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M esoscopic tw o-phase m odel for describing apparent slip in m icro-channel
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The phenom enon of apparent slip in m icro-channel ows is analyzed by m eans of a two-phase
m esoscopic lattice Boltzm ann m odel including non-ideal uid- uid and uid-wall interactins. The
weakly-inhom ogeneous lim it of this m odel is solved analytically. T he present m esoscopic approach
pem its to access m uch larger scales than m olecular dynam ics, and com parable w ith those attained
by continuum m ethods. H owever, at variance w ith the continuum approach, the existence of a gas
layernearthewalldoesnot need to be postulated a priori, but em erges naturally from theunderlying
non-idealm esoscopic dynam ics. It istherefore argued that a m esoscopic Lattice B oltzm ann approach
w ith non-ideal uid- uid and uid-wall interactionsm ight achieve an optin al com prom ise betw een
physical realisn and com putationale ciency for the study of channelm icro— ow s.

PACS numbers: 47.55D z,47.55K £, 47.11+ j, 83.50Rp, 68.08p

The m icroscopic physics underlying uid/solid inter—
actions is fairly rich and com plex, for it depends on spe—
ci ¢ details of m olecular Interactions as well as on the
m icro-geom etrical details of the boundary. H owever, on
a m acroscopic scale, these details can often be safely ig—
nored by assum ing that the net e ect of surface interac—
tions is sin ply to prevent any relativem otion betw een the
solid walls and the uid elem ents next to them . This is
the so—called \no—=slp" boundary condition, which fom s
the basis of m athem atical treatm ents of bounded ows
as continuum m edia 'E,']. N o-slip boundary condiions are
extram ely successfiilin describing a huge class of viscous

ow S. Yet, the evidence is that certain classes of viscous

ow sdo slip on thew all. Recent advances in m icro uidics
experin ents [2 3], as well as num erical Investigations
[4 5 é -"Z -Q], have identi ed the conditionswhich seem to
underlie the validity of the no-slip assum ption. Nam ely:

(i) singlephase ow; (i) wetted surfacesand (iil) low lev—
els of shear rates. Under such conditions, carefiil exper-
in ents have shown that uid comesto rest within a few
m oleculardiam eters from the sarface {4,110,111,12]. Con-
ditions (i-i) are not exhaustive, though. For instance,
partialslipsofsin ple Newtonian) ows, such asalkanes
and water, is predicted by an increasing number of ex-
pem ents E‘g" :!'4’ :_15’ :!-@l] and SIH u]atjons i_4/ BI :_él :_ll :_g]
(see [_1-:}] for a review on experin ents and num erics). Un—
der this state ofa airs, there appears to be a great need
to provide a convincing, and possibly general, theoreti-
calpicture for the onset of slip m otion. Am ong others,
an increasingly popular explanation is that the owing

uid would develop a lighter (less dense) phase and dy-—
nam ically segregate it in the form ofa thin In sticking
to the wall [1§, 19]. Thisthin In would then provide
a \glding" surface for the buk uid which would slip
on it w ithout ever com ing In contact w ith the solid wall
T his gives rise to the so-called apparent slip phenom enon,
that is, the extrapolated buk ow speed would vanish
farout away from the wall, even though the actual ow

soeed In the In doesvanish exactly at the wall location.
This In picture isvery appealing, but still in great need
of theoretical clari cation. In particular, the underlying
mechanism s of In fom ation are still under question:
are they generic or detaildriven?
In this paper we shall propose that In fomm ation is a
generic phenom enon, which can be captured by a one-
param eterm esoscopic approach, lying in-between them i
croscopic (@tom istic) and m acroscopic (continuum ) lev—
els. The mesoscopic approach is based on a m J'njm al
(lattice) B oltzm ann equatJon, (LB E_)
ing non-ideal interactions P3, 24, 25, 26, 2
can drive dynam ic phase transitions. The on]y free pa—
ram eter in the LBE is the strength of these non-ideal
(ootential energy) interactions. Hopefully, the present
m esoscopic approach provides an optin al com prom ise
between the need of ncluding com plex physics (Ehase—
transition) not easily captured by a continuum approach,
and the need of accessing experin entally relevant space—
tin e scales which are out of reach to m icroscopic M olec—
ular D ynam ics M D) sinulations H, @, 1, d]. In particu-
lar, at variance w ith the m acroscopic approach, the gas
In doesnotneed to be postulated a-priord, but em erges
dynam ically from the underlying m esoscopic description,
by progressive sw tching of potential interactions. O ne
m a pr advantage of this form ulation is that it allow s to
develop a sin ple and straightforw ard analytical interpre—
tation ofthe results aswellas of the e ective slip length
arising in the ow . This interpretation is based on the
m acroscopic lim it ofthe m odelw hich can be achieved by
a standard C hapm an-Enskog expansion.
T he lattice Bolzm ann m odel used in this paper to de-
scribe m ultiple phases has been developed in l_2-2_i] Sihce
this m odel is well docum ented in the literature, here we
shallprovide only thebasic factsbehind it. W e recallthat
them odelis am Inim aldiscrete version ofthe B olzm ann
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equation, and reads as follow s:

