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expression of the total free energy. The proposed boundary conditions eliminate the para-
sitic currents in the vicinity of the contact line. The LBE method is applied to micron-scale
drop impact on dry surfaces, which is commonly encountered in drop-on-demand inkjet
applications. For comparison with the existing experimental results [H. Dong, W.W. Carr,
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number (Oh) of 0.015, and two Weber numbers (We) of 13 and 103.
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1. Introduction

The lattice Boltzmann equation (LBE) methods model two-phase flows by incorporating intermolecular interaction forces
into the governing equations for the particle distribution functions, which essentially separate different phases and result in
interfacial tension effects [1-7]. The intermolecular interaction forces are derived by minimization of the total free energy of
the system. In the presence of the liquid-gas-solid triple contact line, the interaction between a liquid-gas interface and a
solid surface is modeled by incorporating a wall free energy into the formulation of the total free energy in the form of a
surface integral [8], although other treatments have been widely used [9-11].

Chang and Alexander [12], and Yan and Zu [13] employed Inamuro et al.’s LBE method for incompressible two-phase
flows [5] to simulate spontaneous water drop spreading on both homogeneous and heterogeneous partially wetting surfaces.
They assumed that the interactions between the fluid and the solid surface are of short-range [14], and thus can be modeled
by a surface integral that appears in the boundary condition of the free energy [15]. Although the equilibrium profile of the
spreading drops agreed well with prediction, no transient profiles were compared with either theory or experiment. Muk-
herjee and Abraham [16] investigated drop impact on dry surfaces whose equilibrium contact angles range from 0°¢ = 35° to
0°1 = 150° using an axisymmetric, multiple-relaxation-time (MRT) LBE method. In their model, the effects of a solid surface
on fluids are represented by introducing an external force field at the wall nodes. The strength of the external force was
reported to be linearly proportional to the equilibrium static contact angle and tabulated for interpolation. When the contact
line moves, as in drop spreading and recoil, the dynamic contact angle reconstructed from the “Hoffman’s function” [17] and
capillary number [18-20] was imposed as an input parameter in order to interpolate the values in the tabulated external
force field. Both density and viscosity ratios were fixed at 10, which are significantly lower than most experimental
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conditions. Léopoldeés et al. [21], Dupuis et al. [22], and Kusumaatma et al. [23] investigated spreading of droplets on chem-
ically and topologically patterned substrates using the free energy approach [24,25].

A potentially important issue in the simulation of the contact line is the existence of the parasitic currents that become
stronger in magnitude as the relative importance of interfacial tension outweighs other effects. As the characteristic length of
the problem gets smaller, the interfacial tension starts to dominate over the volumetric forces, and the discretization error
associated with the formulation of the interfacial tension increases, producing stronger parasitic currents that may lead to
unphysical deformation of the contact line. Discretization of the interfacial forces at the fluid-solid interface is thus impor-
tant in the accurate modeling of the micron-scale drop impact phenomenon. Recently, we have proposed wall boundary con-
ditions for van der Waals fluids [26] based on the free energy approach [27]. Using the linear wall free energy, we showed
that when the intermolecular force is formulated in the potential form and discretized with the isotropic finite difference, the
parasitic currents in the region of the contact line of a static drop can be completely eliminated at equilibrium. In [26], how-
ever, no dynamic drops in contact with solid surfaces were studied and the liquid-vapor density ratio was fixed at 5 because
of the intrinsic limitation of the linear wall free energy.

In this paper, a formulation of the LBE method for incompressible binary fluids [28] is presented and wall boundary con-
ditions for both the particle distribution functions and the intermolecular forcing terms are proposed. The LBE method is
applied to investigate micron-scale water drop impact on dry surfaces with different wettability. Understanding of mi-
cron-scale drop impact on a partially wetting solid surface is of great importance in the manufacturing of flat displays by
ink jet printing and plastic electronics. Modeling micron-scale drop impact poses a challenge that originates from a relatively
large capillary effect in the drop recoil stage. The computation results are compared with the experimental results by Dong
et al. [29] for drop impact in the range of equilibrium contact angles 0°7, from 31° to 150° for a fixed density ratio of 842, and
a viscosity ratio of 51.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the Cahn-Hilliard model with advection is briefly reviewed and the
cubic wall boundary condition is discussed. In Section 3, a systematic procedure to derive the LBEs for advective Cahn-
Hilliard equation and for the pressure evolution and momentum equations is presented. Section 4 describes the dis-
cretizations of the LBE, spatial gradients, and boundary conditions. Validation of the present LBE method and the sim-
ulations of micron-scale drop impact on dry surfaces are presented in Section 5. Concluding remarks are given in
Section 6.

