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A model is developed for describing the transport of charged colloidal particles in an evaporating
sessile droplet on the electrified metal substrate in the presence of a solvent flow. The model
takes into account the electric charge of colloidal particles and small ions produced by electrolytic
dissociation of the active groups on the colloidal particles and solvent molecules. We employ a
system of self-consistent Poisson and Nernst–Planck equations for electric potential and average
concentrations of colloidal particles and ions with the appropriate boundary conditions. The fluid
dynamics, temperature distribution and evaporation process are described with the Navier–Stokes
equations, equations of heat conduction and vapor diffusion in air, respectively. The developed
model is used to carry out a first-principles numerical simulation of charged silica colloidal particle
transport in an evaporating aqueous droplet. We find that electric double layers can be destroyed
by a sufficiently strong fluid flow.

I.

INTRODUCTION

To understand physical mechanisms of pattern formation in the process of sessile droplet drying is
a fundamental task of crucial importance in various applications including biosensors, labs-on-chip,
functional coatings, optoelectronics, biomedical applications, inkjet printing and many others [1,
2]. Although issues of spatial structuring of deposition patterns from drying sessile drops have
been extensively studied and the role of many effects has been clarified [1–15], no comprehensive
analysis of pattern formation has been done so far, so evaporation of a droplet remains a complex
phenomenon and there are a lot of questions that are unanswered yet. A prime example of such a
controversial issue is the role of particle–particle, particle–substrate and particle–liquid–gas interface
interactions in the presence of charged particles and counterions that are caused by electrolytic
dissociation.
An influence of the electric double layer (EDL) on the morphology of the deposit has been
identified in the literature in recent years. In [16, 17] the authors altered the pH value of the solution,
which determines the charge on the particles and the interaction forces. Depending on the pH value,
single-ring deposits, a homogeneous spot, or scattered aggregates were obtained. In [18–20] charged
surfactants were added to alter the surface charge and electrical potential of suspended particles and
hence the EDL force. The addition of electrolytes to the suspension resulted in a reduction of the
Debye length of the EDL and hence in the suppression of the EDL force [21–23]. The contribution of
the van der Waals and EDL forces to the deposition process is mediated through the rates of particle
coagulation in the suspension and particle adsorption to the substrate [23–26]. The relative role of
particle–substrate and particle–particle interactions was investigated through studying the contact
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line dynamics of shrinking drops of suspensions [27], through employing substrates of different
wetting properties [28], and through modifying the nature of the substrate and particles as well as
their size, concentrations and surface chemistry [29, 30]. Those experimental results suggest that
the contribution of the particle–substrate interaction to the morphology of the deposit is smaller
than the contribution of the particle–particle interactions.
It is known that the deposit structure can be substantially influenced by particle–particle interactions. This was found experimentally for the case of hydrophobic attraction between particles [31].
However, various theoretical aspects of this issue have not been carefully studied until now. The
present work focuses on the effects of Coulomb interactions for the case of hydrophilic particles. In
particular, SiO2 particles are known to be hydrophilic [32] and so are not affected by hydrophobic
attraction. We note that the hydrophilic repulsion is a surface force that is generally weaker in
magnitude as compared to the hydrophobic attraction.
Generally speaking, a negative charge on silica colloidal particles in aqueous sessile droplets can
influence their spatial distribution within the droplet volume. In our opinion, in order to understand
the role of charge in the transport of silica colloidal particles in the volume of an evaporating
aqueous droplet, it is necessary to solve the Nernst–Planck equation for the average concentrations
of colloidal particles and counterions taking into account the Marangoni flow. The Nernst–Planck
equation is the basic equation, describing the diffusion of the ions in dilute electrolyte solutions
under various conditions, such as electroosmosis [33], ionic current through the channels in the lipid
membranes of living cells [34], charging of the electric double layers in batteries and capacitors
[35, 36]. There are several papers (see recent ones [37, 38] and review [39] with the references
therein), where the authors studied the effect of diffusiophoresis on the distribution of the charged
colloidal particles suspended in electrolyte solutions by solving the Nernst–Planck equation without
taking account solvent flows. One should also mention paper [40], where the authors proposed an
approach based on the lattice Boltzmann equation and Nernst–Planck equations to describe the
kinetics of the average concentrations of colloidal particles and ions in a spherical liquid droplet.
However, to the best of our knowledge, joint effects of the capillary and Marangoni flows of the
solvent on the spatial distribution of charged colloidal particles in salt-free aqueous media have not
been addressed properly in the literature up to now.
The aim of this work is to fill this gap and to develop a sufficiently general theoretical approach to
these issues, based on a self-consistent Poisson and Nernst–Planck system of equations and without
using the DLVO approximation. Such an approach allows one to perform numerical simulations of
transport of charged particles in droplets for a variety of problems. Here, we use our approach to
describe the influence of fluid flows on electric double layers in evaporating aqueous sessile droplets
containing silicone oxide particles. We consider two types of naturally occurring liquid flows in
a droplet: a thermocapillary convective Marangoni flow, which appears due to the temperature
dependence of liquid surface tension [41, 42], and a capillary outward flow (aka compensatory flow)
that originates from a nonuniform evaporation profile along the droplet surface and is known to
result in a coffee-ring effect [43, 44]. The thermocapillary convection usually dominates the capillary
flow at comparatively large contact angles, 𝜃, while the latter becomes dominating only at the final
stage of droplet evaporation, which means that the flows are weak at sufficiently small 𝜃 [2]. Our
basic result is that a strong fluid flow, such as the naturally occurring Marangoni convective flow
in the system under consideration, destroys the electric double layer.
In our approach to simulations of spatial distributions of temperature and fluid velocity in an
axially symmetrical droplet, we employ the results of Refs. [42, 45]. In particular, the basic relations for heat conduction and vapor diffusion in air are summarized in Appendix B. To obtain
the Marangoni flow, we use the equations and boundary conditions which are summarized in Appendix C. The capillary flow is obtained with the boundary conditions developed in Appendix D.
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TABLE I. Parameter values used in the paper
Drop parameters

