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C ontact line m otion for partially wetting uids
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W e study the ow close to an advancing contact line in the lim it of sm all capillary
num ber. To take into account wetting e ects, both long and short+ranged contribu—
tions to the dispining pressure are taken into account. In front of the contact line,
there isam icroscopic In corresgponding to a m inim um of the interaction potential.
W e com pute the param eters of the contact line solution relevant to them atching to a
m acroscopic problem , for exam plk a spreading droplet. T he result closely resambles

previous results obtained w ith a slip m odel

I. NTRODUCTION

M oving contact lines are encountered in a great numberof ow problem s, such as soread—
ng of liquid drops I], dewetting of liquid Ims I], coating I], and sloshing I]. It was
discovered by Huh and Scriven [}] that the visoous dissipation in the uid wedge bordered
by a solid and a uid-gas interface is logarithm ically in nite if the standard hydrodynam ic
equations and boundary conditions are used l]. T hus continuum hydrodynam ics does not
describe the soreading of a drop on a table. Instead, som e m icroscopic Jlength scale must be
Introduced Into the problam .

Asamodelproblm , ket us consider the soreading of a viscous drop on a at substrate.
Typical soreading soeeds are so amall I] that the buk of the drop is aln ost una ected by
visoous shear forces. Hence the drop has the shape of a spherical cap, exospt in a anall
region around the contact line [1]. If one extrapolates this spherical cap solution to the
contact line, it m eets the s0lid at a wellde ned angle, called the \apparent" contact angle

ap - If for sim plicity one assum es that the drop is thin, s radiusR is related to ., by

= 4V=( R?); )

where V is the volum e of the drop.
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H ow ever, near the contact line the shear rate is of order U=h, where U is the contact lne
goeed and h the localthickness ofthe uid In . Near the contact line viscous forcesbecom e
very large, and strongly bend the interface. A dim ensionless m easure of this viscous bending
isthe capillary numberCa= U= , rpresenting a ratio of visoous to capillary forces, w ith

the viscosity and  surface tension. Aswe will show below , w thin the approxin ation we
adopt here, the slope h® of the interface as fiinction of the distance x from the contact line

has the form []
h® &)= 2+ 9Cahx=L); @)

where . isthe equilbrium ocontact anglke and L a m icroscopic length scale. A s illustrated
in Fig. M, we have adopted a coordinate system in which the contact line is at rest. The
Jocal description W) applies for x=L 1, ie. at a distance from the contact line where
m icroscopic details no longerm atter.

T he distinguishing feature of W) is that the curvature vanishes forx=L. ! 1 . This is
a necessary condition for the Iocalpro e @) to be m atchable to the spherical cap solution
that m akes up the buk of the soreading drop [!]. The details of this m atching procedure

have been given in 1], the result being

> = 2+ 9R = mR=0QSL)]; 3)

ap

where e = 27718281 :::. Together with W), W) is evidently a di erential equation for the
radius of the spreading drop. For 4, - equations ), M) reproduce Tanner’s spreading
law IR = At719, neglecting Jogarithm ic corrections in tim et. To nd an explicit expression
for A, it ram ains to know the length L. In this paper, we are going to compute L for a
m odel that Includes both long and shortranged interactions In the interface potential [1].
T hism odel has recently becom e popular for the num erical treatm ent ofm oving contact line
prcblem s [0, 0]

To nd L, ) has to be continued to the contact line, where m icroscopic e ects com e
Into play. P revious calculations 1] have done that for the case of uid slip over the solid
surface [, 1], which relieves the contact line singularity. In the sim plest case of a Navier
slip condition 1,001], descrbed by a slip length ,theresult isL = 3 =€ ). In [}]wehave
extended this calculation to higher orders in the capillary num ber. H ow ever, corrections are
found to be sn all in a regin e w here the underlying lubrication description is still expected
to bevalid [[1]. Apart from the slip length, an angle has to be soeci ed at the contact line,
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FIG.1l: A cartoon ofthe contact line. In a fram e of reference in w hich the contact line position is
stationary, the solid m oves to the right w ith velocity U . There is a very thin In ofthickness h¢

in front of the contact lne.

which is often taken to be the equilbbriim contact angle. T his assum ption in plies that the
totaldissipation nearthe contact line isdom inated by viscouse ects, rather than dissipation
Jocalized at the contact line [].

