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Electrolubrication in flowing liquid mixtures
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We describe the “electrolubrication” occurring in liquid mixtures confined between two charged
surfaces. For a mixture of two liquids, the effective viscosity decreases markedly in the presence of a
field. The origin of this reduction is field-induced phase separation, leading to the formation of two
low-viscosity lubrication layers at the surfaces. These layers facilitate larger strain at a given stress.
The effect is strong if the viscosities of the two liquids are sufficiently different, the volume fraction
of the less viscous liquid is small, the gap between the surfaces is small, and the applied potential is
large. The phase separation relies on the existence of dissociated ions in the solution. The effective
viscosity is reduced by a factor «; its maximum value is the ratio between the viscosities of the two
liquids. In most liquids, a ~ 1 — 10, and in mixtures of water and glycerol a ~ 80 — 100 under

relatively small potentials.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the electroviscous effect, the viscosity of particle sus-
pensions depends on the particles’ charge [TH6]. In elec-
trorheological fluids, an external field leads to a large in-
crease in the suspension’s viscosity [THII]. In both cases,
particle polarization and electrical double-layer buildup
lead to long-range interactions between the particles that
significantly increase the viscosity. The viscoelectric ef-
fect refers to changes in viscosity due to the effect of
external electric fields on molecular dipoles in pure polar
liquids. It has also been studied extensively in bulk and
confined liquids, non-aqueous liquids, and water [I2HI§].

Room-temperature ionic liquids (RTILs) confined be-
tween surfaces have been studied extensively as potential
wear-protective films in recent years. Friction forces are
typically measured via an atomic force microscope [19]
or surface force balance [20]. The friction force depends
on molecular layering, crowding, and overscreening, of-
ten reflecting the large size of the molecules [2I]. In ad-
dition, the size-asymmetry between anions and cations
leads to an asymmetry between the forces measured with
positively or negatively charged surfaces [22]. For mod-
erate surface charge, the friction force between surfaces
increases with electrode charge for either pure RTILs or
RTILs with an added solvent |23, [24].

This paper describes a new “electrolubrication” effect
occurring when liquid mixtures are confined between two
plates. Here, the effective mixture’s viscosity can be re-
duced by applying an external potential by 1 - 3 orders of
magnitude. The effect does not depend on specific molec-
ular details and occurs whenever the pure liquids have
different viscosities. In this phenomenon, the external
potential leads to field-gradient-induced phase transition
whereby a thin layer of the more polar solvent (e.g., wa-
ter) adheres to the surfaces while the less polar solvent is
in the center of the film [25] 26]. As shown below, when
the polar solvent is the less viscous liquid, the two lubri-

cating layers reduce the effective viscosity markedly. The
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transition voltage depends on the salt content, the pref-
erential solvation of ions, temperature, and hydrophobic-
ity /hydrophilicity of the plates [27]. The phase transition
can be of first- or second-order. The effective viscosity
reduction depends additionally on the ratio between the
viscosities of the pure liquids, the spacing between the
plates, and the relative volume fraction of the liquids.

II. MODEL
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of electrolubrication in a shear
experiment. A mixture is found in the gap between two par-
allel and smooth surfaces. The bottom one is static and the
top one is sheared at a constant stress 7. (a) The mixture is
homogeneous at composition ¢g. The viscosity 1(¢o) is uni-
form and the velocity is linear in . (b) Under the influence
of potential difference across the two surfaces, the mixture
develops a composition profile leading to inhomogeneities of
the viscosity n(¢(z)). Two lubrication layers are created near
the surfaces (shaded in faint blue), and the velocity of the top
surface is significantly larger than in (a).

Consider a mixture of a polar liquid (e.g., water) and
a cosolvent placed in between two flat and parallel sur-
faces as in Fig. When the surfaces are charged,
ionic screening leads to strong field gradients. Ultra-
smooth surfaces whose potential can be easily adjusted
were developed and used even in surface force balance
experiments, where the distance between surfaces and
their smoothness are crucial [15, 28H32] For large sur-
face potentials, the ion density at the surfaces becomes
very high, and therefore we use a modified Poisson-
Boltzmann approach, employing the incompressibility
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constraint ¢ + ¢¢s + von~ + vont = 1, where ¢ and ¢
are the volume fractions of water and cosolvent, respec-
tively, vg is the common molecular volume of all species,
and n* is the number density of cations and anions. The
bulk phase diagram of the mixtures in the composition-
temperature (¢, T) plane is assumed to have a critical
point at (¢, T.) and a binodal curve ¢ (7). Liquids with
partial miscibility are examined at points close to but
outside the binodal, while fully miscible liquids are mod-
eled at temperatures above T,.. We use a simple model
where the bulk phase diagram in sufficiently low ionic
content is symmetric around ¢, = 1/2. Thus, if the av-
erage composition ¢ = ¢ is in the two-phase region, the
equilibrium coexisting compositions, ¢ and 1 — ¢ are at
the binodal.

