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Abstract

Understanding the dynamics of drops on polymer-coated surfaces is crucial for optimizing
applications such as self-cleaning materials or microfluidic devices. While the static and dy-
namic properties of deposited drops have been well characterised, a microscopic understanding
of the underlying dynamics is missing. In particular, it is unclear how drop dynamics depends
on the amount of uncrosslinked chains in the brush, because experimental techniques fail to
quantify those. Here we use coarse-grained simulations to study droplets moving on a lubri-
cated polymer brush substrate under the influence of an external body force. The simulation
model is based on the many body dissipative particle dynamics (mDPD) method and designed
to mimic a system of water droplets on polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) brushes with chemically
identical PDMS lubricant. In agreement with experiments, we find a sublinear power law
dependence between the external force F' and the droplet velocity v, F' < v® with a < 1; how-
ever, the exponents differ (o ~ 0.6 — 0.7 in simulations versus o ~ 0.25 in experiments). With
increasing velocity, the droplets elongate and the receding contact angle decreases, whereas
the advancing contact angle remains roughly constant. Analyzing the flow profiles inside the
droplet reveals that the droplets do not slide, but roll, with vanishing slip at the substrate sur-
face. Surprisingly, adding lubricant has very little effect on the effective friction force between
the droplet and the substrate, even though it has a pronounced effect on the size and structure
of the wetting ridge, especially above the cloaking transition.

Introduction

Droplets are ubiquitous in nature and tech-
nology. Understanding the wetting dynam-
ics of liquid droplets enables improved use of
droplets for various applications™”, including
self-cleaning® ™V, spray coating™, efficient ap-
plication of pesticides™ microfluidics,™ heat
transfer’®, or drag reduction®4s,

Coating a solid substrate by polymer brushes
or gels provides a versatile way to tune the
static and dynamic properties of deposited
drops™“8  In particular, the softness, type,
and thickness of the coating govern the fric-

tion a drop experiences when sliding or rolling
over a surface. The dynamic wetting proper-
ties of drops on soft surfaces result from the
interplay between interfacial tension, contact
line tension, substrate elasticity, and dissipa-
tion within the substrate and drop®®7”. This
intricate puzzle of coexisting effects makes un-
derstanding, predicting, and tuning the friction
of drops on soft surfaces challenging.
Polydimethylsiloxane brushes form a class of
promising soft coatings for applications®®?, A
PDMS brush is composed of PDMS chains
grafted by one end to a surface. The result-
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ing viscoelastic layer has a thickness of a few
nm. PDMS chains are very flexible, having
a persistence length of a few monomers®. In
the brush, the chains keep their flexibility as
opposed to PDMS gels where the chains are
crosslinked, resulting in an elastic solid. Ow-
ing to the flexibility of the brush chains, wa-
ter drops on PDMS can show a contact an-
gle hysteresis of less than 10°%L, Often PDMS
brushes are swollen by PDMS chains which are
not grafted to the surface. These mobile chains
may provide additional lubrication.

One characteristic of wetting on soft surfaces
is the deformation of the surface surrounding a
deposited drop. The vertical component of the
interfacial tension pulls the substrate up. A
wetting ridge forms.*#“% The shape and height
of the ridge result from the competition be-
tween the surface tension of the droplet ap-
plying a vertical stress on the substrate and
the substrate elasticity*’. The wetting ridge
plays a crucial role in the dynamics of sliding
droplets, with the main effect being viscoelastic
energy dissipation inside the ridge?234:35:4849
This so-termed contact line friction contributes
to the energy dissipation during the motion of
the droplet.

In addition, mobile chains can remain in the
PDMS film. The poor solubility of silicone oil
in most solvents requires severe rinsing of the
film to remove all mobile chains. Since the
amount of remaining mobile chains is hard to
quantify experimentally, its contribution to dy-
namic wetting is still unclear®42=0,

This is further complicated by the fact that
mobile chains can cloak a drop. The cloaking of
water by silicone oil on lubricated surfaces influ-
ences both static and dynamic experiments®*2,
It has the effect of dynamically reducing the
surface tension of the drop®*** and contributes
to the depletion of lubricant for drops rolling off
on surfaces as the cloaking material leaves the
surface with the drop.

Despite the interesting physics and applica-
tions of wetting on PDMS brushes, recent ex-
perimental work on dynamic wetting on PDMS
has largely focused on gels®™2. This is partly
due to the fact that polymer brushes typically
have thicknesses in the order of nanometers,

which makes it challenging to probe the mi-
croscopic details of the phenomena in question.
Numerical methods can provide valuable in-
sights. In particular, numerical methods allow
us to look into details such as the flow™® and
dissipation within the droplet®?, the structure
of the wetting ridge on polymer brushes®®°9
and the structure of the cloaking layer®?.

