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Abstract

We present a lattice Boltzmann solution of the equations atian de-
scribing the spreading of droplets on topologically pater substrates. We
apply it to model superhydrophobic behaviour on surfacesmal by an ar-
ray of micron-scale posts. We find that the patterning resnla substantial
increase in contact angle, fromo° to 156°. The dynamics of the transition
from drops suspended on top of the posts to drops collapsiwt igrooves
is described.

1 Introduction

From microfluidic technology to detergent design and irtkpjenting it is vital to
understand the way in which drops move across surfaces. yiecs of the
drops will be affected by any chemical or topological hegemeities on the sur-
face. Until recently such disorder was usually regardednaesirable. However
with the advent of microfabrication techniques it has beegmssible to control
the chemical or topographical patterning of a substrate mmam length scales,
leading to the possibility of exploring new physics and tegl@pplications.

A beautiful example of this, inspired by the leaves of theisoplant, are su-
perhydrophobic substrates. These are surfaces which aesetbwith posts on
length scales of order microns. As a result of the topoldgieéterning they are
strongly repellent to water droplets which show contactesgp to160° [1, 2,:3].


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504248v1

This should be compared to more traditional ways of increpsie contact angle,
surface coatings and chemical modifications of the sulestvtere it is difficult
to achieve an angle of more thano°. Superhydrophobic substrates have many
potential applications, for example as materials for raats or windscreens. The
evolutionary advantage to the lotus appears to be the easyfrwhich helps to
clean the leaves of the plant.

Droplets on a superhydrophobic surface can be in two staiepended where
the drop sits on top of the posts with pockets of air beneatr itollapsed where
it wets the grooves between the posts. Several authors ladm@ated the free
energies of the suspended and collapsed states using apptiaas based on the
Cassie-Baxter and Wenzel laws respectively [4, 5]. Theyelsown that both
states can be thermodynamically stable with the phase lBoyritween them
depending on the surface tension and substrate geomeh@as Hlso been argued
that the suspended drop is often observed as a metastablasiahas to cross a
free energy barrier to fill the grooves. However the kineticthe transition to the
collapsed phase is not understood: it is not accessiblestedhilibrium theories
and it is hard to probe experimentally.

Therefore in this paper we present a numerical solution taegns which
are able to describe both the static and dynamic behaviodragfiets on topo-
logically patterned substrates. The droplet dynamics $erileed by the Navier-
Stokes equations for a liquid-gas system. Its equilibriedmaviour corresponds to
a chosen free energy functional so that appropriate theynsdic information,
such as the surface tension and the contact angle, are @acindhe model. We
solve the equations of motion using a lattice Boltzmannrélgm. This approach
has a natural length scale, for fluids such as water, of ordeonms where much
of the exciting new physics is expected to appear. The mdihsdlready shown
its capability in dealing with spreading on surfaces witertiical patterning [6].

In section 2 we summarise the algorithm and, particulasgcdbe the new
thermodynamic and velocity boundary conditions neededeat tsurfaces with
topological patterning. In section 3 we present resultafsubstrate patterned by
an array of posts and show that the patterning leads to aaslatincrease in
contact angle in agreement with experiments. We then exphar kinetics of the
transition between the suspended and collapsed droplesstnally we discuss
directions for future work using this approach.

2 The mesoscopic model



2.1 Equilibrium free energy

We consider a liquid-gas system of density) and volumev . The surface of the
substrate is denoted Iy The equilibrium properties of the drop are described by
the free energy

Z Z

= b@)+ = @n)° AV +  .@)dS: (1)
\Y% 2 S
yhere Einstein notation is understood for the Cartesiaellab(i.e. v; u =
v; u )andwhere , (n) is the free energy in the bulk. We conveniently choose
the double well form]7]
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where , = 0 n.)=n., , = (T. T)=T.andp.= 1=8,n.= 7=2andT.= 4=7
are the critical pressure, density and temperature respgcand is a constant
typically equal to0 1.