2. Cahn-Hilliard model
The continuity equation for the species i of binary fluids can be written as [28,30]:
%Jrv.p,-u,-:o, i=1,2, (1)

where p; and u; denote the local density and velocity of the species i, respectively. The mixture density, p = 32, i is also
conserved. For convenience, we choose the heavier fluid as the species 1. The local velocity u; is related to the volume aver-
aged velocity u, the constant bulk density value p;, and the volume diffusive flow rate j; of component i by

pidi = pi(u; —u). (2)
For the composition defined as C = p,/p,, Eq. (1) can be rewritten as

oC .

a—s—V(uC):—VJ]. (3)

If the diffusive flow rate is not related to the densities but to the local compositions of two components, we have j; = — j, =j,
which yields [31]:

V- u=0. (4)

The above condition is only approximately satisfied in the LBE method at low Mach number. The density may be taken as a
linear function of the composition:

p=Cp,+(1-C)p,. (5)

In the advective Cahn-Hilliard equation, the diffusive flow rate is assumed to be proportional to the gradient of the chemical
potential u [30]:

j=-Mvp, (6)

where M > 0 is the constant mobility.
It is assumed that the interactions between the liquid-gas interface and the solid surface are of short-range and appear in
a surface integral of the total free energy [8]. The total free energy then takes the following form:

‘Pb+l}’5:/v(EO(C)+§|VC|2>dV+/S <¢0—¢1C5+¢2C3—¢3Cf+~-->d5, (7)
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where the bulk energy is taken as Eg = fC*(C — 1)? with $ being a constant, « is the gradient parameter, C; is the composition
at a solid surface that generally differs from the bulk or equilibrium composition, and ¢; withi=0, 1, 2,... are constant coef-
ficients. The equilibrium profile is determined such that the energy is minimized and reads u = py — xk'V2C = const, in which
o = OEo[dC is the classical part of the chemical potential.

The plane interfacial profile at equilibrium is

C(z) = % +% tanh (2—;)7 (8)

where z is the coordinate normal to the plane interface and ¢ is the interface thickness. Given ¢ and $3, one can compute the
gradient parameter x = $¢2/8, and the interfacial tension between fluids:

1
o1 = /0 V2KEo(C)dC = Vé’cﬁ : 9)

The solution of Eq. (3) with Eq. (6) requires two boundary conditions. The boundary condition for V?u ensures no mass flux
due to the chemical potential gradient in the direction normal to the solid boundary:

n- v, =0, (10)

where n is the unit normal vector. The boundary condition for V2C can be established by minimizing the total free energy
subject to the specified wall free energy.

Neglecting the terms higher than second-order in ¥ and minimizing the total free energy ¥, + ¥ lead to the linear
boundary condition [13,15]:

__h
n- V(| = ot (11)
where
—¢1 = £/ 2KEo(Cs). (12)

Eq. (12) has four solutions, but there are only two stable solutions. If C represents the composition of the heavier fluid (fluid
1), the two stable solutions are expressed in terms of the dimensionless wetting potential Q; = ¢,/+/2Kp as

1+v/1+Q
Co= R 13)
which is the composition of the heavier fluid in contact with a solid surface at equilibrium, and
1-vV1-Q
Co=—rg—, (14)

which is the composition of the lighter fluid in contact with a solid surface at equilibrium. The equilibrium contact angle 6°¢
at the three-phase contact line is determined by considering Young’s law:

1+ )7 -1 —@)*?

eq
cos 0™ = 5

(15)

A detailed derivation of the linear boundary condition can be found in [13].

Notice that C;; < 0 on a non-wetting surface. Due to Eq. (5), a negative C; results in a very small or even negative value of
the equilibrium wall density, i.e., ps» <0 if G2 < (1 — p1/p2)~". This indicates that as the density ratio p,/p, increases, the
value of the equilibrium wall density rapidly tends to zero and may turn negative even on a weakly non-wetting surface,
triggering severe numerical instability. Yan and Zu [13] avoided negative density by postprocessing the computed density
to be clamped between the two bulk fluid densities. However, such modification could introduce discontinuous stress field
close to the contact line.

Negative equilibrium density on a non-wetting surface can fundamentally be avoided as the higher-order terms in ¥, are
retained. To construct a cubic boundary condition, we neglect the interactions between the solid and bulk fluids and only
take the interactions between the solid and fluid-fluid interface into consideration. This assumption leaves us the following
choice of parameters; ¢o=¢1 =0, ¢2=1/2¢. and ¢3 = 1/3¢p., where ¢, is a constant to be determined. At equilibrium, we
have two solutions, C;; =1 and C;; = 0, that satisfy:

be(Co— C2) = +/2KE(C,). (16)
Irrespective of a degree of non-wettability, the positivity of C;, is guaranteed at equilibrium and thus ps, remains in the

proximity of the bulk density p,, although small fluctuations around the equilibrium value are expected in transient
calculations.
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The interfacial tension between the solid and fluids 1 and 2 are respectively obtained as

1 1 1 2
va=o (3 -3¢ )+ [ vaicic=YEPo. (17)

1 1 "Cs2
O = P, <§c§2 - §c§=2> + /0 \/2KE,(C)dC = 0, (18)

for which the dimensionless wetting potential Q. = ¢./+/2k} is related to the equilibrium contact angle 6°¢ due to Young’s
law:

cos¢1 =729 _ (19)
021

This establishes the cubic boundary condition for V2C:
_ ¢c 2
n-v(|, _?(CS fcs>. (20)

Once Eq. (20) is imposed, p = po — kV>C is treated as a scalar. The derivation of the cubic boundary condition for van der
Waals fluids can be found in [32].