To date and to our best knowledge, simula-
tions of droplets on polymer brushes have been
limited to the study of static properties®® 02
or dynamic properties for brushes that are
swollen by the drop04803:64 o1 serve as coatings
in nanochannels®®? The dynamics of drops
rolling on PDMS brushes remains an open ques-
tion. In the present study, we use coarse-
grained molecular dynamics simulations to ad-
dress this problem. One question of integral
importance is the dependence of drop dynam-
ics on degree of lubrication. In order to study
this, we first investigate the relation between
friction forces and velocity, which provides a
global measure of energy dissipation. This is
mostly done by simulations, but we also present
corresponding experimental studies. The dis-
sipation stems from multiple sources, such as
the slip between the droplet and the brush,
viscoelastic dissipation in the ridge, the flow
within the droplet... To better understand the
active players, we then use simulations to quan-
tify the response of the brush and lubricant, and
the flow within the droplet. Another stand-
ing question is that of the transport and de-
pletion of lubricant. The cloak is expected to
enhance the lubricant transport. However, it is
not clear whether the cloak is maintained for
moving droplets, and if so how the velocity of
the droplet affects the cloak. To better under-
stand this, we characterize the cloaking layer
for droplets moving with different velocities.

Model and Methods

Simulations
Simulation Model

We consider a coarse-grained model system con-
taining a polymer brush, free lubricant chains,



and a droplet made of liquid particles, in coex-
istence with a vapor phase. Polymers are chains
of beads connected by springs with the spring
potential Uppng = k(rij —r0)?. Liquid molecules
are modeled as single isolated beads. To model
the non-bonded potential and the coupling to
a heat bath at a given temperature 7', we use
the Many-body Dissipative Particle Dynamics
(MDPD) coarse-grained model and thermostat.
The DPD thermostat has the advantage that
the dissipative and random forces are pairwise
interactions and momentum conserving allow-
ing for hydrodynamic phenomena® ™, while
the multi-body force element allows for mod-
eling the coexistence of two phases™™. The
forces take the following form:

Fij = Fj + Fj + Fff (1)
Fg = AjywC (rij)Fij + B (pi + p;)0° (rij)Fi
(2)
Ff = —CwC (rij)* (7405745 (3)
_FZ}; =\ QCkBTwC(Tij)Hijﬂj (4)
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In the above equations, Fg is the conserva-
tive force contribution where A;; < 0 is the
strength of the attractive part, and B;; > 0
is the strength of the density dependent repul-
sion. B;; must have the same value for all pairs
of particles for the forces to be conservative as
shown by the no-go theorem of MDPD™, We
also have 75; = 7; — 7, and #;; = 7 /ry;. Ff
and FF are the dissipative and random force
contributions respectively, where ( is the drag
coefficient, v;; = vU; — U, kg and T are Boltz-
mann’s constant and the temperature respec-
tively, and 6;; is an uncorrelated Gaussian dis-
tributed random variable with zero mean and

unit variance. w¢ and we are weight functions,
p; s a weighted density, and finally r. and r,; are
cutoff radii which set the range of the forces.
The reason for introducing two cutoft radii is
that the range of the density-dependent repul-
sion must be smaller than that of the attraction
rq < r. (with A;; < 0 and B;; > 0) in order to
obtain liquid-vapor coexistence™.

The polymer brush consists of end-grafted
chains at varying grafting densities.  The
chains are grafted to a purely repulsive surface
modeled using the Weeks-Chandler-Anderson
(WCA) potential™. The lubricant is modeled
as free chains. The free and grafted chains are
all taken to be of the same species and therefore
have the same interaction parameters among
each other and with the liquid particles.

The simulations are performed in the NVT
ensemble, using periodic boundary conditions
in all directions. The unit of energy is set by
kgT = 1, the unit of length by the cutoff dis-
tance of the DPD attraction r. = 1, and the
mass unit by m = 1 for all species. The unit
mr2
kel
the following, all quantities are given in these
units. Other fixed parameters include ry =
0.8; ( =4.5; B;; = B = 40; dt = 107%. For
the grafting surface WCA potential we choose
owca = 1, = 1. With this choice of parame-
ters and the thickness of the brush, the graft-
ing surface does not directly influence the wet-
ting behavior. The spring constant £ = 20 and
equilibrium extension ry = 1 are chosen for the
bond potential. The resulting bond length is
a ~ 1.09. All simulations are performed in the
absence of any gravitational forces.

To produce a system mimicking water on
PDMS, we choose the interaction parameters
as in earlier work,”” such that the surface ten-
sions between the different phases reproduce
the relevant contact angles, i.e. contact an-
gle of water on bulk PDMS materials. To
this end, we choose the polymer-polymer cohe-
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of time can then be defined as 7 =

sion as A,, = —28, the liquid-liquid cohesion
as Ay = —50, and the polymer-liquid cohe-
sion as A, = —21. With this choice, we ob-

tain values for the liquid-vapor interfacial ten-
sion 7, ~ 3.2kg/r?, the lubricant-vapor ten-



sion 7, ~ 0.9 kgT/r?, the lubricant-liquid ten-
sion Yo & 1.4kgT/r?. This gives an expected
Young contact angle™ of fy ~ 100 and a pos-
itive spreading parameter of lubricant on the
liquid, Sow, = Y — Yow — Yo ~ 0.9. The dy-
namic viscosity of the liquid has been deter-
mined by Poiseuille flow simulations (see SI),
giving n = 6.4 kgTr3r. The equilibrium den-
sities of the liquid and the lubricant are respec-
tively p, =~ 4 and p, ~ 2.9.

