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The production of sm all uid droplets relies on an Instability of solutions to the Young-Laplace
equation. W e ask whether sn aller droplets can be produced by changing the shape of the nozzle.
At a given critical pressure, the circular nozzle actually produces the largest droplet. T he droplet

volum e can be decreased by up to 18%

PACS numbers: 68.03Cd, 4720D r, 02.30Xx

A standard protoool for producing am alldroplts is as
follow s: a pipette, of circular cross—section, is pressurized
at one end, pushingout a anall uid droplet. If the noz—
zle is su ciently small, force balance requires that the
droplet has constant m ean curvature. At a critical pres—
sure, thisequilbrium shapebecom esunstable, ultim ately
Jlading to the droplt detaching from the nozzl.

The volum e of uid entrained during this process is
set by the total uid volum e contained in the critical
droplkt. This volum e scales like r*, where r is the noz—
zle radiis. On the other hand, the critical pressure for
efcting this droplet scales like =r, where isthe liquid
surface tension. T hus, efcting an aller droplets requires
higher pressures. The sn allest size droplt that can be
efpcted is thus detem ined by the highest pressure that
can be reliably applied to the nozzle, w thout m aterial
failire, etc.

O ne strategy for creating am aller droplts than those
dictated by the instability of a static droplt is to use
a tim e varying orcing at the nozzle. This m ethod has
achieved an order of m agniude decrease in droplet vol-
ume [].

H ow ever, typicalnozzles use a circular cross section. It
is not unreasonable to in agine that changing the shape
ofthe cross section to be som e other shapem ay decrease
the efcted droplkt volum e, whilk m aintaining the sam e
applied pressure. For exam ple, in agihe that we have
a circular nozzle w ith a pendant droplt jist below the
critical volum e: by \squeezing" the shape of the nozzle
cross section into an elliptical shape, onem ight cause the
droplt to detach at a lower volum e.

In this paper we address the question: what is the
shape of a nozzle for which the efcted droplkt volum e is
m inin ized, fora given applied pressure? W e dem onstrate
that circularnozzlesdo not eect the sm allest droplets; in—
stead, the optin alnozzle m ore closely resem bles an equi-
lateraltriangle, abeit w ith \stretched" comers. Thebest
nozzle shape that we have found has an efcted droplet
volum e about twenty percent sm aller than the circular
nozzle w ith the sam e critical pressure. O ur m ethod is
hsgoired by and extends J. K eller’s classic treatm ent of
the Euler buckling problem with a beam of nonunifom

using a triangular nozzle w ith stretched comers.

cross section f2:] R ecently, the m ethod has been applied
to the optim ization ofa bistable sw itch E] Fora detailed
m athem atical treatm ent of capillary surfaces in general,
e iff].

This Letter is organized as follows. W e rst explain
the origin of the pendant droplet instability. Then we
describe ourm ethod for reducing droplkt size. Lastly we
provide num ericalcalculations In plem enting them ethod,
and present the candidate optin alnozzlk.

Pendant D ropkt Instability. — The instability of a
droplet protruding from a nozzl is due to a bifircation,
m ost easily seen In the case of a circular nozzle that is
much an aller than the capillary length, which allow s us
to neglect graviy. T he shape of the droplet is then de—
term ined by the Young-Laplace equation p= K ,where
p isthepressuredi erence across the liquid/air interface,

is the surface tension, and K is the m ean curvature of
the droplt surface. T his equation descrbes a surface of
constant m ean cuxwvature p= w ith the nozzle edge as is
boundary. If the boundary is a circle, then the solution
m ust be a section ofthe sphere w ith m ean curvature p=
From the fam iliar relation

2

K = — 1
sphere — here radius =

we deduce that the radius of curvature of the droplkt is
2 =p. For an all p, such that the sphere radius is m uch
greater than the nozzle radius, the solution is a shallow
spherical cap. But note that is com plem ent, the rest of
the sphere, is also a solution. A s p is increased, these
two solutions approach each other until both becom e a
hem isphere w ith the nozzl at the equator. T he pressure
at which the two solutions m eet is the critical pressure
P , and the corresponding degenerate solution is unsta—
ble. Note that the critical pressure is also the m axin um
pressure, for the nozzle cannot support a sohere an aller
than itself.

Fora noncircularnozzle, we no longer have such a sin —
ple geom etric picture, however key features rem ain. The
unstable solution is still characterized by a bifiircation
at which two solutionsm eet, corresponding to the m axi-
mum pressure achievable for the given nozzle. T he criti-
calpressure Por a generalnozzle can be com puted as fol-


http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0311046v2

Jow s: Jet the droplet surface be param eterized as a func—
tion R (u;v) overadom ain D in theuv-plane, w hich takes
valie in three din ensional physical space. The bound-
ary of the dom ain @D corresponds to a closed curve C
w hich representsthe nozzle. T he curvature isa nonlinear
functional of the surface and is derivatives up to second
order, hence the equation for the droplet shape has the
form

K R;ZR;F ¥R 1= p; 2)

where ¥ is the gradient operator in the uv-plane.