The composition C of bulk phase is allowed to slightly vary around 0 and 1 when the system is out of equilibrium. When
the density ratio is large, this slight change in C may still result in very small density in the lighter fluid. Here we introduce an
artificial free energy that acts as an obstacle to negative C:

B,C%, if C<O0,
EA(C) = 21
" {0, if C>o0 =

Fig. 1 shows the profiles of typical bulk free energy E, and artificial free energy E4, which is zero for C > 0 and increases more
rapidly than Eq for C < 0. The governing equation for the transport of C becomes:

Z—fw.vczmvz‘, (22)
where ft = p + 0E4/0C. Since E, is zero in the interfacial region and the heavier fluid, it does not affect the equilibrium state of
the phase interface and its effect on the interfacial dynamics is negligible.

3. Discrete Boltzmann equations

The discrete Boltzmann equation (DBE) for the transport of the mixture density and momentum of incompressible binary
fluids is given as follows [28,33-35]:
Df, d 1 1
o= (e Vb= () 4 gles—w BT, 23)
where f, is the particle distribution function, e, is the a-direction microscopic particle velocity, p is the mixture density, uis the
volume averaged velocity, c; is the speed of sound, / is the relaxation time, and f;? is the equilibrium distribution function:

.

Fig. 1. Profiles of typical bulk energy E, and artificial energy E,.
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e,-u (e,-u’ (u-u
eq o o _
Fi=t,p|1+ e + 2 20 (24)

with t, being the weight [36], and I, = I',(u) = f;?/p. The intermolecular force F comprises:
F=Vpc: - (Vp-CVp), (25)

where pc? is the ideal gas contribution to the pressure and p is the dynamic pressure that enforces the incompressibility. The
total pressure is a sum of the dynamic pressure p, the thermodynamic pressure Cuo — Ep, and the pressure due to the inclu-
sion of curvature —xCV>C +5 VC[*. In motionless flow, the contribution from p disappears, and the parasitic currents are
eliminated.

Eq. (23) is the DBE for the mass and momentum equations and is to be transformed into the DBE for the pressure evolution
and momentum equations. He et al. [4] first used the transformation to obtain the pressure evolution equation, although they
did not make a distinction between the dynamic and thermodynamic pressures. We define a new particle distribution
function:

g, =o€ + (p — pc2)I,(0), (26)
and a new equilibrium distribution function:
e,-u (e,-u’ (u-u
g1 =f37¢ + (p— pc2) I'4(0) = t, |p+ pc? ( “Cz + Ecg e )| (27)
Taking the total derivative D, = 0; + e,-V of the new variable g, gives [28]:
0 1
e e, Ve, =~ (g~ &) + (€~ W) [VpcA(I, — I,(0)) ~ VAL, (28)

where the dynamic pressure gradient is dropped because in the case of low Mach number (Ma = |u|/c;), the dynamic pressure
is assumed to be p ~ O(Ma?), and (e, — u)-Vp (I'y — I'y(0)) ~ O(Ma?).
Eq. (28) recovers the pressure evolution equation:

ap

- 2 . e

at+,0CsV u=0, (29)
and the momentum equation with the chemical potential gradient:

p(%l:+u-Vu> - prfCVquV{pCf/l- (Vu+ (Vu)T)], (30)

where pc? is identified as the dynamic viscosity #. Eq. (29) can be derived from the continuity equation. The dynamic pres-
sure is related to the density by dp/0p = c2, which leads to:

P
ot
where u-Vp ~ O(Ma®) and thus it is negligible [37].

The particle distribution function h, for the composition C is related to f, by h, = (C/p)fy and ki = (C/p)fy? [28]. Taking
the total derivative D, of the new variable h, gives:

+pc2V -u+u-Vp =0, (31)

oh, Ccl 1 (e, —u)-F
_ . — |- _ __ feq A
o Te Vi p{ )N(foc 29+ a sz:|
1 X D /C c
== (hy — 1) +fipy (5) o (e, —u) - [Vpc2 — (Vp+CV)| Ty (32)

fo of the second term on the right-hand side is approximated by f;? = pTI',, as it is assumed to approximate the intermolec-
ular forcing term in Eq. (23). Furthermore, due to V-u =0 and Eq. (22):

D (C\ _ (aC C (op e 21 Co
fait(;) ~ (awa-vc)rrE(aHx-w)r“ = [(e“ u)- VC+MV u}rx 5 (€~ )Vl (33)
Finally, Eq. (32) becomes:
aha 1 eq 2 5 C
EJre“'Vh“ :—E(h“—h1)+MV iy + (e, —u)- VC—W(VanCV,u) Ty (34)

The Chapman-Enskog expansion is considered to examine Eq. (34) in the long-wavelength and low-frequency limit. The
time derivative is expanded as 9, = K9y, + K*2, + - - -, the space derivative as V = KV, and the distribution function for the
composition as
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hy = h& + Kh\) + K*h?) + - .- (35)
with K being the Knudsen number [34]. The first-order Chapman-Enskog approximation of Eq. (34) is
ohZ A" 2. C
+e, Vihil = -2 + MViitl'y + (e —u) - [V1C — — (Vip + CV1 ) | Ty (36)
oto A pc?

