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We study the equilibrium properties and the wetting behavior of a simple liquid on a polymer
brush, with and without presence of lubricant by multibody Dissipative Particle Dynamics simula-
tions. The lubricant is modelled as a polymeric liquid consisting of short chains that are chemically
identical to the brush polymers. We investigate the behavior of the brush in terms of the grafting
density and the amount of lubricant present. Regarding the wetting behavior, we study a sessile
droplet on top of the brush. The droplet consists of non-bonded particles that form a dense phase.
Our model and choice of parameters result in the formation of a wetting ridge and in the cloaking of
the droplet by the lubricant, i.e. the lubricant chains creep up onto the droplet and eventually cover
its surface completely. Cloaking is a phenomenon that is observed experimentally and is of integral
importance to the dynamics of sliding droplets. We quantify the cloaking in terms of its thickness,
which increases with the amount of lubricant present. The analysis reveals a well-defined transition
point where the cloaking sets in. We propose a thermodynamic theory to explain this behavior.
In addition we investigate the dependence of the contact angles on the size of the droplet and the
possible effect of line tension. We quantify the variation of the contact angle with the curvature of
the contact line on a lubricant free brush and find a negative value for the line tension. Finally we
investigate the effect of cloaking/lubrication on the contact angles and the wetting ridge. We find
that lubrication and cloaking reduce the contact angles by a couple of degrees. The effect on the
wetting ridge is a reduction in the extension of the brush chains near the three phase contact line,
an effect that was also observed in experiments of droplets on crosslinked gels.

I. INTRODUCTION

Droplets are omnipresent. Important applications in-
clude self cleaning [1–3], spray coating, anti-icing, anti-
fouling [4], anti-corrosion or more efficient application
of pesticides[5, 6]. Understanding the interactions of
droplets with surfaces is also of inherent interest for
physicists due to the interplay of various forces and ener-
gies acting at different length and time scales. Here, we
aim to understand the wetting of water droplets on dry
and lubricated brushes. Applications of polymer brushes
in regards to wetting include moisture harvesting using
PNIPAAm brushes on cotton fabric [7], anti-fogging us-
ing stimuli-responsive brushes [8], and the manufacture
of materials with modifiable and switchable adhesive, dis-
sipative, and wettability properties [9].

For a long time, wetting research focused on modelling
the static and dynamic properties of droplets on smooth
and rigid surfaces. Modelling wetting dates back to
Thomas Young [10]. He showed that in thermodynamic
equilibrium the contact angle of a droplet deposited on
an ideally smooth, chemically homogeneous rigid surface
is determined by the interplay of the interfacial tensions.

cos θ =
γs − γsw

γw
(1)

γs, γw and γsw, are the solid-vapour, droplet-vapour
and solid-droplet interfacial tension. While this equation
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holds for micrometer sized droplets and larger ones, for
nanometer sized droplets line tension changes the contact
angles, too. In contrast to Thomas Young’s equation, in
real life a droplet never has a unique well-defined con-
tact angle. Surface roughness, chemical inhomogeneities,
adaptation of the surface due to the presence of a drop
[11] or droplet induced charging of the surface [12] cause
pinning of the three phase contact line. The measured
apparent contact angle can take any value between the
apparent receding and apparent advancing contact angle.
Contrary to experiments, in simulations the realization
of the ideal condition is possible. Modelling idealized
conditions has the advantage that the influence of differ-
ent factors on wetting phenomena can be well separated.
In particular if small length or time scales are involved
this might be hard or even impossible to probe with cur-
rently available experimental techniques. Here, it should
be kept in mind that the wetting properties are deter-
mined by the properties of the droplet and the surface
close to the three-phase contact line.

Particularly challenging is the understanding of the
wetting properties of sessile droplets on dry or lubri-
cant infiltrated brushes. A brush is composed of chains
grafted by one end to a surface. The resulting layer is
elastic and of very small thickness (order of nm). There-
fore, the length scales are too small and curvatures are
too large to experimentally investigate the shape of the
area close to the three-phase contact line. However, to a
certain extent, information gained from droplets on rigid
surfaces, gels, or lubricant infused surfaces can be used
to understand the wetting properties of droplets on dry
and lubricated brushes [13–16]. For example it has been
shown that sessile droplets on gels and lubricant infused
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surfaces are surrounded by an annular wetting ridge. The
vertical component of the interfacial tension at the three
phase contact line exerts a force on the surface, pulling
the gel or lubricant up. Depending on the elastic modu-
lus of the gel or the thickness of the lubricant layer, now
the contact angles can be modelled by a Neumann trian-
gle [17]. For lubricant impregnated surfaces the droplet
can be covered by a thin cloak. Whether it is possible
to form a cloak or not depends on the balance of the
interfacial tensions. A cloak forms for a positive spread-
ing coefficient S, S = γw–γo − γow, where γo and γow is
the interfacial tension of lubricant-vapour and droplet-
lubricant, respectively. Interference measurements allow
an estimate of the thickness of the cloak but are insuffi-
ciently sensitive to quantify the variation of the thickness
over the surface[18]. The reason is that the curvature of
the droplet complicates data analysis. So far it is also
unclear how the thickness of the cloak depends on the
amount of lubricant available.

In the present paper, we aim to tackle these questions
for sessile droplets on dry and lubricated brushes us-
ing coarse-grained molecular dynamic simulations. We
use a simple rather generic model, however, with in-
teractions parameters adjusted to polydimethylsiloxane
(PDMS). Brushes made of PDMS recently have attracted
a lot of attention because droplets experience particularly
low contact line pinning [19]. Reported values[20–22] for
the contact angle hysteresis of water on PDMS vary be-
tween 1−11◦. The differences may be caused by varying
amounts of non-crosslinked chains in the brush. The rea-
son for this low contact angle hysteresis is that PDMS
chains are very flexible, having a persistence length of a
few monomers. The large bond angle of approximately
150◦ between Si-O-Si atoms induces a very low torsional
barriers [23]. The hydrophobic methyl side groups lead
to the low interfacial tension of 0.02 N/m. They also
shield the inorganic Si-O backbone [24]. As opposed to
PDMS gels where the chains are crosslinked resulting in
an elastic solid, PDMS brushes keep their high flexibility.
Figure 1 shows an example of an experimental view of a
droplet on a PDMS brush covered by a layer of silicone oil
as a lubricant, obtained with confocal microscopy, where
the yellow fluorescence signal indicates the presence of
lubricant. Details on the experimental setup are given in
the Appendix A. The confocal image shows two very im-
portant features. Near the three phase contact line there
is an accumulation of lubricant, forming a wetting ridge.
Especially clear in the cross sectional view is a visible
fluorescent signal all over the droplet, showing that the
droplet is indeed cloaked by the lubricant.