£°Y ;1)

@)
where f; x;t) is the probability density function associ-
ated to a m esoscopic velociy c; and where isamean
collision tim e and fl(eq) (2 ;t) the equilbrium distrbution
that corresoonds to the M axwellian distribbution in the
fully continuum lim it. The buk interparticle interaction
is proportionalto a free param eter, Gy, entering the bal-
ance equation for the m om entum change:

1
fik+cpyt+l) fixiH= - f1x;D

d(u) . GDX
= w
dt ) '

[®)] [+ c Dla )

being w; the equilbriuim weights and  the potential
function which describes the uid- uid Interaction trig—
gered by density variation. By Taylor expanding eq.('_ﬂ)
one recovers, in the hydrodynam ical lim i, the equation
of motion for a non-ideal uid wih equation of state

= ( 2Gy, ?()),cs being the sound speed velbocity.
W ih the choice

()=1 exp( =o)
wih o= 1a referencedensity, them odelsupportsphase
transitions whenever the control param eter exceeds the
critical threshold Gy > GS. In our case, G = 4 for an
averaged density h 1= log(2).
W e consider G, as an extemal controlparam eter, w ith no
need of responding to a selfconsistent tem perature dy—
nam ics. It has been pointed out [_37@] that the SC m odel
isa ected by spurious currents near the interface due to
lack of conservation of Jocalm om entum . T his criticism ,
how ever, restson an am biguous interpretation ofthe uid
velocity in the presence of interm olecular interactions. In
fact, spurious currents can be shown to disappear com —
plktely once the instantaneous pre and post-collisional
currents are replaced by a tin e-average over a collisional
tin e. This averaged quantity is readily checked to ful 11
both continuity and m om entum conservation equations
w ithout leading to any spurious current Bl-] Let usnow
consider them ain result ofthis letter, nam ely the critical
Interplay between the buk physics and the presence of
walle ects. In fact, In orderto m ake contact w ith exper-
Inents and M D simulations, it is in portant to include
uid-wall Interactions, and notably a param etric form
of m esoscopic interactions capable of m in icking wetta-
bility properties as described by contact angles betw een
dropkts and the solid wall BZ] This e ect is achieved
by assum ing that the interaction w ith the wall is repre—
sented as an extemal force F, nom alto the wall and
decaying exponentially §,129], ie
Fy &)= G, k)e * *7F @3)

where x,, isa vector running along the wall location and

the typical length-scale of the uid-wall interaction.
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FIG. 1: Rarefaction e ects in the fulldinteraction case
Gw ;Gp & 0. Densiy pro les are pltted as a function of
the distance from the wall, nom alized to the channels height
(y=Ly). The wall interactions have been xed assum ing
Gy = 003 and = 2. The Hllow ing values of G, are con—
sidered: G, = 15 (+),Gp = 25 ( ), Gy = 35 (?), G, = 39
(),Gp= 398 ( ).W e rem ind that the bulk phase transition
is set at G, = 4. In all sin ulations we choose Ly = 80 grid
points for the height of the channel. The volum e averaged
Knudsen isKn 10 3, this would correspond to a channel
ofa faw m for liquid water.