N

The integral of Eq. (36) over velocity space leads to:

oC .

3 T Vi (u0) =MV, (37)
0

which is the advective Cahn-Hilliard equation Eq. (22) when V;-u = 0. The second-order Chapman-Enskog approximation of

Eq. (34) is

ony [0 h?
ot {ato“’“ v‘]h =T (38)

Substituting h;” from Eq. (36) into Eq. (38) and integrating Eq. (38) over velocity space gives:

ac
oty

which is because the original intermolecular forcing terms in Eq. (23) are retained in both Eqgs. (28) and (34).

4. Discretizations
4.1. Spatial gradients

The second-order central difference (CD) approximation of the directional derivative of a variable ¢ along characteristics
is obtained at a lattice site (x) from the values of ¢ at neighboring integer lattice sites:

1
ote, - VPl = 5 [$(X+e,00) — p(x — e,dt)), (40)
or based on the values of ¢ at half-integer (HI) lattice sites:
HI 1 1
ote, - V7P| = |9 x+§e15t —¢ x—ieiét . (41)

The second derivative of ¢ along characteristics is obtained by applying the directional derivative twice at half-integer lattice
sites:

(Otey - V)2 |y = Ote, - V" [&ea VDl s geir) — Otes - V”’¢>l<x,%mf>] = [¢(X + €,0t) — 2¢(X) + $(x — €,01)]. (42)

For discretization of the directional derivative of ¢ at (x — e,dt), the biased difference (BD) approximation in the direction
of backward characteristics is derived by Taylor-series expanding VP¢ around the point (x) using the central differences up
to second-order in dt e,;:

Stey - VP b e, = Ot€y - VL[ — (3te, - V)] [ O(X + €,0t) + 4p(X) — 3p(X — e,0t)]. (43)
When used in conjunction with the central difference at (x), the biased difference approximation at (x — e, ét) requires the
same compact grid support of (x + e,5t,X,X — e,ot). Although Eq. (43) is not conservative at (X — e,dt), it is conservative at (x),
and therefore globally conservative.

Derivatives other than the directional derivatives can be obtained by taking moments of the directional derivatives with
appropriate weights to ensure isotropy.

vBDd)‘

czét ZtieOt (bte, VBD>¢| . (44)

VPl 25t Zr e, (5te, VCD></)|

V20l 2&2 > tu(otey - V)2l

o#0
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The second-order mixed difference (MD) approximation is an average of the central and biased differences:

ote, - V"l = % [ote, - V™ + ote, - Vo] " (45)

MD _Trog o))
Vg =5 VP9 + V9]

4.2. Lattice Boltzmann equations

The LBE for Eq. (28) at (x,t) is obtained by applying the trapezoidal rule along characteristics over time step dt:

- 8. — & 8. — & ot
g,(X,t) =g, (x —e,dt,t —ot) — — + (e, —u)
* * ! 2T iy eyotein) 2T gy 2 !
St
VP ek (I, — I,(0)) — chDurd] e T (e, —u)- [VCD pCc2(I'y — T, (0)) — CVPur, o’ (46)

where the nondimensional relaxation time 7 = /5t is related to the kinematic viscosity by v = tc25t. Eq. (46) is recast in a
simpler form:

seq

_ _ 1 _
8u(X,t) = 8u(X — €y, t — Jt) — m (gm -2 )

(X—ey5t,t—3t)

+ot(e, —u)- [VMDpCf(Fa —I,(0)) - cv’V’Dura] o (47)
(x—eydt,t—ot)
where g, and g&! are the modified particle and equilibrium distribution functions, respectively, which are defined as
_ 1 ot
81 =8+ 5= (8, &) — S (€ —w) - [VPpcA(I, — I(0)) - CVPu), (48)
_ ot
= g5 — 5 (€ —w) - [VPpcH(Iy = [4(0)) = CVPul. (49)
The LBE for Eq. (34) at (x, t) is derived similarly to Eq. (46):
hy — R hy — ! ot ot
hy(X, t) = hy (X — e,0t, t — 5t) — 2—% -2 L TMVAAr, +5MV2ar,
x5 ( 2T |y eyoteon 2Ty 2 a xegoteot) 2 K (X.t—t)
ot BD C BD BD
+= (e —u)-{v C——(V7p+CV r
2 pc? ( M)] * (X—ex5t,t—ot)
ot D C D (D
+5 (e~ [v C—p—c§<v p+CV u)]r& » (50)

Notice that MV [l ¢ is approximated by MV? [l 4| x s in order to avoid implicitness in C. This approximation still re-
mains accurate to second-order. The modified distribution functions h, and h! are defined as

- 1 eqy Ol o C (o o

hm,hﬁﬂ(m—h“)—?(ea—u).[v c—p—cg<v p+CV u)]m, (51)
Beq:heq_ﬁ(e —u)- VCDC—£<VCDP+CVCDM> r (52)
o o 2 o pCSz o

The LBE for Eq. (50) then becomes:

