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Abstract

We study the evolution of the mass of evaporating single microdroplets of sodium do-
decyl sulphate (SDS) / diethylene glycol (DEG) mixture. First, we recognise and deconvolute
the influence of residual water evaporation [Kolwas et al. Soft Matter 2019;15:1825], which
accelerates the composite droplet evaporation, a simple exponential decay of the evaporating
droplet surface change rate. This enables us to study the influence of SDS concentration on
the composite droplet evaporation. Next, we establish a simple relationship between the aver-
age SDS concentration and the droplet evaporation rate to enable the study of the evolution of
SDS concentration at the droplet surface. The oscillatory nature of surface SDS concentration
indicates cyclic changes in the surface monolayer associated with the cyclic creation of vesi-
cles (micelles) at the surface. The model we developed, allows determination of SDS critical
micelles concentration (CMC) in DEG as 60+2 mM.

1. Introduction

The physical, surface-thermodynamic properties of surfactants have been the subject of re-
search for a long time since surfactants have been used in a variety of applications — from
everyday to purely scientific, e.g. in biochemistry, biotechnology and medicine (see e.g. [1],
[2], [3], [4], [5], [6], etc.). Sodium dodecyl sulphate (SDS), which we used in this study, is a
particularly widely used representative.

Specific properties of surfactants are associated with their ability to form a surface layer con-
sisting of monomers — Langmuir film. The monomer concentration increases with the (aver-
age) concentration of surfactant in the volume of the mixture, up to the monolayer saturation
[7] at so called Critical Micelles Concentration (CMC). Further increase of the average sur-
factant concentration leads to the increase of micelles concentration (e.g. [8], [9], [10]).
Therefore, for concentrations higher than CMC, an SDS-containing mixture resembles a col-
loidal suspension rather than solution. The surfactant (SDS) concentration in the surface
monolayer stays saturated and constant, if only the surface area stays constant — the surface is
not compressed.

As liquids in nature and in technology are very often encountered in the form of droplets they
should be investigated in such form as well. With the decrease of droplet size, the ratio be-
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tween its surface area and its volume grows. It makes surface phenomena essential for small
droplets — the thermodynamics of micro- and nanodroplets is strongly influenced by surface
phenomena [11].

During evaporation of solvent/dispersion medium from a droplet containing a surfactant, the
surfactant surface monolayer is compressed due to shrinking of surface area. At low surfac-
tant concentration it behaves just as the Langmuir monolayer [5]. Above the CMC, the satu-
rated monolayer must fold/buckle or break, undergoing the transition from a 2D to a 3D struc-
ture [12], [13]. The state of the surface layer [14] should influence the evaporation. Therefore,
in principle, it should be possible to investigate the state of the surface layer by following the
evaporation rate of the droplet and we report such investigations in this paper. Our method
augments in this respect other methods reported in literature. Usually it is only possible to
follow the changes of the average concentration of components in a composite droplet, either
by measuring the evaporation rate [15], [16] or by measuring the changes of the refractive
index [17], [18]. Rainbow refractometry [19] can also provide information on the average
refractive index profile in the droplet and from that infer the average composition pro-
file, however, it is extremely sensitive to any droplet non-sphericity [20]. Brewster Angle
Microscopy (BAM) [14] — a technique eagerly used for investigation of surface-active com-
pounds — can hardly be applied to levitating microdroplets, while Small Angle Neutron Scat-
tering (SANS) has been applied only to microfluidic droplets so far [21].

We present an experimental study of the evolution of the surface and its structure of a free
microdroplet of SDS/diethylene glycol/water solution, driven by the evaporation of solvents.
We investigated single droplets with well-defined initial concentration of SDS mixture with
DEG, levitating in an electrodynamic trap.