A. Free Energy

In this section, we detail a specific realization of the en-
ergy to be used in Sec. [[IB]and subsequent calculations.
The grand potential is

Ofo(o), () v)] = [ |36 (V0 + fut i S

— ATt —ATnT — ud)/vo} dr + /fsdrs. (1)

S
The square-gradient term accounts for the energetic cost
of composition inhomogeneities, where ¢? = X/v(l]/ *isa

positive constant. The chemical potentials of the cations
and anions are A\*, respectively, and that of the mixture
is p.

The free energy density of mixing is

fo = kBT[¢1g@@-+¢wlma¢m>+—x¢¢my %)

Here, kp is the Boltzmann constant, 7" is the absolute
temperature, and xy ~ 1/T is the Flory interaction pa-
rameter. Equation [2| leads to an upper critical solution
temperature-type phase diagram. In the ¢ — T plane,
a homogeneous phase is stable above the binodal curve,
¢u(T), whereas below it the mixture separates to water-
rich and water-poor phases, with compositions given by
¢u(T). The two phases become indistinguishable at the
critical point (¢, x.) = (1/2,2).

The free energy density of the ions dissolved in the
mixture, fi, is modeled as

fi :kBT[n+ log(von™t) +n~ log(von™)
—¢(Autnt + Aun7)], (3)

The first line in Eq. is the entropy of the ions, where
n* are their number densities. The second line mod-
els the specific short-range interactions between ions and
solvents, where the solvation parameters, Au®, measure

the preference of ions toward a local water environment

[27, 33, 34]. For simplicity, we take here Aut = Au~,
i.e., both ions are equally hydrophilic.

The electrostatic energy density, f., for a monovalent
salt is given by

fo =~ 320GV +eln —nT )y, (4)
where v is the electrostatic potential, e is the ele-
mentary unit charge and g is the vacuum permittiv-
ity. The constitutive relation for e(¢) is assumed to
depend linearly on the mixture composition: e(¢) =
Ecst+(Ew—Ecs)®, where £, and .4 are the water and cosol-
vent permittivities, respectively. This ¢-dependence of
leads, in nonuniform electric fields, to a dielectrophoretic
force which attracts the high permittivity water toward
charged surfaces.

The surface energy density fs due to the contact of the
mixture with a solid surface is given by

fs = A7¢(rs)a (5)

where ry is a vector on the surface. This expression mod-
els the short-range interaction between the fluid and the
solid. The parameter A~y measures the difference be-
tween the solid—water and solid—cosolvent surface ten-
sions. The surfaces can be hydrophilic (Ay < 0) or hy-
drophobic (Avy > 0).

B. Flow Profiles

The viscosity of the mixture depends on ¢, ¢cs, and
n*. We denote by 1, and 7. the viscosities of water and
cosolvent, respectively. We assume the ionic contribution
to the viscosity is similar to that of the water, and hence

n= ncsd)cs + nw(l - ¢cs)~ (6)

Incompressible binary mixtures in electric fields are
governed by the following equations [35H39):

o ]
8(1? +v-Vo = L¢>V25(J; (™)
V- (e0e(9)V) = —e(n™ —n7), (8
V-v = 0, 9)

[g‘t’+(v V)v ] = —Vp+V (Vv +n(Vv))

+ elec ¢v% (10)

on* _ of
o TV (nv) = vaén (1)

Equation is a reaction-diffusion equation including
advection by the flow. v is the common velocity of the
two liquids. f = fm + fi + fo + (1/2)c*(V¢)? is the free
energy density of the mixture. Equations and (11
are the Poisson-Nernst-Planck equations. Equation (9))



is the incompressibility condition and Eq. (10) is the
Navier-Stokes equation, with fo. from Eq. (12]) below,
p the pressure, and a force derivable from gradients of
the chemical potential (last term on the right-hand side).
The liquids’ mass density p and the Onsager transport
coefficients (mobilities) Ly and L; are all taken here as
constants independent of ¢ or T.