_ _ 1 - - ot ot
hy(X,t) = hy (X — e,8t, t — 6t) — ——— (hy, — h% +=MV2ur +=MV2Qr,
! * ! T+ 1/2 ( * ” ) (X—eydt,t—at) 2 'u ! (x—eydt,t—at) 2 'u (x,t—ot)
o MD C MD MD
+ot(e, —u) - | VMPC - Z(V p+CV u) r, (53)
4% (X—ex5t,t—5t)

We choose 7 = 1/2 in the above equation, because the recovered Cahn-Hilliard equation is not affected by the choice of ©
as shown in Egs. (36) and (38). The composition, dynamic pressure, and momentum can be computed by taking the zeroth
and first moments of the modified particle distribution functions:
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C=3"h, (54)
o
1 _ ot
pu = sz Zexgzx - jCVCD:uv (55)
s o
_ ot
p:Zgﬁju.vCDpcg (56)
o
The dimensionless relaxation time is taken as an inverse function of the composition:
1_c,1=¢ (57)
T T T2

which implies that the collision frequency is linearly proportional to C.
4.3. Boundary conditions

Unknown particle distribution functions at the wall nodes are obtained from the bounce-back scheme, in which the out-
going particle distribution function f, reflects back at the wall boundary and continues streaming as if the reflected particle
distribution function f; is a continuation of f,, in the opposite direction as illustrated in Fig. 2(a). Here, e; - n > 0 and e,;n <0
and at the wall boundary node (X;), f(Xs) = f.(Xs), which is followed by immediate relaxation toward the equilibrium state
with the density and velocity at the solid surface [26]. As is illustrated in Fig. 2(b), the bounce-back scheme can alternatively
be interpreted as the particle distribution function f; traveling continuously from the solid nodes, if the unknown profile of f;
in the solid nodes is taken as the mirror image of f, in the fluid nodes. This alternative interpretation is not used to compute
the particle distribution functions in the present study, but could be useful when the finite difference approximation of the
directional derivative is required.

In Fig. 3(a) a certain profile of a macroscopic variable ¢ is assumed in the fluid domain. Evaluation of the first and second
derivatives of ¢ at the boundary node (X;) and neighboring nodes (x; — e,dt) typically requires information at (X, + e,4 t) and/
or (X + 2e,4t). Note that Egs. (10) and (20) are the boundary conditions for V?x and V2C, and valid only at equilibrium, and
thus should not be imposed for the terms unrelated to the free energy. A one-sided difference may be considered, but it may
introduce unphysical mass and momentum fluxes across the wall boundary. Since the macroscopic variables, such as Cand p,
are calculated from the zeroth moment of the particle distribution functions, the profile of ¢ in the solid is assumed to take
the mirror image of ¢ in the fluid as the particle distribution functions do. As shown in Fig. 3(b), when the points (x; + e,dt)
and (x; + 2e,dt) are located outside the computational domain while (x; — e,6t) and (Xs — 2e,4t) are not, any unknown var-
iable ¢ outside the fluid domain is approximated by

B(Xs + €,0t) = (Xs — e,0t), (58)
d(Xs + 2€,0t) = Pp(Xs — 2€,0t).

Eq. (58) imposes no flux condition, e,-V ¢|s = 0, and prevents unphysical mass and momentum transfer through the boundary
nodes.

(a) Profile of particle distribution function in fluid

I <
T )
fu(x)
T A |
—© X¢-2€,0t T X,-€,0t ?xs X, te,ot S xs+2e“6tD_
Fluid Solid

(b) Profile of particle distribution function in solid

PuLE e

! | 1

N x2e,0t T X.-€,0t ?xs X, te,ot \T X, H2e5t T

1

Fig. 2. A schematic illustration of the bounce-back scheme: (a) f is an outgoing particle distribution function from the fluid nodes (denoted by circles),
which is reflected back at a wall boundary node x; to become f;. (b) Alternatively, f; travels continuously from the imaginary solid nodes (denoted by
rectangles), if the profile of f; in the solid nodes is taken as the mirror image of f, in the fluid nodes.
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(a) Profile of a macroscopic variable in fluid

& <> tH
X.-2e,ot X-e,0t %, X, te,ot X, +2e,0t
Fluid Solid

(b) Profile of a macroscopic variable in solid

)
\
J—\

—D &
X.-2e,0t Xs-e,0t X; X.te, ot 'T' x5+2e“8t“rf

Fig. 3. Profile of an unknown macroscopic variable in the solid taken as a mirror image in the fluid.

The directional derivatives, Egs. (41) and (43), in the outgoing direction e, are then:
ste, - VL[, =0,

) = % [—d(Xs — 2€,0t) + 4 (Xs — e,0t) — 3p(Xs)],

ote, - V|,
oty VP bl e, = % [4¢(Xs) — 4(X; — €,0t)].
The directional derivatives in the incoming direction e; are:
otes - V|, =0,
otes - VPl = % [—p(Xs + 2€55t) + 4 (X; + €,5t) — 3P(X;)].

