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A bstract: Substantialexperin ental, theoretical, as well as num ericale ort hasbeen
invested to understand thee ect ofboundary slippage In m icro uidic devices. H ow ever,
even though such devices are becom ing increasingly im portant in scienti c, m edical,
and industrial applications, a satisfactory understanding of the phenom enon is still
Jacking. T his is due to the extrem ely precise experin ents needed to study the problem
and the large num ber of tunable param eters in such system s.

In this paper we apply a recently introduced algorithm to im plem ent hydrophobic

uid-wall Interactions in the lattice Boltzm ann m ethod. W e nd a possibl explanation

for som e experin ents observing a slip length depending on the ow velocity which is
contradictory to m any theoretical results and sin ulations. O ur explanation is that a
velocity dependent slip can be detected ifthe ow pro Ik isnot fully developed w ithin
the channel, but in a transient state.

Further, we show a decrease ofthem easured slip length w ith increasing viscosity and
dem onstrate the e ect ofadding surfactanttoa uid ow in a hydrophobicm icrochan—
nel. T he addition of surfactant can shield the repulsive potential of hydrophobic walls,
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QT icro ow devicesareused for chem ical, biological, orm ed—
(Ial analysis techniques. Putting the \lab on a chip" a-
Sdew stom Inin ize the tin e needed forthe analysisw ith only
}:ﬂ all am ounts of uid. A Ilso, such m icrodevces are m ore
wmnobilk and allow a parallel treatm ent of multiple uids.
her m icro ow system s are used as sensors and actors
ar devices like chem icalreactors, cars, airplanesand ink gt
printers.

In these m iniature apparatuses, a num ber of e ects ap—
pear which cannot easily be explained wih our conven—
tional physical understanding. A comm on exam ple is the
violation of the no-slip boundary condition. The no-slip
boundary condition is one ofthe findam entalassum ptions
common in classical uid mechanics, stating that the ve-
locity of a uid at a wall is equal to the velocity of the
wall. For m acroscopic applications no-slip is undoubted
but during recent years a number of experin ents found
a violation of the no-slip boundary condiion on a length
scale of nanom eters up to m icrom eters (1;12) . Num erous
experin ents (1;12;13;14; 15; 16; 7; 18; 19) utilize a modi ed
atom ic force m icroscope AFM ) with an oscillating col

thus low ering the am ount of slip w ith Increasing surfactant concentration.

K eyw ords: lattice Boltzm ann, m icro ow s, apparent slip

loidal sphere at the tip of is cantilkever to m easure the
force needed to displace the uid between the collbidal
sphere and a wall. From the detected force, the am ount of
wallslippage can be estin ated as described in (3). O ther
authors like T rethew ay and M einhart apply particle im age
velocinetry P IV) to observe the ow near the uid-wall
boundary directly to quantify wallslippage (10;111). How —
ever, It is still an open question if the detected slip is a
fiindam entalproperty or appears due to surface variations,
uncertainties In the experim ental setups, or the com plex
Interactionsbetween uid and wall

Instead of the no-slip boundary condition, Navier in—
troduced In 1823 a slip boundary condition where the
transversalvelocity nearthewallv, (x = 0) isproportional
to the shear rate §% and the so called slip kength  (12),
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Here, the boundary is at x = 0. z is the ow direction
and v, isthe uid velocity in ow direction, parallelto the
wall. The slip length can be interpreted as the distance
between the wall and the virtual point inside the wallat
which the extrapolated ow velocity would be zero.
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D ue to the Jarge num ber oftunable experin entalparam —
eters like tam perature, viscosiy, ow velocity, pressure, or
surface properties, as well as their individualdependencies
on each other, it is not possible to cover all occuring phe—
nom ena In a single experim ent. In fact, a change in the
surface properties usually Inplies a di erent experin en—
tal setup and a change of viscosity without varying the
tem perature is only possble by a replacam ent of the uid.
However, such strong interventionsm ight also have an In-

uence on other param eters of the system . In com puter
sin ulations it is possible to vary a single param eter of the

uid, eg., the viscosity or the density, w thout changing
other param eters. This is in portant to In prove our un—
derstanding of the e ects occuring in m icro uidic system s
and to further prom ote the design of such devices.

