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G as Enrichm ent at Liquid-W all Interfaces
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M olecular dynam ics sim ulations of Lennard-Jones system s are perform ed to study the e ects of
dissolved gas on liquid-walland liquid-gas interfaces. G as enrichm ent at walls is observed which for
hydrophobicwalls can exceed m ore than two orders ofm agnitude when com pared to the gas density
in thebuk liquid. A s a consequence, the liquid structure close to the wall is considerably m odi ed,
Jleading to an enhanced wall slp. A t liquid-gas interfaces gas enrichm ent is found which reduces the

surface tension.

PACS num bers: 68.08.9,68.03.9,68.15+¢,8350Rp

The precise detem ination of the hydrodynam ic
boundary condition, slip vs. no-slip, is currently a m at—
ter of active debate. A grow ing num ber of studies, ex—
perments [1,12,3] as well as sin ulations 4,15, 14,17, 18],
strongly indicate that the classical no-slip condition, a
m ore than 200 year old dogm a, is violated. Though i is
di cult to dentify clear trends, the investigations sug—
gest that increasing hydrophobicity and an increasing
am ount of dissolved gas In the liquid favor larger slp.
N ote, how ever, that slip hasbeen reported for hydrophilic
surfaces aswell [3].

Despite many investigations, slippage behavior and
its origh are far from being understood. A possble
cause [1,19] is the presence of so-called surface nanobub—
blks, ie., nanoscale bubbles located on a solid surface
that is mmersed in liquid. M any recent experim ents
support the notion of surface nanobubbles, in particu—
lar atom ic force m icroscopy m easurem ents [10], but also
other techniques [L1]. Sin ilar to the trends forwall slip,
hydrophobicity and dissolved gas favor nanobubbles. For
gas—saturated liquid nanobubbles are found on hydropho—
bic surfaces, whereas usually nanocbubbles are not ob—
served for hydrophilic and/or degassed liguid, suggesting
gas— rather than vapor bubbles. In spite of grow Ing ex—
perin ental evidence for their existence, it is unclear how
and why they form and why they are apparently stable.

O ther exam ples for the interplay betw een hydrophobic
Interfaces and dissolved gases are colloidal suspensions
and em ulsions [14], where the stability is considerably
In uenced by the presence of dissolved gases. M oreover,
recent neutron re ectivity m easurem entsi]3i] reveala de—
pendence of the w idth of the hydrophobic wallw ater in—
terface on the am ount and type of dissolved gas.

Though the above mentioned experiments clearly
dem onstrate the In portance ofdissolved gases for the hy—
drophobic walkHliquid interface, a profound understand—
ing is still Jacking. M olecular dynam ics sin ulations are
a prom ising approach to address this issue. However,
previous sin ulations, for instance of slippage 4,14, 16,19],
were restricted to pure liquids w ithout dissolved gases.
How do gases e ect liquid-wall interfaces? How do the
e ects change w ith hydrophobicity or fordi erent gases?

Iswall slip enhanced? It isthe ain ofthis Letter to ad-
dress these issuesby m eans ofm olecular dynam ics sim u—
lations. C ontrolparam eters are the am ount of dissoled
gas, the hydrophobicity of the wall, and the type of gas.
Liguid-gas Interfaces, which serve as reference system s
and are In portant In their own right [14], are studied as
well

Sinulations are perform ed for xed particlke number,
volum e and tem perature T= 300K usihg the GROM ACS
code [L9]. Periodic boundary conditions b .c.) are ap-
plied n x;y and z-direction. Three di erent particle
soecies (liquid/gas/wall) with massm =20amu are sin —
ulated. Ligquid and wall particles have the sam e m olecu—
lar diam eter =034 nm . Particles interact via Lennard-
Jones (LJ) 6-12 potentialswith a cuto =5 ,which is
largerthan thevalie 2:55 usually applied forbuk liquids,
In orderto account for nhom ogeneitiesat interfaces. T he
energy scale 11 for liguid-liquid interactions is xed to

1n 12k T wih Boltzm ann’s constant kg . To m odel
an Inert gas w thout walla nity the energy scales for
gasgas and gaswall interactions are gq= gq» 04ks T,
which isclose to 4¢ ofArgon. The tem perature T isbe-
low (above) the criticaltem perature T, ofthe liquid (gas)
particles [1€,[17]. The E’mitep is dt=0:005 with the
characteristictine = m=1p 09ps. During produc—
tion runs, the sinulations are weakly coupled to a heat
bath using the Berendsen themm ostat [L8] wih a relax-—
ation tine =10 .A perfectly sti wallis sin ulated by
solid particles that are frozen on a focoattice w ith den—
sty » 0:96 3. The centerofm assvelocity is rem oved,
apart from the ow sinulations.

