1 this
case we can expand the In j Kt Injj Kt= toobtain linearbehavior.

Kt njj
, 233,

X % g+ 1 Kt Jj @47)

0 1 1
Now that we have a \general" solution to our kinetic equations, we exam ine the speci ¢

cases of partial photodarkening and partial photobladching.
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D . Ilustration of general solution: partialphotobleaching vs. photodarkening

T he Iim its of perfect photoblaching and photo-invariant polym erization are ideals that
only approxin ately arise in practice. In general, the optical attenuation ofthe polym erizable
m aterial is alw ays greater than zero and can either Increase or decrease upon conversion.

It is possbk that the reactive products generated by the photoinitiator or the pol—
m erization of the m onom er ncrease the optical attenuation so that the polym erized m ate—
rialbeocom es ncreasingly opaque to radiation w ith increasing tim e: partial photodarkening
(1 > o). We ndthat this isa comm on situation in ocur FPP m easurem ents, regardless
of the presence of nanoparticles, or tem perature variations [i,114]. For this case we choose
the realistic modelparameters: o= lmm !, ; = 50mm !,K= 1s!.Asmentioned
before, we sslect the representative value or .= 0.02.

T he spatio-tem poral variation of the conversion fraction (x;t) is shown In Fig. [§ and
its the derivative @ (x;t)=@x is shown in Fig.[d. (Since the slope is negative de nite, we
plt itsm agnitude @ =@x).W e see the developm ent ofa wellde ned advancing front as in
the perfect photobleaching and photo-invariant lim its, discussed above. W e com pare these
results w ith other choices of the param eters below .

In contrast to photodarkening, we also consider the case where ; is snall: partial
photobleaching ( ;1 < g). Speci cally, we keep all other param eters the sam e but reduce

1 by a factor of 10. Thus, ; = 05 mm !, mplyihg = 1. The behavior of this
system should then be som ew here between the partial photoinvariant case and the total
photobleaching lim it.

N ote that the frontalkinetics of FPP is soeci ed by only 4 basic m odelparam eters in the
fram ework ofourmodel: o, ; ,K and .. The attenuation coe cients can be determ ned
Independently with a set of T r vs. thickness experim ents of the neat and fully polym erized
material Fig. d). K may be determ ined by the tin e (or dose) dependence of the T r, for
various thiknesses. F nally, the solidi cation conversion threshold . isobtained by tting
m easuram ents of height as a function of dose to our theory.

W e next consider a com parative analysis ofthe FPP front cases. T he extent of polym er-
ization conversion fraction propagates as a shape nvariant wavefom , affer an induction
period. The tine evolution of for partial photodarkening is illustrated in Fig. B wih
parameters = 08and ; = 50.We nd from Eq.[B3 that ¢ = 05755605, and therefore
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FIG . 8: Evolution of the conversion w ith tin e for partial photodarkening (param eters In text),

pltted (going up and keftward) at K t=01, 05, 1.0, 140897, 5, 20, 50, 100, 1000, and 10000.

£ = In@ 0:755605) = 1:40897. A coordingly, the shape of @ =Q@x, plotted in Fig[, is
Invariant forK t> 1:40897 and sin ply propagates to the right ast increases. Forthe partial
photobleaching casewe nd = 0852606 and = 0:573697. T his shape Invariance isbest
understood and appreciated by transform ing  into the m oving coordinate z of the front
@s i Fig. M), which is shown below . F irst, however, we consider the tin e dependence of
the position of the front. A s before, the location of the peak In @ =@x de nes x = x¢ (£)
Eq. B8)]. W e now see why x¢ is also a suitable altemative choice for the position of the
FPP front (particularly if opticalm ethods are used to locate the interface experim entally).
Evidently, the peak height and shape of @ =(@x are nvariant after the peak rst appearsat

Kt> ¢.
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FIG. 9: Evolution of @ =@x in tin e for partial photodarkening, shown (going up and lft to

right) atK t=0.1,05,1.0, 140897, 5, 20, 50, 100, 1000, and 10000.