Substrate
ters

Contact line radius
Contact angle

parame- Thickness
Temperature

Water characteristic Density
Heat capacity
Thermal conductivity
Thermal diffusivity
Dynamic viscosity
Latent heat of evaporation
Diffusion coefficient of aqueous vapour
in air
Saturated vapor density
Temperature derivative of surface tension
Dielectric constant
Hydrodynamic radius of counterions
(𝐻3 𝑂+ )
Hydrodynamic radius of coions (𝑂𝐻 − )

𝑅 = 5 × 10−3 𝑚
𝜃 = 300
𝐻 = 5 × 10−3 𝑚
𝑇 = 298.15𝐾
𝑛 = 977 𝑘𝑔/𝑚3
𝑐𝑝 = 4181.6 𝐽/(𝑘𝑔 𝐾)
𝑘 = 0.6069 𝑊/(𝑚 𝐾)
𝜅 = 𝑘/(𝜌𝑐𝑝 ) = 1.46 × 10−6 𝑚2 /𝑠
𝜂 = 8.9 × 10−4 𝑘𝑔/(𝑚 𝑠)
𝐿 = 2.44 × 106 𝐽/𝑘𝑔
𝐷 = 2.42 × 10−5 𝑚2 /𝑠
𝑢𝑠 = 2.35 × 10−2 𝑘𝑔/𝑚3
𝜎 ′ = 𝜕𝜎/𝜕𝑇 = −1.46 × 10−4 𝑘𝑔/(𝑠2 𝐾)
𝜀𝑠 = 80
𝑅+ = 3 × 10−10 𝑚
𝑅− = 1.53 × 10−10 𝑚

Silica particles char- Hydrodynamic radius of colloidal par- 𝑅𝑐 = 3.5 × 10−7 𝑚
acteristics
ticles (SiO2 )
Average concentration of colloidal par- 𝑛𝑐,0 = 1.856 × 1013 𝑚−3
ticles (SiO2 )
Charge
𝑞𝑐 = −1000𝑒
Dielectric constant
𝜀𝑐 = 4

The colloidal droplet physical parameters used in the work are represented in Table I.
The main part of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present basic equations and
boundary conditions describing the transport of charged particles in droplets. In Sec. III we apply
our approach to simulations of dynamics of electric potential and colloidal particle concentration
under the influence of fluid flows. Sec. IV contains the discussion.

II.

BASIC EQUATIONS AND BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Let us consider a liquid droplet that has the form of a spherical segment with a contact angle 𝜃
and a radius of the base 𝑅 that is placed on a cylindrical metal substrate (electrode) with a height 𝐻
and the same radius 𝑅 under the fixed applied voltage, Φ (see Fig. 1). We assume that 𝑁𝑐 colloidal
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FIG. 1. Sessile droplet on a metal cylindrical substrate.

particles with a charge 𝑞𝑐 and 𝑁+ + 𝑁− small ions with a charge 𝑞± = ±𝑒 (𝑒 is the elementary
charge) are suspended within the droplet volume. Small ions appear in the solution due to the
electrolytic dissociation of active groups on the surfaces of colloidal particles and water molecules.
The system as a whole is electrically neutral, so that the condition 𝑞𝑐 𝑁𝑐 + 𝑞+ 𝑁+ + 𝑞− 𝑁− = 0
is fulfilled. We also assume that the electrode is connected with the thermostat with a fixed
temperature 𝑇0 . In what follows, we formulate the basic equations in the general form which is
applicable to any geometry of a system. Nevertheless, in Appendix A for convenience we rewrite
them in the cylindrical coordinates taking into account the axial symmetry.
The electrostatic potential, 𝜑(r, 𝑡), inside the droplet can be obtained from the solution of the
Poisson equation
∇ · (𝜀(r, 𝑡)∇𝜑(r, 𝑡)) = −