The simulations are conducted using the
HOOMD-Blue simulation package™™® version
2.9.7. All snapshot visualizations are made with
the OVITO visualization package™.

System preparation

The brush is composed of ng chains of length
Np = 50 with the first monomer of each chain
fixed on the grafting surface following a regular
square lattice pattern. We choose the lattice
constant d = 2r,, corresponding to a grafting
density o = 0.25r,2. We use ng = 100 x 100
chains resulting in typical box sizes of 200 X
200 x 300 3.

In addition, the system may contain n, lubri-
cant polymers of length N, = 5. We character-
ize the amount of lubricant present in terms of
the number fraction of lubricant monomers to
brush monomers,

B n,N,
B noNo + nBNB '

(8)

The brush is first equilibrated without any lu-
bricant for 8 x 10° simulation steps. We sepa-
rately prepare a film of lubricant of length N, =
5 at the equilibrium melt density p, ~ 2.973.
The lubricant is then added to the system by
placing the film in contact with the brush and
letting the lubricant infuse the brush. Equilib-
rium is reached after a maximum of 64 x 10°
steps.

To prepare the spherical droplets we take a
pendant droplet and place it in contact with
the brush, and let it equilibrate in the absence
of gravity. The number of liquid particles was
Ne = 766 x 10® in all simulations. The sys-
tems are then left to equilibrate until no more
conformational changes are observed. The sys-

tems with the droplet need at least 107 steps
to reach equilibrium. This results in the equi-
librium configurations described in our previ-
ous publication®, where we find that a cloak-
ing transition exists, with the cloaking setting
in at ® ~ 0.4. Therefore, some droplets will be
fully cloaked at equilibrium, depending on the
fraction of free chains present in the system.
Finally, to induce the motion of the droplet,
we apply a constant force of magnitude F' in
the positive x-direction. The force is applied
to every liquid particle and only to the liquid
particles. This mimics the experimental sit-
uation where the force is transmitted to the
droplet by a cantilever (see below). The sim-
ulations with the force are then run for at least
24 % 10° steps until a steady state with constant
droplet velocity is reached. All measurements
are made during a consequent run of 48 x 10°
steps where 150 simulation snapshots are ob-
tained. For each set of parameters, 5 indepen-
dent simulations are performed. The indepen-
dent simulations are obtained by equilibrating
5 different polymer brushes from the same ini-
tial condition, but with different initial seeds for
the random number generator. Following that,
every stage of the system preparation is again
conducted with fresh set of seeds for the ran-
dom number generator, resulting in minimally
correlated simulations. The results from those
simulations are averaged to obtain mean values
Z and the error bars in the plots correspond to

N v _z )
Zow 2P with N =5

is the number of independent values.

standard errors o, =

Experimental Setup

In the experiments we measure the friction force
experienced by a droplet moving at a constant
velocity. This is with the aim of comparing
the results with the corresponding calculations
from simulations. While a direct comparison of
the values for forces and velocities is not possi-
ble due to the difference in units, we can still
compare trends, laws, etc. ..

Glass slides (24 x 60 mm? 170 £ 5 um
thickness, Menzel-Gléser) were coated with
PDMS pseudo brushes, using the “grafting-
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from and the grafting-to”*< approaches.
In short, "grafting-from” implies the polymer-
ization of vaporous monomers from grafting
sites on the surface while prepolymerized chains
are ’grafted-to” grafting sites.  For graft-
ing sites, hydroxyl groups are formed by Os-
plasma activation (300 W, 10 min) of the
glass surfaces. For "grafting-from”, we placed
the plasma-activated glass slides in a desic-
cator (20°C, 40% humidity ) together with
1 ml dichlorotetramethyl-disiloxane (Sigma-
Aldrich). After 10 min the samples were re-
moved from the desiccator. The number or
percentage of free PDMS chains can not be
quantified experimentally because the amount
is insufficient even for state of the art analyt-
ical techniques. For "grafting-to”, tetramethyl-
terminated PDMS oil (6 kDa and N, ~ 80,
Alfa Aesar) was drop cast on the activated glass
slides. Atmospheric or surface-bound water can
break Si-O bonds, allowing PDMS chains to
bind to the surface hydroxyl groups. The sam-
ples were equilibrated overnight. Excess oil was
removed by sonicating the samples for 30 min
in toluene.

Sliding forces were measured with a can-
tilever set-up, mounted on a confocal micro-
scope (Leica, SP8)?*. The coated glass slides
are mounted on a motorized stage, above the
microscope lens. An approx. 100 mm long
metal blade is vertically placed over the coated
glass slides so that the upper end is fixed
while the lower end hangs freely several microns
above the surface. 10 ul large drops are placed
on the coated glass slide and moved at constant
speeds against the metal blade. This resultsin a
displacement of the blade that we track with the
microscope. The blade displacement is linearly
related to a force by the spring constant. We
determine the spring constant with a natural
frequency analysis® to be around 214 mN/m,
yielding a measurable force resolution of ap-
prox. 5 uN. In steady-state, the sliding forces
of the droplet balance with the spring force of
the displaced blade.
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Figure 1: Experimental measurements for two meth-
ods for synthesizing PDMS brushes, chemical vapor
deposition (grafting from) and drop casting (grafting
to). (a) Steady-state force exerted on the cantilever
versus velocity v of the stage, on logarithmic axes.
The dashed lines are power-law fits F' o v with
Qfrom ~ 0.246 + 0.028 and oy, ~ 0.248 £+ 0.011. (b)
Steady-state power dissipation defined as Pyjss = Fv
versus the velocity v of the stage, on logarithmic axes.
The dashed lines are power-law fits Pyss o< 0P, with
Brom =~ 1.246 £0.028 and Sy, ~ 1.248 £ 0.011.