The body force feje. is given by

1 0 1
felec = iv (5OE2¢6(2)T - §€0E2v€ + (3(71Jr — nf)E,

(12)

where E = —V4 is the electric field.

System geometry. We focus on a simple geome-
try that allows significant simplification of the equations.
The mixture is held in the gap between two parallel and
flat surfaces located at * = +£D/2, see Fig. The
boundary conditions for v are (i) v = 0 at the stationary
surface at x = —D/2, and (ii) constant stress 7 at the
moving surface at © = D/2.

In steady-state laminar flow and for infinitely long sur-
faces in the y-direction, it follows that v = v(z)§ and
all scalar quantities ¢, n*, 1 and 7, depend on z only.
Under these conditions, the complex set of equations re-
duces to a much simpler one: ¢(x), n*(z), and ()
obey the equilibrium profiles of a mixture confined by
two parallel charged plates, and the velocity is given by
n(@)dv(z)/dz = 7.

Therefore, at a given mixture profile ¢;(x), the flow
v(x) is given by

T dx,
vl@) =7 /x/m @) 13)

The index 7 is ¢ =m for the mixed state and i =ef for
the mixture in the electric field. We are interested in the
“velocity amplification factor” «, defined as the ratio be-
tween v;(x = D/2) with and without external potential:
a = vet(D/2) /v (D/2). Thus,

L d 14
=D )iy nGa@) ™ (14)

Without external potential, ¢ = ¢g and ¢s ~ 1 — ¢y,
provided the volume of ions is sufficiently small. The
viscosity of this mixed state is 7, = donw + (1 — @) 7es-
The velocity vy, (x) = (¢ 4+ D/2)7 /1y, is linear in z, and
Um (D/Z) = TD/nnr

a could be large if, in the presence of an external field,
the less viscous liquid fills the gap and expels the more
viscous one. To get a significant amplification factor, one
needs to have a small value of ¢g (more viscous liquid
is a majority), large ratio 7es/nw, and sufficiently large
potential to induce the phase separation transition.

We now make two crude estimates of ves(D/2) primar-
ily relevant for the case where water is a minority phase
(¢o < 1/2). In the first one, it is assumed that when
the field is applied, two pure-water lubrication layers of

«

thickness w are formed at the surfaces. The gap between
these layers is pure cosolvent. In this case

Vet (D/2) = 2;:” n T(Dn:fw). (15)

Since the velocity of the mixed state is v,,(D/2) =
7D /1y, and 2w/ D = ¢¢ we find

a:"m+¢o("m—”’”). (16)
Tes Nw Nes

As a function of ¢g, a(¢dp) is a parabola with a maximum
given at a(do = 1/2) = 1/2 4+ (1/4)(Nes/Nw + Mo /Nes)- Tt
follows that a > 1 if nes > 1y, and if ¢ is not close to
zero or unity. The value of « for a water-glycerol system
(Nes = 1412n,,) with ¢g = 0.2 yields a = 226. This figure
overestimates the value of «.

In the second approach, when the external potential
is applied, the mixture’s composition in the gap between
the two surfaces is uniform, with ¢ ~ 1 — ¢ and ¢.s ~
$o. The viscosity is then n%™ = (1 — ¢o)w + Po7es-
The velocity profile is linear in x. For the water-glycerol
system with ¢g = 0.2 we find

_ Nim _ ¢077w + (]- - ¢)0)7705
Wélfm (1 - ¢0)77w + ¢Oncs

~ 4. (17)

This figure underestimates the value of a.

As we will see, the composition in the gap is not
uniform—two thin nonuniform boundary layers are cre-
ated near the surfaces. The direct effect of an electric
double layer in a thin water lubricating film on the viscos-
ity has been evaluated elsewhere [40]. This effect is rela-
tively small compared to the electrolubrication discussed
here, and consequently, we neglect it. In the water-rich
layers, the cosolvent content decays to zero with the dis-
tance from the surfaces x. The exact function ¢(x), and
consequently n(x), is essential in determining the veloc-
ity profile. In Sec. we calculate ¢(z) and obtain the
flow profile.