Here we adopt a m odel that builds in the equilbrium properties in a m ore rationalway,
by including the interface potential into the description . B oth the equilbbrium contact anglke

land the equilbbrium  In thickness h4 are detemm ined by the interface potential. W ithin
them odel, even the \dry" substrate is covered by a thin In , corresponding to them nin um
ofthe interface potential. The presence ofthis In thus form ally elim nates the contact line
singularity, heg replacing the slip kength asthe cuto Iength. O foourse, we do not claim
that this is a true resolution of the contact line problem . T he thickness h, is offen below
the thickness ofa singlkem olkcule, and even a m onom olecular Jayer is not strictly describable
by a continuum theory.

N evertheless, we believe that it is interesting to investigate the Interplay between the
Interface potential and visocous forces. This has rst been done by de G ennes, Hua, and
Levinson ], but only taking into account the long-ranged part of the potential. As a
result, the equilbrium ocontact angl could only be worked in in an ad-hoc fashion, as one
needs the full potential to de ne i. W e will see below that our results are n line w ith the
results obtained before [10]. The calculation in 1] is based on a sin ple energy balance,
rather than the system atic expansion perfom ed here. T he very recent work ] treatsboth
the advancing and the receding contact line n a m anner very close to ours.

O ur paper is organized as follow s. A fter introducing the m odel description, we recall the



case of a static contact line, relating the equillbbrium contact angle to the interface potential.
W e then outline how the param eter L. of ) m ay be found in an expansion in the capillary
number [1]. A ssum Ing a particular form of the interface potential, we then solve the rst
order problem explicitly. Finally, we com pare to other fom s of the interface potential as

well as to previous work.

IT. LUBRICATION DESCRIPTION

For sin plictty, we perform our calculations within the fram ework of lubrication theory,
thus lim ting ourselves to the case of am all contact angles, aswell as am all capillary num ber

]. Experin ent show s that this approxin ation perform s reasonably wellup to a capillary

num ber of 0.1 1]. The lubrication equation reads ]
h i
3he= D (het (h) @)
where h (x;t) is the thickness ofthe uid In and (h) isthe dispihing pressure [1]. The
origin of M) is a viscous shear ow, driven by the gradient ofthe pressure p = hyx t).

The rsttem isthe usualLaplace pressure, proportional to the curvature of the interface,
whilke the dispining pressure (h) isgiven by (h) = @V=@h, where V () is the e ective
Interface potentialofa at In ofthicknessh [[1]. Thusas soon ash is lJarger than the range
of all the interactions between partickes, (h) can safely be neglected. However, when h is
of the order of a f&w nanom eters, the dispining pressure becom es relevant.

To describbe an advancing contact line (cf. Fig. W), i is convenient to pass into a fram e
of reference that m oves w ith the contact line speed U :

h;) = hx+ UY); ©)
giving
h i
3Cah, = hihut+ GO)= ). : (6)
Integrating once one nds that
3Cabh I¥)
S hx+ @®)= 1,7 (7)

where hy isthe (yet unknown) In thickness ahead of the m oving contact line.



ITI. STATICS

Tt is instructive to ook rst at the wellkknown static case Ca = 0. Tntegrating ) once

m ore one cbtains

Po= Iy Q)= ; @)

where P, is the (constant) pressure n the In (neglcting gravity). W e are considering

a situation where the In is in contact with a large reservoir (for exam plk a drop) wih

negligible pressure, hence Py = 0. Thusin the In wemusthave ( ) = 0 (corresponding

to am ninum ofthe interface potential), which de nes the equilbbriim In thickness hg.
Now [M) can easily be solved by putting g ) = h, &), giving

&g _

h 2 h)=: ©)

Integrating M), we cbtain the standard expression ]
Zq
2= 9 ()=4d (10)

for the equilbrium contact angle, which In the ubrication approxin ation is to be identi ed
w ith the slope of the Interface: .= tanth, 1 )) h 1 ). By Integrating to in niyy, we
in ply that the m acroscopic scale on which . isde ned ismuch larger than he,.
To be more speci ¢, the dispining pressure has a long-ranged attractive and a short-
ranged repulsive part:
A B

b= —5 1)

T he repulsive Interaction keeps the In thickness from ocollapsing to zero. The form of the

attractive part is rather universal [], A being known as the H am aker constant. The m ost
popular choice for the repulsive part is a power law with = 9, which is m otivated by
the form of the Lennard-Jdones interaction. R ecently, enom ous progress has been m ade in
determ ning the constants in [ or som e system s []. However, the experin ents are not
su ciently accurate to detem ine the value of the exponent  [[1]. For som e of the explicit
results to be reported below we are going to choose another value, = 5, to be ablk to
perform our calculations analytically. U sing the speci ¢ form of (), one easily nds that

3 A
. = _an1=( 3) . 2 _ .
eq B=A) ’ e 16 hgq

12)
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FIG .2: Num erical solutions forthe rescaled interface slopeH ( ). T he full Iine is the static solution
), the dashed line a solution of M) ©r = 01 and = 5. To expand the horizontal range,
a logarithm ic scale has been chosen, wih = 0 shifted som ewhat to the left of the contact line

position.