Results and Discussion

Friction Force and Dissipation

We first investigate the relation between the en-
ergy dissipation and the velocity of the droplet
relative to the substrate. Experimentally, this
is measured by imposing a constant substrate
velocity while keeping the droplet in place by
a cantilever, and measuring the force on the
cantilever® (see Section "Experimental Setup”
above). The measured force corresponds to the
friction force felt by the droplet. Once the
force is measured, the power dissipated is calcu-
lated as Py = F' - v. In the experiments, the
force was measured for different velocities for
droplets deposited on PDMS brushes synthe-
sized using two different methods as described
earlier: "grafting from” and “grafting to”. The



“orafting to” samples were washed after syn-
thesis to remove free chains, while the "graft-
ing from” samples were not washed. The re-
sults from the experiments are shown in Fig-
ure Il The force measurements on both sam-
ples seem to coincide and show very little ef-
fect of the synthesis method. One factor that
would influence the friction force is the pres-
ence of free chains which would act as lubricant.
Since the "grafting to” samples were washed,
no lubricant should be present®?. The exper-
imental measurements then imply: either the
"grafting from” method does not leave resid-
ual free chains, the amount of free chains in
PDMS polymer brushes was insufficient to re-
duce drop friction, or free chains hardly lower
friction. The latter would mean that the addi-
tion of a small amount of free chains will only
swell the brush and not make the interface more
liquid-like, hence not lowering drop friction. On
the other hand, it has been demonstrated in
Reference 42! that free chains in a brush reduce
the contact angle hysteresis, which is directly
proportional to the friction force. Since it is
difficult to control the amount of free chains
in PDMS brushes experimentally, we turn to
the simulations to investigate the effect of free
chains on drop friction in a controlled fashion.

In the simulations, we apply a constant force
F to each of the liquid particles and measure
the ensuing steady-state velocity v,. The ve-
locity v, is taken as the mean x-component of
the velocity of all liquid particles. The simu-
lations were performed at varying fractions of
free chains ® = 0; 0.231; 0.444; 0.615, giving
brushes that are partly swollen by free chains,
but not yet fully saturated (the saturation point
is ® ~ 0.77)."? For each fraction ®, forces
ranging from F = 2 x 107°kgT/r. to F =
4 x 107*kgT /r. are applied on the liquid parti-
cles. For forces lower than ' = 2 x 10_5/€BT/?”C
the droplet does not seem to move. For forces
higher than F = 4 x 107*kgT/r. the droplet
smears on the brush and forms a "rivulet” across
the periodic boundary. Figure [2| shows the
steady-state velocity v, versus the force F' in
linear (a) and logarithmic (b) representation.
Looking at the trend lines, the velocity mea-
surements for the lower free chain fractions
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Figure 2: (a) Steady-state velocity v, versus the ap-
plied force F, on linear axes. (b) Steady-state ve-
locity v, versus the applied force F, on logarith-
mic axes. The dashed lines show a fit to a power-
law behavior v, o« FY%im  with g, = 0.621 +
0.015;0.675 £+ 0.020; 0.744 +0.025; 0.727 £ 0.013 for & =
0;0.231;0.444;0.615 respectively. @® > 0.444 corre-
sponds to cloaked droplets.

® = 0; 0.231 essentially coincide, whereas the
velocity at the same force increases for & =
0.444 and again for ® = 0.615, implying that
the free chains indeed reduce the friction be-
tween the droplet and the substrate. Interest-
ingly, this qualitative change of behavior coin-
cides with the cloaking transition, which was
located at ® ~ 0.4 in this system:*? ¢ = 0.444
is just above the cloaking transition, and the
droplets are not cloaked for the lower fractions.
The trends in Figure 2| b) suggest a power law
v, o< F%m with exponents ranging between
asim ~ 0.6 for bare droplets on dry brushes
to agim ~ 0.7 for cloaked droplets on lubricated
brushes.

