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Flow structure near three phase contact line (TPCL) of evaporating liquids plays a significant role in liquid wetting
and dewetting, liquid film evaporation and boiling, etc. Despite the wide focus it receives, the interacting mechanisms
therein remain elusive and in specific cases, controversial. Here, we reveal the profile of internal flow and elucidate
the dominating mechanisms near TPCL of evaporating droplets, using mathematical modelling, microPIV, and infrared
thermography. We indicate that for less volatile liquids such as butanol, the flow pattern is dominated by capillary flow.
With increasing liquid volatility, e.g., alcohol, the effect of evaporation cooling, under conditions, induces interfacial
temperature gradient with cold droplet apex and warm edge. The temperature gradient leads to Marangoni flow that
competes with outwarding capillary flow, resulting in the reversal of interfacial flow and the formation of a stagnation
point near TPCL. The spatiotemporal variations of capillary velocity and Marangoni velocity are further quantified by
mathematically decomposing the tangential velocity of interfacial flow. The conclusions can serve as a theoretical base
for explaining deposition patterns from colloidal suspensions, and can be utilized as a benchmark in analyzing more
complex liquid systems.

The intersection between liquid, solid and vapor phases,
i.e., three phase contact line (TPCL), exists whenever a finite
volume of liquid gets contact with a solid surface1–3. The
dynamics and phase change near TPCL indicate great im-
portance in many industrial processes. Specifically, in phase
change thermal management, the liquid microlayer that forms
in nucleate boiling exhibits concentrated high heat flux4–6.
An efficient liquid supply to this region is critical for pre-
venting dry-out and avoiding thermal degradation. In inkjet
printing and quantum dot fabrication, the flow state inside
drying droplets greatly affects the way of particle/crystal
assembly7–9. Especially, the flow state near TPCL decides
the dynamics of contact line and the pathway of particle
distribution10.

Studies on flow pattern inside evaporating droplets have
received wide focus so far11–15. For the basic case of pure
liquid droplets, the internal flow changes with the wetting
state16,17, the strength of evaporation mass flux18, and the in-
duced interfacial stresses19,20. In the past decades, continu-
ous research efforts have been paid to quantify the evaporation
fluxes and droplet motion, with theoretical analysis21–23, nu-
merical modeling22,24, and experimental measurements24,25.
However, in comparison to the in-depth understanding of
evaporation kinetics, far less is known on the details of flow
patterns near droplet contact line26, where concentrated in-
teractions take place between evaporation mass flux, capillary
stress, and thermal Marangoni stress (natural consequence due
to evaporation cooling)27; these effects considerably compli-
cate the flow dynamics, and may lead to instabilities in that
region28,29.

In this research, we visualize the flow pattern near TPCL
of evaporating droplets with microparticle image velocime-
try (microPIV). The governing mechanisms are further eval-
uated through detailed mathematical modelling based on the
lubrication theory. In microPIV experiments, we utilize fluo-
rescent micro tracers (fluorescent polymer microspheres: ex-
citation/emission 468/508 nm, diameter 1.0 µm) to map the
flow field inside deposited droplets of 0.5 ± 0.002 µL (see
experimental methodology in Supplemental Material). The
droplet, sitting on transparent slide glass, is irradiated by a
green laser sheet (468nm) and focused with 20x lens from the
bottom. In order to account for the effect of volatility, we
utilized 1-Butanol and 2-Propanol (IPA) as the test liquids,
which have similar surface tensions (σButanol = 24.57 N/m,
σIPA = 23.0 N/m), latent heats (LButanol = 584 kJ/kg, LIPA =
663 kJ/kg ), and dynamic viscosities (µButanol = 2.573 mPa ·s,
µIPA = 2.012 mPa · s), but different saturation vapor pressures
(psat,Butanol = 580 Pa, psat,IPA = 4420 Pa). Results indicate
that the droplet experiences a fast spreading stage right af-
ter its contact with the slide glass, i.e., the inertia regime
(R ∝ t1/4 ∼ t1/2)30–32 (Regime I). The flow state near TPCL
in this stage is hard to trace due to the rapid motion of con-
tact line and the narrow field of focus with 20x lens. As the
droplet reaches a maximal radius, the contact line pins onto
the slide glass and the flow pattern inside the droplet gets sta-
ble (Regime II). At the final stage when the droplet becomes
very thin, a ’rush hour’ in the flow field takes place - flow
velocity increases dramatically- until the droplet fully dries
out (Regime III)33. In this research, we focus on Regime II
with steady flow state and characterize the flow structure near