To com pute the pro k¥, i is usefil to Introduce new varables, which are scaled to the
equilbrium thikness hey ofthe Im:

h )= heH (); = X e=heq: 13)

Equation W) then becom es

HE®=2 11 ! (14)
3 HS3 H

To m ake further progress, we specialize to = 5, n which case we sin ply have:

o H? 1
BY= —5—: (15)

T his can be Integrated to give the static Interface shape

=H+-Ih ; 16)

w here the left hand side can of course be shifted by an arbitrary am ount. T he slope of the
static interface is shown in Figll. To the right of the contact line the slope asym ptotes to

1, corresponding to the equilbrium contact angle.



Iv. PERTURBATION EXPANSION

Now we tum to the problan ofa m oving contact line. Tn the scaled description [ll), W)

becom es
(I_I Hf)_ 0} 1 l l 0
w0 "TTmEEowm wn

where = 3Ca=_ isthe rescaled capillary number. In the lin it of sn allh., the boundaries

ofthe system arepushed outto = 1 , and the boundary conditionsbecom e
H( 1)=Hs; H 1)=0; H®QL )= 0: (18)

The rsttwo conditions corresoond to the assum ption that the liquid form sa In ofconstant
thickness ahead of the contact lne. W e will see below that it deviates slightly from the
equilbbriuim thickness if the contact line ism oving. T he third boundary condition says that
the curvature far away form the contact line is vanishingly sm all com pared to the typical
curvature near the contact line, which is 1=h [0].

W e are going to solve [l) in a perturbation expansion in , ©llow ing a procedure adopted
before [11]. O fparticular Interest is the behavior of the solution for large , which corre-
soonds to W) . Nam ely, for H 1 W) assum es the universal om =H? = H @, which has
the asym ptotic solution 1]

H()= DB In(=91"; 1: (19)

T his solution has vanishing curvature at in niy (as required by {)), and only contains a
single free param eter , to be detem Ined by m atching to the contact line. By com paring
) and M), one nds

=

e 1=3 )
= &6, 20)
heg

O n the otherhand, the fiullsolution H ( ) possesses a perturbation expansion in  around
the staticpro Hq( ) :

H()=He()+ Hy()+0(%: @1)

For large , we have Hg( ) 1, corresponding to the equilbrium contact angle. By com -
paring thisto [l), we nd that In( ;) has the ©llow iIng expansion :

3]1’1(0)=}+ cl+ O (): (22)



Substituting nto M), we nd that for lJarge
HY()=In()+ ¢=3: @3)

To compute L, we thus take the follow ing steps: First, we solve the full problem [l)
perturbatively to obtain H, ( ). Then, analyzing H,; for large , we cbtain g, which gives
o by virtue of ). Combining thiswith [ll), we nally have

h
L= —"He @73, 4)

e
V. EXPLICIT SOLUTION

To rstorderin , ) becomes

|
Z .
H 1 1 3H H
0 L 1

d = H+
1 H ' 3 HE o H,!

+ C; (25)

where we have Integrated once, resulting in a constant of Integration C . From now on we
consider the specialcase = 5, orwhich we can m ake use of the static solution H ¢ ( ) given
by ).

The integral on the keft-hand-side of ) can be perform ed by exchanging the rolk of
dependent and independent variables using M) :

z HO 1 ZHO dHO 2HO
3 d —dHy=Tn : (26)
1 HO 1 Ho(I'Io+l) H0+l

The lim it of M) Hr large is In (2), hence taking the same lin it in M) yieldsC = h Q)
for the constant of integration. Now considering the opposite lim it of ! 1 , and using
Ho( 1 )= 1,one ndsH;( 1 )= h@2)=4.

To solve M), i is usefil to rew rite the entire equation using H, as the independent
variable. To avoid cum bersom e expressions, we denote H o by the symbol . Thus lll) tums
nto:

! ! ! !

2 T2 1
F() = () +t2H1) —

3 5

+ 6H @7

5
4 36
R em arkably, this equation can be solved exactly by noticing that two fundam ental solutions

are !

o 16° 50°+ 30 21 1 @)
= + 15 n and H, =
2(2 1) 2 +1

28)
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FIG.3: A ocomparison with sinulation. T he fiill Iine is the lrading-order resul of our calculation

), the dashed line is the num erical resul, valid to all orders in

which we ound using M apl. Thus a general solution of [lll) is
" # " #
Z z
H,=H," b HPP=wd®+8% b+ BYFWA4O; 29)
2 2

where W isthe W ronskian.