In addition, com puter sin ulations are able to study the
properties of m ultiphase ows in m icrochannels w ith the
Individual uid param etersand uid— uid interactionsbe-
Ing wellde ned. In particular, the In uence of surfactant
is of Interest here. Surfactant m olecules are offen called
am phiphiles and are com prised of a hydrophilic Wwater—
loving) head group and a hydrophobic (ciloving) tail. In
a non-wetting m icrochannel lled with water, the surfac—
tant m olecules arrange at the Interface between water and
surface, thus shielding the hydrophobic repulsion of the
wall. On the other hand, in a wetting channel an arrange-
m ent of surfactant m olecules at the boundary causes the
otherw ise w etting wallto becom e hydrophobic. A sa result
an apparent slip occurs.

2 Sim ulation m ethod

T he sin ulation m ethod used to study m icro uidic devices
has to be choosen carefully. W hilke N avierStokes solvers
are abl to cover m ost problem s n  uid dynam ics, they
lack the possbility to include the in uence of m olecular
Interactions as needed to m odelboundary slip. M olecular
dynam ics sin ulations M D ) are the best choice to sin ulate
the uid-wall interaction, but the com puter pow er today is
not su cient to sin ulate length and tim e scales necessary
to achieve orders of m agnitude which are relevant for ex-—
perin ents. However, boundary slip w ith a slip length of
the order ofm any m olecular diam eters hasbeen studied
w ith m olecular dynam ics sim ulations by various authors
(13;114;115;116;117%;118;/19). They nd increasing slip w ith
decreasing liquid density and liquid-solid interactions as
well as a decrease of slip w ith increasing pressure. How —
ever, the m axin um num ber of particles that can be sin u—
lated on today’sm ost pow erfiil supercom puters is about 20
billion [20). T his corresponds to a volum e of less then one
m 3, but the typical length scale of a m icro uidic device
isabout 100 m .

A m esoscopic model is able to govem a volum e large
enough to descrbe the ow properties and still holds in—
form ation about them olecularbehavior. The term \m eso—
scopic" m eans that the tra fctories of sihgle m olecules are
not sinulated in detail but a whole ensamble of \quasi

particles" behaves as the corresponding real m icroscopic
system . D ue to this coarsegraining, the num erical e ort
ismuch an aller than for m olecular dynam ics sin ulations
because the collision and propagation rules of the used
\quasi particles" are much sin pler than the ones of real
particles. Therfore, much larger particle counts can be
sin ulated for substantially longer tin es. An exam plk fora
m esoscopic sim ulation m ethod is \stochastic rotation dy-
nam ics" (SRD ), which is som etim es called \m ulti particle
collision dynam ics" M PCD ). In a propagation step, every
representative uid particle ism oved according to itsveloc—
ity to Esnew position. In the collision step, the sin ulation
volum e is split Into boxes. In each box the velocity vectors
ofevery single particle are rotated around them ean veloc—
iy in a random m anner, so that energy and m om entum are
conserved in every box (21;122). The m ethod is e cient
and is used when B rownian m otion is required. Tts disad—
vantage isthat therm al uctuationscannotbe sw itched o .
\D issipative particle dynam ics" O PD ) also utilizes quasi
particles which represent a set ofm olecules. T he propaga—
tion of such a collective quasi particle is in plem ented as
iIn m olecular dynam ics but collisions are dissipative. T his
m ethod iseasy to In plem ent In an existing M D sim ulation
code but the com putational costs are still very high.

In this paper we use the lattice Boltzm ann m ethod,
w here one discretizes the B oltzm ann kinetic equation
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on a lattice. Indicates the probability to nd a sinhgle
particle with m assm , velocity v at the tin e t at position
x . T he derivatives represent sin ple propagation ofa single
particle in realand velocity space whereas the collision op—
erator takes into accountm olecular collisions n which a
particle changes itsm om entum due to a collision w ith an—
otherparticle. E xtermalforcesF can be em ployed to in ple—
m ent the e ect of gravity or extemal elds. To represent
the correct physics, the collision operator should conserve
m ass, m om entum , and energy, and should be G allilei in—
variant. By perform ing a Chapm an Enskog procedure, it
can be shown that such a collision operator reproduces
the N avier-Stokes equation (23). In the lattice B oltzm ann
m ethod the tin e t, the position x, and the velocity v are
discretized.