The surface area evolution was obtained from measurement of the droplet mass with electro-
static weighting, calibrated with the Mie Scattering Look-up Table Method (MSLTM, see
[22] for details). We also analysed optical morphology/structure dependent resonances
(MDRs) manifesting in the intensity of the scattered light, which we observed around the
right angle. It allowed us to examine the evolution of the microdroplet surface smooth-
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Fig. 2. Evaporation rate —da/dt (expressed as —2aa) of the investigated droplets obtained from the
measured droplet mass evolution. The pure DEG evaporation rate is indicated as the dashed black
line. Initial values of the SDS concentration and the initial radii are shown in the legend. The color
coding of the curves/experimental runs introduced here is kept throughout the text.

little with this issue. However, we avoided storing and processing of the SDS solution for
long, since it has a known tendency to age and undergo internal (phase) changes [24]. Having
all this in mind, in the presented experiments we did not strive to make as dry SDS solutions
as possible, but rather accounted for the contamination with water in post-processing (see
Section 3.1).

Single, charged microdroplets of solution were introduced into the 3D electrodynamic trap
with a droplet-on-demand injector (see Fig. 1 and [25]). The initial radius of a microdroplet
was controllable to a certain extent with the injection driving pulse parameters (amplitude,
shape, length and timing). Electrodynamic trapping is an established technique of levitating a
charged particle/droplet with a combination of AC and DC electric fields [22]. The vertical
(along the axis of the trap) position of a droplet was stabilized at the trap centre with the DC
voltage dependent on the observed position of the droplet. Following the changes of this volt-
age enabled measuring the evolution of the droplet mass-to-charge ratio and finally finding
the evolution of the microdroplet radius a(t). The accuracy of electrostatic weighting is lim-
ited mainly by the discretization of the droplet position reading (with the CCD sensor) and is
estimated at ~1 %. Finding the evaporation rate —2aa(t) requires however calculating the a
derivative numerically. This introduces significant noise with central frequency associated
with the camera frame rate — 30 fps in the presented case. Since the studied phenomena are
much slower, it is legitimate to smooth out the high frequency noise. Since we did not observe
any losses of the droplet charge, the radius was simply calibrated at the beginning of the evo-



lution with MSLTM - radius of a nearly homogeneous droplet was independently measured
by analysing the scattered light intensity pattern with the help of Mie theory. Since SDS does
not evaporate, it is possible, with the binary liquid evaporation model at hand [16] to find an
exact radius value. The task was facilitated by the observation that the density of the solution
can be assumed constant, as far as the density of DEG is 1.12 g/cm?, of SDS is 1.01 g/cm®,
and of water is 1 g/cm®.

The MDRs were observed in the intensity of scattered light integrated over the field of view
(FoV; 16° angle around the right angle in the scattering plain, £7° elevation). Such integration
increased the signal to noise ratio and enabled analysing the fine details of scattering resonant
features.

We studied microdroplets of SDS/DEG solutions with 4 initial SDS concentrations csps = 20,
40, 50 and 100 mM. The initial droplet radius ap ranged from ~6 pm to ~17 um, as exempli-
fied in Fig 2.
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Fig. 3. Evolution of the FoV-integrated intensity of the scattered light for a droplet with a;= 9.8 um
and csps = 20 mM (black line). A distinct regular pattern associated with the MDRs of a homogene-
ous droplet (see magnification in the upper right panel) transforms at t = 282 s into an irregular se-
quence of spikes (magnified in the lower right panel). Cyan line represents the evolution of a* evalu-
ated from the droplet weighting. Red line represents the mean intensity of the scattered light and can
be perceived as a measure of the optical cross-section or square of “optical radius”.

3. Discussion of the experimental data

Seven examples of microdroplet evaporation dynamics are shown in Fig. 2 in the form of

temporal evolution of the radius-square change rate, proportional to the rate of change of the

droplet surface —2aa(t). The color coding of the curves/experimental runs introduced here is

kept throughout the text. Three distinct regions of evolution can be identified:

Q) a slow decrease of evaporation rate — due to the evaporation of residual water;
(i) a much steeper decrease followed by;



(iii)  a nearly constant evaporation rate near zero, when the remnants of DEG evaporate
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Fig. 4. The final part of the temporal evolution of the FoV-integrated scattered light intensity (blue
solid line) and radius (black solid line, red and black circles) of a droplet with the initial SDS con-
centration of 50 mM and the initial radius of 15.77 um. The MDR structure is devastated at ~515 s,
and revived at ~535 s. After ~575 s MDRs again become irregular and finally disappear. The “op-
tical radius”, measured with the intervals between the MDR maxima is represented with red circles
and radius obtained with electrostatic weighting is represented with black solid line with black
circles.

and the droplets transform into solid SDS micro-objects.