The derivative term in equation; (1) models the free energpaated with
density gradients at an interfaceis related to the surface tensiorby [7]

| <
= é 2 p( w )3:21'102 (3)
3
cng) = 115 is the Cahn surface free energy [8] which controls the wettin

properties of the fluid. In particular, can be used to tune the contact angle.

2.2 Navier-Stokes equations

The dynamics of the droplet is described by the Navier-Stdaguations for a

non-ideal gas

Qhu )+ @ uu) = @P + @ h@u +@u + @ u )]+ nF ;
Gn+@ u) = 0 (4)

whereu (r) is the fluid velocity, the kinematic viscosity and a gravitational
field. The pressure tenser is related to the free energy by [9]
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whereF = , n+ @ n)’=2and ,= 4p. (1 « )=n.is the bulk chemical
potential.
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Figure 1: Topology of @ 30 15 lattice. The directionsare numbered and corre-
spond to the velocity vectors,.

2.3 The lattice Boltzmann algorithm

We solve the equations of motion (4) by using a lattice Botimmalgorithm. This

approach follows the evolution of partial distribution @tions f; on a regularg-

dimensional lattice formed of sites The labelidenotes velocity directions and

runs betweerdo andz. DdQz + 1is a standard lattice topology classification.

The D 30 15 lattice we use here has the following velocity vectots (0;0;0),

( 1; 1; 1), ( 1;0;0), (0; 1;0), (0;0; 1)in lattice units as shown in fig; 1.
The lattice Boltzmann dynamics are given by
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where tis the time step of the simulation, the relaxation time. labels ve-
locities of different magnitudey, = 1=3, w, = 1=24. flf,q is the equilibrium
distribution function which is a function of the density=  ;_ £; and the fluid
velocity u, defined through the relation
XZ
nu = fivy: (7)
=0

The relaxation time tunes the kinematic viscosity as

( n?1 1
= t 5( 5) (8)

where ris the lattice spacing.



It can be shown[10] that equation (6) reproduces the Nediekes equations
of a non-ideal gag (4) if the local equilibrium functions al®sen as

fieq=A+Buvi+Cu2+Duuvivi+G v; vy ; 1> 0;
XZ
n £ (9)
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A possible choice of the coefficients js {11]
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wherec= r= tandpy=n@, , p=p(n+ 1*B2 2,+1 2 ,).

2.4 Wetting boundary conditions

The major challenge in dealing with patterned substratiestiandle the boundary
conditions correctly. We consider first wetting boundargaitions which control
the value of the density derivative and hence the contadeafgr flat substrates
a boundary condition can be established by minimising the énergy: (1) [8]

8§ rn= — (11)
where ¢ is the unit vector normal to the substrate. It is possible litaim an

expression relating, to the contact angle as {7]
r

p
1= 2 4 2p. sign 3 cos 1 cos (12)
where = cos ! (sh? ) and the functiorsign returns the sign of its argument.
Equation {11) is used to constrain the density derivativesites on a flat part
of the substrate. However, no such exact results are alafiabsites at edges or
corners. We work on the principle that the wetting angle ahssites should be
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Figure 2: Sketch of a post on a substrate. Encircled numabkeet sites in different
topological positions. Labels and27 denote sites on the bottom € z, ;,,) and
the top & = z, .x) Of the domain respectively.

constrained as little as possible so that, in the limit oframmeasingly fine mesh, it
is determined by the contact angle of the neighbouring fldases.

For edges (labels  12in fig. 2) and corners (labels 4) at the top of the
post each site hagneighbours on the computational mesh. Therefore these site
can be treated as bulk sites.

At bottom edges where the post abuts the surface (latsels 16 in fig. 2)
density derivatives in the two directions normal to the acef (e.g.x and z for
sites labeled 3) are calculated using

(13)

where the middle term constrains the density derivativin@nappropriate direc-
tionx ory.