D uring the last years a num ber of attem pts to sin ulate
slip w ithin the lattice B oltzm ann m ethod have been devel-
oped. Them ost sin ple idea isto use a partialbounce back
boundary condition (23). W hilk full bounce back leads to
no slip, full re ection leads to fiillslip. Partial slip in plies
that a particke is re ected by the wallw ith the probabil-
iy g, while i bounces back with probability 1  g). As
a result, a nie boundary slip can be ocbserved. Nie et
al. (24) use a K nudsen-num ber dependent relaxation tin e
in the vicinity of the wall to generate slippage In an ideal
gas lattice B oltzm ann m odel.

O ur attem pt to generate slip nvolves a repulsive po—
tential at the wall (25). This leads to a depletion zone



near the wall with a reduced density resulting in an ap—
parent slip at hydrophobic (hon wetting) walls. Benzi et
al. [26) introduced a sim ilar approach but the repulsion
there decays exponentially while the potential we are us-
Ing only takes into acoount next neighbor lattice sites as
described below . O urm ethod isbased on Shan and Chen’s
m ultiphase Jattice B oltzm ann m ethod, ie., the interaction
between the surface and the uid is sinulated sim ilar to
the Interactions between two uid phases. This allow s us
to recyclk our well tested parallel 3D multiphase lattice
Boltzm ann code, as it ispresented In 27) w ith only m Inor
m odi cations. It is very advantaguous of our m odel that
its param eters can be linked to experin entally available
properties, nam ely the contact angle (28).

The simulation method and our implementation of
boundary conditions are described as follows. A muli-
phase lattice Boltzm ann system can be represented by a
set of equations (29)

x+ cit+ 1) ; kK= ,; 1= 0;1;:::5b,
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where ; (x;t) is the singleparticle distribution function,
indicating the am ount of species wih velocity c;, at
site x on a D -dim ensional Jattice of coordination num berb
O 3019 In our in plem entation), at tinestep t. Thisisa
discretized version of equation [2) w ithout extemal forces
F for a number of species . For the collision operator

i

we choose the BhatnagarG rossK rook BGK) form (30)
1 eq
;= —(; %79 ; b X9, &x9), 4)
w here is the m ean collision tim e for com ponent and

determm ines the kinem atic viscosity
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ofthe uid. The system relaxes to an equilbrium distri-

bution ; ¥ which can be derived in posing restrictions on

the m icroscopic processes, such as explicit m ass and m o—

m entum oconservation for each species (31;132;/33). In our

In plem entation we choose for the equilbriim distrbution
finction
eq _
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(6)

which is a polynom ial expansion of the M axw ell distrlou-
tion. ¢ are the ve]ocji:%g vectors pointing to neighbouring
lattice sites. ¢ = 1= 3 is the speed of sound for the
D 3Q 19 lattice. The m acroscopic values can be derived
from the single-particle distribution function , (x;t), ie.,
the density () of the species at lattice site % is the
sum over the distribution functions ; (%) for all lattice
velocities & X
®;t) ; &iD): )

u  (x;t) is the m acroscopic velociy ofthe uid, de ned as

X
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Interactions between di erent uid species are Introduced
follow ing Shan and Chen as a mean eld body force be-
tw een nearest neighbors (34;135),

X X
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where (x;8) = (1 e &M% 0) isthe socalld e ec—
tive masswih ( beihg a reference density that is set to
1 nourcase (34).g isa force coupling constant, whose
m agniude controls the strength ofthe interaction between
component and . The dynam icale ect of the force is
realized in the BGK collision operator [4) by adding an
Increment u = F = tothevelbciy u in the equilb-
rium distrdbution fiinction [6) . Forthepotentialofthewall
we attach the inagihary uid \density" " to the st
lattice site inside the wall. The only di erence between

wall and any other uid packages on the lattice isthat
the uid corresponding to "2 is only taken into account
for In the collision step, but not in the propagation step.
T herefore, we can adopt "> and the coupling constant
g mwan In order to tune the uid-wall interaction. g an i
kept at 0:08 throughout this paper if not m entioned oth—
erw ise and all values are reported In lattice units. Addi
tionally, we apply second order correct m id-grid bounce
back boundary conditions between the uid and the sur-
face (23). Extending ourm odelto a m ultirelaxation tin e
schem e would result in a m ore correct treatm ent of the
boundaries, but the di erence in the observed slip lengths
is expected to be neglectable since interaction induced by
the repulsive force between uid and wall causes a sub—
stantially largere ect.