E quation {_31') has been previously used In literature by
using a slightly di erent LBE schem e to show how the
w etting angle depends on the ratio G, =G, In presence of
phase coexistence between vapor and liquid t28] Here
we want to study the opposite situation, ie. the e ects
0of G, when the them odynam ically stable bulk physics
is govemed by a single phase. The main resul is that
the presence of the wallm ay trigger a local phase co—
existence inducing the form ation of a less dense phase
In the vicinity of the walls and an apparent slip of the
buk uid velociy pro l extrapolated at the wall loca—
tion. Equations {_]:—;_3’) have been num erically solved for
di erent values of the param eters G;G,, and I atwo
din ensional channel w ith periodic boundary conditions
in the stream -w ise x direction, bengy = 0 and y = L,
the wall positions. The sign of G, is such to give a re—
pulsive force for the liquid particles at the wall.

The ow is driven by a constant pressure gradient in
the x direction F; = ;x@xPo. No-slip boundary condi-
tionsareused at thewalland for an allK nudsen num bers,
ie. in the lJarge scale lim i, the num erical solutions have
been checked against its weakly—-inhom ogeneous m acro—
scopic hydrodynam ic lim it, nam ely:

@ + Qi@ )=20 )
Reus + @3@5)uzl= QP + @5(Qiuy+ Qsuy)+ Fy
P = Ci Vers ()

w here subscripts i; j run over the two spatialdim ensions.
Above we have = cZ( 1=2) and P is the total pres-
sure consisting of an idealgas contribution, ci , Plusthe
so—called excess pressure, Verrs, due to potentialenergy
Interactions. T he expression 0fVees In term s ofboth Gy



and G,, reads:

Zy

1
Vers ()= G exp( )+ Gy, ds ()exp( s=):

0

Let us notice that the continuum equation @) naturally
predicts the increase of the mass ow rate in presence
of a density pro le which becom es m ore and m ore rar-
e ed by approaching thewall Ii§'] Indeed, under station—
ary conditions, the continuity equation in ('_4) reduces to
@y (uy) = 0, which, because of the boundary conditions,
mplies uy, = 0, ie. uy = 0 everywhere. Thus, In a ho-
m ogeneous channel along the stream -w ise direction, the
velocity uy satis es the equation

@y( @yux)= @(PO: (5)

In the new variabl, y'=y H,whereH = L,=2,we
m ay express the solution of z_ﬂ) as:

Zn S@,P
uy 0 = %)Ods: ®)
y0

U sing Q'_é) and assum Ing that density variations are con—
centrated in a am aller layer of thickness near the wall,
we can estin ate themass ow rate Q.rr foramall as:

3
Qeff =1+ = W (7)
onis 2 w H

where Qs corresponds to the Poissuille rate
2@,PoH 3=3 valid for incom pressble ows wih no-slip
boundary conditions. In equation {j ), the quantity w

is de ned as the di erence between com puted in the
center of the channeland ,, com puted at thewall. The
e ective slip length is then usually de ned In tem s of
the ncrem ent In them ass ow rate f_l-:/l]:

s = @®)

w

T his is the best one can cbtain by using a purely con-—
tinuum approach. The added value of the m esoscopic
approach here proposed consists in the possibility to di-
rectly com pute the density pro l, and its dependency on
the underlying wall- uid and uid- uid physics. To this
purpose, we consider the m om entum balance equation in
@) fr the direction nom al to the wall, i = y. Since
uy = 0, we sin ply cbtain @,P = 0, ie.

Ze,

‘ 261 e e @ G, e ¥ =0: 9)
Let us rst study the e ects of the wall in 6'_53) by set—
ting G, = 0. One can easily obtain log( )= ) =
%g’(l exp( y= )),which enablkesusto estinate , =

w Exp(G,=¢%) 1).Using zé),weobtajn Prthe e ec—
tive slip-ength :

. e%™%  By= 0k (10)
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FIG. 2: Increase of the mass ow rate with the coupling
strength G, of uid- uid buk interactions. F ixing the wall
correlation function = 2,wepltthemass ow rate Qers)
nom alized to its Poiseuille value Q pois) as a flinction of Gy,
fordi erent values of Gy 2a11: Gwan= 00 ( ), Gan= 004 ( ),
Gwan= 0:08 ( ). Inset: same asthemain gure for W= .