At bottom corners where the post joins the surface (labels8 in fig. 12)
density derivatives in both theandy directions are known. Therefore these sites
are treated as planar sites.



2.5 Velocity boundary conditions

We impose a no-slip boundary condition on the velocity bydatning the miss-
ing fields which fulfill the no-slip condition given by equeti (7) withu = 0.
This does not uniquely determine tiigs. For most of the cases (i.e.  20)
arbitrary choices guided by symmetry are used to close thesy This is no
longer possible for siteg1 27 where four asymmetrical choices are available.
Selecting one of those solutions or using a simple algonthmch chooses one of
them at random each time step leads to very comparable andelyical results.
Hence we argue that an asymmetrical choice can be used.bRossnditions,
which are used in the results reported here, are listed iaragip A.

The conservation of mass is ensured by setting a suitalléeks f,, equal
to the difference between the density of the missing fieldisthe one of the fields
entering the solid after collision.

In a hydrodynamic description of wetting contact line slipshbe introduced
in some way. As with other phase field models slip appeargatwithin the
lattice Boltzmann framework. The mechanism responsibighie slip is evapora-
tion and condensation of the fluid because of a non-equilibgurvature of the
contact line [7: 12].

3 Results

We consider the superhydrophobic behaviour of dropletagfing on a substrate
patterned by square posts arranged as in'fig. 3. The sizedbthainisL, L,
L,= 80 80 80 and the height, spacing and width of postsiare 5 d= 8
andw = 4respectively. A spherical droplet of radirs= 30 is initially centered
within the domain and just touches the post tops. The coatagie X = 110°
is set on every substrate site. The surface tension and $hesity are tuned by
choosing parameters = 0:002and = 038 respectively. The liquid density
and gas density, are set ton; = 4:128 andn, = 2:913 and the temperature
T = 04.
Simulation and physical parameters can be related by chgasliength scale

r, a time scale tand a mass scalem. A simulation parameter with di-
mensionsL Pt [T 2 M 2 is multiplied by r** t2 m " to give the physical
value. For example, consideringtanm droplet of a fluid of kinematic viscosity

= 3 10° m?s ! and surface tension 10°Nm 'leadsto r= 17 10°
m, t= 93 10’s, m = 16 10*Kkg. Thatimpliesn,= 14 10kgm °.
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Figure 3: Plan view of the substrate. Shaded areas are posts.

However, as with all diffuse interface models the liquidsgkensity difference is
unphysically small and the width of the interface is too &rghis must be taken
into account by renormalising the time scale.

3.1 Equilibrium states

Fig. 4 shows the final state attained by the droplet for diffésubstrates or initial
conditions. For comparison fig, 4(a) shows a planar sulestréite equilibrium
contact angle is®2* = 110° = ©* as expected [11]. In figt; 4(b) the substrate
is patterned and the initial velocity of the drop is zero. Nin contact angle is

s = 156°, a demonstration of superhydrophobic behaviour. Fig. dpdrts an
identical geometry but a drop with an initial impact velgcilow the drop is able
to collapse onto the substrate and the final angl€ is 130°. These angles are
compatible with the ones reported in [2].

Superhydrophobicity occurs over a wide rangeiathe distance between the
posts. For suspended dropsof 30andd & 12the drop resides on a single post
and the contact angle is70°. Ford . 12the contact angle lies betweens° and
156° with the range primarily due to the commensurability betwdeop radius
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Figure 4: Final states of a spreading droplet. The rightroolueports vertical
cuts across the centre of the drop. (a) The substrate is fldh@mogeneous. (b)
The substrate is decorated with posts and the initial visladithe droplet is zero.
(c) Same geometry as (b) but the droplet reaches the sudstitit a velocity

u, = 001



and post spacing.