From m olecular dynam ics sim ulations it is known that
the uid-wall interactions causing a slip phenom enon usu—
ally take place w ithin a few m olecular layers of the liquid
along the boundary surface (13;114;|15; 116;1179;(18;119).
Ourcoarsegrained uid wallinteraction actson the length
scale of one lattice constant and does not take the m olec-
ular details into account. Therefore, our In plem entation
is only able to reproduce an averaged e ect of the inter—
action and we cannot fully resolve the correct ow pro ke
very close to the walland below the resolution of a single
lattice spacing. However, in order to understand the in-

uence of the hydrophobicity on experim entally observed
apparent slip, i is fully su cient to Investigate the ow
behavior on m ore m acroscopic scales as they are acocessi-
ble Por experim ental nvestigation. O ur m ethod could be
In proved by a direct m apping of data obtained from M D

sin ulations to our coupling constant g ;,,n allow Ing a di-
rect com parison ofthe in uence of liquid-w all Interactions
on the detected slip. This is a currently ongoing progct
and our results w ill be published elsew here.

Amphiphiles are Introduced within the m odel as de—
scribed In (36) and (37). An am phiphilke usually possesses
tw o di erent fragm ents, one being hydrophobicand onebe-
ing hydrophilic. T he ordentation ofany am phiphile present
at a lattice site x is represented by an average dipole vec—
tor d (x;t). Its direction is allowed to vary continuously
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Figure 1: Slip kength

versus buk velocity v (on a logarithm ic scale), for di erent uid-wall interactions

b)

1.2 wall ' '
| My =00 ® ]
e [ mac0s
e 0.8 r nwall=1'O v ]
= n =20~ ,
iCJ 06 B v . A AAA AAX
g— 04 B v AAA 7
)] ° o 000 000
02 - v A ... 7
Ot . =  sdessmmy unsmusy
1.0x10° 1.0x10* 1.0x10° 1.0x107
velocity v

wall after

a) t= 50000 and b) t= 15000 tim e steps. For better visbility, both gures share the sam e legend. The slp length
is independent ofthe ow velocity after 50 000 tin esteps and only dependson "3 Fig.a)). A fter 15000 tin esteps,

however, the slip length starts at a critical m Inimum velocity and appears to rise w ith increasing v Fig.b)).

Even

though themean ow velocity has reached its nalvalue already and the parabolic velocity pro le is well developed,
the system is still in a transient state at t= 15000 (see Fig.[d)) resulting in an eventually m isleading m easurem ent of
. Allunits are expressed in Jattice units throughout this paper.

and to keep the m odel as sin ple as possible no nfom a-
tion is speci ed for velocities c¢;. The surfactant densiy
at a given site is given by an additional uid species w ith
density UF,that behaves as every other species . The
direction d (x;t) propagates w ith the uid eld according
to

X
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and during the collision step the direction d evolres to the
equilbrium direction d®? sim ilar to the BGK operator

&9 (x;t)
d

it = d sty

11)

d° indicates the direction after the collision step). The
equilbrium distribution d®? ’ %“h is proportional to the
so called color eld or order param eter h w hich represents
the distrbution of the other species. It is de ned as the
weighted sum of the densities of all species

X

hx;t) = x;0: 12)

In our case ( 2) we set the weights to 1, ie.,
h corresoonds to the densiy di erence between the two
Soecies.
The m odelhas been used successfully to study spinodal
decom position (38; [39), binary and temary am phiphilic
uids under shear (40), the form ation of m esophases (41;
42;145;144;145;146), and ow in porousm edia (47). O fpar-
ticular relevance for the present paper isour rstarticle on
sin ulations of apparent slip n hydrophobicm icrochannels
23).