Fourm icroscopic controlparam eters (i)—(iv) are tuned

w hich change the properties of interest. To sim ulate dif-
ferent gases (i) the energy scale 4 for gas-liquid inter-
actions is varied, as well as (i) the m olecular diam eter
g of the gas particles ( g1= gw=05( g+ ) is applied).
Expressing 41 and 4 In temms ofkg T and , respec-
tively, the combinations (417 4)= (0:4;1); (0692;1:47);
(0692;1:62);and (0:712;162) are studied, which are de—
noted asgastypes @A) O ). To dentify e ects due to
the gas (iii) the num ber of gas particles N 4 is changed
from N4=0 (pure Iiquid) tothe nievalueNyg=228.The
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FIG.1l: (color online) Starting con gurations to study (@)
liquid-gas interfaces, and (o,c) liquid Im s at walls. Initially
the particles are located on a lattice, which 'm elts’ during
equilbration, form ing a liquid while the vacuum is lled by a
vaporgasphase. Duetopb.c. in (b,c) thewalltemm inatesthe
vapor-gas phase In z-direction. The scale isgiven by 1 16 .

hydrophobicity of the wall is varied by (i) the ratio

w= 1 Wih the scale 3, for liguid-wall interactions, en—
abling sin ulations of hydrophilic and hydrophobic walls.
T hese m icroscopic param eters (i)—(iv) determ ine m acro—
saopic properties such asgas solubility, gas concentration,
surface tension, and the contact anglk.

Before addressing liquid-gas m ixtures at walls it is
worth discussing liquid-gas m ixtures w ithout walls. Tni-
tially, liguid and gas particles are located on a lat-
tice (" uid cube’) in the center of a rectangular sin —
ulation box, Fig.[Dl@). A fter an equilbration period
(9 10%dt 40ns), which consists ofa series of subsequent
m icrocanonical sin ulationsat T= 300K , the system isin
a steady state with a liguid In perpendicular to the
z-axis, In coexistence w ith the vaporgas phase. T he to—
talnum ber of particles is N = 2916. F ig.[d presents den—
sity pro les obtained from tine averaging (10dt after
equilbration). One can clearly observe an enrichm ent
of gas In the interfacial region, before the gas density
fallso towards its value in the bulk liquid (sin ilar ob-
servations have been m ade for liquid-liquid m ixtures [19]
w ith a m uch stronger attraction between di erent parti-
cle species). A gas particle close to the interface expe-
riences attractive forces from particles in the vaporgas
phase as well as in the liquid In. Since the densiy
In the liquid In ismuch larger than In the vaporgas
phase, the resulting force is directed tow ards the liquid

In , which leads to the nonm onotonous density pro ks,
even for gases with am all gasliquid interactions as for
(A ). Note that the am ount of gas in the bulk of the lig—
uid issin {lar orallgases, (625 2:75) 10 ¢ 3, though
the in portance of di erent factors nvolved in the pro—
cess of gas solution are expected to di er for the gases
@A) ©). To illustrate this, consider the energy scale 4
of O ) which w ill facilitate gas solution com pared to @)
w ith its sm aller value of 41, but this is counteracted by
the larger size of the O ) particlks.