𝜌(r, 𝑡)
,
𝜀0

(1)

where
𝜀(r, 𝑡) = 𝜀𝑠 +

3𝑣(𝜀𝑐 − 𝜀𝑠 )𝜀𝑠
𝑛𝑐 (r, 𝑡)
𝜀𝑐 + 2𝜀𝑠

(2)

is the relative dielectric permittivity of colloidal suspension [46], where we have introduced the
dielectric permittivities 𝜀𝑠 , 𝜀𝑐 of solvent and colloidal particles, respectively, and volume 𝑣 = 4𝜋𝑅𝑐3 /3
of the spherical colloidal particles with the hydrodynamic radius 𝑅𝑐 ; 𝜀0 is the permittivity of
vacuum; 𝑛𝑐 (r, 𝑡) is the local concentration of colloidal particles (see below); 𝜌(r, 𝑡) is the local
charge density which can be written as a sum of two terms
𝜌(r, 𝑡) = 𝜌𝑖𝑜𝑛 (r, 𝑡) + 𝜌𝑐 (r, 𝑡),

(3)

𝜌𝑐 (r, 𝑡) = 𝑞𝑐 𝑛𝑐 (r, 𝑡)

(4)

where

is the charge density of the colloidal particles with a charge 𝑞𝑐 and the aforementioned local concentration 𝑛𝑐 (r, 𝑡), which for the case of a sufficiently dilute colloidal solution can be obtained by
solving the Nernst–Planck equation taking into account the solvent motion
𝜕𝑛𝑐
𝑞𝑐
= ∇ · (𝑛𝑐 ∇𝜑) + ∇ · (𝐷𝑐 ∇𝑛𝑐 ) − ∇ · (𝑛𝑐 v),
𝜕𝑡
𝛾𝑐

(5)
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where 𝛾𝑐 = 6𝜋𝜂𝑅𝑐 , 𝑅𝑐 is the hydrodynamic radius of the colloidal particles, 𝜂 is the solvent viscosity,
𝐷𝑐 (r, 𝑡) = 𝑘𝐵 𝑇 (r, 𝑡)/𝛾𝑐 is the diffusion coefficient of the colloidal particles; 𝑘𝐵 is the Boltzmann
constant, 𝑇 (r, 𝑡) is the local temperature, which can be obtained from the solution of the heat
transfer equation in the droplet with appropriate boundary conditions (see Appendix B); the last
term in the right hand side of eq. (5) describes the convection term occurring due to the liquid
motion with the field of velocity v(r, 𝑡), which must be obtained from the solution of hydrodynamics
equations with the appropriate boundary conditions (see Appendix C).
The total droplet drying time can be estimated as 𝑡𝑓 ≈ 0.2𝑛𝑅ℎ0 /(𝐷𝑢𝑠 ) ≈ 38 min. [3], so it is
much longer than all other characteristic time scales of the problem. Hence, it is not necessary to
account for the temporal evolution of the droplet profile, and the contact angle value 𝜃 can be fixed
during the simulation.
We also neglect the influence of the electrophoresis of the colloidal particles and counterions on
the hydrodynamics of liquids. The latter can be justified by sufficiently small volume fraction of the
colloidal particles and macroscopic size of the droplet. We note that the effects of ion electrophoresis
on liquid velocity distribution can be relevant for the solvent electroosmosis in electrolyte solutions
confined in nanocapillaries under external electrostatic field [33, 47, 48]. The local charge density
of the ions is
𝜌𝑖𝑜𝑛 (r, 𝑡) = 𝑞+ 𝑛+ (r, 𝑡) + 𝑞− 𝑛− (r, 𝑡),

(6)

where the ionic concentrations, 𝑛± (r, 𝑡), can be obtained from the solution of the similar Nernst–
Planck equation
𝜕𝑛𝑖
𝑞𝑖
= ∇ · (𝑛𝑖 ∇𝜑) + ∇ · (𝐷𝑖 ∇𝑛𝑖 ) − ∇ · (𝑛𝑖 v), 𝑖 = ±
𝜕𝑡
𝛾𝑖

(7)

where 𝛾𝑖 = 6𝜋𝜂𝑅𝑖 with the hydrodynamic radii of the ions, 𝑅𝑖 , and 𝐷𝑖 (r, 𝑡) = 𝑘𝐵 𝑇 (r, 𝑡)/𝛾𝑖 is
their diffusion coefficient. In order to solve the systems of equations (1), (5), and (7), we have
to formulate the appropriate boundary conditions. Outside the droplet and metal substrate the
Laplace equation for the electrostatic potential must be solved as
∆𝜑 = 0,