It is helpful to work with the dimensionless variables
defined as

_ x €0e(po)kpT
= — AL = DB
v )\D, b 277,062
b= V-
kBT kBT

nt = von®, ng = VgNo,

2 _ 2V 1 ~_ M

S = ks

3 00 fm ~ AvAp
f T ¥ 2 (18)

As we mentioned above, in the parallel-plates geometry,
the decoupling between the direction perpendicular to
the plates (z-direction) and parallel to them (y-direction)
means that the quantities ¢(x), 1 (z) and n*(x) corre-
spond to their equilibrium profiles. Thus, the ions obey



the modified Poisson-Boltzmann distribution [27]

PE(1 -
L L (19)
Pt = 1_(;5:70_%@3(13 [(¢—¢0)(X+Aui):l:1; .

The two remaining equations, for ¢ and 1;, are

—52@2¢+ag$ — Autat —AuTn”
1 2 O = vy -
" 2etgoyos W A0
V- e0v) = G0 - ) (20)

Their boundary conditions are

do(z = £D/2) A¥
di e
O(Z=+D/2) = i%f/ (21)

III. RESULTS

We solved Egs. and subject to their bound-
ary conditions. The profiles ¢(x) are shown in Fig. |2 for
varying potentials and fixed bulk composition ¢y = 0.2.
In (a) we used x = 0.5, corresponding to tempera-
tures well above T, simulating completely miscible lig-
uids. At vanishing potential, the composition is uniform—
¢(x) = ¢o—because the surfaces are taken to be neither
hydrophobic nor hydrophilic (Ay = 0). As V increases,
a profile develops. The profiles exhibit a boundary layer
at the walls (z = £1.5). These layers are created due to
the electrical double layer and the preferential solvation
of ions in water. In (b), we used a value of x which is
close to the bulk binodal x;(¢), and increased V. While
in (a) the profiles ¢(z) evolve gradually with V, in (b)
, they show a discontinuous jump from low ¢(z) =~ ¢q
to high ¢(z) =~ 0.8 values. This is the signature of the
first-order electroprewetting phase transition. At V val-
ues above the transition, the gap between the surfaces is
predominantly filled with water. As V further increases,
¢ at the surfaces drops rather than increases. This drop
is a result of high accumulation of ions at the surfaces;
in the modified Poisson-Boltzmann framework used here,
ions leave less room for water.

Figures [3] and [4] show the electrolubrication effect for
the two values of x used in Fig. 2] In both figures, part
(a) is a plot of « from Eq. vs dimensionless potential
V. The maximum value of V here is 40, corresponding
to a potential of about 1 V. By definition, a(V =1) = 1.
o(V) increases with V due to the creation of lubrication
layers near the surfaces. The thickness of these layers is
a nontrivial combination of the Debye length Ap and the
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FIG. 2. Composition profiles for different values of scaled
potential V' (in legend) and fixed bulk composition ¢o = 0.2.
(a) x = 0.5 is much smaller than x. = 2 (T is well above
T.). (b) x = x» — 0.01, where x» = 2.31 is the binodal for
¢o. Unless stated otherwise, in this and in other figures, we
used the parameters of water-glycerol mixtures: 7cs = Nw,
€ecs = 45, and &, = 80. In addition Aut = 3, Ay =0,
no = 0.001, D = 3\p, and ¢ = 0.4.

bulk correlation length [41]. In Fig. [3| the temperature is
high (x = 0.5), a(V) is continuous, and reaches a value of
14. In (b) however, the temperature is below T, and close
to the binodal. Here a(V') grows with V until a critical
potential V. ~ 9.1, at which it jumps discontinuously.
Inset shows enlargement of the discontinuity in c.. Above
Ve, a(V') grows continuously. The maximum value of «,
35, is higher compared to Fig.

Parts (b) of Figs. [8land [4]show the velocity profiles cal-
culated by Eq. (13]). Red curves show the classical linear
shear profile v,,(z) of the homogeneous mixture at the
bulk composition ¢g. The blue curves show the nonlin-
ear velocity ves(z) of the inhomogeneous mixture at the
maximal potential in (a) (V = 25). The two lubrication
layers are evident near the surfaces (z = £1.5), where
the gradient of v is large due to the small viscosity.