While a molecular understanding of wetting proper-
ties of sessile droplets on brushes cannot be achieved
experimentally, molecular dynamics studies can give de-
tailed insight at the molecular level. Previous molecu-
lar dynamics simulations of polymeric droplets on poly-
mer brushes by Léonforte and Müller have provided in-
sight into the dependence of the contact angle and height
of the wetting ridge on the affinity between the droplet

and the brush, in addition to the effect of line tension
[25]. Later work by Mensink, de Beer, and Snoeijer in-
vestigated the transition between mixing, total wetting,
and partial wetting, of polymeric droplets on polymer
brushes [26], and studied the effects entropic contribu-
tions have on the transitions [27]. As for droplet on
lubricated surfaces. Molecular dynamics simulations on
lubricant-infused patterned surfaces have reproduced the
phenomenon of the cloaking of the droplet by the lubri-
cant [28, 29]. Here, we use such simulations to study the
shape of the wetting ridge, the onset and thickness of the
cloak, and the influence of the amount of lubricant on
the apparent contact angle.

Figure 1. Top: Experimental 3D view of the droplet on a
PDMS brush infused with silicone oil, obtained through con-
focal microscopy. The image shows a clear wetting ridge at
the three phase contact line, in addition to a cloaking layer
on the surface of the droplet. Bottom: Cross sectional side
view of the same droplet. A wetting ridge is clearly visible,
in addition to a cloak indicated by the fine fluorescence signal
all over the droplet.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

A. Model

We consider a coarse-grained model system contain-
ing a polymer brush, free lubricant chains, and a droplet
made of liquid particles, in coexistence with a vapor
phase. Polymers are chains of beads connected by springs
with the spring potential Ubond = k(rij − r0)

2. Liq-
uid molecules are modelled as single isolated beads. To
model the non-bonded potential and the coupling to a
heat bath at given temperature T , we use the Many-body
Dissipative Particle Dynamics (MDPD) coarse grained
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model and thermostat[30–32]. The DPD thermostat has
the advantage that the dissipative and random forces are
pairwise interactions and momentum conserving, while
the multi-body force element allows for the coexistence
of two phases. The forces take the following form:

Fij = FC
ij + FD

ij + FR
ij

FC
ij = Aijw

C(rij)r̂ij +Bij(ρ̄i + ρ̄j)w̃
C(rij)r̂ij

FD
ij = −ζwC(rij)

2(r̂ij .v⃗ij)r̂ij

FR
ij =

√
2ζkBTw

C(rij)θij r̂ij

wC(rij) =


(
1− rij

rc

)
rij ≤ rc

0 rij > rc

w̃C(rij) =


(
1− rij

rd

)
rij ≤ rd

0 rij > rd

ρ̄i =
∑
j ̸=i

15

2πr3d
w̃C(rij)

2

(2)

In the above FC
ij is the conservative force contribution

where Aij < 0 is the strength of the attractive part,
and Bij > 0 is the strength of the density dependent
repulsion. Bij 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 [33]. We also have r⃗ij = r⃗i− r⃗j ,
and r̂ij = r⃗ij/rij . FD

ij and FR
ij are the dissipative and

random force contributions respectively, where ζ is the
drag coefficient, v⃗ij = v⃗i− v⃗j , kB and T are Boltzmann’s
constant and the temperature respectively, and θij is an
uncorrelated Gaussian distributed random variable with
zero mean and unit variance. wC and w̃C are weight
functions, ρ̃i is a weighted density, and finally rc and rd
are cutoff radii which set the range of the forces. The
reason for introducing two cutoff radii is that the range
of the density dependent repulsion must be smaller than
that of the attraction (with Aij < 0 and Bij > 0) in
order to obtain liquid vapor coexistence [32].

The polymer brush consists of endgrafted chains at
varying grafting densities. The chains are grafted to
a purely repulsive surface modeled using the Weeks-
Chandler-Anderson (WCA) potential [34]. 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. In some cases the number of liquid
particles in the droplet is varied to study the effects of
droplet size.

The simulations are performed in the NVT ensemble,
using periodic boundary conditions in all directions. The
unit of energy is set by kBT = 1, the unit of length by
the cutoff distance of the DPD attraction rc = 1, and the
mass unit by m = 1 for all species. In the following, all
quantities are given in these units. Other fixed parame-
ters include rd = 0.8; ζ = 4.5; Bij ≡ B = 40; dt = 10−3.

For the substrate WCA potential we choose σWCA =
1, ϵ = 1. With this choice of parameters and the thick-
ness of the brush, the substrate does not affect the wet-
ting behavior. The spring constant k = 20 and equilib-
rium extension r0 = 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.
The rest of the parameters are varied to study different
aspects of the system.
The simulations are conducted using the HOOMD-

Blue simulation package [35, 36]. All snapshot visual-
izations are made with the OVITO visualization package
[37].

B. System Preparation

The brush is composed of nB chains of length NB = 50
with the first monomer of each chain fixed on the sub-
strate on a regular square lattice. We choose lattice con-
stants d = 1.8 − 2.4, corresponding to grafting densities
σ = 0.17− 0.31. In addition, the system may contain no

lubricant polymers of length No = 5. As part of an ini-
tial characterization of our system, we have determined
the melt-vapor coexistence curve in a system containing
lubricant only. Liquid-vapor phase separation sets in at
|App| ≈ 19 (see Figure 2).