(8)

so that the boundary conditions take the following form
(−)

(+)

(𝑠𝑢𝑏)

𝜑𝑑

= Φ, 𝜑𝑠𝑢𝑏 = Φ, 𝜀

𝜕𝜑𝑑
𝜕n

=

𝜕𝜑𝑑
(−)
(+)
, 𝜑𝑑 = 𝜑𝑑 , 𝜑||r|→∞ = 0,
𝜕n

(9)

(𝑠𝑢𝑏)

where 𝜑𝑑
is the potential on the droplet-substrate interface and 𝜑𝑠𝑢𝑏 is the substrate potential
(±)
which has a fixed value, Φ; 𝜑𝑑 are the potentials on the inner (+) and outer (−) droplet surfaces;
the 𝜕/𝜕n symbol denotes the normal derivative. We assume that the metal substrate and the
droplet surface are impermeable for colloidal particles and counterions, which leads to the following
boundary conditions for the local concentrations 𝑛𝑐,± (r, 𝑡)
(+)

𝜕𝑛𝑐,±
𝑞𝑐,± 𝑛𝑐,± 𝜕𝜑𝑑
+
𝜕n
𝑘𝐵 𝑇
𝜕n

(+)

= 0,

𝜕𝑛𝑐,±
𝑞𝑐,± 𝑛𝑐,± 𝜕𝜑𝑠𝑢𝑏
+
=0
𝜕n
𝑘𝐵 𝑇
𝜕n

(10)

where we take into account that the normal component of the velocity on the droplet surface and
on the substrate is equal to zero. The initial conditions for the concentrations of colloidal particles
and counterions are fixed functions
𝑛𝑐 (r, 0) = 𝑛𝑐 (r), 𝑛± (r, 0) = 𝑛± (r),

(11)
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which must satisfy the global electroneutrality condition, i.e.
∫︁
𝑑r(𝑞+ 𝑛+ (r) + 𝑞− 𝑛− (r) + 𝑞𝑐 𝑛𝑐 (r)) = 0.

(12)

𝑉

In particular, we can assume the uniform initial distributions, 𝑛𝑐,± (r) = 𝑁𝑐,± /𝑉 , of colloidal
particles and ions inside the droplet volume. Conditions (12) and (10) together with Eqs. (5)–(7)
automatically result in the global electrical neutrality condition at 𝑡 > 0.
III.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Using the FlexPDE 7.18 software, we simulated transport of charged colloidal particles in an
evaporating aqueous droplet having the shape of a spherical segment with the base radius, 𝑅 =
5 𝑚𝑚, and contact angle, 𝜃 = 300 (Fig. 1) and placed on a thermostatically controlled electrified
metal substrate. In accordance with Sec. II, we numerically solved the system of coupled equations:
Nernst–Planck equations for the average concentrations of colloidal particles and counterions, the
Poisson/Laplace equation for the electrostatic potential inside/outside the droplet volume, the heat
transfer equation for the temperature inside the droplet, and the Navier–Stockes equations for the
liquid velocity distribution. The droplet contains an aqueous suspension of SiO2 colloidal particles.
The colloidal particles (total number 𝑁𝑐 = 106 ) carry the charge 𝑞𝑐 = −1000𝑒. We also assume that
each colloidal particle possesses the hydrodynamic radius 𝑅𝑐 = 0.35 𝜇𝑚. The dielectric permittivity
of silica colloidal particles is 𝜀𝑐 = 4 (SiO2 ), while the dielectric permittivity of water is assumed
to be 𝜀𝑠 = 80. It is assumed that the counterions (𝐻3 𝑂+ in this case) and coions (𝑂𝐻 − ) have
the hydrodynamic radii 𝑅+ ≈ 0.3 𝑛𝑚 and 𝑅− ≈ 0.153 𝑛𝑚, respectively and their charges are
assumed to be 𝑞± = ±𝑒. The metal substrate has the shape of a cylinder with a radius 𝑅 and
height 𝐻 = 𝑅. As we have mentioned above, the substrate is connected with the thermostat, so
that its temperature, 𝑇0 = 298.15 𝐾, is fixed. The applied voltage, Φ, on the substrate is in the
interval of −0.5 𝑉 – 1.0 𝑉 and is responsible for the electrochemical stability of water.
Firstly, we considered the case of a zero potential drop on the metal substrate. In the case
of zero voltage, the colloidal particles and the counterions were distributed quite uniformly with
concentrations 𝑛𝑐,0 = 𝑁𝑐 /𝑉 = 1.856 × 1013 𝑚−3 , 𝑛+,0 = 𝑁+ /𝑉 = 6.022 × 1019 𝑚−3 , 𝑛−,0 =
𝑁− /𝑉 = 6.02 × 1019 𝑚−3 (see Fig. 2). The concentrations of the ions were calculated from the
condition pH= 7. The spatial dependence of the diffusion coefficient through the temperature and
the fluid motion did not influence the colloidal particle distribution. However, the positive voltage
applied to the substrate made the colloidal particles accumulate at the liquid–substrate interface
during the first several seconds of the simulation. The latter is related to the formation of an
EDL at the liquid/metal substrate interface. At the same time, the counterions at the liquid–gas
interface also formed an EDL. The negative voltage on the substrate also resulted in EDL formation.
However, in this case, the counterions were accumulated at the liquid–substrate interface, while the
colloidal particles – at the droplet surface. If there were only capillary flows and no Marangoni
flow, we observed the formation of EDLs with a constant thickness (see Figs. 3, 4, 5), which is
approximately equal to the Debye radius
(︂ 2
)︂−1/2
2
2
𝑞𝑐 𝑁𝑐 + 𝑞+
𝑁+ + 𝑞−
𝑁−
𝑟𝐷 =
≈ 0.9 𝜇𝑚.
(13)
𝜀𝑠 𝜀0 𝑘𝐵 𝑇 𝑉
As it follows from the classical EDL theory, if the local colloidal particle concentration on the
substrate, 𝑛𝑐,𝑠 ≈ 1.962 × 1013 𝑚−3 , and concentration in the bulk solution, 𝑛𝑐,𝑏 ≈ 1.856 × 1013 𝑚−3 ,
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FIG. 2. Typical colloidal particle concentration curve as a function of 𝑧 at 𝑟 = 0.5𝑅 at the zero voltage.
The flows are switched on.
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FIG. 3. Potential drop as a function of 𝑧 at 𝑟 = 0.5𝑅 from the droplet center at voltage Φ = 0.5 𝑉 . The
flows are switched off.