3 Sim ulation setup

The sinulations In this work use a setup of two In nite
planes separated by the distance 2d. W e call the direction
between the two planes x and if not stated otherw ise 2d
is set to 64 lattice sites. In y direction we apply periodic
boundary conditions. Here, 8 lattice sites are su cient to
avoid nite size e ects, since there is no propagation in
this direction. z is the direction ofthe ow with our chan-
nels being 512 Jattice sites long. At the begihning of the
sinulation (= 0) the uid is at rest. W e then apply a
pressure gradient r p in the z—direction to generate a pla—
narPoiseuille ow . A ssum Ing N avier'sboundary condition
[, the slip length ismeasured by tting the theoretical
velocity pro le,

v, &) =

2d ; 3)

In ow direction (v,) at position x, to the simulated data
via the slip length . W e validate tlﬁs approach by com —
paring themeasured mass ow rate v (x)dx to the the-
oreticalm ass ow without boundary slip and nd a very
good agreem ent. T he pressure gradient %—i is realized by
a xed n ow pressure P (z = 0) = c2 (z = 0) 03
if not stated otherwise). At the out ow 2z = Zyax)
we lnearly extrapolate the density gradient by setting

(Zmax) = 2 (Zmax 1) (@ ax 2) In order to smu-
late in nite plates. Therefore, the body force requlates
the velocity. The dynam ic viscosity aswellas the pres—
sure gradient %—PZ needed to t equation (I3)) are cbtained
from our sinulation data.

In a previouswork (25), we have shown that thism odel
creates a larger slip with stronger interaction, nam ely



largerg ;,an and larger wall The relaxation tin e was
kept constant at 1:0 in this study and them axin um avaik
abl slip length measured was 50 in lattice units. For
stronger repulsive potentials, the density gradient at the

uid-wall Interface becom es too large, causing the sin ula—
tion to becom e unstable. At low er interactions them ethod
is very stable and the slip length is independent of the
distance d between the two plates and therefore Indepen—
dent ofthe resolution. W e have also show n that the slip de—
creases w ith increasing pressure since the relative strength
of the repulsive potential com pared to the buk pressure
is weaker at high pressure. T herefore, the pressure reduc-
tion near the wallis less in the high pressure case than In
the low pressure one. Furthem ore, we have dem onstrated
that can be tted wih a sem ianalyticalm odelbased on
a tw o viscosity m odel.

4 Results

W e have studied the dependence of the slip length on
the ow velocity fora w ide range of velocities ofm ore than
three decades as it can be seen in FJ'g.III a) and in (25). In
the gure,weshow data fordi erent uid-wallinteractions
0 < "3l < 20 and ow vebcities from 10? < v <
10! . W ithh this region we con m the ndings ofm any
steady state experin ents (4§;149), ie., that the slip length
is independent ofthe ow velociy and only dependson the
wettability of the channel walls. E xperim entalists often
present m easurem ents or di erent shear rates S, which
for Poissuille ow are given by

rpx ,
*=ad <

r pd

S = o= ¥=a= (14)
Som e dynam ic experin ents, however, nd a shear rate
dependent slip (8;(50;/51). These experim ents often uti-
lize am odi ed atom ic forcem icroscope as described In the
Introduction to detect boundary slippage. Since the slip
length is found to be constant in our sin ulations after suf-
ciently long sin ulation tim es, we Investigate the behavior
of the slip during the transient, ie., or sin ulation tin es
t t. wih t. = L,=v belhg the self convection tin e. The
ow that is Iniially at rest has not converged to its -
nal steady state. T he tim e developm ent of the slip length
could explain an apparent shear dependence as shown in
Fig.[l b), where is plotted over the ow velocity for
di erent uid-wall interactionsat t= 15000. H ere, the de—
tected depends very strongly on the ow velocity. The
gure show s a qualitative sin ilarity to the data presented
in (50), nam ely there seem s to be a critical shear rate at
which the slip starts to Increase very fast. However, this
only holds during the transient as shown in Fig.[d { in the
steady state the slp is independent of the velocity.