0 1 2 3 4
density[r−3

c ]
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30

40

50

A
p
p
[k
B
T
/r

c
]

Figure 2. Melt-vapor coexistence phase diagram for a melt of
lubricant chains of length No = 5, the black line represents
our choice of polymer-polymer cohesion |Aij | = |App| = 28.

The brush is first equilibrated without any lubricant
for 8×105 simulation steps. We separately prepare a film
of lubricant of length No = 5 at the equilibrium melt den-
sity ρo ≈ 2.9 (see Figure 2). 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 64×105 steps. Figure
3 shows an example of density profiles in an equilibrated
brush which is oversaturated with lubricant. The brush
polymers exhibit the parabolic density profile which is
characteristic for swollen brushes [38]. The overall den-
sity of the polymer film (brush and lubricant) is roughly
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constant throughout the whole film.
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Figure 3. Example of density profiles for a polymer brush
which is oversaturated with lubricant. The parameters are
|App| = 28, σ = 0.25, nB = 900 and no = 25× 103

For the investigation of brush properties without a
droplet we use brushes composed of nB = 30 × 30
chains. For brushes with spherical droplets we use
nB = 100 × 100 chains resulting in typical box sizes of
200× 200× 300 r3c and lubricant content at the grafting
density σ = 0.25 r−2

c . The number of liquid particles was
nw = 766× 103 in most simulations, but was also some-
times reduced in order to study effects of the droplet size.

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 systems
are then left to equilibrate until no more conformational
changes are observed. The systems with the droplet need
at least 107 steps to reach equilibrium.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. The Brush

To better understand the wetting behavior, we first
investigate the characteristics of the brush. At grafting
densities σ ≤ 0.25 the dry brush has a rough topog-
raphy, with the density in the saturated sections hav-
ing a value similar to the melt density. Figure 4 shows
the variation in the height of the brush as a function
of the amount of lubricant present for grafting densities
σ = 0.17, 0.25, 0.31. The x-axis is the fraction of lubri-
cant in the system

Φ =
noNo

noNo + nBNB
, (3)

where no is the number of lubricant chains, No is the
length of lubricant chains, nB is the number of brush
chains, and NB is the length of brush chains. This
fraction does not always coincide with the fraction of
lubricant strictly inside the brush, to which we will refer
as ΦB

o , because a layer of lubricant forms on top of the

brush if Φ exceeds a certain value (see below). With our
choice of grafting density and length of the free chains, we
are in the regime where the free chains are not expelled
from the brush, and the film formed after the brush is
saturated is stable against autophobic dewetting [39, 40].

We begin with examining the brush height, which we
define as the point where the density distribution of
brush particles drops below a cut-off value of 10−3. Here
and in the rest of this article, the error bars correspond
to the standard error on the average value obtained
from 5 independent simulations. Figure 4a shows that
the brush height increases with the lubricant content as
one might expect, but then reaches a constant value,
indicating that the brush is saturated with lubricant.
Once the brush is saturated, a film of lubricant forms on
top of the brush, which is in coexistence with a vapor
phase that has a very low lubricant density (< 10−3). To
identify the saturation point, we calculate the difference
between the height of the brush (HB) and the height of
the lubricant (Ho), which are both defined as the height
at which the respective densities drop below a value of
10−3. We then plot the difference, Ho − HB , versus
the ratio of the number of lubricant particles to brush
particles noNo/nBNB . When the brush is saturated it
stops swelling, which means Ho − HB should increase
linearly with the overall fraction of lubricant chains.
Fitting the last 3 points of each curve for Ho − HB to
a line, we can clearly detect the saturation point as
the point where the curve deviates from that line. For
example, at grafting density σ = 0.25, the saturation
point is at Φ ≈ 0.77. This value will be chosen below to
study droplets on brushes. Figure 5 shows the variation
of the brush height versus σ1/3 for a saturated brush.
The data points show linear behavior, which is consistent
with a brush in good solvent [41].

For the cloaking and wetting properties, surface ten-
sion plays an important role. The surface tensions of
the different components of the system are calculated
through integration of the stress tensor anisotropy across
flat interfaces

γx =

∫
dz(P⊥ − P∥) (4)

Different configurations were simulated in order to deter-
mine separately the liquid-vapor interfacial tension γw,
the lubricant-vapor tension γo, the lubricant-liquid ten-
sion γow, the brush-vapor tension γb, and the brush-liquid
tension γbw, A liquid or lubricant slab surrounded by va-
por for γw and γo, a brush for γb, a brush covered by
a slab of liquid for γbw, and a lubricant slab in contact
with a liquid slab for γow. Here and throughout, the
subscripts o, w, and b refer to the oil (lubricant), water
(liquid droplet), and brush respectively. A single sub-
script refers to the interface of the respective phase with
the vapor phase, while a combination of two subscripts
refers to the interface between the two respective phases.
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Figure 4. (a) Height of the brush versus the total fraction of
lubricant Φ for different grafting densities and (b) difference
in height between the brush and the top of the lubricant layer
versus the ratio of lubricant particles to grafted chain parti-
cles noNo/nBNB , for different grafting densities. The solid
lines illustrate the extrapolation procedure used to determine
the saturation point (see text). For σ = 0.25, we obtain a
saturation point noNo/nBNB ≈ 3.33 or Φ ≈ 0.77
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Figure 5. Height of the brush versus σ1/3 for a saturated brush
Φ = 0.84. The linear trend is consistent with the prediction
for a brush in good solvent.

A distinction needs to be made between the oil-water in-
terface and the brush-water interface since the surface
tension of the latter depends on the degree of swelling of
the brush as will be shown below.