the droplet should satisfy the relation 𝑛𝑐,𝑠 /𝑛𝑐,𝑏 ≈ exp [−𝑞𝑐 𝛿𝜑/(𝑘𝐵 𝑇 )], where 𝛿𝜑 is the difference
between the potentials of the substrate and the bulk solution. Using the calculated value 𝛿𝜑 ≈
1.43 𝜇𝑉 (see Fig. 3), we obtain exp [−𝑞𝑐 𝛿𝜑/(𝑘𝐵 𝑇 )] ≈ 1.057, which is equal to the ratio 𝑛𝑐,𝑠 /𝑛𝑐,𝑏 ≈
1.057, as can be seen from the inset in Fig. 4. We note that we can safely neglect the electrowetting
effect in our simulations, because the EDL formation in our case leads to a very small decrease
in the contact angle. Indeed, in accordance with the Lippmann equation [48] the increase in the
cosine of the contact angle can be estimated as ∆(cos 𝜃) = 𝐶Φ2 /2𝜎, where 𝜎 ≃ 73 × 10−3 𝑁 𝑚 is the
liquid–vapor surface tension of water and 𝐶 ∼ 𝜀𝑠 𝜀0 /𝑟𝐷 is the electric capacitance of the EDL. Thus,
at Φ = 1 𝑉 we have a negligible value of 𝛿(cos 𝜃) ≃ 5.4 × 10−3 . We also note that the influence of
colloid particles on the dielectric permittivity (dielectric mismatch) is negligible in the extremely
dilute colloid solution considered here.
However, in the case when the Marangoni flow was switched on, after a sufficiently small time
(about 100 𝑚𝑠) from the simulation start, we observed the destruction of the EDLs due to the
fluid mixing. The colloidal particles and counterions were distributed more or less uniformly in the
droplet volume (see Fig. 6). This is natural if the adhesion to the substrate and capillary attraction
between the particles are not taken into account [13, 49, 50]. Nevertheless, Fig. 6 shows a small lack
of colloidal particles near the substrate and free boundary of droplet in comparison with the bulk
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FIG. 4. Colloidal particle concentration curve as a function of 𝑧 at 𝑟 = 0 (on the left) and 𝑟 = 0.5𝑅 (on
the right) from the droplet center at the voltage Φ = 0.5 𝑉 . The flows are switched off.

1.90 × 1013
nc , m-3

nc , m-3

1.90 × 1013

1.85 × 1013

1.80 × 1013

1.85 × 1013

1.80 × 1013

1.75 × 1013

1.75 × 1013
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

z, mm

0.6

0.8

1.0

z, mm

FIG. 5. Colloidal particle concentration curve as a function of 𝑧 at 𝑟 = 0 (on the left) and 𝑟 = 0.5𝑅 (on
the right) from the droplet center at the voltage Φ = −0.5 𝑉 . The flows are switched off.