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

09
95

0v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
fl

u-
dy

n]
  1

8 
Ja

n 
20

24

mailto:zhenying.wang@aero.kyushu-u.ac.jp


2

TPCL by tracking the trajectory of the fluorescent particles.
Shown in Fig. 1, the tracer particles, in the case of butanol

droplets, move continuously towards the contact line along the
droplet bottom - most of these particles move all the way to-
ward TPCL (marked as yellow arrows), with a few of them
move slightly backward but finally return back to TPCL (cir-
cled with dashed box) - an indicative of weak instability in the
azimuthal direction at the contact line as reported in previous
studies34. The overall particle behaviors lead to the formation
of so-called ’coffee ring’ patterns as the droplet fully dries
out, as marked with red frame in Fig. 1(a). But in the case of
IPA, the tracer particles universally change their direction at a
position around 20 ∼ 30µm from the TPCL as demonstrated
by dot arrows in Fig. 1(b). The significant difference in the
flow pattern by solely changing the liquid volatility drives us
to further explore the interaction between phase change and
fluid dynamics therein, in a quantitative way.

FIG. 1. Trajectory of tracing particles reveals the flow field near
TPCL of evaporating drops. (a) An overall outwarding flow is ob-
served along the bottom of a butanol droplet - small disturbances
exist while the particles ultimately move towards and get deposited
near TPCL. (b) Flow near the bottom of an IPA droplet changes its
direction at a position ∼ 20µm from the TPCL, eliminating the cof-
fee ring effect with more particles deposited in the central region.

Specifically, we formulate a mathematical model for the
problem of droplet evaporation on a thermally conductive sub-
strate based on the lubrication theory35,36. The lubrication
approximation is valid for droplets with contact angles typi-
cally less than 40°, which is the case of this work in complete
wetting and partial wetting scenarios using organic solvents
on glass or metal substrates. The model takes account of the
continuity, momentum and energy transport equations in the
liquid phase, and heat conduction in the solid phase. At the
liquid-gas interface, we derive the expression of interfacial
mass flux by combining the Hertz-Knudsen equation37,38, the
chemical potential difference between liquid and gas39, and
the ideal gas assumption. Other boundary equations include
the jump energy balance, the stress balance and the kinematic
boundary condition at the liquid-gas interface, as well as the
continuity of heat flux and no-slip boundary condition at the
liquid-solid interface. The force singularity that may arise
from moving contact line and no-slip assumption is eliminated
by assuming an ultrathin liquid film/precursor film existing at
the solid surface in front of the TPCL40,41. See numerical
methodology in Supplemental Materials.

As demonstrated by the side view of flow fields inside evap-
orating droplets at the steady stage (Fig. 2), the flow pattern

in the case of low volatility butanol is dominated by an out-
warding capillary flow (Fig. 2 (a)). In comparison, flow inside
a high volatility IPA droplet forms a convection vortex (Fig. 2
(b)). Taking a close view on the contact line region of the IPA
droplet (Fig. 2(c)), we can find a stagnation point with zero
velocity that forms at the liquid-gas interface where the flow
direction diverges. The position of the stagnation point locates
at a dimensionless distance of ∼0.05 from TPCL with dimen-
sionless contact radius ∼1.4 as in Fig. 2(c). This corresponds
to a distance of ∼ 35 µm from TPCL with droplet contact ra-
dius ∼ 1 mm , indicating quantitative correspondence with the
microPIV results as shown in Fig. 1 (bottom view) where the
position is found to be 20 ∼ 30µm from the TPCL for IPA
droplets with ∼ 1 mm contact radius.