Thelmit ! 1 cormrespondsto thethin In.From the condition that H; hasto ram ain
nite in this lim it, one nds
Z 5
by = HYP=w d °= 3m@)=16 I @Q)=4; (30)
1
since H 1(1) ' 1 or ! 1. Asshown In the Appendix, the other constant of Integration
b, is determ ined by the tem s oforder “as ! 1. mthelinitof ! 1 ,on the other
hand, one is approaching the buk uid, for which we nd H 1(1) 16 and Hl(Z) 1,0 a
straightorward analysis of [ll) yields
Hi()= I®() 2h@)+ 0 @()): 31)

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Now we are in a position to calculate the constant ¢ appearing in [lll). From [ll) we

have Hy for arge , and thus

Hi()= () 2hE)+1) 32)
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in this lin it. W e conclude that H; indeed has the asym ptotic form [ll) we anticipated, and
we can dentify

agq=3 olh@2): (33)
Using M), we now have
4h,,
L= ; (34)
€e

which is the central resul of this paper.

The result [ can of course be tested by com paring w ith a num erical solution ofthe fll
equation [ .A lnear analysis around the In thicknessH = H ¢ reveals an exponentially
grow Ing solution

H()=Hs+t exp( ); (35)

where = 24 0 ( ).Any an allperturbation of the constant solution H = H¢;H %= 0;H @=
0 will thus lead to an mnitialgrowth ofthe orm ). As ! 1 , the solution generically
tends to a nie curvature [1]. Thus H ¢ has to be adjusted to nd the unigue solution
which obeys the boundary condition ) at n nity. The asym ptotics of this solution of
course has to conform wih [lll).
H owever, the approach to this solution is very slow , as revealed by the full asym ptotic
expansion 0] ( )
HO()=B h(=9I" 1+ ——— (36)

To be consistent with M), the coe cient b; was chosen to vanish, shee it would lead to

a rede nition of ;. To cbtain  num erically, we tted the num erical solution of {ll) to

), using the rst ve tem s of the expansion. In Fig. ll we plot the num erical result for

L over a wide range of -values. For reasonably small ’s, applicable to m ost experim ental
situations, the resul is very well approxin ated by the present rst order calculation.

O ur analytical approach has of course been lim ited to the case = 5, which is non-
standard. U sing the num erical procedure described above, it is a sin ple m atter to obtain L
for arbitrary . Figll show s the result of this calculation in the lin it of snall . Asto be
expected, the variation with  is not very strong. Large values of ocorrespond to a very
hard core.

F inally, it rem ains to com pare our results to 0], who only took the longranged part of

the dispining pressure nto acoount. At the contact line, it was assum ed that the solution
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FIG.4: The characteristic length L as function of the exponent characterizing the potential.

For = 5 the num erical result agrees with (lll).

m atches to the equillbbrium ocontact angle. The result was reported In the form Lgyp =

a=@ 2), where

= — 37
a o (37)

isa length scale characterizing the range of van-derW aals forces. Thus, using [lll) the result
of ] can be converted to

lheg
32,
which is essentially the sam e resul as ), but w ith a di erent prefactor. Tnh conclusion, for

(38)

Lgut =

both a slip and the present thin In model, L is st by the respective m icroscopic length.
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APPEND IX

Here we describe how to determ ine the rem aining constant of integration b, n ), by

com paring to the asym ptotics [l of the full solution as ! 1 . Namely, as we have
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shown above,

He=1 (h@)=4) +0 (); @ 1)

and it is straightforward to see that the exponent is
=2+ 1 +0(%); 1=9M@)=4 1=8: @ 2)

Thus at zeroth orderin one nds = 1+ exp( ). On the other hand, the full static
pro ke M) gives 2 ( 1+ h)=2) = In( 1)+ O ( 1). Thus by com paring the two
pro ksoneidentiesIn( )= In@2) 2.

Expanding [l) to next order n  Jeads to

H,= h@)=4+ 1( 1+ h@)=2)exp P 2+ h@)]= A 3)

h@)=4+ ;h( 1) ( H+0( 4

Thusin the limit of ! 1, M) must have the same orm as ). The integrals n M)

can be perform ed using M aple, and in the lim it they give
H,= h@)=4+ @+ 1In( 1)) ( 1);

which m atches [l ifa= 0. From this requirem ent we nally get

b= y E n (3) 3dilog (2=3) + 3=2dilbg (4=3) + @A 4)
192 96 )
l—5dﬂo<_:;' G+ 2 ma)+ 1 @)
16 32 48

27 15 , 13,
“nenE = me)+ = %= 0359777::::
8 16 32
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