Additionally, for the droplet evolutions labelled with the light green and blue lines, an “explo-
sion” of evaporation rate occurs at ~500 s and ~600 s respectively. This suggests fracturing of
a non-elastic surface layer and spillage of the liquid from below onto the rough surface, which
dramatically increases the evaporation rate. For the other droplets, the evaporation rate evolu-
tions are only slightly modulated. This modulation is the subject of our investigation, as we
know from our earlier studies (e.g. [26]) that it may convey information about the surface
structure of the composite droplets.

Generally, the FoV-integrated scattered light intensity temporal patterns correspond to two
main states of droplet surface. The first pattern is associated with scattering on a droplet with
smooth surface and corresponds to a manifold of MDRs of a spherical resonator — homogene-
ous droplet (e.g. [27], [28]). At a certain point a rapid pattern transformation occurs. The sec-
ond pattern can be associated with scattering on a rough (solid) surface, which has a devastat-
ing influence upon the mode structure. An example evolution of the FoV-integrated intensity
of the scattered light on the droplet (ag = 9.8 um, csps = 20 mM) is shown in Fig. 3. Cyan line,
representing the evolution of a2 evaluated from the droplet weighting (mass evolution), illus-
trates that the mean intensity of the scattered light is a nearly linear function of the surface (or



cross-section) area (compare the “radius-square law” [29]). It is worth noticing (in the lower
right panel of Fig. 3) that the moment when the evaporation slows down is retarded by a few
seconds in respect to the moment when the irregularities in the scattering intensity begin —
though the surface roughness develops, the evaporation is not impeded at first. Only a few
seconds later it slows down — SDS is sealing the surface. The mean intensity of the scattered
light (red line), which can be perceived as a measure of the optical cross-section (square of
“optical radius”), is slightly increasing after the evaporation slow-down in contrast to slowly
decreasing a® evaluated from the droplet weighting. This seems to indicate the increase of the
droplet surface area due to the interface corrugation.

An exceptional behaviour — a revival of MDRs — was spotted for a bigger droplet with ay =
15.77 pm and initial SDS concentration Csps = 50 mM (Figs. 2 and 4). The devastation of the
MDRs at t = 515 s is for some reason followed at t = 535 s by their revival. It might be ex-
pected that the developing surface roughness is reversed — the droplet surface is re-smoothing
— until t = 575 s. Then the final drying begins and MDRs are destroyed altogether. The re-
smoothing at t = 535 s seems not to be connected with bursting of surface shell of SDS, such
as at t = 600 s, but rather with the shell reconfiguration towards higher symmetry. It can also
be noticed that the “optical radius”, measured with intervals between the MDR maxima (red
squares in Fig. 4), decreases slower than the radius obtained from the droplet weighting (black
line with black circles). This seems to suggest the creation of large SDS structures (“rough-
ness”’) on the droplet surface.

3.1. Influence of water on drying droplet of colloidal suspension.

The evaporation of SDS/DEG solution/colloidal suspension is controlled mainly by growing
concentration of SDS. However, at the beginning, it may be also influenced by the pres-
ence/evaporation of contaminating water, since DEG is highly hygroscopic. In order to study
just the evaporation of SDS/DEG solution/suspension, we should recognize and eliminate the
influence of water first. The observed phenomenon may be viewed as distillation at mi-
croscale — though both components evaporate simultaneously and mutually influence their
evaporation, the more volatile component (water) leaves first and we just see the end of this
process. Since the water/DEG mixture is not azeotropic and the nitrogen atmosphere was
nearly perfectly dry, the final content of water in the droplet was negligible.