Likewise, the second derivative, Eq. (42), becomes:

c 2
(otes - V) 9l = —126(%) — 20(x; - e;0)].
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Fig. 4. The equilibrium contact angle 6°? vs. dimensionless wetting potential 2.
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Fig. 5. Velocity fields around a drop on a surface with 6% = 60°. Vectors are magnified by (a) 3 x 10° at t/t, = 0.1 and (b) 1 x 10'* at t/t, = 150. Three contour
levels represent C=0.1, 0.5, and 0.9.
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Fig. 6. Time evolution of the maximum kinetic energy per unit volume with different values of 6° at & = 5, Rgo- = 25, p; = 1.0, and p, = 1.188 x 107>, Time is
normalized to the viscous time scale of the liquid phase t; = p, ViR /0. T and o are fixed at 0.2 and 1 x 104, respectively.

The directional derivatives in the incoming direction e; can be found in the same manner. Derivatives other than the direc-
tional derivatives can be obtained by taking moments of the directional derivatives.
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5. Numerical test
5.1. Equilibrium drop on homogeneous surfaces

A two dimensional liquid drop on a solid surface with equilibrium contact angles ranging from 15° to 165° is generated at
the bottom center of a 200 x 100 computational domain for a D2Q9 lattice [36]. The initial area of the drop with different

(a) 6°=31°(at T= 5us)

15

y/D,

0.0 :

(b) ©°9107° (at T=5us)

1.5

y/D,

0.0 :

Fig. 7. Cross-sectional images of a 48.8 um size water drop impacting on dry surfaces of (a) 0¢q = 31° and (b) 0.q = 107° at 5 ps. The liquid-gas interface is
represented by a contour level C=0.5.
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Fig. 8. Time sequence of 48.8 pm size water drop impact on a dry surface of 0. =31°. We =12.8 and Re = 241.
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contact angles is kept constant such that its radius on a neutrally wetting surface is Rgo- = 25 in lattice unit. We fix p; = 1.0,
and p, = 0.1, in which case the interface tension is o =1 x 10~ The interface thickness, relaxation time, and mobility are
&=5,7=0.5 and M = 0.02/p, respectively. Fig. 4 shows the equilibrium contact angle 6°? as a function of the dimensionless
wetting potential 2 for the cubic boundary condition. The equilibrium contact angle is calculated from the measured height
and base diameter of a drop on a solid surface at equilibrium. It is assumed that the system reaches equilibrium when the
maximum Kinetic energy per unit volume drops to zero and the parasitic currents completely disappear. The LBE simulations
are compared with the analytic solution, Eq. (19), and the variation of the simulated contact angle from theory is less than 1°
for 6°7 < 150°. The LBE results start to deviate from Eq. (19) for 6°¢ > 150°, which is attributed to the fact that since the area of
the drop is fixed in all simulations, the radius of the drop is smaller for non-wetting surfaces and the grid resolution to rep-
resent a drop deteriorates as a result.

Fig. 5(a) is a velocity vector field magnified by 3 x 10° at dimensionless time t/t; = 0.1, where t; = p, ViR /0 is the vis-
cous time of the liquid phase (fluid 1). Fig. 5(a) clearly indicates the presence of organized eddies around the phase interface

O O o
Ous lus 2us
o O o
3us dus Sus
Tus e 10ps e 15us o
NN
20us 6 25us 30us
@ O .o
40us 50us 60us

Fig. 9. Time sequence of 48.8 um size water drop impact on a dry surface of 0.q = 107°. We = 12.8 and Re = 241.

Ops lps 2us

Fig. 10. Time sequence of 50.5 pm size water drop impact on a dry surface of 0, =31°. We =103 and Re = 685.
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and contact line. This is due to the imbalance between the dynamic pressure gradient and the chemical potential gradient,
which has not reached the equilibrium state yet. At t/t; = 150, the organized eddies disappear and the parasitic currents are
eliminated to round-off as shown in Fig. 5(b). Unlike the LBE simulation with the linear boundary condition [26], enrichment
(or depletion) of the liquid phase in contact with a solid surface is not observed, because the cubic boundary condition takes
only the interactions between the liquid-gas phase interface and the solid into account.

Time evolution of the maximum kinetic energy per unit volume with different contact angles is shown in Fig. 6, where the
time is normalized to t;. In the simulations, p; = 1.0 and p, = 1.188 x 1073 are used. The interface tension, interface thick-

Q0 a -~
A A
v @

20us 25us 30us

40pus 50ps 60us

Fig. 11. Time sequence of 50.5 pm size water drop impact on a dry surface of 0., = 107°. We = 103 and Re = 685.

QO a
> > e
e S
.0 0 o

Fig. 12. Same as Fig. 11 but with the linear relaxation time from Eq. (62).



8058 T. Lee, L. Liu/Journal of Computational Physics 229 (2010) 8045-8063

ness, relaxation time, and mobility are 6 =1 x 1074, ¢ =5, 1=0.2, and M = 0.02/8, respectively. Although some irregularities
in the convergence history are apparent, overall convergence rates for different 6°? are similar, except for 6°¢ = 30°. As noted
in [26], the liquid-gas interface at small 0°¢ is too close to the solid surface making it difficult for the liquid at the solid sur-
face to reach the elevated equilibrium density due to inclusion of curvature. Moreover, the presence of the dynamic pressure
p in Eq. (28) affects the balance in the chemical potential gradient. Since the role of p is to enforce the incompressibility, it is
not to be recast or absorbed into the chemical potential through thermodynamic identity. There is a possibility that the dy-
namic pressure gradient may not be balanced by the interfacial tension when the system is away from the equilibrium state.
However, as the free energy is minimized through Cahn-Hilliard diffusion, the dynamic pressure gradient is gradually
decoupled from the chemical potential gradient, and at equilibrium, the dynamic pressure gradient becomes zero every-
where, eliminating the parasitic currents. Finally, the fixed interfacial tension at ¢ =1 x 10~ for different radii of curvature
changes the pressure difference across the drop interface. As M increases, faster convergence toward the equilibrium state is
achieved [28].