FIG. 2. Simulation results of the temperature and velocity fields in-
side evaporating droplets on highly conductive substrates, e.g. cop-
per. (a) Butanol droplets show small temperature gradient and out-
warding capillary flow; (b) IPA droplets indicate apparant temper-
ature gradient due to evaporation cooling, and a convection vortex
forms inside the droplet; (c) A close view to the contact line region
reveals the formation of a stagnation point where the flow direction
diverges.

There have been discussions on the formation mechanisms
of the stagnation point over the years. Recent studies42–44

have suggested that the temperature distribution at the droplet
surface changes direction at different conditions, which re-
sults in the change of surface tension gradient and therefore
the reversal of interfacial flow. In the work by Xu and Luo42,
they calculated the temperature distribution at the liquid-air
interface based on a static assumption with fixed droplet ge-
ometry and ignoring the convection by fluid flow inside the
droplet. A maximum point in the interfacial temperature is
found at a position ∼ 10µm close to the TPCL. In the work of
Ristenpart et al.43, similarly, they considered a quasi-steady
thermal transport process, and applied the Laplace’s equation
∆T = 0 to derive the temperature field inside the droplet as
the Peclet number (Pe, indicating the relative magnitudes of
convective and conductive heat transfer) is small. The tem-
perature gradient at the droplet surface, even though mono-
tonic, is predicted to change with the ratio of liquid to solid
thermal conductivity, and therefore the direction of interfacial
flow changes. In subsequent studies44, a criterion for flow re-
versal is proposed for droplets on substrates with finite thick-
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ness, where the flow reversal is attributed to the change of
temperature gradient at the droplet surface.

However, according to available experimental results with
infrared thermography in previous studies45,46 as well as in
some other numerical work24 including ours, the tempera-
ture gradient along the droplet surface (ignoring hydrother-
mal instability) is typically found to be monotonic with a cold
droplet apex and a hot edge, including the cases that were pre-
dicted as in opposite direction based on the theory of Xu and
Luo44, and Ristenpart et al.43, e.g. methanol and ethanol on
PDMS, or water on glass of thickness 1 mm.

To address this inconsistency, we further checked the math-
ematical formulation and derivations in those studies that
stand for the point of view that the change in temperature
gradient leads to flow reversal inside an evaporating droplet.
We find that, firstly, the mathematical modeling by Xu et
al.44 and Ristenpart et al.43 mainly considered the thermal
transport process with fixed droplet geometry, i.e., the en-
ergy equation and thermal boundary conditions with inter-
facial phase change. The lack of momentum equation re-
sults in the ’lack’ of influence from bulk flow in their nu-
merical/theoretical results, i.e., the capillary flow driven by
Laplace pressure and the preferential evaporation at the con-
tact line. Therefore, solely the Marangoni stress that arises
from temperature gradient is accounted to explain the flow
pattern inside the droplet.

Secondly, in their formulation of interfacial mass flux, the
expression derived in the work of Deegan et al.11 is utilized,
which is basically derived from the analogy of vapor diffusion
to an electrostatic field, expressed as J(r) ∝ (R− r)−λ , λ =
(π−2θ)/(2π−2θ), where J is the interfacial mass flux along
radius r-axis, R is the contact radius, θ is the contact angle.
The expression is reliable for isothermal state when the evap-
oration mass flux is small, while the error can be large when
the droplet becomes highly volatile and the effect of evapora-
tion cooling becomes non-negligible. For example, the devi-
ation in evaporation rate can reach ∼ 30% with and without
taking account of the evaporation cooling effect for an Ace-
tone droplet with 1mm contact radius and 40◦ contact angle on
PTFE substrate24. By further taking account of the reduction
of saturation vapor pressure due to evaporation cooling, Dunn
et al.24 provided a better fitting to the evaporation flux. With
modified expression of interfacial mass flux, the temperature
distribution along the droplet surface is predicted as warmest
near the contact line and coolest at the center of the droplet
in all situations they considered, which corresponds with our
model with Hertz-Knudsen type derivation of evaporation flux
taking account of the surface curvature, the liquid-gas temper-
ature difference, and the reduction in saturation vapor pressure
due to evaporation cooling (mass flux shown in Fig. 4(b)).