In our previous work [16] we studied evaporation of free droplets of binary liquid mixtures
(hygroscopic liquids in particular) under diverse conditions and we have found exact analyti-
cal solutions for the evolution of droplet evaporation rate. Using these solutions in full is ra-
ther inconvenient, but the implications of these should enable us to easily circumvent the ef-
fects of contamination with water. The cases discussed in this work can be qualified as evapo-
ration of water-contaminated liquid in dry atmosphere. Such evaporation is (initially) faster
than for the pure liquid (DEG in this case, as can be seen in Fig. 2). At this stage of evolution
the surface change rate (evaporation rate) follows a single-exponential decay (compare Egns.
26 and 27 in [16]) converging to the evaporation rate of pure DEG:

%S = 8maa = —Aexp (— E) + (%S)DEG )



where A and 7 (water content dwell time) are constant for each droplet. They depend however
on initial droplet size and composition.

Further on, Eqgn. 27 from [16], describing evaporation of a droplet of a binary mixture in an
atmosphere void of vapours (dry), can in the limit of infinitesimally low volatility of one of
the components, also be applied to SDS/DEG solution. Thus, the temporal evolution of
SDS/DEG solution droplet surface change rate can be described with a sigmoid (logistic)
function.

In consequence, to deconvolute the influence of contaminating water we fitted the experi-
mental data with a sigmoid function combined with the initial exponential decay. Then the
exponential decay is subtracted from the experimentally measured surface change rates.

This procedure is illustrated in Fig. 5 for two droplets: (i) a droplet with the smallest initial
SDS concentration — 20 mM and a small initial radius ap = 9.9 um and (ii) a droplet with the
biggest initial SDS concentration — 100 mM and the largest initial radius ap= 16.54 um.
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Fig.5. Top-left panel: examples of droplet surface change rate evolution — open black and red cir-
cles corresponding to droplets with initial SDS concentration of 20 and 100 mM respectively
(most data points omitted for clearer visualization). Fitted sigmoid functions with the initial expo-
nential decay are shown in green. The evolution of the surface change rate after subtraction of the
influence of contaminating water and normalization is shown respectively in black and red solid
lines. Bottom-left panel: the characteristic exponential decay times associated with water evapora-
tion (water dwell times) versus the initial droplet radius for different initial SDS concentrations:
red and olive — 100 mM, blue and magenta — 50 mM, green — 40 mM, black and grey — 20 mM.
Black solid line — fitted exponential growth function. Right panel: examples of the evolution of
droplet surface change rate, corresponding to Fig. 2, after subtraction of the influence of contami-
natina water and normalization



It should be pointed out (Fig. 5 bottom-left panel) that water content dwell time z visibly de-
pends on the initial droplet radius, while its dependence on the initial SDS concentration is
negligible. This is in agreement with the prediction of Eqn. 27 from [16] and the results
shown in Fig. 5 from [16], and can be identified as the influence of non-stationary water-in-
DEG diffusion (compare also [30], [31], [32]).

3.2. Evolution of surface layer

After deconvoluting the influence of contaminating water evaporation, the details of the evo-
lution of SDS/DEG solution/suspension droplets can be accessed more conveniently.

In an atmosphere void of vapour (vapour density far from the droplet p,, = 0) the composite
droplet evaporation rate is proportional to the density of vapour near (at) the droplet surface

Pa [33]:

aa(t) = — > p, )
L
where, in our case, the densities p,, and p, pertain to DEG vapour and Dpgg is the diffusion
constant of DEG in air, while p_ pertains to liquid (mixture) density. It should be noted here
that in case of a SDS/DEG mixture, the density is fairly independent of (changing) composi-
tion: pL = psps = Poec = const.

The density of DEG vapour near the composite droplet surface must be expressed in terms of
the saturated vapour density ps: and the composition of the droplet (surface). Since SDS/DEG
mixture has a very complex polymorphic structure, exhibiting characteristics of both suspen-
sion and solution, we adapted the relation (6-33) from [33], being a modification of the Koh-
ler equation

1= —D Psat —-K Vsbs
aa DEG - exp( _1—Vst) ) (3)
where vsps is the SDS volume fraction. Thus, Eqn. 3 describes in an intuitive manner how the
ratio of the SDS fraction vgpg and the DEG fraction (vpgg = 1 — vgps) at/below the interface
controls the DEG vapour pressure above the interface. Let’s remark that in the case of
SDS/DEG mixture volume fraction is equal to the mass fraction.