W e now tum our attention to the non trivial interference
between bulk and wallphysicswheneverG, > 0.De ning
the buk pressure as: Py, = & %Gb 1 exp( )¥,we
can rew rite equation @) to highlight its physical content
as follow s:

by O

w

e ¥ )=@P,=@ 11)

Gy (1

w here the bulk e ects appear only through the follow ing
tem :

Z
¥ @pPp d

¢ bg( ¢)=w) o @

@Py 1

1z)

Equation {I1) highlights two results. First, the e ect of
the bulk can always be Interpreted as a renom alization
ofthe wall- uid interaction by
Gy G EPs, 13)
@
Second, as it is evident from z_l-g), one m ust notice that
nearthebulk criticalpoint where @P,=@ ! O, the renor—
m alizing e ect can becom e unusually great. In other
words, the presence ofthe wallm ay locally push the sys—
tem toward a phase transition even ifthe bulk physics it
is far from the transition point. A s a resuls, the e ective
slip length in presence of both wall and bulk non-ideal
interactions can be estim ated as:

s exp (G ) (14)

In Fig. :}: we show (y) for di erent values of G, and
Gy = 003, = 2 as obtalned by num erically in-
tegrating equations ('_]:—:}") The num erical sinulations

have b carried out by keeping xed the value of
hi= Li OLY (s)ds = log@). As one can see, whik
G, ! G = 4, the density di erence w between the
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FIG .3:M om entum pro lkasa fiinction ofthe channelheight.
W e plot them om entum pro le ( ux) nom alized to is center
channelvalue (( ux)c) as a function of the distance from the
wall (y) nom alized to the channelheight (Ly). The resuls
of num erical sinulations ( ) with G, = 35, G, = 0:08 and

= 2 are com pared w ith the anaytjcal e;t'm ate (continuous
line) obtained solving equations @) and C§) . To highlight the
rarefaction e ect, theparabolic t in the center channelregion
(dotted line) is also plotted. Inset: estim ate of the apparent
slip length In the channel obtained the sam e parabolic t as
in themain gure.

center of the channeland the wall ncreases, as predicted
by equation (:_ﬁ). Consequently, the mass ow rate In-
creases as shown in Fig. :_2 Let us notice In the same

gure that also with G, = 0, the wall initiates a snall
rarefaction e ectsdue to the fact that uid particlesclose
to the boundary are attracted only by particles in the
buk of the channel. W hat we showed here is that the
combined actions of G, and Gy, ! G may strongly in-
crease the form ation ofthis less dense region in the prox—

In ity of the surface. For a quantitative check, we have
num erically integrated equations (r_Sli) and @r_é) for a given
valie hi = log(). The analytical estimate for u, is
com pared w ith the num erical results in Fig. d. This is
a stringent test for our analytical interpretation. The
result is that the analytical estin ate is able to capture
the deviations from a pure parabolic pro Il at approach—
Ing the wall region, w here rarefaction e ects are present.
The crucial point in our analysis is that, even for very
an allG,, , large apparent slip can occur in the channel if
Gp is close to its criticalvalue, ie. the limit G, ! 0 and
Gp ! G do not commute. For exam ple, ket us consider
the case when G, 1, andg G 7,
weobtain €22 3 and therefore, equation (14) predicts
that ¢ O@) or ! 0.Thewalle ect, param etrized
by G, and , can act as a catalyzer In producjng' large
apparent slip. M ost ofthe results shown in Figs. () and
6'2) are In close agreem ent w ith the M D num erical sin —
ulations iff, E, :j, ;_‘3']. O ur analysis points out that, close
to the wall, one can observe a \local phase transition"
triggered by the presence of the wall itself. Tn sum m ary,
we have shown that a suitable form ofthe Lattice Boltz—
m ann E quation can be proposed in order to sin ulate ap—
parent slip n m icrochannel. Slip boundary conditions
arise spontaneously because, close to the wall, a \gas"
layer is form ed. If the system is close to a state where
coexistence of di erent phases (liquid and gas) are ther—
m odynam ically achievable, then, m acroscopic slip e ects
can result. W e have shown that for Jarge scale separation,
them odel reduces to a continuum set of hydrodynam ical
equations which explains the qualitative and quantita—
tive behavior ofthem ass ow rate in term s ofthem odel
param eters, ie. Gy and G, .
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