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W hen

uid iscon ned between two m olecularly sm ooth surfaces to a few m olecular diam eters, it

show s a large enhancem ent of its viscosity. From experim ents it seem s clearthat the uid is squeezed

out layer by layer. A sin ple solution ofthe Stokes equation for quasitw o-din ensionalcon ned

ow,

w ith the assn ption of layerby-layer ow is found. T he resuls presented here correct those in P hys.

Rev. B, 50, 5590 (1994), and show that both the kinem atic viscosity of the con ned

uid and

the coe cient of surface drag can be obtained from the tin e dependence of the area squeezed out.
F itting our solution to the available experim entaldata gives the value of viscosity which is 7 oxders

ofm agniude higher than that in the bulk.

PACS num bers: 68.35.p, 6845, 68.15+ ¢

T he observed giant enhancem ent of viscosity dealing
liquids under con nem ent has led to m any experin ents
” ” :’;" 4], com puter sin ulations [5 -é -"2], and som e the—
ory tg S EQ] W hen con ned to a spacing of few m ono—
layers between two solid surfaces, uids start behaving
very di erently than in the buk, exhbiing a dram atic
Increase In viscosiy of six to seven orders ofm agniude,
and perhaps an yield stress []1 :11-

The literature is con icting on the question whether
the observed slow Ing down of the dynam ics in the con—

ned uid stem s from a phase t:cansjtjon:_-[}‘l]. For uid
particles of reqular shape, som e J'nterpretatjons show the
possibility of surface induced crystallization [12], others
ofa glasstransition fl3 both at tem peratureswellabove
the respective buk transition tem perature. It is som e—
w hat unsatisfactory, if not strange, that the sam e basic
experim ent is Interpreted in both tem s. O ne In portant
conclusion can be drawn from these that our theoretical
understanding ofthe phenom enon is not really com plete.

In com puter sin ulations, using surfaces w ith periodic—
ity comm ensurate w ith the bulk crystalline phase of the
con ned wuid, the uid showed an ability to sustain an
applied static stress [}é] But in the simulation of G ao
et al I_l-l_i] w ith Incom m ensurate surfaces, this does not
happen. This show s the in portance of com m ensurabil-
iy. But the experin ental system s studied so far nvolve
con ned uids wih a variety of m olecular shapes and
architecture, and are generally incom m ensurate w ith the
surfaces. T herefore com m ensurability isprobably not rel-
evant [15 Actually con nem ent is a m eans to Introduce
geom etrical constraints I_l-é] and this slow ng down ofthe
dynam ics should have a m ore general origin rather than
a m ere com m ensurability.

The high Increase in the viscosity is perhaps a re—
sult of m ode-coupling fl-8' :fé Jmodi ed by con nement

f_l-]']. Such a theory is beyond the scope of this work.
Tt is however interesting that a sin ple phenom enological
treatm ent In the form of layerby-layerviscous ow gives
physically relevant results.

This m odel introduced here was rst considered by
Persson and Tosatt'j.ﬁ_-?s']. But their solution does not say
anything about the kinem atic viscosity, since their cal-
culation seem ed to show that the spreading of the m ono-—
layers is determ ined by the wall- uid friction, which they
have introduced as a separate param eter, and not by the
kinem atic viscosity of the uid. In fact the spreading
does depend on the viscosity, as shown below . The Pers—
son and Tosattim odel is thus m ore interesting than is
authors showed it to be. I redo the Persson and Tosatti
calculation below w ith a result di erent from theirs, and
Ipoint out where there was an error in their calculation.
T he result is in portant because it show s that a m easure—
m ent of the tim e evolution of the area of the squeezed
m onolayer gives an estim ate of the viscosity. T he value
of viscosity extracted by tting the tim e-dependence of
the area to the orm obtained here is consistent w ith those
m easured in independent experin ents iff]. The value of
(the coe cient of drag by the solid surface on the liquid

In ) is obtained to be ofthe sam e order ofm agniude as
that found by Persson and Tosatti