5.2. Drop impact on dry surfaces

In this section, we consider micron-scale water drop impact on dry surfaces. Understanding of the drop impaction process
requires knowledge about the fluid flow within the drop and the surrounding gas, and about the movement of the dynamic
contact line [38]. Immediately after the impact, the cross-section of the drop resembles a truncated sphere, but as the liquid
continues to move radially, a nearly flat layer or blob is formed. The entire spreading stage lasts O(10) ps and the drop begins

(a) Relaxation time
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Fig. 13. Profiles of (a) relaxation time 7 and (b) dynamic viscosity # computed by Egs. (57) and (62).
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to retract due to interfacial tension afterwards [29]. The extent and speed of retraction depend on the impact velocity and the
wettability of the solid substrate. The liquid-substrate interaction at the contact line becomes increasingly important toward
the end of drop spreading when inertial forces become small [39]. In general, retraction is weaker as the contact angle
decreases.

A three dimensional water droplet is generated at the corner of a 100 x 100 x 100 computational domain for a D3Q27
lattice [36]. The boundaries are all symmetric except at the solid surface, where the wall boundary condition developed
in the previous section is imposed. The interface thickness and initial drop radius are ¢ =5 and Rq = 25, respectively. Com-
putations are performed at two contact angles of 31° and 107°. The impaction process is primarily described by two inde-
pendent dimensionless numbers in addition to the contact angle, namely the Weber number (We), and Ohnesorge number
(Oh) or Reynolds number (Re). These dimensionless numbers are defined as follows:

Oh=—""_ or Re= _We7
v/P10Dg Oh
where Uy is the drop impact speed, Dy is the diameter of the spherical drop prior to impact, #; is the liquid viscosity. Follow-

ing [29], we consider Oh ~ 0.015, and two Weber numbers of 13 and 103 for a fixed density ratio of 842 (i.e., p; = 1.0 and
p2=1.188 x 1073), and a viscosity ratio of 51. The coefficient for E, is fi4 = 0.25.

3.0

25 Eq.(63)
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3.0
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Fig. 14. Variation of the spreading ratio D* and dimensionless drop height H* with time at Do = 48.8 um and We = 12.8: (a) 6°7=31°; (b) 0°7 = 107°.
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The effect of the mobility is examined for three different Peclet numbers defined as Pe = (UOK%)/(M[)’%). In Fig. 7, the snap-
shots of a water drop impacting on solid substrates with 6°¢ = 31° and 6°? = 107° are shown at 5 ps after impact. The liquid-
gas interface is represented by a contour level C=0.5. The size of a real drop is Do =48.8 um and the impact speed is
Up = 4.36 m/s, which corresponds to We = 12.8 and Re = 241. In lattice unit, the impact velocity is Up ge = 0.02. As Pe de-
creases, the contact line tends to spread faster because the total energy is minimized through stronger bulk diffusion. This
tendency is more pronounced on a wetting surface (Fig. 7(a)), as the stronger bulk diffusion tries to eliminate the inflection
point in the liquid-gas interface close to the contact line. In the following simulations, Pe is fixed at 10.

Sequential images of the same water drop impact on a solid substrate with 6°/ = 31° are shown in Fig. 8. As shown in the
figure, the initial impact phase is followed by a rapid radial flow where the layer or blob of fluid is formed near the contact
line. The contact line lags behind the blob, but after the blob reaches its maximum diameter at around 7 ps, the contact line
starts to catch up with the blob and expands slowly outward. Notice that the drop oscillates in the vertical direction between
10 and 20 ps before it reaches its equilibrium shape.

Fig. 9 shows sequential images of the same drop impact on a solid substrate with 0°/ = 107°. Unlike impaction on the low-
contact angle surface, fluid is accumulated at the leading edge of the blob as the drop spreads and it starts pulling back after
the drop reaches its maximum diameter. As the kinetic energy of the drop is converted into surface energy, the drop retracts
under the influence of interfacial tension. The drop reaches its maximum spreading before 10 ps. Compared with the
0°9 = 31° case, the shape and height at the center undergo significant changes as the drop retracts. The drop continues to rise
to its maximum height at around 30 s, pauses and spreads again toward the equilibrium shape.
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I R R R e mpm i g A &
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Fig. 15. Variation of spreading ratio D* and dimensionless drop height H* with time at Do = 50.5 pm and We = 103: (a) 07 = 31°; (b) 0° = 107°.
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Sequences of drop impact at higher We are presented in Figs. 10 and 11. The size of a real drop is Dy = 50.5 pm and the
impact speed is Up = 12.2 m/s, in which case We = 103 and Re = 685. In lattice unit, the impact velocity is now Ug gg = 0.04. As
the relative magnitude of kinetic and surface energies is We, the drop spreads faster for higher We and the layer or blob be-
comes thinner when compared at equal diameter. In addition, the varied surface energy of the substrate indicated by the
contact angle has an insignificant influence on the layer thickness, while during spreading, the layer thickness increases.
In both cases, the maximum area wetted by the drop is larger than that on a smaller contact angle surface. Also noticeable
is that in the first stage of impact, the upper part of the droplet remains undisturbed, which illustrates that for high-speed
impacts, the time scale for spreading Ro/Uy becomes considerably smaller than the time scale for deformation of the drop by
p1R/a [38].