D oes gas change the surface tension ? Experim ents
show that gases decrease Wwhich has been proposed
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FIG .2: (coloronline) D ensity pro les for liquid-gasm ixtures
at phase coexistence. G as enrichm ent at the Interface can
be observed (see inset). The liquid pro les were sim ilar for
the di erent gases, wherefore only one is displayed. Varying
param eters or thegases A) @) are (q1= g9;7 o= )= 1;1);
(1:73;1:47); (173;1:62); and (1:78;1:62).

to be crucial for bubble nuclation), but the reason
was stated to be unknown [14]. Applying the standard
K irkwoodBu [20] formula to calculate , a decrease
of due to the gas adsorption is found as well. Ex-
pressed In temm s of ;= 2, the average value of for the
Ticquid~apor interface N4=0) is 0:74 (In agreem ent
to typical values for LJ- uids|19]), which is reduced to
approxin ately (0:72;0:6;0:56;0:56) or @) © ). Addi
tionalsim ulationsshow that the decreaseof isenhanced
for Increasing gas pressure, just as in experim ents.

W hat changes in the presence ofwalls? Since the con—
tact angle is of vital m portance, the walls are rst
characterized by sim ulations of droplets at walls. T here—
fore, a / uid cube’ com posed of liquid particles is nii-
ated on a wall. A fter dynam ical evolution 2:5 10°dt)
the density pro les (ocbtained by 1¢dt tin e averaging)
allow to estin ate num erically, see Fig.[d. T he trend of
the obtained contact angle w ith the hydrophobicity pa—
ram eter i, = p is consistent w ith what one would obtain
from the rough estim ate [B] cos 1, 1+2(w w)=(111)
(w ith densities ,, and ; ofwalland liquid) based on the
Laplace expression of surface energies 20].

W hat is the m olecular structure of liquids in contact
w ith walls, in particular in the presence of dissolved gas?
W ith well controled walls In place, we proceed to investi-
gate this issue. Thereforea ’ uid cube’ of liquid and gas
particles is nitiated close to a wall, Fig.dl®). Thee ect
of hydrophobicity is studied by changing i, = 11, as dis-
cussed above. In orderto probe the e ect ofdissolved gas
we com pare sin ulationsw ith N 4= 0 (pure liquid) to sin -
ulationsw ith N 4=228 forthegases @) @ ). Thenum -
ber of liquid particles isN ;= 2688. A fter an equilbrating
period (9 10°dtand 12:4 10°dt for the hydrophilic and
hydrophobic wall) the system consistsofa uid In In
phase coexistence on one side and which is In contact
with a wall on the other side. The lft part of Fig.[
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FIG.3: (color online) Ligquid density pro les of droplets at

walls, to characterize the walls. Tuning the m icroscopic at—
traction ratio 1, =1 Wih xed 1) results n a change of
the m acroscopic observable Left, (a): hydrophilic wall,
w=1n=0%17 wih a m easured contact angle 80 . Right,
©): hydrophobic wall, i = n=0:333 wih 115 . The x-
extension of the iniial droplets (" uid cube’) equals the x—
extension of the sinm ulation box, lrading to (hem icylindrical)
droplets, transhtionally invariant in x-direction.

show s liquid and gas density pro les (1¢dt tin e averag-
ng) close to the hydrophilicwall. T here isa tiny increase
of the gas density at the wall, which is too an all to be
observed on the scale of F ig.[. T he pure liquid exhibits
the usual layering [E, 17, 121]] close to the wall, which is
hardly altered by the presence of the gas.

How do the density pro les change for a hydrophobic
instead of a hydrophilic wall? Fig.[l @) show s liquid and
gas density pro Iles close to the hydrophobic wall. O ne
Inm ediately observes a dram atic increase ofthe gas den—
sity in the vichiy ofthewall. Forgas @ ) the densiy in—
creasesby a factor 50 when com pared to the gasdensity
In the buk liquid, and the gas enrichm ent is even m ore
than two orders of m agniude for the gases B) ©).
Furthem ore, the liquid structure close to the wall is
drastically changed. The pure liquid exhibits layering,
which is less pronounced than for the hydrophilic case,
Fig.ld@). The liquid structure is only slightly altered by
gas @A) but i is greatly dim Inished by the presence of
gases B) (O ). The gas enrichm ent leads to a consid—
erable reduction of the liquid density in the vicihiy of
the hydrophobic wall. W e stress that for the hydropho—
bicwall for allgases 4, = 1 , which show s that the gas
enrichm ent is not caused by a strong gaswall interac—
tion. The gas enrichm ent is associated w ith a reduced
di usion of the gas perpendicular to the wall. Since the
sin ulations leading to F ig.[ started w ith a high gas con—
centration i the liquid, F ig.[dl®), a proper equilbration
isa delicate issue (forgases B) @ )). T hereforewe con—