Let us take the geom etry to be circular of radiis ry .
The plates, con ning the uid are taken to be am ooth
and devoid of any im perfections. Let Py be the nom al
force applied to squeeze out the uid. Letusassum e that
when the uid iscon ned to a f&w m olecular thickness,
m onom olecular layer of liquid are squeezed out one at a
tin e as a result of the applied nom al force as shown in
Figl. This crucialassum ption, the m ain phenom enolog—
ical input in this approach, is supported by the experi-
m ent of Beckerand M ugele {20] A s in the experim ent of
[L], the upper lim it of change of liquid density due to
shearis 4% . Sowecan takethe uidtobe Incom pressble
In ourm odel

Suppose one m onolayer is squeezed out, and lt v (r;t)
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FIG.1l: The suggested ow geom etry of Persson and Tosatti.
The squeezing ow resulsin thenth layerbecom ing an annu-
uswih a centralhole of radius r, which spreads and pushes
the rest of that layer outward, whil the (n 1) layers below
are una ected.

be the inplane velocity eld ofthism onolayerasa finc—
tion of the two-din ensional Inplane coordinate r and

tine t. Then incom pressbility and the NavierStokes

equations becom e:

r vi;t)=0 1)
@v 1 2
— 4+ vrv= rp+ 5°v v )
Qt mn,

where, p is the two-din ensional pressure, is the kine-
m atic viscosity, is the coe cient of drag force by the
sheets on the wuid, mrn, is the two din ensional m ass
density.

The ow isvery slow, so we ignore inertia in Eq. :_(2)
The suggested ow geom etry of Persson and Tosatti is
that the squeezing ow results in the nth layer becom ing
an annulousw ith a centralhole ofradius r, which spreads
and pushes the rest ofthat layer outward, whilke the @

1) layer below areuna ected. Then

v =vgoer 3)

p=pb: 4)

UsingEqg. 3) M Eqg. (1) we get,

@
—— @) =0 ©)
r@r
or,
e, ©)
r Q@r
Equation (2) becom es
1
ev_ 1ep, le ev.
@t mn, @r r@r Qr

where symm etry inplies only the radial com ponent is
non-zero.

At this point, [g] m akes a m istake by m aking the vis-
cosity termm , ie. the second temm in right hand side of
Eqg. (7), to be equalto zero using Eq. (6). But this tem

should actually be equalto 7. Using thisvalueEq. (7)
becom es

Qv 1 @p v
— = —+ — 8
@t mn, @r r2 v ©
From Eg. (6),we get
B (©
r=v= © ©)
r
B-
@_vz —; (]_O)
Qt r

where B (t) is an integration constant, which depends
only on t. Now using the abovetwo resultsin Eg. 8) we
get,

ep B+ B) B
— = mng— + mn, — 11
Rr @ r 3 ad)
In solving this equation, ket us take the boundary condi-
tion asp=py at =ry. Then,
B+ Bym() MBI,
mn — —_— (= =
é Xo 2 r2 1:%
12)

pkE) po=

Now usihgEqg. (9) and Eq. (10), the above equation can
be w ritten as

mn,; d
4 dt

mn d 1
a —]:2 .
4 dt( )(1:*2

r
p) po= @ng)

S| =

a3)

Since r varies very slow }y, we have ignored the second
order tin e derivative of r? . Now ltustake r? = A and
ri = Ag. Then,

dA _ A
— heE—)+ ——
at = A, dt

da 1 1

L 1, 4k po
A Ag

mn,

14)

Solving the above equation, assum ing that p is indepen—
dent of r, we get

A A A A 4 )t
—hi—) —+—h@) 5= b Polt, ¢
Ay Ay Ay Ay AO mn, Ag

15)

w here ¢ is a constant of integration which m ust be evalu—
ated from theboundary condition. Lett= t bethetime
at which thewhole layer is squeezed out. Then fort= t ,
A=A and putting this value In the above equation we
w ill have,

A A A 4 Pjpa
(—+ —)hE)+ @ )+ —)= — 1)
Ay Ay Ay Ay Ay mn,; Ay

16)

Now the adiabatic work required to squeeze out one
monolayer of uid willbe equalto (@ p)A. This
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FIG.2: The tofEqg. (16) to the tin e sequence of squeezed

area. The data were obtained from a tim e sequence picture
of the squeezed area In the paper of Becker and M ugele. T he

lled squares are the data points and the solid curve is the
equation t to the data.

adiabatic work m ust be equal to the change In free en-
ergy due to the process. The total change In free en—
ergy is @ g1+ Vi 2 51+ Ppa)A VypA, where g
is the solid-liquid interfacial temm , Vy is the van der
W aals interaction tem . Equating these two tem s we
get o po) = Poa.