Another way of looking at the data is to
calculate the power dissipated by the droplet.
This can be done like in the experiments using
Pyiss = F - v,. Figure |3 shows the steady-state
power dissipation Py, versus the steady-state
velocity v, with linear axes in (a) and logarith-
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Figure 3: (a) Steady-state power dissipation defined
as Pyss = Fu, versus the steady-state velocity v,
on linear axes. (b) Steady-state power dissipation de-
fined as Pyss = Fv, versus the steady-state velocity
vz, on logarithmic axes. The dashed lines show fits to
a power-law behavior Py, o v:f”m, with exponents
Bsim = 1 4+ agim = 1.618 +£0.015; 1.671 £ 0.020; 1.739 +
0.025;1.726+0.013 for & = 0;0.231;0.444;0.615 respec-
tively. ® > 0.444 corresponds to cloaked droplets.

mic in (b). This graph demonstrates again that
the dissipated power is lower for higher lubrica-
tion (beyond the cloaking transition). The log-
arithmic plot also suggests a power law relation
Pyiss o vPsim with exponents B = 1+ Qi in
the range of 5 ~ 1.6 for droplets on dry brushes
to B ~ 1.7 for cloaked droplets.

The power law exponents in experiment and
simulation are not the same. We will discuss
this further below. One interesting aspect is
that the presence of a small amount of free
chains has no significant effect on the friction
force acting on the droplet. This suggests that
the quantity of free chains in the "grafting from”
method may not be large enough to lubricate
the motion of the droplet. Beyond the cloak-
ing transition, the friction between the droplets
and the substrate is somewhat reduced. How-
ever, even this effect is comparatively small.
As mentioned above, the total friction has con-

Figure 4: Density map showing contours of the brush
(orange), the free chains (green), the droplet (blue),
along with a fit to an ellipse for the droplet (red dashed
line). The fit was then used to find the tangents to the
droplet where it intersects the unperturbed height of
the brush (purple dashed lines). (a) F' =8 x 10~°, (b)
F=20x107% (c) F=30x 1075, (d) F =40 x 107°.
For all figures ® = 0.615. ® > 0.444 corresponds to
cloaked droplets.

tributions from multiple sources. Below, we
quantify the response of the substrate and the
flow within the droplet to better understand the
small dependence of the friction force on lubri-
cation.



Droplet Shape and Contact Angles

As the droplet slides, the forces acting on it
cause it to deform, and at steady-state the
shape of the droplet can be approximated by
an ellipse. In addition, the advancing and re-
ceding contact angles differ from each other due
to the adhesion of the droplet to the substrate.
In order to characterize these effects, we take
a section of the droplet of thickness 2r. along
a plane parallel to the direction of motion and
analyze the density map in that plane. Exam-
ples of such density maps are shown in Figure [4
From the density maps we delimit the different
interfaces as density isosurfaces. The droplet
surface (blue lines in Figure [ corresponds to
the water density isosurface pi*° = 2r;3, and
the full substrate surface (green lines) to the
polymer density isosurface pi*° = 1.5r;3 (brush
and free chains). These isosurfaces (or den-
sity contours) were set at densities correspond-
ing to roughly half the bulk density of water
and polymer. The brush surface (orange lines)
is taken to be the brush monomer isosurface
pEo = pmean 12 where p*®® is the mean brush
density and depends on the level of lubrication.
Having determined the droplet surface, we can
now fit the droplet-vapor part to a tilted el-
lipse. This is achieved by optimizing the co-
ordinates of the foci F} and F3 such that they
best obey the relation PF; + PF, = 2A, with
P a point on the droplet-vapor part of the con-
tour, and A the semi-major axis of the ellipse.
The parameters Fy, Fy, and A fully define the
ellipse, and we can calculate contact angles at
the advancing and receding ends. For this, we
find the intersection of the ellipse with the hor-
izontal line at the level of the unperturbed sub-
strate and calculate the angle between the tan-
gent to the ellipse at that point and the hor-
izontal line. With this approach, we measure
apparent, macroscopic, contact angles. In Fig-
ure 4] the ellipse and both the receding and ad-
vancing tangents are shown in red and purple
dashed lines respectively. The ellipse fits the
droplet quite well for all velocities at the reced-
ing end. However, right at the advancing front,
the fit deviates significantly from the contour
of the droplet. Thus the values of macroscopic
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Figure 5: (a) Advancing contact angle 6,4, versus
droplet velocity. (b) Receding contact angle 0,... ver-
sus droplet velocity showing a roughly linear decrease.
(c) Eccentricity of the ellipse that best fits the droplet
shape versus the droplet velocity.

advancing contact angles differ from the micro-
scopic values. Unfortunately, it is difficult to
unambiguously define microscopic contact an-
gles in the presence of a wetting ridge, espe-
cially if the free chains spread on the droplet.
Therefore, we limit our analysis to macroscopic
contact angles.

Figure |5 a) shows the apparent advancing
contact angle 0757 versus velocity for different
fractions of free chains. The shape of the curves
is similar to that found in earlier experiments
on expanding water drops on PDMS surfaces:®3
After an initial increase, the advancing contact



angle quickly saturates, and it overall varies by
less than ten degrees. In contrast, the reced-
ing contact angle 675, shown in Figure [5| b),
decreases seemingly linearly as the velocity in-
creases and drops to roughly 2/3 of the force-
free value at the highest force. Along with this
decrease of 079, the eccentricity of the ellipse
strongly increases with velocity (Figure [5 c).
However, all three quantities, i.e., the advanc-
ing and receding contact angles and the ec-
centricity, are not significantly affected by the
presence of lubricant. This is already observed
in equilibrium droplets: The equilibrium con-
tact angles for different lubricant fractions are
shown in Figure in the Supplementary In-
formation. For all lubricant fractions ® we find

an apparent angle 6,,, ~ 92 — 95.