Figure 6 shows the stress anisotropy profile for an un-

dersaturated and a fully saturated brush in contact with
vapor, and an undersaturated brush in contact with liq-
uid. The three curves show similar features, i.e., strong
oscillations of same magnitude near z = 0 characterizing
the brush-substrate interactions (z < 4). This zone is
followed by a zone where the stress anisotropy is slightly
negative due to the mutual repulsion of the stretched
polymers and decays to zero, and finally a positive peak
at the position of the polymer interface away from the
grafting surface. (In the case of the brush-liquid system,
an additional peak appears around z = 40, which marks
the position of the liquid-vapor interface).
Furthermore, we note that the curve for the strongly

oversaturated brush covered by a lubricant layer (blue
line corresponding to Φ = 0.89 in Figure 6) does not
feature an additional peak which would mark the brush-
lubricant interface. Hence we conclude that the inter-
facial tension between brush and lubricant film is zero.
Furthermore, one can see that the behavior of the curves
inside the brush is independent of the fraction of lubri-
cant and of the type of the adjacent phase (vapor or liq-
uid). Here we are mainly interested in the difference of
γbw and γb, which is the quantity entering the expected
value for the equilibrium contact angle of the droplet (the
Young’s angle). Therefore, to reduce statistical errors, we
choose to evaluate only the integral over the peaks at the
interfaces, which correspond to the pure polymer-vapor
and polymer-liquid interfacial tension, omitting the con-
tributions of the brush and brush-substrate interactions
to the surface energy.
To be as close as possible to the experimental condi-

tions of water on PDMS, we choose the interaction pa-
rameters such that the ratios of these surface tensions
match the corresponding experimental values. Specifi-
cally, we choose Aij = Aww = −50 for the liquid-liquid
cohesion which results in a liquid-vapor surface tension of
γw ≈ 3.2, we choose Aij = App = −28 for the polymer-
polymer cohesion which gives γo ≈ 0.9 for the pure
lubricant-vapor interface, and finally Aij = Apw = −21
for the polymer-liquid cohesion which gives a lubricant-
liquid surface tension of γow ≈ 1.4.
The brush-vapor and brush-liquid surface tensions are

calculated as a function of the lubricant content of the
brush at σ = 0.25. The results are shown in Figure
7a, while Figure 7b shows the predicted Young angles
versus the lubricant content as calculated using equa-
tion (1). The surface tension starts at a higher value
for dry brushes, possibly due to the roughness, and then
decreases and eventually reaches the melt (lubricant) γo
value after saturation.

B. Cloaking

When a water droplet is placed on a PDMS sub-
strate, the residual silicone oil/lubricant accumulates
on the droplet, resulting in a cloaking layer as shown
in Figure 1 and [42]. The main driving force for
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Figure 6. Stress tensor anisotropy for a brush with differ-
ent lubricant content. The integral over the peak gives the
relevant surface tension for the wetting. Both profiles show
similar properties near the grafting surface, due to the repul-
sion of the surface and the tension in the first (grafted) bond.
The large peak near z = 35 is the liquid-vapor interface.
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Figure 7. (a) Surface tension versus lubricant content for both
the brush-vapor and the brush-liquid interfaces. (b) Young
angle versus lubricant content, as calculated using equation 1
with γw = 3.2

this phenomenon is the positive spreading coeffi-
cient of silicone oil (uncrosslinked PDMS) on water
Sow = γw − γow − γo = 11 mN/m, effectively lowering
the droplet-vapor surface tension. With our choice of
parameters we get a spreading coefficient Ssim = 0.9,
which results in cloaking as shown in Figure 8. To
investigate the cloaking, we study the cloak thickness as

Figure 8. Side cross-sectional view of a spherical droplet on
lubricated brush. Yellow particles represent the free chains,
red the grafted chains, and blue the liquid particles.

a function of the lubricant fraction in the system (see
appendix B 2 for details on the calculation method). We
define a cloak as a layer of lubricant chains that is at
the bulk density. Figure 9 shows the cloak thickness
versus lubricant content. The figure shows that cloaking
is absent for low Φ and sets in at a certain transition
point, beyond which the cloak thickness increases with
the lubricant content. The graph seems to flatten as we
approach the brush saturation point. No points beyond
saturation were simulated here because of computational
limitations.
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Figure 9. Cloak thickness as a function of lubricant content.
R in the legend is the radius of curvature of the droplet. We
define a cloak as a layer of free chains that has the bulk density
ρo of the lubricant melt. The thickness is at zero before a
certain transition point is reached, after which the thickness
increases before seeming to flatten near the brush saturation
point Φ ≈ 0.77.

To rationalize these findings, we develop a simple the-
oretical picture (see appendix C for the full derivation,
and Figure 10 for a schematic representation). We con-
sider a coupled system of a spherical droplet, which is
possibly covered by lubricant, and a lubricant infused
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Figure 10. Diagram representing the most relevant quantities
involved in the theory.

brush, which can exchange lubricant chains. Equilibrium
is achieved when the chemical potentials of both subsys-
tems are equal. The free energy of the brush-lubricant
subsystem is

FB

kBT
= no lnΦ

B
o +

k

2
nB H2

B − µB
o no (5)

where first term is the mixing free energy of the lubricant
in the brush, the second term is the stretching elasticity
cost of the brush with the spring constant k/2 = K/NB

(K is an undetermined prefactor with units of inverse
length squared), and the last term is the chemical po-
tential contribution. Eq. (5) can be rewritten as the
free energy per unit area and in terms of the fraction of
lubricant in the brush as

F̃B =
NB

No
σ
ΦB

o lnΦB
o

1− ΦB
o

+KNBσ
3 1

(1− ΦB
o )

2

− µB
o

NB

No
σ

ΦB
o

1− ΦB
o

(6)

where ΦB
o is the volume fraction of lubricant in the

brush, and µB
o the chemical potential of the lubricant

in the brush. If we impose the equilibrium condition
∂F̃B/∂Φ

B
o = 0, we can obtain a relation between the

lubricant chemical potential and the lubricant content,
ΦB

o ,

µB
o = 1− ΦB

o + lnΦB
o + 2KNoσ

2 1

1− ΦB
o

(7)