T he tin e-invariant nature of the front propagation of i them oving fram e is illustrated
in Fig.[I0d. W e observe that the (z) pro ls are sigm oidal and independent of tin e when
plotted w ith respect to the transfomm ed varable z = x  h (). A 1l curves intersect when

or e&xplaining the overlap at low valuesof (z).
Since x¢ (£) and h (t) are both In portant m easures of FPP frontal kinetics, we com pute

these dbservabk quantities in Fig. [l for all four cases: total photoblaching (solid, =

1 ), partial photobleaching (long-dash, = 10), photoinvariant (dotted, = 0), and
partial photodarkening (short-dash, = 0:8). In all cases, the interface evidently appears
after its (dim ensionless) Induction tine K t = n@ ), where = .= 002 for the
height h (Qroup emergingnearK t! 0),while = ¢ forthein ection point front position

26



—-ka Fe=F=F=8 7 1
N\

\

1

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

$(z.t)

FIG . 10: Conversion

(z) as a function of the coordinate in the m oving fram e of the front z
for 4 di erent cases: total photoblaching (solid,

1 ), partial photcblaching (long-dash,
10), photoinvariant (dotted,

= 0), and partial photodarkening (short-dash,
plots were chosen so that they intersect at

= 08). The
c- Thepro Ilsare tim e-invariant.

Xs (group em erging nearK t

1), where ¢ is ound from Eq. [33). Note that the vertical
0 st between x¢ and h is the constant x, dictated by Eq. [38). A 1l the exam ples shown

reach X¢; h / InK tat Jate tines hearwhere K t> j J, except for total photcbleaching,
which rem ains in linear grow th kinetics at Jate tim es.

A s n the totalphotobleaching case, we see that the FPP front position (asde ned by the
In ection point) is insensitive to crossover e ects since this feature develops at late tin es

(see Fig. [l). The displacam ent in tim e is logarithm ic after a short induction time. The
front position h (t) x( = .),asde ned by a trtical’ conversion (here,

<= 0:02), does
27



x.(t) and h(t) [mm]

FIG .11: Frontposition x¢ (em erging from theK taxisnearKt 1)andh (@EmergihgasK t! 0)as

a function ofK t. W e show all4 cases: totalphotoblaching (solid, = 1 ),partialphotoblaching
(longdash, = 190), photolnvariant (dotted, = 0), and partial photodarkening (short-dash,

= 08). The interface appears after its induction tineK t= =h( ), Wwhere = .= 002
for the plots ofh whik = ¢ Porthe case of xs.

exhli a noticeable crossover. A s anticipated from Eqg. (5), the front position h (£) m oves
logarithm ically at thort’ tineswhere (x;t! 0) o and crosses overto a slope determ ined
by &;t! 1) 1 , repectively, asthem onom er Interconverts to a polym erized netw ork.
In the partial photodarkening case, the front m oves faster initially (/ 1= o) and slow s down
(/ 1= ;) at Jater tim es. T he situation occurs in the case of partial photaobleaching.

T he evolution of the light ntensity is sensitive to the evolution of the optical attenuation
and is thus particularly Interesting and inform ative about the nature of the front develop—
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ment. The tranam ission T r(x;t) (din ensionless intensity pro k) as a function of depth for
various curing tin es is plotted in Fig. [ for both sets of param eters. The nitial pro ke
iIssinply Tr= e °%, and it decreases in the m anner given by Eq. [Bll). In the short and
long tin e 1m its, we see that the usual BeerLambert law holds and the intensity decays
exponentially in x, wih attenuation coe cients o and ; , respectively. At intem ediate
tin es, there is a crossover between these two asym ptotic regin es. Note that an attem pt
to t experin ental tranam ission results with the sinpl Beerlambert law would result in
an unphysical & 1) interospt or In nitely thin In's, sym ptom atic of the necessity of ac—
counting for the variation In = In the course of photopolym erization. This ishow we st
recognized the im portance of partial photodarkening In our form erm easurem ents [i,114].
Figures [0{IJ summ arize our ndings for the conversion (z) and light attenuation
Tr;t) pro ls, frontalkinetics (using both in ection x, and height h criteria) for the four
cases illustrated: totaland partial photoblaching, photoinvariant and partial photodarken—
Ing polym erization. W e see from this com parative discussion that, while the properties of
polym erization front propagation in the unpolym erized m aterial are general, the shape of
the fronts and T r and the tin e developm ent of the front position (linear and logarithm ic,