m ed the resultsby sim ulations starting from a contrary
initialcon guration, F igll(c). H ere, the gasparticles are
niially com pletely separated from the wall by the lig—
uid In . The gas enrichm ent cbtained after 12:4 16dt
equilbbration from sin ulations initiated from Fig.dl(c) is
71% , 56% , and 92% of the gas enrichm ent for the gases

B) ) depicted in Fig.l®) R22]. Hence, the trem en—
dous gasenrichm ent aswellas the considerable reduction
of the liquid density at the wall are reproduced even In
sim ulations starting from the con guration Figl(c).

The width of the region of gas enrichm ent is of the
order of , sim ilar to the ocbservations in |13]. Thus, we
basically nd a monolayer of gas particles adsorbed at
the wall. Though the gas enrichm ent shows som e re—
sem blance of surface nanobubbles it is stilldi erent from
gas bubbles w ith heights of severalnanom eters as exper—
In entally observed [L(]. Interesting ob fctives for future
research are to clarify if the gas enrichm ent constitutes a
reservoir for nanobubbles and if the reduced di usion of
gas perpendicular to the wallhelps stabilizing them .

W hat causes the dram atic gas enrichm ent? Energeti-
cally the system bene tsfrom gasliquid interactionsdue
to 41, but gas particles in the bulk liquid occupy space
dueto 4 which isunfavorable (reduction of liquid-licuid
Interactions). G ases at the liquid interface, how ever, re—
duce the energy w ith little disturbance ofthe liquid—-liquid
Interactions, and energetic contributions from 3, , which
are din inished, are an all or hydrophobic walls. A ccord—
Ing to thisexplanation, the gasenrichm ent increasesw ith
ncreasing 41 and 4 (for sim ilar gas concentration in the
bulk liquid), just as observed in the sin ulations.

To probe the e ect of the gas on the slippage behav—
jor, we apply a constant foroe £,=227 10 ° 3= i y-
direction (parallelto the wall). A susualonly the veloc—
iy com ponent perpendicular to the ow (x-com ponent)
is them ostated [4,19] (Langevin them ostatwih = ).
T he unforced system s after their equilbration phase (ini-
tialcon gurationFigllc) or B) @ )) are furtherequi-
lbrated (12 10°dt) whik applyhg fy, and hereafter
production runs (10°dt) yield velocity pro les shown in
Fig.[H. The velocity in the liquid In at the hydrophilic
wall is not altered by the gas. Contrarily, at the hy-
drophobic wall the gas signi cantly changes the veloc—
ity pro ls, lading to an increase of the average ve—
locity. Estim ates of the slip length = J7,=Q,v, Jan ]
using the ts depicted in Fig.[d (dashed lines) yild

(3:7;34;4:5;70;79) Prthepure liquid and liquid in
the presence of @) (O ), respectively. Hence, the pres—
ence of gas can signi cantly increase the slip length.

In conclusion, our resuls support the experin ental

ndings that gases dissolved In liquids, although present
only in low concentration in the buk liquid, can have a
strong In uence on the structure of the liquid-wall inter—
face, due to gas enrichm ent at hydrophobic walls. Future
studies of phenom ena associated w ith the hydrophobic
walkliguid interface therefore m ust take dissolved gases
Into account. This holds, eg., for the appearance of
nanoscale bubbles, the study of slippage, and the break—
age of nano Im si23].
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FIG .4: (colronline) Liguid and gas density pro les (sam e sym bols for liquid and gas) for liquid In s in contact w ith walls.

Left, (a): hydrophilic wall, the liquid exhibits the usual layering which is not altered by the the presence of the gases. R ight,
() : hydrophobic wall, note the trem endous increase of the gas density and the greatly din inished liquid density at the wall

Varying param eters for the gases @)
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