Next we consider the droplet-lubricant subsystem. In
our simulations we work with short ranged forces. This
leads us to hypothesize a rapidly decaying disjoining pres-
sure for the cloaking layer, as opposed to the typical h−3

dependence associated with long range Van der Waals
forces. The driving mechanism for the cloaking phe-
nomenon is the difference in surface tensions, captured

by the spreading coefficient S = γw − γow − γo. We then
write our free energy contribution FΠ of the disjoining
pressure as

FΠ = AD S exp (−HD
o /ξ) (8)

where HD
o is the thickness of the cloaking layer, and ξ

a length scale characterizing the range of the disjoining
pressure. Therefore, we write the free energy of the cloak-
ing layer as

FD

kBT
= ADS exp (−HD

o /ξ)+ADγow+Aoγo−µD
o nD

o (9)

The first term is the contribution of the disjoining pres-
sure, the following two terms are the interfacial energies,
and the last term is the contribution of the chemical po-
tential. In the above expression µd

o is the chemical po-
tential of the lubricant on the droplet, nD

o the number
of lubricant chains in the cloaking layer, AD and Ao are
the areas of the droplet surface and the surface of the
cloaking layer, respectively, given by

AD = κD4πR2
D

Ao = κo4π(RD +HD
o )2,

and κD and κo are geometric factors that depend on the
contact angle. For thin cloaking layers, we approximate
κD = κo ≡ κ. Using this information we write the free
energy of the cloaked droplet per unit area of the droplet
AD as

F̃D = S exp (−HD
o /ξ)+γow+

(
1+

HD
o

RD

)2

γo−µD
o

nD
o

κ4πR2
D

(10)

Minimizing F̃D with respect to nD
o , we obtain an ex-

pression for the relation between the chemical potential
of the lubricant, µD

o , and the thickness of the cloaking
layer, HD

o :

µD
o =

No

ρo

1(
1 +

HD
o

RD

)2

[
−S

ξ
exp

(
− HD

o

ξ

)

+ 2
γo
RD

(
1 +

HD
o

RD

)]
. (11)

Equating equations (7) and (11) gives the equilibrium
condition between the lubricated brush and the cloaked
droplet µB

o (Φ
B
o ) = µD

o (HD
o ). Setting HD

o = 0 on the
R.H.S implies the existence of a transition when the frac-
tion of lubricant is equal to the value ΦB∗

o , which corre-
sponds to a chemical potential value µB∗

o
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µB∗
o = µB

o (Φ
B∗
o ) =

No

ρo

[
− S

ξ
+ 2

γo
RD

]
(12)

The existence of a cloaking transition is a clear feature
from the results of our simulations. When the brush is
fully saturated, including the configurations where a film
of pure lubricant is formed on top of the brush, we have
µB
o = 0. When this is the case the equilibrium condition

is given by

µD
o = 0 =⇒ −S

ξ
exp

(
− HD

o

ξ

)
+ 2

γo
RD

(
1 +

HD
o

RD

)
= 0.

(13)
This means that the cloaking layer will reach a limiting
thickness as the brush gets fully saturated, found by solv-
ing equation (13) for HD

o . We were not able to simulate
systems with an oversaturated brush and a droplet due
to computational limitations, but the trend in Figure 9
seems to be flattening near the saturation point Φ ≈ 0.77.

C. Cloaking and Wetting: effect on contact angles
and the wetting ridge

q After having investigated the cloaking transition, we
now turn to study the influence of cloaking on the wetting
properties of droplets, in particular the contact angle and
the properties of the wetting ridge.

1. Contact Angles on a Dry Brush

We first investigate spherical droplets on dry brushes
with a grafting density σ = 0.25. This results in systems
as shown in Figure 11.

A key qualitative observation is the formation of
a wetting ridge at the three phase contact line. Of
particular interest is the contact angle between the
droplet and the brush. Here we are specifically looking
at the apparent contact angle, which can be compared to
the angle calculated from the Young equation. The angle
is calculated by fitting the top of the droplet to a circle
and finding the angle it makes with a horizontal line
at the level of the unperturbed brush. This procedure
results in an apparent contact angle θapp. For details on
the calculation see Appendix B 1.

Figure 12 shows the variation of cos(θapp) with the in-
verse radius of the contact line. The graph shows linear
behavior, which is in agreement with the line tension hy-
pothesis at the three phase contact line. The hypothesis
suggests a contribution to the free energy that is propor-
tional to the length of the three phase contact line. This
results in a correction to the apparent contact angle of
the form[43]

Figure 11. (a) Spherical Droplet on a dry brush (b) cross-
sectional side view of the same droplet on a dry brush.

cos(θapp) = cos(θ∞)− τ/γw
rcontact

(14)

where θ∞ is the limiting Young contact angle, achieved
for infinitely large droplets, τ is the line tension, and
rcontact is the radius of the three phase contact line. Here
the line tension is an effective parameter which possibly
includes other corrections, most notably the correction
due to the Tolman length. Fitting the data points to a
line gives an effective line tension value τ/γw = −5.0 and
a Young angle θ∞ = 101◦. The latter is in good agree-
ment with the value calculated from the corresponding
surface tensions, assuming the Shuttleworth effect is neg-
ligible due to the nature of the brush, where the stresses
and strains are in the normal direction to the unper-
turbed brush interface[44].

2. Contact Angles on a Lubricated Brush

The next line of inquiry is to investigate the influence
of lubricant on the contact angles. Figure 13 shows the
variation of the apparent contact angle on lubricated
brushes. The graph shows a gradual decrease in the
contact angle until about Φ = 0.44. This suggests
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Figure 12. Variation of cos(θapp) with the inverse radius of
the contact line. The variation is linear suggesting that the
dominant correction to the Young equation is that due to

an effective line tension cos(θapp) = cos(θ∞) − τ/γw

rd
. Our

simulations suggest τ/γw = −5.0 for a dry brush. The y-
intercept has the value −0.19, which corresponds to a Young
angle of 101◦. This angle is in good agreement with the result
calculated from surface tensions (≈ 100◦)

the hypothesis that the magnitude of the line tension
increases when lubricant is added, and then again when
the cloaking transition sets in, since in our case the line
tension is negative and therefore promotes the spreading
of the droplet.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Φ

92

94

96

θ a
p
p

Figure 13. Variation of θapp with the lubricant content. The
contact angle decreases when lubricant is added and after
the transition point (black dashed line), suggesting a possible
increase in the magnitude of line tension.