solution. This effect is a direct consequence of the boundary conditions (10): the normal derivative
of the colloidal particle concentration has the same sign as the normal derivative of the electrostatic
potential (see the left panel of Fig. 6). The EDL disruption is also shown in Fig.7, where we plotted
a time dependence of the difference between the concentration of the colloid particles averaged over
the substrate area and their mean volume concentration. As is seen, over a rather short time
(≈ 15 𝑚𝑠), the difference monotonically increases, then the value reaches a maximum and starts
to monotonically decrease. We also obtain similar results for various values of 𝑛𝑐,0 with the total
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FIG. 7. A spatially averaged concentration of colloidal particles on the substrate surface as a function of
time. Voltage Φ = 0.5 𝑉 . The flows are switched on.

number of colloidal particles 𝑁𝑐 up to 109 . We note that the small potential difference between
the substrate and the droplet free boundary is the result of the steady ionic currents driven by the
Marangoni flow in the droplet volume. Thus, we conclude that in the presence of a Marangoni
flow, the electrostatic interactions do not play an important role in the resulting colloidal particles
distribution. This conclusion is in qualitative agreement with the results of Ref. [30]. Qualitatively
analyzing their experimental data for a similar system, the authors of Ref. [30] demonstrated,
within the DLVO theory, the irrelevance of electrostatic colloidal-substrate interactions in forming
colloidal particle distribution inside the droplet. Our study reveals the possible mechanism of such
phenomenon. Finally, we note that to avoid EDL disappearance, it is necessary to decrease the
Marangoni number by three orders of magnitude.

IV.

CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a model for describing transport of charged colloidal silica particles in an
evaporating aqueous sessile droplet on an electrified metal substrate in the presence of capillary
and Marangoni flows in the solvent. We have formulated a system of self-consistent Poisson and
Nernst–Planck equations for electric potential and average concentrations of colloidal particles and
counterions with the appropriate boundary conditions. Based on the formulated model, we performed a first-principles numerical simulation of the transport of charged silica particles. We have
found that the electric double layers formed on the electrified substrate and the surface of the
droplet can be destroyed by a sufficiently strong fluid flow. For the particular system considered,
where the capillary fluid flows are much weaker than the Marangoni flows, the electric double layer
can be destroyed by the Marangoni flows and not by the capillary flow. Regarding the problem of
pattern formation from drying drops, our result implies that a strong fluid flow should alter the
rates of particle coagulation in the suspension and particle adsorption to the solid substrate.
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Appendix A: Basic equations in the case of axial symmetry

In this appendix we will write the basic equations in cylindrical coordinates 𝑟, 𝑧 taking into
account the axial symmetry.
Eq. (1) in (𝑟, 𝑧) coordinates takes the form
)︂)︂
(︂
(︂ 2
𝜌(𝑟, 𝑧, 𝑡)
𝜕 𝜑 1 𝜕𝜑 𝜕 2 𝜑
𝜕𝜑 𝜕𝜀 𝜕𝜑 𝜕𝜀
+
=
−
+
+𝜀
+ 2
.
(A1)
𝜕𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑟2
𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧
𝜀0
The Nernst–Planck equation (5) in the (𝑟, 𝑧) coordinates can be written as follows:
)︂)︂
(︂
(︂ 2
𝜕𝑛𝑐
𝑞𝑐 𝜕𝜑 𝜕𝑛𝑐
𝜕𝜑 𝜕𝑛𝑐
𝜕𝑛𝑐 𝜕𝐷𝑐
𝜕𝑛𝑐 𝜕𝐷𝑐
𝜕 𝜓 1 𝜕𝜑 𝜕 2 𝜑
=
+
+ 𝑛𝑐
+
+
+
+
+
2
2
𝜕𝑡
𝛾𝑐 𝜕𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑟
𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 𝜕𝑧
)︂
(︂ 2
1 𝜕𝑛𝑐
𝜕 2 𝑛𝑐
𝜕 𝑛𝑐
+
+
− v · ∇𝑛𝑐 − 𝑛𝑐 ∇ · v. (A2)
𝐷𝑐
𝜕𝑟2
𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 2
In the same way, we rewrite eq.(7) for concentrations of ions, 𝑛𝑖 (𝑟, 𝑧, 𝑡) (𝑖 = ±),
)︂)︂
(︂
(︂ 2
𝜕𝑛𝑖
𝑞𝑖 𝜕𝜑 𝜕𝑛𝑖
𝜕𝜑 𝜕𝑛𝑖
𝜕𝑛𝑖 𝜕𝐷𝑖
𝜕𝑛𝑖 𝜕𝐷𝑖
𝜕 𝜑 1 𝜕𝜑 𝜕 2 𝜑
=
+
+ 𝑛𝑖
+
+
+
+
+
2
2
𝜕𝑡
𝛾𝑖 𝜕𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑟
𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 𝜕𝑧
(︂ 2
)︂
1 𝜕𝑛𝑖
𝜕 2 𝑛𝑖
𝜕 𝑛𝑖
𝐷𝑖
+
+
− v · ∇𝑛𝑖 − 𝑛𝑖 ∇ · v.
𝜕𝑟2
𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 2