On the surface with 0°¢ = 31°, shown in Fig. 10, the drop retracts very slowly until it reaches the equilibrium shape after
maximum spreading. The height of the drop also increases during recoil. Compared with the low impact velocity case, the
diameter is larger at a given time with a higher We. With 0°/ = 107°, shown in Fig. 11, the accumulation of fluid at the leading
edge of the blob as the drop spreads is clearly visible and the blob has a larger radius than the contact line during the entire
process of spreading, even after maximum spreading is reached. The blob becomes thicker as the drop begins to retract.
Eventually, the drop almost rebounds, but fails to lift off from the solid surface. In the experiment by [29], a partial rebound
was reported.

If dimensionless relaxation time is determined by a linear function of the composition [6]:

interfacial tension

T=Ct1 + (1 -0)1y, (62)

rather than Eq. (57), the drop exhibits slower spreading and retraction as shown in Fig. 12. Both the maximum spreading and
height after retraction are noticeably reduced. Unlike the drop in Fig. 11 that almost rebounds, the drop in Fig. 12 does not
show any sign of rebound and a significant portion of the liquid is always in contact with the solid substrate. The retardation
of interface motion is caused by the non-monotonic variation of dynamic viscosity # calculated from Eq. (62). Fig. 13 com-
pares the profiles of the relaxation time 7 and the kinetic viscosity # across the planar interface. t in Eq. (62) is symmetric
around z = 0 while 7 in Eq. (57) is shifted toward the gas phase, both of which share monotonic variation across the interface.
However, 1 obtained from Eq. (62) shows a peak in the interface region with a magnitude several times larger than the bulk
viscosities.

Time evolution of the dimensionless diameter or spreading ratio D* = D/Dy and dimensionless height H* = H/Dg is shown
in Figs. 14 and 15 for We = 12.8 and We = 103, respectively. In measuring the diameter of a spreading drop, the diameter of
the blob is chosen as D when the drop spreads and the diameter of the wetted area is chosen as D when the drop retracts, as
illustrated in Fig. 16. During the spreading stage, the diameter of the blob is usually larger than the diameter of the wetted.
As recoil begins, the blob disappears.

The agreement of the LBE simulations with experiment [29] is good, particularly at the early times up to <5 ps for both the
We =12.8 and We = 103 cases. In Fig. 14(a) the experimental results show that the drop reaches an equilibrium state soon
after 10 ps, while the LBE result predicts a continued variation of D* and H* up to 25 ps. The difference in the final values of
D* between the experiment and simulation is noticeable. D* at equilibrium with a given contact angle can be found when
volume conservation and a spherical cap is assumed [38]:
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Fig. 16. Definition of the spreading factor D*: (a) when the drop spreads, the blob diameter is used; (b) when it recoils, the diameter of the wetted area is

used.
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1/3

D — 8 , (63)

tan (7) (3 - (%))

which is plotted with a horizontal dotted line in Figs. 14 and 15. It is speculated that the contact line of the real drop is slo-
wed down during retraction and pinned before it achieves the equilibrium contact angle. For the 0°? = 107° case in Fig. 14(b),
both the experiment and the LBE simulation converge to the expected spreading ratio given in Eq. (63) after the drop under-
goes some oscillations during retraction.

The influence of We emerges in the later stages of spreading, probably because viscous or interfacial tension effects be-
come important later with a larger We. As a result, the final radius becomes larger with a larger We as shown in Fig. 15. It is
also observed that the final spreading ratios are different for small and large contact angles, which confirms that the inter-
facial tension becomes important in the later stages of drop impact.

6. Concluding remarks

In this study, wall boundary conditions of the LBE method for incompressible binary fluids are proposed and described in
detail for the particle distribution function and the forcing terms. They are derived based on the minimization of the free
energy subject to polynomial wall free energy and the bounce-back rule. The LBE method is capable of eliminating the par-
asitic currents to machine accuracy in the presence of a wall boundary. The proposed boundary conditions are capable of
reproducing the theoretical values of the contact angles for moderate equilibrium contact angles, but become less accurate
for very high contact angles. The LBE method is applied to investigate micron-scale drop (approximately 50 pm in diameter)
impact dynamics on solid surfaces with two equilibrium contact angles 6°? = 31° and 107°. The numerical results are com-
pared with the experimental results and they are in good agreement, particularly at early times after impact. Contact line
pinning in the experiment and the finite interface thickness effect in the LBE simulation could contribute to the small dis-
crepancies found in the comparison.
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