To test this hypothesis we measure the contact angle
versus the size of the droplet on a lubricated brush be-
yond the cloaking transition point. The results are shown
in Figure 14. The points do not clearly fall on a line, in-
dicating that the interpretation of the apparent contact
angle in terms of surface tensions and line tensions may
be too oversimplified, at least for the nanodroplets con-
sidered in this work. If we nevertheless enforce a fit and
try to extract the limiting angle and line tension, we get
a value for the line tension τ/γw = −5.7 and a limit-
ing angle θ∞ = 101◦. The line tension strength slightly

increased, but more investigation is required to rule out
other mechanisms that might be in play.
After Φ = 0.44 we see a slight increase in the con-

tact angle for the following two points. Since the droplet
is cloaked for those points, the effective droplet-vapor
surface tension is expected to be lower [42]. Lowering
the droplet surface tension drives the contact angle away
from 90◦, which is what we observe. The final point sug-
gests a jump in apparent contact angle. However, this
jump is most likely an artifact of the large curvature of
the droplet near the contact line at high lubrication.

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
1/r [r−1

c ]

0.2

0.1

0.0

0.1

co
s(
θ a
p
p
)

Linear Fit;
Simulation Data

Figure 14. Variation of cos(θapp) with the inverse radius of
the contact line for a lubricated brush with Φ = 0.44. Here
the behavior is not exactly linear, which is likely due to effects
other than line tension. If we forcefully try to extract a line
tension however, we get τ/γw = −5.7 and the y-intercept has
the value −0.19, which corresponds to a Young angle of 101◦.

3. Brush Ridge Reduction

Figure 15. Snapshots showing the reduction in the grafted
ridge height (red particles) as lubricant is added. The solid
line shows the height of the unperturbed brush, the dashed
line the height of the grafted ridge at low lubrication, and the
dash-dot line the height at higher lubrication.

The cloaking of the droplet can be seen as an example
for fluid separation from the underlying substrate, which
is observed in certain cases of soft wetting. We observe in
our simulation that the fluid separation is accompanied
by a reduction in the height of the grafted chains near
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the droplet, in the vicinity of the wetting ridge as seen in
Figure 15. Such a phenomenon has also been observed
experimentally for water droplets on swollen PDMS gels
[45]. Figure 16 shows the maximum height of the grafted
chains near the droplet after subtracting the unperturbed
height away from the droplet. The ridge height slightly
increases after lubricant is added to the system. At some
point it reaches a maximum then decreases. After cloak-
ing sets in, the height decreases more rapidly as the the
fraction of lubricant increases. The non-monotonic be-
havior before cloaking is qualitatively in agreement with
the experimental results from [45].
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Brush Ridge

Figure 16. Height of the brush ridge versus the lubricant con-
tent, the dashed black line indicates the onset of the cloaking
transition. The ridge height shows non-monotonic behavior.
It first increases as lubricant is added, then decreases again,
with the decrease being more steep after the onset of cloaking.

In many experiments, the resolution is not high enough
to allow for visualization of the cloaking layer, but one
can still observe a wetting ridge where Neumann angles
can be calculated. The confocal image in Figure 1 show
an accumulation of lubricant close to the three phase
contact line. This accumulation can be considered as an
effective wetting ridge, so that if the resolution of the
microscope were lower, the cloaking layer would not be
visible, only the ridge. We observe a similar effect in our
simulations, where the cloaking layer of constant thick-
ness gets wider near the contact line (see Figure 19).
From the simulation we can extract an effective ridge
height, which we define as the position where the thick-
ness of the cloaking layer increases by more than 10%
above its mean value far from the contact region, in the
region of constant thickness. In the absence of a cloaking
layer, the ridge height can be calculated directly. Figure
17 shows the change in the brush ridge height, the lu-
bricant ridge height, and the lubricant-brush separation,
as the amount of lubricant is increased. The lubricant-
brush separation is calculated as the difference between
the two ridge heights. The trends are very similar to the
ones observed by Cai et al in [45]. Notable is the rapid
increase in the separation after the onset of cloaking.
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Brush Ridge

Lubricant Ridge

Separation

Figure 17. Variation of the lubricant ridge height, the brush
ridge height, and the separation between the two with the
lubricant content. In the absence of cloaking the ridge height
is calculated directly. In the presence of cloaking it is defined
as the height above the unperturbed brush where the cloak
thickness increases by more than 10% of its value in the region
of constant thickness. The separation is calculated as the
difference between the two ridge heights.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this study we have examined the cloaking of liquid
droplets on lubricant infused polymer brushes by simu-
lations and supporting experiments and theoretical con-
siderations.

The experiments clearly demonstrate the existence
of such cloaking layers for droplets on brushes with
a high lubricant content. This is accompanied by an
accumulation of lubricant near the contact line between
the droplet and the substrate. In experiments where
the resolution does not allow for the observation of a
cloaking layer, the accumulation near the contact line
will appear as a Neumann type wetting ridge. The
qualitative properties of the droplets in simulation are
in very good agreement with the experiment

In the simulations we characterized the swelling of the
brush by the lubricant and found the saturation point
for different grafting densities, which plays a role in the
thickness of the cloaking layer. The surface tension of
the brush surface with vapor and liquid as a function of
swelling is found to gradually decrease as one goes from
a dry brush to a saturated brush, where for the latter
the value approaches the values corresponding to the
lubricant with the relevant interface.