(A3)

In our simulation we deal with an incompressible liquid, so that ∇ · v = 0.
The boundary conditions for the electrostatic potential have the following form
(𝑠𝑢𝑏)

𝜑𝑑

= 𝜑𝑠𝑢𝑏 = Φ,

(A4)

(︂
(+) )︂
(−)
(−)
(+)
𝜕𝜑
𝜕𝜑
𝜕𝜑
𝜕𝜑
= 𝑟 𝑑 + (𝑧 + 𝑅 cot 𝜃) 𝑑 ,
𝜀 𝑟 𝑑 + (𝑧 + 𝑅 cot 𝜃) 𝑑
𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧
(−)

𝜑𝑑

(+)

= 𝜑𝑑 ,

⃒
𝜑⃒|𝑟|→∞ = 0.

(A5)

(A6)

where 𝑅 is the radius of the substrate and 𝜃 is the contact angle. The boundary conditions for the
concentrations take the following form
(︂
(+)
(+) )︂
𝜕𝜑
𝜕𝜑
𝜕𝑛𝑐,±
𝜕𝑛𝑐,±
𝑞𝑐,± 𝑛𝑐,±
𝑟
+ (𝑧 + 𝑅 cot 𝜃)
+
𝑟 𝑑 + (𝑧 + 𝑅 cot 𝜃) 𝑑
= 0,
(A7)
𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧
𝑘𝐵 𝑇
𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧
(𝑠𝑢𝑏)

𝜕𝑛𝑐,±
𝑞𝑐,± 𝑛𝑐,± 𝜕𝜑𝑑
+
𝜕𝑧
𝑘𝐵 𝑇
𝜕𝑧

= 0.

(A8)
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Appendix B: Temperature distribution inside the droplet

The field of temperature, 𝑇 (r, 𝑡), inside the droplet can be obtained from the numerical solution
of the heat transfer equation taking into account the liquid motion
𝜕𝑇
+ v · ∇𝑇 = 𝜅∆𝑇,
𝜕𝑡

(B1)

where 𝜅 is the thermal diffusivity of the liquid. The boundary conditions for this equation have
the following form 𝜕𝑇 /𝜕𝑟 = 0 at 𝑟 = 0; 𝑇 = 𝑇0 at 𝑧 = 0; 𝜕𝑇 /𝜕n = −𝑄0 (𝑟)/𝑘 at the droplet
free boundary, where 𝑘 is the thermal conductivity of the liquid; 𝑄0 (𝑟) = 𝐿𝐽𝑠 (𝑟) is the heat flow
with the specific heat of vaporization, 𝐿, and the vaporization flux density, 𝐽𝑠 (𝑟), which can be
calculated by the following interpolation formula [44]
𝐽𝑠 (𝑟) = 𝐽0 (𝜃)(1 − 𝑟2 /𝑅2 )−(1/2−𝜃/𝜋) ,

(B2)

where 𝐽0 (𝜃) can be determined by the following expressions [45]:
𝐽0 (𝜃)/(1 − Λ(𝜃)) = 𝐽0 (𝜋/2)(0.27𝜃2 + 1.3),
Λ(𝜃) = 0.2239(𝜃 − 𝜋/4)2 + 0.3619,
𝐽0 (𝜋/2) = 𝐷𝑢𝑠 /𝑅.

(B3)
(B4)
(B5)

We note that in our case it is not necessary to solve the heat transfer equation inside the substrate,
because we assume that the substrate connects with a thermostat, fixing its temperature 𝑇0 .
Note that the droplet surface of the spherical segment shape can be parameterized by the following
equations
(︂
)︂
𝑟 sin 𝜃(𝑡)
𝑅(cos 𝜙(𝑟, 𝑡) − cos 𝜃(𝑡))
ℎ(𝑟, 𝑡) =
;
𝜙(𝑟, 𝑡) = arcsin
,
(B6)
sin 𝜃(𝑡)
𝑅
where 𝜙 is the angle between the normal vector and the vertical axis 𝑧.
Appendix C: Velocity distribution inside the droplet for the Marangoni flux case