3.2 Kinetics of the suspended to collapsed transition

We now investigate the kinetics of the transition betweensiispended and col-
lapsed droplet states. For the parameter values used imthéatons presented
in fig. 4 the state with the drop suspended on the posts hagtalglhigher free
energy than the collapsed state. However as the drop ptesethe grooves the
area of the contact between liquid and solid increases. Becthe substrate is
hydrophobic this creates a free energy barrier hinderiegtiainsition from the
suspended to the collapsed states. Work must be provideah) bypact velocity
or gravity say, to allow the transition to proceed;[13, 3].

We follow the transition pathway by considering a spherdtraplet of radius
R = 30 initially centered within the domain and just touching tlog tof the
posts. A gravitational field, is turned on at time- = 70000, and turned off at
t= 200000. Fig.®% shows cross sections of the drop as it undergoeséhsition
from the suspended to the collapsed stateffor= 5 107. Note how the
substrate interstices are filled successively from the desyre to its edges.

The time evolution of the total free energy of the system éspnted in fig.,6
for two different values of ,. We plot . the total free energy; the volume, and
surface . contributions to the free energy which arise from the first aecond
integral in (1) respectively and the contribution from thiagtational force

Z
g= nzF, dv: (14)
\%

The solid lines in fig:i6 correspond to the snapshots in fig. flerAyravity is
switched on the drop is pushed down and henge&lecreases. On the other hand
s increases as the surface is covered by liquid rather thambyggrresponding
to a free energy gain for a hydrophobic surface.also initially increases as the

interface is deformed. Once the drop touches the bottomeofrterstices
drop sharply because parts of the interface have just vaahisht the same time

s grows significantly because a part of the surface is now irtazrwith the
liquid rather than with air. At = 200000, the gravitational field is turned off.
The squeezed droplet dewets to recover a spherical shape atetreases. The
total free energy is slightly smaller in the collapsed state

The figures show that both the surface and the volume enengiesise during
the transition. Hence, as the total free energy must deeréaes transition could
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Figure 5: Transition from a suspended to a collapsed statee gravity field
F,= 5 10’. These cuts are vertical cross sections across the cernlreddmain
where the dark gray areas are the posts and the pale oneguagderégions.
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Figure 6: Evolution of the free energies of superhydropbdbops. A body force
F,is turned on at= 70000 and turned off at = 200000. Solid and dashed lines
corresponds to free energieswhen= 5 10’andrF, = 3 10’ respectively.
The axes are in simulation units with free energy chosen tebeat equilibrium.
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not occur without the addition of a gravitational force. Tdexrease in the gravi-
tational free energy offsets the increase in the surfacevahuine terms allowing
the transition to proceed. Essentially the additiom pfemoves the barrier which
the total free energy must surmount.

A lower gravitational fieldF, = 3 107, does not allow the drop to overcome
the free energy barrier and it remains in the suspended asaghown by the
dashed lines in fig..6.

For example, considering agairanm droplet of a fluid of kinematic viscos-
ity = 3 10°m?s ! and surface tension 10°Nm !, F, =5 10’ would
correspond to 9.7 ms in physical units.

4 Conclusion

We have used a lattice Boltzmann approach to solve the emsadf motion de-

scribing the dynamics of a drop on topologically patternedstrate. The ap-
proach allows us to simulate the dynamic and equilibriunpprties of a drop

with a given size, surface tension, contact angle and vilsc@ecause interfaces
appear naturally within the model it is particularly welliteal to looking at the

behaviour of evolving drops.

In particular we have considered a droplet positioned orriay @f posts and
shown that it is possible to reproduce the superhydrophiobi@viour seen in
experiments. The ability of the algorithm to follow the drkipetics has enabled
us to investigate the transitions between the suspendexivgteere the drop lies
on top of the posts and the collapsed state where it fills theespbetween them.
We find that the substrate interstices are filled succegsstaiting from the drop
centre.