F ig.[2l depicts the tin e dependence of the m easured slip
length at constant "2%'= 1:0 and for nal ow velcities
v=107 18,13 18,and40 18 .Sicedrt< 10000
the expected parabolic velocity pro le isnot developed, we
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Figure 2: M easured slip length versustin et fordi erent
buk velocities at constant "= 1:0. The di erence be-
tween the converged slip length and the slip length during
the transient is greater for slow er velocities. A fter the con—
vection tim e t. = L,=v the slip is converged, but already
for t > 50000 only amn all deviations from the nalvalue
can be observed.

only plot our data for 10000 < t < 50000. It can be ob—
served that the slip length developsto its nalvalue forall
three bulk velocities. However, the number of tin esteps
needed to achieve the steady state of is dependent on v.
The slip has reached its steady state after the convection
time t. = L,=v, which is the tin e i takes for an individ—
ual uid elem ent to be transported through the whole sys—
tem . T he slip converges w ith di erent rates depending on
the ow velociy, but affer 50000 tin esteps the di erence
between the actual slip length and the converged one is
neglectdble already. T his explains the uctuations for very
low velocities in Fig.[Ik) . T he determ ination ofthe correct
slip length therefore can only be expected after su ciently
Jong sin ulation tin es. A s can be seen from F ig.[3, it isnot
su cient to just check if the velocity pro le seam s to have
reached is nalshape. Here, velocity pro les after 15000
and 50000 tin esteps are shown or a representative sin ula—
tion run and "Y'= 2:0. Even though the parabolic veloc—
Iy pro ke isalready fully developed after 15000 tim esteps,
them easured slip length is = 0555 7 19 only, whik
after 50000 tinesteps = 1:088 7 1D iscbtained. The
solid lines in Fig.[d correspond to a t of the data with
equation [13).

T he kinem atic viscosity  is another in portant param —
eter n uid dynam ics. However, in experim ents it can
only be varied by changing the uid itself and therefore
it is lnevitable to change other param eters too. W ithin
the lattice Boltzm ann m ethod wih BGK collision oper—
ator [4), the kinem atic viscosity of the uid is given by
[B) and depends on the relaxation tine . W ithin the
Shan-Chen m odel, a change of also hasan In uence on
the e ect of the body force that enters the BGK opera—
tor to m odelthe uid- uid interactions. O ne m ight argue
that this is not realistic since a change of viscosity does
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parabolic t with equation {I3) with a slip length of =
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Figure 4: Corrected slip length ( "31) ("2l = 0)
versus kinem atic viscositty ~ ©r Y2l= 05,10, and 20.
T he slip length converges to 0 as shown by the solid lines

representing an exponential least squares t ofthe data.

not necessarily m odify the uid—- uid interactionsbetween
di erent species. Additionally, i is known that m id grid
bounce back boundary conditions are second order correct
while using the BGK ocollision operator, as i is used In
this paper 23;152). For relaxation tin es 1 the error
Introduced due to the boundary condition is neglectible.
However, we are Interested in studying the dependence of
boundary slippage on the uid’s viscosity. T herefore, we
perform ed simulations with Y31 = 0, ie. without any
uid-wall repulsion, to estim ate the e ect of the error in—
duced by the boundaries. For "3%= 0, should be zero
aswell, but we nd the error of the slip length being pro—
portionalto ( )?. Thisbehavior is expected by the theory
ofHeet al [52) and can only be avoided by usihg a muli
relaxation tim e approach. For 1 < < 3 the num erical

error is less than 5% ofthe slip length whilk for larger re—
laxation tin es the error increases strongly so that the slip
seam s to increase. In order to reduce the in uence of the
error Introduced by the single relaxation tim e m ethod and
the particular boundary conditions used, we subtract the
slip length detem ined for Y2% = 0 from the m easured

at "3%'> 0. The results are pltted 1 Fig.[, where
we dem onstrate a decreasing slip length with increasing
viscostty or "' = 05, 10, and 2:0. The data shown
in Fig.[d can be tted exponentially as depicted by the
solid lines and all three curves converge to zero for high
viscosities.
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Figure 5: Slip length versus the concentration of surfac-
tant n ¢ for Y= 10. is steadily decreasihg with
Increasing the surfactant concentration from 0:64 down to
0:19. The dashed line isgiven by a t ofthe data w ith an
exponential finction.