Now Eqg. (16) givesthe relation betw een the area ofthe
squeezed layer as a function of tin e. From experim ents
Pyo; Ap; t and the three dim ensional density, all are
known. So ifwe can take a tin e trace of the area of the
squeezed m onolayer, then by tting equation (16) to that
datawih and astwo ttingparam eters, in principle,
we can have a value of both and . So calculating
and isam atter ofhaving good data.

Now such good data is lacking in the literature. So,we
took a tin e-sequence of pictures of the squeezing out of
one m ono-layer ofOM CT S in the paper by Becker and
Mugek P0]. We cbtained the area A of the squeezed
layeraswellas the totalarea Ay ofthem ica sheetsby an
area—calculating software. Lacking an absolite estim ate
of the areas, we extracted :‘—0 from the pictures, thus

obtaining the tin eevolution of :‘—O . W e took Py as the

maxinum applied nom al pressure Pg 2 10'N=m?
andAy= 7 10 °m?. These are the typicalvalues ofP
and A, {4,220, 211 used in the experin ents.
W ith the values of the param eters quoted above we
tted Eq. (16) to the obtained data, shown n Fig2. The
t wasnot very good, since there are tw o param eters and
only 8 data-points, but i was asmuch as could be done
w ith the available inform ation. The t gave the valuesof
7 10's?! and 4 10°an?/s. Thevalieof is

essentially sam e asthat obtained by P ersson and T osatti.
For com parison, the kinem atic viscosity of OMCTS in

buk is 002 an?/s. The value of from the t isofthe
sam e order ofm agniude asthat forcon ned OMCTS in
the experim ents of @4', :_1-§'] T he experim ents of [_2-(_5] thus

Indicate an enhanceam ent ofviscosity by about 7 orders
ofm agnitude. T he above resul is interesting in at least
two senses.

(@) This is an approxin ate calculation and can not
be expected to give quantitatively accurate results. In
this sense it is reassuring that a t to our theory gives
a value for very sin ilar to that in independent exper—
In ental m easuram ents. C rude approxin ations of layer—
by-layer ow and p independent ofr arem ade to sim plify
the m odel, and the dependence of viscosity on the Im
thickness can not be calculated from the m odel. But at
m olcular thicknesses a liquid In supports a state of
nom al stress and the In thickness adjusts itself to the
extemally applied nom alpressure. So, in this sense, the
thickness and the nom al pressure are not two Indepen—
dent param eters.

©)From Eqg.(16),we see that one ofthe reasonsofhigh
Increase of the value of is the strong wall uid inter—
action. T he viscosity is directly related to the relaxation
tine ofa uid and In the sinulation of Scheidler, K ob
and B inder [j], it is indeed found that the nature of the
con ning wallsdirectly a ects the dynam icsofthe uid.

In com parision w ith the results obtained by Persson
and Tosatti g], we see that the value of isaln ost sam e
as in their calculation. U sing the values of the di erent
param eters, noted above, 10'*. But the value of
was not obtained by their (incorrect) calculation. The
m odel is m ore interesting than their calculation showed
it to be, because it tells us that can be extracted from
the experin ents as well.

T he theoretical approach presented here and, hence,
the assum ption of layerby-layer ow, can be tested by
com parison w ith experin ents in w hich the area squeezed
out ism easured careflly as function oftim e. In addition,
di erent surface treatm ents should give di erent degrees
of anchoring and hence di erent values of , the coe -
clent of surface drag. T he trends predicted by Eq. (16)
w ith respect to changes In  can then be com pared w ith
experin ent.

T he results presented here show that though them odel
is very sinple and unabl to explain the phenom enon
com pltely, i nonetheless dem ands at least a little at—
tention.
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