In case of a colloidal suspension consisting of a mixture of monomers and micelles such as
SDS/DEG mixture, it is very difficult to predict the factor K theoretically. In Appendix A, we
propose a derivation of Eqn. 3 with a prediction of K for somewhat idealized conditions given
in Appendix B. On the other hand, K is easy to find from the experimental data (Figs. 6 and
B1).

Rather unexpectedly (see discussion in Appendix B), the experimental data for SDS/DEG
mixture droplets could be reproduced — barring the modulations, which will be discussed in
the following sections — with an evaporation rate calculated for K = 1 (Fig. 6). In order to
study this result further, we have checked several different mixtures. However, our experi-
mental data are still too sparse to assess how general these findings are (Fig. B1).



As it has been pointed out, the surface layer controls the evaporation rate and the SDS surface
structure plays an important role. At this stage of analysis, we propose a general scenario,
which we shall develop in the following sections.
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Fig. 6. The comparison of the calculated evaporation rate for K = 1 (solid orange lines) with the ex-
perimental results for SDS/DEG droplets. Left panel: the smallest droplet (ap = 9.8 um) with the
smallest initial SDS concentration (20 mM — black) and the biggest droplet (ap = 16.54 pm) with the
highest initial SDS concentration (100 mM — red). Right panel: evaporation rates of a small (ag=8.53
um — magenta) and a big (ap = 15.77 um — blue) droplet with initial SDS concentration of 50 mM.
The rates were normalized to their initial values (at t = 0).

Using Eqn. 3 it is possible to determine the SDS volume fraction at the surface from the drop-
let radius evolution:

In aa(t)

_ aa(t=0)
Vsps = PENTIGH (4)
N att=0)

In a system at equilibrium, for SDS fraction higher than the critical micelles concentration
(CMC), the surface is considered to be covered with a monolayer of monomers with saturated
concentration. However, as mentioned above, the evaporating composite droplet is not in
equilibrium and various dynamic phenomena take place in the surface layer causing variations
of vsps. This we investigate in the next sections.

3.3. Fine details of evaporation rate and surface fractions

Looking closely at the details of evolution of the evaporation rate allows to follow the chang-
es of the surface SDS fraction and helps to understand the behaviour of the surface of micro-
droplets.

The evolution of the surface SDS concentration generally follows the mean concentration in
the volume (Fig. 7). However, its oscillatory character is very significant.

Oscillations are particularly well visible in the excess of the surface SDS volume fraction over
its mean volume value Avgpgs = vgps — Vsps, Where



—_— Vsps
Vorg = —305 5
SDS Vsps+Vpeg ' ( )

and Vsps and Vpeg are the (total) volumes of SDS and DEG in the droplet (compare e.g.
[34][35]).

The behaviour of the volume fraction excess Avgpg can be compared to a pendulum, where
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Fig. 7. Examples of SDS volume fraction evolution. Smooth curves (red and blue) — mean SDS

volume fraction in the droplet volume vgpg = 277, described with Eqn. 6. Other curves — surface

vsps. Left panel — evolutions for different initial SDS concentration and initial radius: blue — 50

mM, 15.77 um; green — 40 mM, 14.10 um; magenta — 50 mM, 8.53 pum. Right panel: red — 100

mM, 16.54 um; olive — 100 mM, 6.88um. Inset: visualization of stepwise evolution in logarithmic

scale.
the potential energy is transformed into the kinetic energy of motion and vice versa. Here the
potential energy is associated with the compression (and warping) of the surface layer of SDS
in the force field of the Laplace pressure. When the surface layer collapses, the energy is
transformed into the kinetic energy of fluid flow (outflow and evaporation of DEG), resulting
in consecutive compression and warping of the surface layer, and so on. The character of os-
cillations depends on the initial droplet radius and SDS concentration (volume fraction) (Fig.
7). To compare the fine details of evolution of droplets with different initial radii having the
same (or very similar) initial density, we express the droplet radius by the SDS mean fraction
Vsps- Since vgps changes by several orders of magnitude during the droplet drying, it is con-
venient to express it with an exponent n, where (—n) counts the instances of SDS vgpg dou-
bling:

@=2_n,orn=—%. (6)

Thus, increasing the natural number n by 1 corresponds to halving SDS concentration, i.e. n =
0 for pure SDS, n = 1 for equal volumes of DEG and SDS Vpgg = Vsps, etc.
The damping of oscillations seems to increase with the increase of the droplet initial radius.
This can be observed for the droplets with comparable initial SDS mole fraction (40 and 50
mM), but different initial radii (Fig. 7, left panel).



Let us remark that the oscillations of Avgpg (SDS excess) for smallest droplets (initial radius
of 6.88 um and 8.53 um) presented in Fig. 8 have constant amplitude and vgpg does not
change its sign.

For larger droplets the oscillations exhibit strong damping with parts of the evolution showing
negative Avgps. This can be interpreted as a growth of evaporating liquid (DEG) fraction in
the surface layer. It seems that in this case the consecutive collapses of the surface layer are
caused by fracturing of the “crystalized” SDS forms on the surface. This leads to acceleration
of DEG evaporation due to its outflow via the capillary effect [36]. The extreme case of the
phenomenon can be spotted as an “explosion” on the blue (ag=15.77 pm, csps = 50 mM) and
the green (ag=14.10 um, csps = 40 mM) curve.
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Fig. 8. Evolution of the SDS volume fraction excess Avgpg as the function of droplet radius (left
panel) and of n — doubling of concentration (right panel). In the left figure, the zero levels were
shifted by: —0.3 (olive; ay= 6.88 pm, Csps = 100 mM), 0.3 (green; a;= 14.10 um, Csps = 40 mM),
0.6 (blue; ag= 15.77 um, csps = 50 mM) and 0.9 (red; ap= 16.54 pum, csps = 100 mM) to increase
visibility. The black solid lines in the right figure are fits visualizing the (damped) oscillations. The
red dashed lines visualize the dumping of oscillations, modelled with the exponential decay
exp(—n/y), where y= 0, 0.63+0.02 and 0.4+0.007 for magenta, green and blue curves respective-
ly. The (damped) oscillation frequencies are 6.67+0.02, 7.38+0.05 and 4.04+0.02 respectively.

“Crystallization” and fracturing of the surface layer manifests for larger droplets having rather
higher curvature radius. This effect diminishes with the (initial) concentrations of SDS, so



that for the droplets with initial concentration of 100 mM it is not visible. It seems to suggest
that in that case “crystallization” occurs throughout the droplet volume, which prevents col-
lapsing of the surface layer.

4. Multiple Critical Concentrations (MCC)

In order to explain oscillations of the surface SDS volume fraction, like those seen in Fig. 8,
we propose the following scenario.

For SDS concentration smaller than CMC (practically outside the scope of our experiment)
the surface film of SDS monomers behaves as a Langmuir monolayer compressed due to the
droplet evaporation — shrinking of the droplet surface. At CMC, the surface monomer
concentration saturates and further evolution of the surface film due to the droplet evaporation
is possible only in radial direction. The surface film must buckle-in and form bulges evolving
into vesicles, when the surface area continues to shrink [37], [38], [39]. In a way, the process
of formation of vesicles at the surface by buckling can be perceived as a nucleation due to the
supersaturation of the surface SDS concentration. The process of (heterogeneous) nucleation
should be initiated by nuclei of condensation.

It can be imagined, and is hinted by the experimental results discussed below, that the existing
vesicles (micelles) serve as these condensation nuclei. If each vesicle initiates the formation
of another, the number of vesicles should double whenever a new generation of vesicles
arises.

The bucklings start to transform into the vesicles at maxima of surface volume fraction
excess. Then vesicles are submerged by the surface tension and finally they are dispersed in
the droplet volume. The surface returns to equilibrium with the volume, which corresponds to
the surface covered with saturated SDS monolayer as it is at CMC. Since the number of
vesicles doubled due to the nucleation at the surface, the equilibrium between monomers and
vesicles in the volume is reached for doubled monomer density, as approximatelly half of the
SDS mass is in the form of monomers and half in the form of vesicles/micelles [40].