The Wetting Ridge

Next we study the influence of the moving
droplet on the brush. The droplet pulls up on
the brush at the three-phase contact line, due
to the interfacial tension. Beyond the cloak-
ing transition, the wetting ridge separates into
two "phases”. One phase still includes the brush
chains, and the other is purely composed of
free chains. A similar phase separation has also
been observed for swollen PDMS gels®=%84, To
quantify the effect of the moving droplet on the
brush, we measure how the heights of the brush
and the full ridge (brush and free chains) at
the three-phase contact line vary with the ve-
locity of the moving droplet. The heights are
calculated as the highest points in the contours
shown in Figure [4] measured from the grafting
surface, both for the brush and the full sub-
strate, and both for the receding end and the
advancing front. In addition, a quantity of in-
terest that has been studied in experiments is
the separation height between the two phases®.
It is calculated as the difference between the
brush height and the height reached by the
free chains. Since no separation is observed be-
low the cloaking transition, we can only calcu-
late the separation height for the two densities
® = 0.444 and ® = 0.615.

Figure @ a) shows the height of the brush at

the advancing front h%" versus the steady state

velocity v, of the droplet. The brush height
at the advancing front always decreases with
increasing velocity. The decrease is less pro-
nounced for high swelling. This is due to the
fact that the more the brush is swollen by lu-
bricant, the less it is affected by the presence of
the droplet, as can be seen in Figure b) in
the Supplementary Information. This observa-
tion has implications for the contribution of the
brush to the total friction force on the droplet:
as the droplet moves, it pulls the brush at the
advancing front. The further out the brush is
pulled, the larger the viscoelastic dissipation
within the brush.

Figure [6] b) shows the height of the full ridge
at the advancing front h%™ versus the steady
state velocity v, of the droplet. For low lubrica-
tion, the ridge height decreases as the speed of
the droplet increases. However, for & = 0.615
something interesting happens: With increas-
ing droplet velocity, the ridge height first in-
creases up to a maximum at v, ~ 0.01, then
it starts decreasing again. Figure @ c¢) shows
the separation height at the advancing front
h‘;g;’ versus the steady state velocity v, of the
droplet. For ® = 0.444 and within the confi-
dence intervals, the trend follows the expected
decrease with velocity, while for & = 0.615 the
trend mirrors that of the ridge height h%%. Fi-
nally, Figure |§] d) shows the separation height
at the receding end A versus the steady state
velocity v, of the droplet. The separation be-
tween the brush and the liquid ridge at the re-
ceding end gradually decreases as the velocity
of the droplet increases.

The peculiar behavior at the advancing front
could be explained as follows. As the droplet
rolls, it drags material from the receding end
onto the advancing front. The material is trans-
ported as part of the cloak. For all veloci-
ties, material is depleted from the receding end,
hence the separation height decreases. At the
advancing front, however, material will be de-
posited. At low velocities, the material is de-
posited there and the ridge grows, leading to
an increase in the separation height. This is
the case until a threshold velocity is reached.
Then the droplet starts rolling over the advanc-
ing ridge leading to a decrease in the separation
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Figure 6: (a) Height of the brush at the advancing front h%! versus droplet velocity. (b) Height of the full ridge at

the advancing front h“Rd“

brush part at the advancing front A"

sep

versus droplet velocity. (c) Separation height between the liquid part of the ridge and the
versus droplet velocity, featuring nonmonotonic behavior at high swelling.
(d) Separation height between the liquid part of the ridge and the brush part at the receding end h%¢

sep versus droplet

velocity of the droplet. In (¢) and (d) only data for cloaked droplets are shown (® > 0.444) since only those exhibit
a separation between the liquid part and the brush part in the ridge.

height.

Flow Field

To understand the origin of the friction, we
need to know whether the drop is rolling, slid-
ing, or a combination of both. To answer this
we calculate the flow field within the droplet.
Figure [7| shows the flow field in the labora-
tory frame for a selection of forces. As above,
we select a slab of the droplet of thickness 2r,
along a plane parallel to the direction of mo-
tion and analyze the flow in this slab. To ob-
tain the final flow fields we calculate a flow
field from each simulation by taking an aver-
age over 150 snapshots, and subsequently av-
erage the flow fields of 5 independent simula-
tions. For F' = 8 x 10~°kzT/r. (Figure [7 a),
the average local flow is smaller than the sta-
tistical error due to thermal motion within the
droplet, hence flow profiles are not discernible.
For the other forces F' = 20 x 10~ °kgT /re; F =
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30 x 10~°kpT /re; F =40 x 107°kgT /1. in (b),
(c), and (d) respectively, there is a clear net
flow toward the right. At the interface between
the droplet and the brush, the velocity is small
indicating that the droplet rolls with little to no
sliding even in the presence of lubricant. This is
different from previous simulations of polymer
droplets on hard corrugated substrates,®” where
significant slip was observed at the surface.
Figure 8| shows the flow field in the co-moving
frame of the center of mass of the droplet.
Again, extracting a flow field is not possible
at the lowest force due to the random ther-
mal motion. For stronger forces, the flow field
profiles clearly feature a rolling motion. Inter-
estingly, the flow field inside the droplet seems
to feature two vortices, one close to the center
of the droplet and one towards the back end.
Similar two-vortex structures have been visual-
ized experimentally in flow profiles inside adher-
ing droplets in shear flow.®” Numerical Lattice
Boltzmann simulations of rolling droplets on
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Figure 7: Flow field inside the droplet in the labo-
ratory frame for different applied bulk forces and lu-
bricant fraction ® = 0.615. Green contour repre-
sents the substrate, blue contour the droplet. (a)
F =8 x 107%kpT/r., (b) F = 20 x 107 %kpT/r., (c)
F =30 x 10~%kzT/re, (d) F = 40 x 10-5k5T/r. In
(b), (c), and (d) the scale of arrow lengths (represent-
ing the amplitude of the local flow velocity) is the same,
while in (a) the arrow lengths are amplified. The low
flow velocity near the substrate indicates little to no