Upon increasing the pressurep ! p+ p, the surface
changes: R ! R + R. Equation (I.g) In plies that the
variation R and p are related by

L R= p; @)

where { R is the change In m ean curvature nduced by
the surface change. T isadi erential operator acting on
R.
At the critical solution, the pressure is at a m axin um ;
therefore, there m ust be a solution w = R to equation
@'j) with p= 0.The solution w satis es

fiw =0 @)

w ith boundary condition w = 0 at @D . Note that the
pressure dependence in this form ula arises because 1=
TR depends in plicitly on the pressure p through K.
Hence, the existence of a nonzero w is a diagnostic for

nding the critical solution to :_(.'2) and the corresponding
critical pressure p .

O ptim ization M ethod. —-Now, to nd the optim alnoz-
zle, we need to derive a relation between the change in
critical pressure and change in nozzle shape. Since pres—
sure and volum e are con jugate variables, increasing criti-
calpressure is tantam ount to decreasing critical volum e.
By iteratively changing the nozzle shape to Increase crit—
ical pressure, we w ill thus arrive at a nozzl which pro-
duces sn aller droplets. W e com pare the critical volum e
of the deform ed nozzle w ith that of the circular nozzlke
that corresponds to the sam e critical pressure, sihoce pres—
sure is the control variable in practical situations.

Suppose that a given nozzle shape C hasa criticalpres—
sure p , a crticaldroplet shape R , and a corresponding
w . A 1l of these quantities change when the nozzle shape
C ! C+ C. The change in the dropkt shape R is
linearly related to the pressure change p by equation
6'_3) w ith the boundary condition R = C at @D . On
the other hand, since the critical solution m axin izes the
critical pressure, w does not change to lading order In

C.

The change in critical pressure induced by C can
therefore be com puted by taking the inner product of
both sides of @) with w :

I
b( R;w)

tw;l Ri= hRfwi+

I

= 0+ b( C;w)

= hw; pi:
T herefore

H
B b( C;w). )

P Tw;li

Here b( ; ) denotes the boundary integrand from inte-

grating by parts. The derivation also uses the self ad—
pintness of L, which is readily dem onstrable by explicit
com putation Eg]. E quation 6'_5) is an explicit relation be—
tween a change In the nozzle shape ( C) and the resulting
change in critical pressure.

Explicit Formulh for p. —-W e choose the nozzlke C
to lie In the xyplane, enclosing the origin. Then the
droplet surface m ay be given in spherical coordinates by
the distance from the origin R ) asa function ofthe two
angles 2 [; =2]and 2 (0;2 1. To avold the coor-
dinate singularity at the pole ( = 0) we use u;v given
byu= tan( =2)cos( ) and v= tan( =2)sin( ). Hence
the surface is a scalar function R (U;v); tsdomain D is
the uni disk in the uv-plane. W e retain  to denote the
polar anglk in the uv-plane.

An appealing feature of this coordinate system is that
the line elem ent rem ains diagonal:

ds’ = dR?+ @f + &v?);

where = 4R°=(1+ u®+ v*)?. It igthen straightforward
to com pute the free energy E = (dA pdVv) which
yields, upon variation, the Y oung-Laplace equation

ha @R)+ AR =F; (6)

where ¥ is the usual gradient operator in the uv-plane.
The coe cients are
1
C =4 — i
+ 2\2 (xR )2
1+ (T) (IR)

A=CcC (fR)2+ i ;
R?2 a+ 22z 7
r - 4R?
Pay 2’

where 2 u? + v is the radial coordinate in the uv—

plane. @D correspondsto = 1.
In our coordinate system , the pressure change is

T w R R?+ R?)
= d C ; 7
P= v R?+ R2+ R?%)372 ”
R aR?
where ,V & W7y - Here and in the ©ollow ing

we use subscripts to denote partialdi erentiation.
W e can recast this expression into a form that is
m ore geom etric. First, the contact angle between the



drop and the plane of the nozzlk is given by cot ( ) =
R =R?+ R?)™9_; where the right hand side is evalu-
ated at theboundary. Second, wede new, w =R?+
R2)"29_, which can be understood as Hllows — note
that w isthe di erence between the outer and inner so—
lutions as the pressure approachesbifircation. U sing the
contact anglke given above, this expression is the di er-
ence between the slopes (W ith respect to the vertical) of
the outer and Inner solutions at the boundary. This isa
coordinate independent quantity. T hird, we ocbserve that
0 1
d— R
d cR=d R?+R? @ g=——"~A =d1N;
R? + R?

where dl is the line element, and N is the change of
the nozzle In the direction locally nom alto the nozzl.
Lastly, the denom inator ,V in (}) is jast the change in

volum e from changing the surface by w. Putting these

facts together, the pressure change is

I

dl N w, s’ ;

p=

w hich leads to the prescription for changing the nozzle

1 3

N w, sin” @)

w

C learly, for the circular nozzle, symm etry in plies that
N should be constant. But this amounts to a mere
reduction In the size of the nozzle; the shape rem ains a
circle. So the circular nozzle is at an extrem um , in fact
aminimum of critical pressure for xed nozzk area.