Furthermore, we characterized the cloaking of the
droplet by the lubricant by calculating the variation
of the cloak thickness versus the amount of lubricant
present in the system. We find that a cloaking-transition
takes place already for lubricant concentrations that are
significantly lower than those where the brush saturates
with lubricant. The cloak thickness seems to flatten as
one approaches the saturation point of the brush. We de-
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rive a thermodynamic theory that predicts the cloaking
transition, the increase of the cloak thickness, and the
limiting thickness at saturation. Given the approximate
nature of the theory however we do not have quanti-
tative agreement. An additional effect of the presence
of lubricant is liquid-substrate separation at the three
phase contact line. This is accompanied by a decrease
in the height of the substrate in the wetting ridge as
more lubricant is added, which is an effect that has also
been observed experimentally for droplets on PDMS gels.

We finally investigate the contact angles of the droplet
on the brush. On a dry brush, we study the dependence
of contact angles on the size of the droplet and find
that line tension plays an important role for spherical
droplets, where we find the value τ/γw = −5.0. On
lubricated brushes, we find that the angle is reduced,
implying that the addition of lubricant increases the
magnitude of line-tension (negative in our case). Overall,
the effect of cloaking on the apparent contact angle is
remarkably small, in the range of only a few degrees. It
is strongly affected by the finite size of the droplet, but
the extrapolated value for infinite droplet size is in good
agreement with the Young’s angle predicted from the
surface tension, both for cloaked and uncloaked droplets.
Thus we find that the cloaking transition has only a
minor effect on the static equilibrium wetting properties
of droplets.

Given that cloaking has a strong effect on the struc-
ture of the contact line, we do however expect that it
will strongly influence the dynamic wetting properties,
i.e., contact angle hysteresis and the friction of rolling
droplets. This will be the subject of future investigations.
Another interesting subject for future investigation is the
spreading and imbibition of the free chains into the brush
and comparison with atomistic simulations [46].

V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was funded by the German Science Founda-
tion within the priority program SPP 2171 (grants Schm
985/22 and VO 639/16). R.B. thanks Leonid Klushin for
useful discussions.

Appendix A: Experimental Details

1. PDMS brush substrate

Glass slides (24 × 60 mm, 170 µm thick) were rinsed
with ethanol and acetone and dried under nitrogen gas.
Thereafter, they were exposed to oxygen plasma (0.3 bar)
for 10 minutes at 300 W (Femto, Diener Electronic, Ger-
many). This treatment adds hydroxyl groups to the sur-
face. Approximately 250 µl of methyl terminated PDMS
oil (6000 Da) is cast on the surface and distributes ho-
mogeneously. Over time, PDMS chains condense on the
hydroxyl (anchor) groups at the surface [22]. After 24h,
we remove uncrafted PDMS chains from the surface by
immersing the substrate in a toluene-sonication bath for
15 minutes. A 5 − 10 nm thick film of surface-grafted
PDMS chains remains. Free PDMS oligomers (3500 Da)
are distributed overnight (3±2 µl/mm2) into the grafted
PDMS chains. The oligomers were fluorescently labeled
(Lumogen Red, BASF, 0.1 mg/ml).

2. Experimental visualization of oligomer cloaking

We place the PDMS brush substrate on a laser scan-
ning confocal microscope (Leica TCS SP8)). We place
a droplet (approx. 500 nl) of glycerol (57 %wt) wa-
ter (43 %wt) on the substrate. The glycerol-water mix-
ture was chosen to suppress evaporation. The mixing
ratio yields a refractive index match between drop and
PDMS (i.e., n = 1.4) and a surface tension of around
γw ≈ 67 mN/m[47, 48]. Combining this with γo ≈
21 mN/m for silicone-oil-air, and γwl ≈ 40 mN/m for
silicone-oil-water, we expect an apparent contact angle

(for uncloaked droplets) θY = cos−1

(
γo−γwl

γw

)
≈ 106◦.

After 20 minutes, we capture 3D stacks of the droplet
using a Leica HC PL APO CS 10x/0.40 objective lens.
We observe stark silicone oil (yellow) accumulations in
the vicinity of the three-phase contact line in Figure 1.
Additionally, silicone oil distributes on the entire air-
exposed interface of the drop, indicated by the fine fluo-
rescence signal. This gives direct indication of a silicone
oil cloak on the droplet.

Appendix B: Calculation Methods

1. Contact Angle Calculation

The density of the different components of the systems
is calculated as function of position by dividing the sim-
ulation box into bins. The density is averaged over the
azimuthal direction. From the density map, the interface
of a specific comonent is defined as the level curve where
the density of that component reaches half its bulk value.
The contact angle is measure by fitting the droplet-vapor
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interface to a circle and calculating the angle this circle
makes with the surface of the brush, as shown in Figure
18. It is important to clarify here that the surface of the
brush is the surface of grafted chains, to have consistent
calculations when the brush is over-saturated.

Figure 18. Density map of a droplet on a brush, which also
show the circular fit of the droplet (red) and the level with
which the apparent angle is measured (cyan)

2. Cloak Thickness Calculation

In order to find the cloak thickness the density of the
lubricant above the brush height was calculated as a func-
tion of the radial position and angle from the z-axis. The
origin is chosen at the center of curvature for the droplet
as calculated in Appendix B 1. This results in a den-
sity map ρ(r, θ). We define a cloak as a layer at the
bulk density ρo of lubricant and so the level curves of
ρ = ρo/2 were found and plotted. One can clearly see
that the thickness of the cloak is the same everywhere on
the droplet except when one approaches the substrate.
The cloak thickness was then calculated as the average
distance between the lines for θ ∈ [0, π/6]. This range
was chosen since the thickness was observed to be con-
stant for all chosen lubrication values.

Appendix C: Derivation of the thermodynamic
theory for cloaking

1. Notation

• kB : Boltzmann constant

• T : temperature

• nB
o : number of lubricant chains

• No: length of a lubricant chain

• nB : number of grafted chains
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Figure 19. Density map of lubricant versus the radial position
from the center of curvature of the droplet (y-axis) and the
angle from the z-direction (x-axis). The red line represents
the level curve of ρ = ρo/2. The cloak thickness is calculated
as the distance between the red lines where they are parallel.