slipping.
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Figure 8: Same as Figure [7|in the co-moving frame of
the center of mass of the droplet. The scales of arrow
lengths are different for all figures. The flow field shows
clear signs of rolling motion.

flat and structured hydrophobic surfaces have

also revealed complex flow patterns inside the
droplets.80
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Figure 9: (a) Example of a polymer density map in
a cross-section perpendicular to the droplet velocity at
® = 0.615. (b) Normalized Surface density of free chains
at the top of the droplet ¥/%( versus droplet velocity
(30 =4.0/r? at ® = 0.444, ¥¢ = 4.4/r? at ® = 0.615).

Cloak Structure and Oil Transport

As real cloaked droplets move on PDMS sub-
strates, they carry the lubricant with them,
thus depleting the lubricant and reducing the
associated favorable qualities of the substrate.
To investigate the effect of the droplet motion
on its cloak, we study how the cloak thickness is
affected by the droplet velocity. We now section
the droplet along a plane perpendicular to the
direction of motion. We choose a section cen-
tered at the center of mass of the droplet and
of thickness 2r. and calculate the local density
of polymers p(y, z) within that section. Such a
density map is shown in Figure [0 a). To mea-
sure the variation in the cloak we calculate an
effective surface density at the top of the droplet

5= / deply = 0,2) (9)

zZ1

with z; corresponding to a point within the
droplet, and 2z, > z; a point above the cloak.
Figure |§] b) shows X versus the droplet veloc-
ity normalized by the value at the lowest ve-
locity 3y. For low velocities the cloak is not
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affected, but for the highest two velocities the
value slightly decreases by about 10%.

The fact that the cloaking layer is not strongly
affected by the motion, combined with the fact
that the area of the droplet increases at larger
velocities due to shape deformations, implies
that the transport of lubricant is expected to
be enhanced at higher velocities.

Summary and Conclusion

In sum, we have studied the effect of adding
lubricant on the motion of droplets on poly-
mer brush coated surfaces under the influence
of an external, e.g., gravitational, body force.
The simulation model is adapted to describe
water droplets on surfaces with PDMS brushes
and free PDMS chains acting as lubricant. One
characteristic of this system is the existence of
a cloaking transition:®? beyond a critical lubri-
cant content, the water droplet is fully covered
by a thin layer of free PDMS chains. Hence our
study also addresses the question how such a
cloaking layer affects the droplet motion.

In general, we find that the droplet velocity
v increases with the applied force F' following a
power law, v oc '/, With increasing velocity,
the droplet deforms and elongates. The reced-
ing contact angle decreases roughly linearly as
a function of v, while the advancing angle re-
mains roughly constant.

Within the investigated amounts, lubrication
has a surprisingly small effect on this behavior.
Adding a limited amount of lubricant chains
only slightly reduces the friction force between
the droplet and the surface. This is already
suggested indirectly by the experiments, where
it was found that the friction does not de-
pend on the method used to prepare the poly-
mer brushes. In particular, whether or not
free polymers have been washed out from the
brushes after synthesis did not seem to make
any difference. However, the degree of swelling
could not be determined in the experiments. In
the simulations, the velocity of droplets sub-
ject to a given driving force does not change
at all (within the statistical error) if one adds
lubricant amounts below the cloaking transi-



tion. Above the cloaking transition, the ve-
locity somewhat increases, i.e., the friction is
somewhat reduced, but by less than a factor
3/4 at the highest lubricant content. The power
law exponent « increases slightly for cloaked
droplets, but by less than 20%.

Lubricants also have no discernible effect on
the macroscopic properties of the droplet, i.e.,
its shape as a function of velocity, and the ad-
vancing and receding contact angles. They do
however affect the local structure at the con-
tact line, i.e., the wetting ridge. In particular,
the ridge height of strongly cloaked droplets ex-
hibits a maximum as a function of droplet ve-
locity, suggesting a transition between a low-
velocity regime where the droplet pushes the
wetting ridge in front of it, to a regime where
it partially rolls over it.