In the axial symmetry case, the Navier–Stokes equations can be rewritten in terms of vorticity,
𝛾(𝑟, 𝑧) = 𝜕𝑢𝑟 /𝜕𝑧 − 𝜕𝑢𝑧 /𝜕𝑟, and stream function, 𝜓, as follows [42]:
(︂
)︂
𝜕
𝛾(𝑟, 𝑧)
𝛾(𝑟, 𝑧) + (v · ∇ )𝛾(𝑟, 𝑧) = 𝜈 ∆𝛾(𝑟, 𝑧) −
,
(C1)
𝜕𝑡
𝑟2
𝜕 2 𝜓 1 𝜕𝜓 𝜕 2 𝜓
−
+
= 𝑟𝛾,
(C2)
𝜕𝑟2
𝑟 𝜕𝑟
𝜕𝑧 2
where the stream function is related to the velocity components via the following relations 𝜕𝜓/𝜕𝑧 =
𝑟𝑢𝑟 , 𝜕𝜓/𝜕𝑟 = −𝑟𝑢𝑧 .
The boundary conditions: 𝛾 = 0 at 𝑟 = 0, 𝛾 = 𝜕𝑢𝑟 /𝜕𝑧 at 𝑧 = 0; 𝛾 = 𝜂 −1 𝑑𝜎/𝑑𝑠 + 2𝑢𝜏 𝑑𝜙/𝑑𝑠 at
the droplet boundary; 𝜓 = 0 at all the boundaries: droplet boundary, axis of symmetry (𝑟 = 0)
and substrate-fluid interface (𝑧 = 0). Here 𝑑𝜎/𝑑𝑠 = 𝜎 ′ 𝜕𝑇 /𝜕𝑠 is the derivative of the surface tension
with respect to the arc length along the droplet surface, where the distribution of temperature
discussed above is taken into account; 𝜎 ′ = 𝜕𝜎/𝜕𝑇 is derivative of surface tension with respect
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to the temperature. Variable 𝜙 is the angle between the normal vector and the vertical axis
𝑧, so that 𝜕𝑇 /𝜕𝑠 = cos 𝜙 · 𝜕𝑇 /𝜕𝑟 − sin 𝜙 · 𝜕𝑇 /𝜕𝑧, and the tangent component of velocity is 𝑢𝜏 =
𝑢𝑟 cos 𝜙−𝑢𝑧 sin 𝜙. For the spherical shape of the droplet, described by equations (B6), the arc length
𝑠 is described by 𝜙 via the relation 𝑠 = 𝑅𝜙/ sin 𝜃. In particular, at the contact line 𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 𝑅𝜃/ sin 𝜃.
Appendix D: Boundary conditions for Navier–Stockes equations for the capillary fluid flow
case

The boundary conditions for Navier–Stockes equations discussed in Appendix C were derived
with the assumption that 𝑢𝑛 = 0. That is why the capillary flow was not taken into account in
this derivation. In order to take into account the capillary fluid flow, it is necessary to rewrite the
boundary conditions in a more general form. For the vorticity at the droplet boundary we have
𝛾=

1 𝑑𝜎
𝑑𝜙
𝜕𝑢𝑛
+ 2𝑢𝜏
−2
,
𝜂 𝑑𝑠
𝑑𝑠
𝜕𝑠

(D1)

where 𝑢𝑛 = 𝑢𝑟 sin 𝜙 + 𝑢𝑧 cos 𝜙 = −𝜕𝜓/(𝑟𝜕𝑠). For the stream function 𝜓 = 0 at the axis of the
droplet symmetry and the droplet-substrate interface. However, at the droplet boundary we have
∫︁ 𝑠
𝜓=
(−𝑟𝑢𝑛 )𝑑𝑠.
(D2)
0

As it follows from the mass conservation law in an infinitely small cylindrical volume near the
droplet surface, on the droplet surface the following relation
𝑢𝑛 −

𝐽𝑠 (𝑟, 𝑡)
𝜕ℎ(𝑟, 𝑡)
cos 𝜙 =
𝜕𝑡
𝑛

is fulfilled, where 𝑛 is the liquid density.
Note that 𝑚 = 𝑛𝜋ℎ20 (𝑅 − ℎ0 /3), where ℎ0 = 𝑅(1 − cos 𝜃)/ sin 𝜃, i.e.
tan(𝜃/2)) tan2 (𝜃/2). Therefore,
tan 𝜃2 − 2
𝑑𝑚
1
𝜃 𝑑𝜃
= − 𝑛𝜋𝑅3
tan · .
𝑑𝑡
2
2 𝑑𝑡
cos2 𝜃2

(D3)
𝑚 =

1
3
3 𝜋𝑅 𝑛(3

−

(D4)

Thus, using the relation
𝑑𝑚
=−
𝑑𝑡

∫︁

𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑥

2𝜋𝑟(𝑠)𝐽(𝑟(𝑠))𝑑𝑠,

(D5)

0

one can calculate 𝑑𝜃/𝑑𝑡. Further, using equations (B6), we get
(︂
)︂
𝜕ℎ(𝑟, 𝑡)
𝑅
cos 𝜃 𝑑𝜃
=
1−
.
𝜕𝑡
cos 𝜙 𝑑𝑡
sin2 𝜃

(D6)

Knowing 𝜕ℎ(𝑟, 𝑡)/𝜕𝑡, we obtain 𝑢𝑛 on the droplet boundary using eq. (D3). Knowing 𝑢𝑛 , we can
use boundary conditions (D1) and (D2).
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