• NB : length of a grafted chain

• a: size of a monomer

• ΦB
o : fraction of lubricant in the brush

• HB : height of the brush

• µB
o : chemical potential of the lubricant in the brush

• σ: grafting density of the brush

• γw: surface tension of the droplet-vapor interface

• γo: surface tension of the lubricant-vapor interface

• γow: surface tension of the droplet-lubricant inter-
face

• S = γw − γow − γo: spreading coefficient of the
lubricant on the lubricant on the droplet

• HD
o : thickness of the lubricant layer

• ξ: length scale of the decay of the disjoining pres-
sure

• RD: radius of curvature of the droplet

• µD
o : chemical potential of the cloaking layer (lubri-

cant on the droplet)

• nD
o : number of lubricant chains on the droplet

• ρo: density of pure lubricant melt

2. Free energy of the brush

We consider the lubricated brush and the cloaked
droplet as coupled thermodynamic systems which can ex-
change energy and lubricant chains. The free energy of
the brush subsystem is given by
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FB

kBT
= no lnΦ

B
o +KnB

H2
B

NB
− µB

o no (C1)

The first term is the mixing free energy of the lubricant
in the brush, the second term is the stretching elasticity
cost of the brush the spring constant k/2 = K/NB (K
is an undetermined prefactor with units of inverse length
squared), and the last term is the chemical potential con-
tribution. Here µB

o ≤ 0 with µB
o = 0 corresponding to a

fully saturated brush. Rewriting nB
o and nB as

nB
o = ABHB

ΦB
o

Noa3

nB = ABσ

with AB the surface area of the brush, we can rewrite
the free energy as

FB

kBT
= ABHB

ΦB
o

Noa3
lnΦB

o +ABσK
H2

B

NB
−µB

o ABHB
ΦB

o

Noa3

(C2)
The fraction of grafted chains is given by

ΦB = 1− ΦB
o =

NBσa
3

HB
(C3)

which leads to an expression for the height of the brush

HB =
NBσa

3

1− ΦB
o

(C4)

making this final replacement and dividing by the area
AB to get the free energy per area we get the final form
for our free energy

F̃B ≡ FB

kBTAB
=

NB

No
σ
ΦB

o lnΦB
o

1− ΦB
o

+KNBσ
3 1

(1− ΦB
o )

2

− µB
o

NB

No
σ

ΦB
o

1− ΦB
o

(C5)

Where a factor of a6 has been absorbed into the pref-
actor K. Now if we impose the equilibrium condition
∂F̃B/∂Φ

B
o = 0, we can obtain the chemical potential as

µB
o = 1− ΦB

o + lnΦB
o + 2KNoσ

2 1

1− ΦB
o

(C6)

3. Free energy of the cloak

In our simulations we work with short ranged forces.
This leads us to hypothesize a rapidely decaying disjoin-
ing pressure for the cloaking layer, as opposed to the typ-
ical h−3 dependence associated with long range Van der

Waals forces. Given that the driving mechanism for the
cloaking phenomenon is the difference in surface tensions,
captured by the spreading coefficient S = γw − γow − γo,
we write our free energy contribution FΠ of the disjoining
pressure as

FΠ = AD S exp (−HD
o /ξ). (C7)

Therefore, we write the free energy of the cloaking layer
as

FD

kBT
= AD S exp (−HD

o /ξ) +ADγow +Aoγo − µD
o nD

o

(C8)
and dividing by the area of the droplet we get

F̃D =
FD

kBTAD
= S exp (−HD

o /ξ)+γow+
Ao

AD
γo−µD

o

nD
o

AD
(C9)

where AD and Ao are the areas of the droplet and the
cloaking layer respectively, given by

AD = κD4πR2
D

Ao = κo4π(RD +HD
o )2

where κD and κo are geometric factors that depend on
the contact angle. For thin cloaking layers, we approxi-
mate κD = κo ≡ κ. Inserting this into the expression for
F̃D we get

F̃D = S exp (−HD
o /ξ)+γow+

(
1+

HD
o

RD

)2

γo−µD
o

nD
o

κ4πR2
D

(C10)

To minimize F̃D with respect to nD
o , we use

nD
o =

ρo
No

Vo =⇒ dnD
o =

ρo
No

dVo (C11)

where Vo is the volume of the cloaking layer, whose dif-
ferential dVo is given by

dVo = κ4π(RD +HD
o )2dHD

o (C12)

the above two equations give

∂HD
o

∂nD
o

=
No

ρo

[
κ4π(RD +HD

o )2
]−1

(C13)

using the above equation to evaluate ∂F̃D/∂nD
o = 0 we

obtain the chemical potential of the cloaking layer as

µD
o =

No

ρo

1(
1 +

HD
o

RD

)2

[
− S

ξ
exp

(
−HD

o

ξ

)
+2

γo
RD

(
1+

HD
o

RD

)]

(C14)
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4. Cloaking transition and limiting cloak thickness

Equilibrium between the brush and the cloaked droplet
is achieved when the chemical potentials are equal
µB
o (Φ

B
o ) = µD

o (HD
o ). The transition from uncloaked to

cloaked droplet is found by setting HD
o = 0 on the R.H.S

implying the existence of a transition when the fraction
of lubricant is equal to the value ΦB∗

o which corresponds
to a chemical potential value µB∗

o

µB∗
o = µB

o (Φ
B∗
o ) =

No

ρo

[
− S

ξ
+ 2

γo
RD

]
(C15)

when the brush is fully saturated, including the config-
urations where a film of pure lubricant is formed on top
of the brush, we have µB

o = 0. When this is the case the
equilibrium condition is given by

µD
o = 0 =⇒ − S

ξ
exp

(
− HD

o

ξ

)
+2

γo
RD

(
1+

HD
o

RD

)
= 0

(C16)
which means that the cloaking layer will reach a limiting
thickness as the brush gets fully saturated.
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