Therefore the consecutive point of equilibrium should occur (approximatly) for the doubled
SDS fraction. This is true only if the mean vesicle/micelle composition (size) stays
(approximately) constant for growing SDS concentration [41], [42].

Further droplet evaporation causes the repetition of the process of buckling and production of
new generations of vesicles. Since not all the vesicles can participate in this process, a
reproducibilty parameter o must be introduced. If all vesicles are serving as condensation
nuclei, a = 1.

After the k-th cycle, the SDS concentration at equlibrium n(k) is 2™ times higher than the
concentration at CMC:

nk) _ 2a(k—1)
n(CMC) ’

This can be expressed in terms of SDS volume fraction:



Dsps (k) -

OO — Za(k 1) (7)
The experimental values of points of equilibrium vgpg(k), corresponding to the right-top
panel of Fig. 8, are shown in the left panel of Fig. 9. Although the surface-volume SDS
concentration equilibria can be slightly shifted in respect to natural-numbered values of n, still
fitting of these points enables determination of the critical micelles concentration. Or to be
more precise — a manifold of critical micelles concentrations. The fit of Eqn. 7, shown in the
left panel of Fig. 9, yields vgpg(CMC) = 0.0172 £+ 0.0021 and the efficiency of vesicles
reproduction is a = 0.83+0.05. Therefore, the CMC for SDS in DEG is 60+2 mM.

Obviously, the dependence vgpg = 27" has a straightforward relation to k — the number of the
cycle of surface-volume SDS concentration equilibrium, or zero of surface SDS fraction
excess Avgps. The relation between the parameters k and n (doubling/halving of SDS
concentration) is shown in the right panel of Fig. 9.
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Fig. 9. Left panel: black circles — the experimental values of points of surface-volume SDS
concentration equilibrium vgpg(k), corresponding to the right-top panel of Fig. 8; red solid line —
fit of Eq. (7). Right panel: the relation between the parameters k and n (doubling/halving of SDS
concentration). Linear fit shown in red line.

It should be stressed, that at these critical points consecutive generations of new micelles are
created at the surface. The other critical concentrations (CC), encountered for larger droplets,
are related to points of the collapse of (“crystalised”) surface layers, i.e. maxima of SDS
surface concentration. These CC can be understood as defining surface pressure needed to
elicit layer collapse.

5. Conclusions
In this paper, we studied evaporation of single microdroplets of mixtures of SDS /DEG.

First, we investigated the evaporation rate of microdroplets, proportional to the rate of change
of the surface area. Observed evaporation rates did not follow so-called “a-square law” nei-
ther for very small nor for high, approaching dense and dry SDS, initial SDS concentration.



The investigation of small density region made it possible to conclude that the observed evo-
lution of rates is influenced by the evaporation of residual water. The process was approxi-
mately described with exponential decay of evaporation rate, with experimentally determined
decay rate (1/7) being dependent on droplet radius rather than density.

Recognition of the influence of water enables further study of the evolution of droplet.

At this stage we obtained an interesting approximation, making possible to extract the surface
volume fraction of SDS and its evolution from the evaporation rate. Our results indicate that
the evaporation rate of DEG/SDS mixture is controlled just by the exponent of the ratio of

fractions of the components at the surface exp (—K :S—DS) It seems important to stress that the
DEG

coefficient K was found equal to 1 not only for DEG/SDS mixtures but also for several other
colloidal suspensions and mixtures that we studied.

The knowledge of the coefficient K and the influence of water enabled the study of the sur-
face SDS density.

In our experimental results, we identified two modes of the SDS surface density evolution
dependent on the initial droplet radius and composition (best seen in Fig. 7). First, with the
growth of the initial droplet radius, a fairly smooth evolution exhibiting slow oscillations
transforms into evolution with quick and complex oscillations. For the largest droplet (15 pum)
and the highest initial density, the droplet evolution exhibits only slight oscillations.