Thirdly, the thermal properties of liquids and solids are
usually coupled (see representative examples in Supplemen-
tary Materials). For example, high surface tension arises
from strong interactions between liquid molecules, which also
makes the liquid less volatile. Substrates with low thermal
conductivity usually have low surface energy, leading to large
contact angles, e.g., polymer materials - this makes the inter-
facial mass flux near TPCL less divergent, and thus less ap-

parent effect of evaporation cooling therein. Based on our ex-
perimental results with infrared camera as well as in available
literature45–47, commonly-utilized liquids represented by bu-
tanol, water, and IPA, on solid substrates, e.g., copper, glass,
PDMS, exhibit positive temperature gradient in radial direc-
tion, that is, warm edge and cold apex, as shown in Fig. 3.

FIG. 3. Temperature field (top view) of evaporating droplets (water,
butanol, IPA) on solid substrates (1mm PDMS, 1.1mm slide glass,
1mm copper) revealed by infrared thermography. Temperatures (◦C)
at representative locations are marked in red.

In the experiments by IR imaging (Fig. 3), water droplets
have contact angle of 30± 5◦ on glass, and 90± 5◦ on cop-
per (with oxide layer) and PDMS. Butanol and IPA exhibit
highly wetting states with small contact angles, 5 ∼ 10◦,
on glass, copper and PDMS. The experimental data of bu-
tanol and IPA provides comparable information on the effect
of substrate conductivity and liquid volatility. Results show
that both butanol and IPA exhibit large gradient of interfa-
cial temperature on copper substrates and smaller on glass
and PDMS. This is because on highly conductive substrates,
the thermal resistance in the liquid phase becomes dominant
in thermal transport, and therefore the temperature difference
between droplet apex and edge becomes eminent. Addition-
ally, on copper substrates, the temperature gradient in the case
of IPA droplet is larger than that of butanol droplets due to
stronger evaporation cooling effect (Psat,IPA,20◦C = 4420 Pa,
Psat,Butanol,20◦C = 580 Pa). On less conductive PDMS sub-
strates, the evaporation cooling effect weakens, but still the
center part of the droplet has visibly lower interfacial temper-
ature than the edge part. These experimental findings corre-
spond with our numerical predictions on the effect of substrate
conductivity36.

Then the question comes that, if the temperature gradient at
the liquid-air interface is positive with cold droplet apex and
warm contact line in all cases that are investigated, then what
causes the observed flow reversal and the formation of stagna-
tion point at the droplet surface? This leads us to take a further
look at the mathematical derivations, especially the expression
of interfacial flow velocity, as well as its decomposition.
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In our mathematical model, the dimensionless form of sur-
face velocity, uS, derived from the momentum equation, is ex-
pressed as, uS =− h2

2µ

∂ p
∂ r −

h
µ

∂TS
∂ r , where h is the position of the

liquid-air interface, µ is the dynamic viscosity of the liquid,
p is the liquid side pressure, and TS is the interfacial temper-
ature. This can be further separated into a) capillary velocity,
uCa =− h2

2µ

∂ p
∂ r , where the height and shape of the liquid-gas in-

terface (the latter affects the pressure gradient, ∂ p
∂ r ) play a deci-

sive role, and b) Marangoni velocity, uMa =− h
µ

∂TS
∂ r , where the

gradient of interfacial temperature, ∂TS
∂ r , is the decisive factor.