Induction tim €) depends on the evolution of the optical attenuation upon polym erization.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have exactly solved a m odel frontal photopolym erization EPP) that directly ad-
dresses the kinetics of the growth front position and the change in optical attenuation In
tin e under general circum stances. Thism odel nvolves an order param eter (x;t) describbing
the extent of conversion ofm onom er to polym er (solid) and the extent of light attenuation,
Trx;t). M any aspects of the photopolym erization process derive from the changing char-
acter of the optical attenuation In the course of PM exposure to light, and we illustrate
how thise ect can lead to signi cant changes in the kinetics of front propagation.

T he optical attenuation of the photopolym erizabl m aterial leads to non-uniform ity in
the extent of polym erization. Solidi cation develops rst at theboundary when the polym er
conversion becom es su ciently high and then a front of solidi cation invades the photopoly—
m erizable m aterial In the form ofa wave. W e nd that the interface between the solid and
liquid is descrbed by a polym erization density pro ke (z) whose shape is Invarant In
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FIG. 12: Trangm ission Tr(x;t) as a function of position at the late tine of K t = 10:0, or 4
di erent cases: total photcblaching (solid, = 1 ), partial photoblaching (longdash, =

1:0), photoinvariant (dotted, = 0, and partial photodarkening (short-dash, = 08). The
slopes exhbit the expected crossover from 1= ( to 1= 1 . The frontal character of Tr (x;t) is

illustrated .n Fig.[@ and Figs. 4 and 5 of [14].

tin e. The tin e dependence of the front m ovem ent and the shape of (z) depend on the
change of the optical attenuation acoom panying polym erization. T he position of the front
is established using one of two m ethods: by speci cation of a crtical value . for which
s0lidi cation occurs (@ convenient de nition for photolithography w here the lIiquid m aterial
is sin ply washed away after photo exposure) or by determ ination of the in ection point in

(z). W e nd that the niial frontal grow th kinetics are logarithm ic In tin e, govemed by

the optical properties of the unconverted m aterial and are followed by a transient crossover.
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Front displacam ent in this crossover regin e is com plex, as it depends on w hether conversion
decreases or Increases the opticalattenuation . At long tin es, the front displacem ent becom es
universally Jogarithm ic in tin e (excluding the case of \perfect photoblaching" w here the op—
tical attenuation after UV exposure exactly vanishes and fronts propagate linearly in tin e),
but it may take an (In practically) long tim e for this asym ptotic behavior to be reached.
M any of the asym ptotic properties of the general case of evolving optical attenuation that
we describe in ourm odelare captured in a sin pli ed m odelin which the optical attenuation
is assum ed to be a positive, non-vanishing constant: photo-invariant polym erization.

O ur general treatm ent of photopolym erization hasbeen found to quantitatively describe
frontal growth In both neat [I] and nanoparticle lled [14] photopolym erizable m aterials
(thiolene copolym ers) and to capture the e ect of tam perature (through a single rate pa-
ram eter) [14]. This description provides a predictive fram ework for controlling the spatial
din ension of photopolym erizabl m aterials for m icro uidics and other applications, where
the rapid m icrofabrication of solid structures is required.
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