For a noncircular nozzl, the contact angle isn’t con—
stant, and hence the change according to the above for-
m ula cannot be constant. So onem ay change the critical
pressurewhile xingthe nozzle area.M oreover, since the
circular nozzle is the only one (except the In  nite strip)
w ith a constant contact angle, the process ofdeform ation
does not end.

W e apply (g) fFeratively to a perturbed circular noz—
zle to see how the shape evolves away from the circle.
Figure g} show s the result of iterations starting wih a
circle deform ed by a perturbation w ith a three-fold sym -
m etry. T he perturbation grow s w ith each iteration, and
eventually the nozzle shape becom es concave. W ih each
iteration, we have applied a rescaling in ordertom aintain
the nozzle area. W ithout the area constraint, the nozzle
would becom e arbitrarily an all In accordance w ith (r_é) .
W e are interested in the shape ofthe nozzl, not its size.
W e also apply the Savizky-G olay ]rer-_[}i] at each itera—
tion to sm ooth out the m esh noise. T he solutions to the
Y oung-Laplace equations are obtained using the nonlin—
earPDE solver n the MATLAB ¥ PDE Toolbox, which
Inplem ents the nite elem ent m ethod for elliptic equa-
tionsw ith variable coe cients, exactly ofthe form in ('_6) ;
For each nozzle shape, we start at a pressure below the

a( > b( >
FIG .1: Evolution of nozzle shape w ith threefold sym m etry.

a) Initial nozzle: V = 1:00; b) V. = 0:97; ¢c) V = 0:88; d)
V = 0:82.V is anom alized volum e given by (:9).

bifircation and by choosing di erent trial solitions ob—
tain both solutions. Then we bring both solutionsto jist
below the critical pressure by stepping up the pressure,
using the solution at each step asthe trialsolution forthe
next step. W e then use the average of the two solutions
for our surface, and their di erence orw . The validiy
of this procedure can be rigorously shown for a circular
nozzle, and we expect it to rem aind valid for noncircular
nozzles as long as the pressure isbrought close to critical.

In order to com pare and select am ong nozzle shapes,
we need a measure of optim ality independent of size.
For every nozzle, we rescale its critical volum e by the
critical volum e corresponding to the circular nozzle w ith
the sam e critical pressure. T his din ensionless volum e is
given by

v

V= —: ©)

2 2
3 p

Figure g show s a particular sequence of critical prop—
erties obtained through our iteration procedure. W e
see that the critical pressure begins to increase rapidly
about the fth iteration, after which the decrease nV
slow s dow n, and the nozzle shape becom es stretched out
(see Figure :14'). This m eans that in order to decrease
droplt size at a given pressure, one should use a nozzle
shape that is roughly triangular, perhapsw ith som ew hat
stretched out comers; but further defom ation does not
Jead to signi cant in provem ent. M oreover, gravitational
nstabilities w ill inevitably becom e relevant ifthe \am s"
becom e too lIong E_é, -'j.].

Tt should be em phasized that we have shown a particu-
lar exam pl ofan In proved nozzle, generated by a choice
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FIG . 2: Sequence of iterations away from the circular nozzle
with an JthJalthree—bed perturbation. T he nom alized crit—
ical volum e given by (l9) is shown in the bottom graph The
arrow s indicate the corresponding shapes In F igure .1

of the initial perturbation. W e have tried other pertur-
bations, leading to shapes w ith, say, four-fold sym m etry
or w ithout any symm etry, but the three-fold perturba-
tion has yielded the biggest reduction In the nom alized
critical volum e.

So far we have ignored the e ects of gravity, but our
form alisn applies jist as well to the problem w ih grav-—

ity. Including gravity m eans that the pressure would
no longer be constant throughout the drop surface, but
rather a linear function ofheight: p ! p n 9h @;v),
where , isthem assdensity ofthe liquid, g is the grav—
itational acceleration, h is the distance below the nozzle,
and p now denotes the pressure at the nozzle h = 0).
A Though {_6) aocquires a new tem as a resul, this tem
doesnot contain derivatives and thus doesnot contribute
to the boundary integral. So our form ula for the pressure
change rem ainsthe sam e in the presence ofgravity. Tobe
sure, the nozzle evolution would di er because the con—
tact angle and w, willbea ected by graviyy. M oreover,
if the nozzlk is too large relative to the capillary length,
then graviy destabilizes all solutions: it is not possble
to suspend a water drop from a meter wide faucet. It
would be interesting to exam ine the case of the interm e-
diate sized nozzle, am allenough to have stable solutions,
yet large enough to be a ected by gravity.
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