The reason for the unexpected low lubricating
effect of free chains in the brush becomes clear
when analyzing the pattern of the flow field in-
side the droplet. The friction results from an
interplay of energy dissipation at the adhesive
surface, at the contact line (the wetting ridge),
and inside the droplet. In our system, we find
that the flow velocity is very small at the in-
terface between droplet and substrate, thus the
droplet does not slide, and the dissipation at
the adhesive surface can be neglected. The dis-
sipation at the wetting ridge does contribute -
as can be inferred from the fact that the fric-
tion force is affected by the cloaking transition,
but this contribution seems to be comparatively
small. We then argue that the dominating con-
tribution to dissipation is the shear flow inside
the droplet, which is not affected by the lubri-
cant. For droplets of fixed shape with fixed flow
patterns, one would expect the resulting friction
force to scale linearly with the droplet veloc-
ity."” However, the droplets can partly reduce
the dissipation at high velocities by changing
their shape, which affects the flow profiles as
discussed in Section "Flow Field”. As a result,
the increase of the friction force with droplet
velocity is only sublinear.

The question remains why the power ex-
ponent « measured in the simulations (o ~
0.6 — 0.7) differs from the one measured in the
experiments (o ~ 0.25). Although we have
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studied large droplets containing almost a mil-
lion particles, they are still microscopic com-
pared to the droplets considered in the experi-
ments, which have sizes of the orders of millime-
ters. Nevertheless, the Reynolds numbers in
the simulations and experiments are compara-
ble (Re = %% ~ 1 in the simulations for veloc-
ity v = 0.04r./7 and droplet radius R ~ 40r,
and Re ~ 1 in the experiments for v = lmm/s
and R =~ lmm), suggesting that the flow fields
may also be comparable. On the other hand,
the experimental drop sizes are comparable to
the capillary length such that gravity may be-
come important. The influence of droplet size
and gravity on the friction force will be an in-
teresting subject of future studies.

We should also note that, in the present study,
we have only studied lubricant fractions where
the brush is not yet fully saturated. If we had
much more lubricant, it will form a thick film
above the brush, and the situation will change.
The droplet will then be immersed in the lubri-
cant film and the shear flow inside the film will
significantly contribute to the dissipation.
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Supplementary Information

Characteristics of equilibrium

droplets

The surface tensions, the contact angle, and
the properties of the wetting ridge in equilib-
rium droplets have been determined in previ-
ous work.® For the convenience of the reader,
we reproduce some pertinent results in Figure
S.1l Figure a) shows the macroscopic con-
tact angle as a function of lubricant fraction
® and demonstrates that it stays almost con-
stant. Figure b) characterizes the wetting
ridge for varying ® in terms of the heights of
the brush hp and the full ridge (brush and lu-
bricant, hr) at the three phase contact line, tak-
ing the unperturbed brush as a baseline. The
curves for hg and hg, = hgr — hp demonstrate
that the wetting ridge grows only slowly with
increasing ® below the cloaking transition, but
rises rapidly above the cloaking transition. Also
shown in this figure is the absolute height of
the brush (h%), measured with respect to the
grafting surface. This quantity grows below
the cloaking transition and then saturates at a
value corresponding to the thickness of an un-
perturbed saturated brush (~ 21r.) above the
cloaking transition.

Poiseuille flow

In order to get an estimate of the viscosity, we
set up Poiseuille flow simulations. We start
with a liquid slab at equilibrium, fix some parti-
cles at the top and bottom (red particles in Fig-
ure, and apply a constant force per particle
to the other particles (blue particles in Figure
S.2). The resulting flow profile has the form

(S.1)

with p the dynamic viscosity, where F' is the
force per particle, p, = 4 the number density
and v, (£29) = 0.

The flow for a force F' = 0.01 is shown in
Figure a). The flow is parabolic as ex-
pected. To calculate the viscosity, we take ve-
locity values for z € [—20,20] and use linear
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Figure S.1: Characteristics of equilibrium droplets on
lubricated brushes as a function of lubricant fraction
® (after Reference [59). The vertical dashed line indi-
cated the onset of the cloaking transition. (a) Apparent
contact angle. (b) Height of the brush (hp, red) and
the full ridge (hg, blue) relative to the height of the
unperturbed brush, difference between the two (hgep,
orange), and absolute height of the brush (h%, green)
at the three phase contact line.

Figure S.2: Snapshot from the Poiseuille flow simula-
tions. Red particles are fixed while the blue particles
are allowed to flow.

fitting to determine the parameters B and A of
v, = Bz? + A (see Figure|S.3[ (b) ). Then from
the slope B we calculate the dynamic viscosity
W= %%. For the data shown in Figure ﬁ we
obtain p = 6.404 & 0.006 kgTr>T.
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Figure S.3: (a) Poiseuille flow obtained for a force F' =
0.01kgT /r. per particle. (b) the velocity profile versus

2

z* near the middle of the slab. Solid line is a linear
fit. The fit gives a value for the dynamic viscosity pu =
6.404 4+ 0.006 kpTr_37. The error is propagated from
the standard error on the slope. The solid line in the top
figure is an evaluation of Eq. [S.I] using the calculated
viscosity and zg = 27.
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