Taking a further view at the liquid side pressure, p, the expres-
sion is derived as p = − ε2σ

Ma (
1
r

∂

∂ r (r
∂h
∂ r )+

1
r2

∂ 2h
∂θ 2 )− A

h3 , where
ε = H0

R0
is the initial aspect ratio of the droplet, σ is the sur-

face tension, Ma is the Marangoni number, demonstrating the
strength of Marangoni flow, and A is the Hamaker constant,
indicating the strength of van der Waals interaction. Here the
van der Waals force, A

h3 , only becomes significant in the pre-
cursor film region when the thickness of liquid film is down to
the nanometer (nm) scale, and is negligible at the macroscopic
and transitional regions with mm to µm scale film thickness.
The term ( 1

r
∂

∂ r (r
∂h
∂ r )+

1
r2

∂ 2h
∂θ 2 ) in the expression of p indicates

the surface curvature, i.e., geometry of the liquid-air interface.
Due to the existence of interfacial tension σ , the surface cur-
vature generates Laplace pressure, and therefore out-warding
capillary flow, which tends to flatten the droplet. The gradient
of interfacial temperature, ∂TS

∂ r , as analyzed before, is posi-
tive in the r-direction, which generate inward flow along the
liquid-air interface (from contact line to droplet center), oppo-
site to the direction of capillary flow.

With changing droplet geometry (e.g., spreading, receding)
(Fig. 4(a)) and spatiotemporally varying mass flux (Fig. 4(b)),
the relative strength of capillary flow and Marangoni flow
changes with time. At the initial stage after a droplet is de-
posited onto a solid surface, the capillary effect dominates
and induces internal flow directing from the droplet apex to
the edge (shown by the flow field and the decomposition of
surface velocity at dimensionless time t = 0.15 in Fig. 4(c.1)
and (c.2)), driving fast droplet spreading. As temperature gra-
dient establishes across the droplet due to evaporation cool-
ing, the Marangoni flow enhances with time as shown by the
transition of flow pattern from Fig. 4(c.1) to Fig. 4(e.1), with
corresponding decomposition of interfacial velocity as shown
in Fig. 4(d.2) and (e.2).

For liquids with low volatility, the Marangoni effect is
not strong enough to compete with the capillary effect, and
the flow direction is overall outwarding as demonstared by
Fig. 5(a). For highly volatile droplets on thermally conductive
substrates, the mechanisms can be described by Fig. 5 (b).
In such cases, the effect of evaporation cooling can be strong
enough to generate Marangoni flow that overweighs the out-
ward capillary flow near TPCL, which causes the formation of
stagnation point (uS = 0) where the flow direction diverges.

For suspended particles in a volatile droplet such as alcohol,
those that are transported to a position below the stagnation
point will get to deposit near the contact line as the liquid film

FIG. 4. Evolution of (a) droplet profile, (b) interfacial mass flux with
dimensionless time t, and (c.1, d.1, e.1) Development of flow field
inside an IPA droplet on a copper substrate along with (c.2, d.2, e.2)
decomposition of interfacial velocity (uS: total tangential velocity;
uCa: capillary velocity; uMa: Marangoni velocity) at corresponding
moments.

FIG. 5. Schematic of flow structure and the dominating mechanisms
near TPCL of (a) low volatility liquids, e.g. butanol, and (b) high
volatility liquids, e.g. IPA.

dries to a critical thickness (comparable to the particle size)
due to preferential evaporation. Particles that are transported
to a position higher than the stagnation point will be recircu-
lated to the center area and move back again for reallocation.
Therefore, the deposition pattern does not only depend on the
capillary flow and the strength of thermal Marangoni flow (ef-
fect of evaporation cooling), but also relies on the motion of
contact line. For achieving uniform deposition patterns from
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single component droplets, it is necessary to achieve smooth
contact line receding that matches the deposition speed of
the suspended particles48. In view of the difficulty in ma-
nipulating the contact line motion, it is an easier approach
to utilize binary solvents or surfactants so as to induce solu-
tal Marangoni stresses that further complex the internal flow
and strengthen the particle circulation. In the fabrication of
2D crystals, perovskite solar cells, and QLEDs, both solutal
Marangoni effect and controllable contact line geometry have
been utilized for generating uniform thin film coatings and en-
hancing the efficiency of energy conversion49–53.
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