Since surfactant m olecules consist of a hydrophobic and

a hydrophilic part, they like to assam ble at the interfacebe—
tween a uid and wetting or non-wetting walls. A s found
by experin entalists, in a wetting m icrochannel, this can
cause no slip to switch to partial slip (49;151). In a non—
wetting environm ent, the surfactant m olecules can shield
the hydrophobic repulsion ofthe surface (). W e apply the
am phiphilic Jattice B olzm ann m odel as described earlier
in this paper to modela uid within a hydrophobic m i-
crochannel that contains a surfactant concentration of up
to 33% . T he interaction param eters are choosen according
to earlier works (40;141;142;143;144;145;146), In such a way
that they are not too strong to cause structuring e ects
in the ow, but strong enough to have an e ect at the

uid-solid boundary. T he total density Inside our system

+ SUF iskept xed at 0:3. A s initial condition the sys—
tem is lled with a binary m xture of surfactant and uid.
T he ordentation d of the dipoles is choosen random ly. In
Fig.[H, we plot the m easured slip length for uid-wall in—
teractions detem ined by "% = 0:5;1:0 and 20 versus
the concentration of surfactant. T he symbols in Fig.[H are
given by the sin ulation data w hilke the lines correspond to a
twith an exponentialfiinction. W e nd a strong decrease
of the slip length with a higher surfactant concentration.
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Figure 6: A typical pro le of the surfactant concentra—
tion in x direction, ie., between the channelwalls. Near
the surface, the surfactant concentration is substantially
higher (44% ) than in the buk (32% ) sihce it is energeti-
cally m ore favorable for the surfactant m oleculesto arrange
atthe uisurface nterface, thusshielding the repulsive po—
tential of the hydrophobic channelwall.

Forallthree valuesof "2, them easured slip lengths con—
verge to the sam e value at high surfactant concentrations
show Ing that at high concentrations the am ount of surfac—
tant that can assem ble at the interface is saturating.

Tn F ig [dwepresent a representative density pro le ofthe
surfactant or "2% = 1:0. The mitial am phiphile concen—
traton isset to 33% here. It can be seen that the concentra-—
tion at the rst Jattice site next to the surface increases to
44% , while the bulk concentration stays constant at 32%
{ a value slightly lower than the initial 33% . This high
concentration regim e close to the boundary causes the hy-—
drophobic potential of the wall to be shielded and resuls
in a decreasing slip. Our ndings are consistent w ith ex-—
perin ental results (49;16;151).

Large am phiphilic m olecules or polym er brushes show a
shear dependent slip (53) since they have to align w ith the
shear forces acting on them . The higher the shear force,
the m ore they are rotated causing the e ect of shielding
the hydrophobicity to be reduced. Since In ourm odel the
am phiphiles are point-lke, we cannot expect to observe
any shear rate dependence of .

5 Conclusion

In conclusion we have presented three-dim ensionalm ulti-
phase lattice Boltzm ann sin ulations which govem a w ide
range of slip phenom ena. A fter dem onstrating the validity
of our m odel, we presented studies of the dependence of
the boundary slip on the ow velocity. W hilk the slip is
independent of the velocity if the system is in the steady
state,we nd an apparent velociy dependence during early
tin es of the sim ulation. For sn all num bers of tin esteps,
the parabolic velocity pro I is already welldeveloped, but

due to the systam being in a transient state, the detected
slip isnot correct. This is an In portant nding for exper-
In ental setups since to the best of our know ledge only dy—
nam ic experim ents nd a velocity dependence, w hile static
experin ents con m the slip lengths being independent of
the ow velocity. O ur ndingsare In good agreem ent w ith
m ost non dynam ic experin ents (1;2) and M D sin ulations
(18;119).

For experin entalists i is a m apr e ort to change the
viscosity ofthe uid without changing any other param e~
ters of their setup. In com puter sin ulations, how ever, this
can be done easily. In our sin ulationswe found a decrease
of the detected slip w ith increasing viscosity.

W ith a sinpl dipol model we were able to sinulate
the shielding of the repulsive potential betw een hydropho—
bic walls and a uid if surfactant is present in the solu-
tion, ie., the slip length decreases w ith increasing surfac—
tant concentration. H owever, we were not able to show a
shear dependence as it is seen in experin entsw ith polym er
chains. In a future work, we plan to extend our sinula—
tions to govem larger m olecules which can be a ected by
a shear ow . Then, we hope to be able to study the shear
rate dependence of boundary slippage.
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