There are many avenues open for further investigation. kamele we are
currently investigating how drops move across hydrophsbitaces to compare
to recent experiments. It would also be interesting to fellioe spreading of drops
on surfaces with topological imperfections, a problem afaarn in the quality of
images formed in ink-jet printing.
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A Possible boundary conditions

We list here the boundary conditions used to define missigllition functions,
i.e. those that stream from positions outside the simuidimx.

| Label (see fig.2) Conditions
1 fi3 = fiq
2 5 = fi
3 £y = fio
4 1 f12
5 fs = f;
fis = (& £ fHi+ H)=2+ fHo+ f14 Ty
fin = (& £)=2 fo+ fio+ fi
f; = ( f5+ £4)=2+ f5 f5+ fi9
6 fs = f;
fis = (& f£)=2 fin+ fio+ fiy
fo = (& £)=2 £+ fio+ f
5 = ( f1+ £, £+ £)=2+ 5+ £5;1 £,
7 fs = f¢
fin = (& £f5)=2 fis+ fio+ fi
fo = (& £ f3+ £3)=2+ f13 fi4+ fio
£, = ( 6+ £)=2+ f5 fi3+ fiy
8 fs = fg
fi. = & £+ £ H)=2+ £ £+ £,
fo = ( £3+ £4)=2 £+ 5+ fi9
fiz = ( 1+ £)=2 £+ 5+ fi4
9 fis = f14 ; £ = £
10 fo =1%o ; £H= £
11 fo =1%o ;7 fin=fp
12 fiz = £, ;7 fin=fp
13 fs = f;
fi =2( fio+ Ho+ f1; )+ 6
fis = (& f)=2 fin+ fio+ fiy
f; = ( f5+ £4)=2+ f5 f5+ fi9
14 fs = f¢
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| Label (see fig.2) Conditions
fo = (& £)=2 fin+ fio+ i
£, = ( fi+ £)=2+ f5 fi3+ fi4
f3 = 2( fio+ £+ f13 fi4)+ £
15 fs = fg
£, =2( fiu+t f2+ fi5 )+ 6
fiu = (& f£)=2 fiz3+ fi,+ fiq
fo = ( fut £)=2+ f5 £+ 1o
16 fs = f¢
fn = (& £)=2 LHo+ fip+ fi
fiz = ( 1+ £)=2 £+ 5+ fi4
f, = 2( f10+ £+ f5 £f5)+ £
17 fio. = £ ; fi3= 1y
18 t; =1f3 ; fio=1n
19 o = f10 7 fia= fi3
20 fg =f ; fu=1fp
21 f1 =1£f , f£=1
fio = ( f3+ £5)=2+ £y,
fis = ( f5+ £5)=2+ £
fio = (& £+ £f5 £f5)=2+ £,
22 f5 =1£ ; f£= fg
fo = ( £5+ £5)=2+ £
fig = (& H+ £ £)=2+ fi3
fio = ( &1+ £)=2+ £,
23 f, =f ; f3=1f
fin = (& £)=2+ £,
fig = (£ £6)=2+ fi3
fo = fio+ ( 3+ £, f5+ f5)=2
24 fs =1f ; f4=1f
fin = (& £)=2+ f1»
fio = (s f6)=2+ L
fiz = ( £5+ £ £+ £)=2+ fi4
25 5 =fy ; f£H7= f;
fn = (& £+ 3 f£)=2+ fp
fo = ( f3+ £)=2+ 44
fis = ( f1+ £)=2+ £y
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| Label (see fig.2) Conditions

26 £ =1f5 ; f5= f;
fn = (& £+ 3 £)=2+ £
f9 = ( f3+ £4)=2+ £
fis = ( 61+ £)=2+ £,

27 fe =1£f , f3=1f;

fio = & £f£)=2+ 5
fia = & £)=2+ fi3
f12 = ( f3 + f4 fl + f2):2 + fll
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