We suggest that the slow oscillations of the fairly smooth evolution are connected with the
surface SDS (mono)layer compression, leading to the successive monolayer collapses (nucle-
ation of vesicles) and doubling of the number of vesicles in the droplet. Such an interpretation
made it possible to determine the multiple CMC densities and the CMC value. As a by-
product, we found the vesicle reproduction coefficient a.

The evolution of larger droplets, with its rapid changes of surface density, suggests the pres-
ence of crystalline forms at the surface, which enables an increase of the evaporation rate
when these forms are fractured. A rapid increase of the evaporation ensues then due to the
capillary phenomena arising in the fractures of the surface layer.

Appendix A

In case of a droplet of a mixture, p, must account for the droplet composition. When the drop-
let is large enough (> ~100 nm) and the mixture is ideal — as we assumed in [16] — the vapour
density of i-th component over the droplet surface is described by Raoult's law

Pai = Paati Xiy (A1)

where psei and x; are the ith component saturated vapour density and mole fraction respec-
tively. However, when we allow that mixture is non-ideal, we must introduce an activity coef-
ficient » into the Raoult’s law:

Pai = Psat,i XiJi- (A.2)



Then the Gibbs-Duhem equation can be applied. In case of SDS/DEG mixture it takes the
form:

Ngpsd (In(XSDSJ/SDS )) =—Npgsd (In (XDEG 7 bEG )) (A.3)

We assume that y»ps = const and notice that for the most part of the droplet evolution

Nsps/Npeg = Xsps. Obviously, when xsps—0, Xpecoes = 1. Then, after integration of (A.3) we
obtain:

Xpee ! pec = EXP (_ XSDS) (A.4)

and in consequence

Poat exp(—xsps) (A5)
PL

aa = _DDEG

It must be underlined that xsps corresponds to the (local) mole fraction in the region where
evaporation takes place, i.e. at/near the droplet surface.

Appendix B — Approximate SDS radial distribution

As it has been mentioned above, during

;Z LT the evaporation the droplet s not in equi-

06 ] librium and, as long as there are no mecha-

0a] nisms of mixing between the volume and

0] the surface, e.g. due to a capillary flow

00 [43], [44] or convection [45], there is a
2 1 2 3 4 5 s radial distribution of SDS in the droplet
g L0} grmargm A ammn At and the concentration of SDS at the surface
D o8- / can be significantly higher than its mean
£ 06 concentration. It seems reasonable to as-
S o4l | sume [46], [16]] that the radial profile of
S 021 / the distribution is constant, while its local
:'fg’o.o-—. e Value changes along with the average SDS
@ o ? * ° ’ 10““ . * concentration in the droplet: xgps « Xsps.

: e RAREGPONTNGN

0.81 ~ Then, the surface value of the mole frac-

06 / tion can be expressed as

04 ~ 17DEG 3

o.z-‘/ xsps = K s caer (B.1)
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Lo A4S 20 as 3003540 where a., is the radius of a final dry object
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Fig. B1. The comparison of the calculated evapo-  ihe molar volume of the i-th component
ration rate for K = 1 (solid orange line) with the = .
and K is a constant.

experimental results for suspensions of different
nanospheres in DEG. Top panel: Ag, 10 nm di- |t can be rightly assumed that the increase

ameter; middle panel: Au, 250 nm diameter; ot SpS concentration near the surface —
bottom panel: SiO,, 450 nm diameter.



both SDS monomers and micelles — is driven mostly by the moving surface of an evaporating
droplet. The effect of this driving force can be visualised as the radial pressure gradient caus-
ing a certain buoyancy pushing objects with higher molar volume (rather than density, e.g.
micelles, due to the non-gravitational nature of the force) towards the centre of the droplet. It
might be expected that due to the effect of this force the total volumes within the near-surface
layers, occupied by components with different molar volumes, will be equal:

SDS
(S‘NDEGV%EG = SNSDSVWIL) ) (BZ)

where oN; is the number of molecules (moles) of a component i in the layer. This means that

VT]Y)LEG
Xsps X 7,555 (B.3)

which suggests that indeed we can assume (compare Figs. 6 and B1)

=K=1 (B.4)
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