In wetting phenomena it is customary to define the
adsorption I' as

D/2Ap
r- / (6() — do) d. (22)

—D/2\p

I quantifies the integrated deviation of ¢(Z) from its bulk
value ¢¢. Figure 5| shows the adsorption vs scaled poten-
tial V for the low and high temperatures used in previous
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FIG. 3. Electrolubrication at high temperatures (¢o,x) =
(0.2,0.5). (a) a = vet/vm from Eq. (T4), the ratio between
the shear velocities with and without electric field, at the same
shear stress, as a function of scaled potential V. (b) Velocity
profiles from Eq. with (ver) and without electric field

(um) corresponding to the last point in (a) (V = 25). Velocity
is in arbitrary units (we used 7 = 1).

figures. In (a), x = 0.5 and the adsorption grows con-
tinuously with V. In (b), x = x» — 0.01 is close to the
binodal. Here T'(V') grows continuously for small values
of V. At V. =V, ~ 9.1 the first-order phase transition
occurs, and I' jumps up. This discontinuity originates
from the jump in profiles seen in Fig. b). As V fur-
ther increases, I'(V) gradually decreases. As mentioned
above, at high surface potentials the electric double layer
becomes more and more crowded, and the reduction in

¢ near the surfaces reduces I'.

The dependence of electrolubrication on the relative
hydrophilicity /hydrophobicity of the surfaces is assessed
in Fig. [6] Here, the value of A¥ was changed be-
tween negative (hydrophilic surfaces) to positive values
(hydrophobic surfaces) for two different temperatures (x
parameters) as in Figs. |3|and 4] In (a), the values of «
are shown to decrease nearly linearly with increasing hy-
drophobicity. « is larger when the temperature is closer
to the binodal (x = 2.3). Part (b) shows the velocity pro-
files with electric fields at the two temperatures for the
rightmost point in (a), i.e., for A% = 0.2). Here again,
when the mixture is closer to coexistence (red curve),
v(z) is larger at any point in the liquid than the high-
temperature curve (blue).
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FIG. 4. The same as in Fig. but at low temperatures:
(¢o, x) = (0.2, xs —0.01) where x; = 2.31 is the binodal value
for o = 0.2. Inset in (a) is a zoom in the range 8.8 < V < 9.4,
showing the discontinuity in a.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Electrolubrication between two surfaces occurs when
an external potential drop leads to the layering of con-
fined liquid mixtures. The theory relies on laminar flow,
an assumption valid for small surface separation D. The
ratio between the relative velocities of the two surfaces
with or without field, a;, can be quite large even at small
potentials; see vertical axes in Figs. |3] and [ recalling
that V' = 40 corresponds to 1 V. The lubrication effect is
predicted for a wide range of temperatures and is strong
even for fully miscible liquids or far from any coexistence
curve [Fig. |3 (a)]. Close to a coexistence curve, the elec-
trolubrication jumps discontinuously, as shown in the in-
set of Fig. |4] (a). This electrolubrication is different from
the “electroactuation” in RTILs because it predicts a re-
duction of the effective viscosity even at small potentials
and is expected to occur even in ordinary liquids.

Above, we obtained two estimates for «, Egs. (|16)
and (17). A more realistic expression can be obtained
by modeling the two layers near the surfaces. Since the
electric field decays nearly exponentially in the vicinity
of the walls we assume that n(z) varies as

Net = Nuel@TD/2) - D/2<z<-D/2+w,
et = Mot -D/24w<z<D/2-w,
Nt = et P/277) D/2—w<z<D/2. (23)
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FIG. 5. Adsorption T" from Eq. as a function of V for
the two temperatures x = 0.5 in (a) and x = x» —0.01 in (b).
In both parts ¢o = 0.2.

In this model, the viscosity in the middle of the gap ni
is uniform. What is its value? In Fig. 2(b) ¢ ~ 0.8 and
the constitutive relation Eq. @ yields ni ~ 285n,, for
the water-glycerol system.

The continuity of the viscosity at x = —D/2 + w
and x = D/2 — w sets the value of 5 to be g =
w'log (n%/n.). The velocity of the moving surface
can be now readily integrated:

27w 1 — ny, /no n 7(D — 2w)

o log (%) e

Vet(x = D/2) =

(24)

The ratio between this velocity and v, (z = D/2) =
7D /1y, is

o — oWl L= mu/m" L (1=2w/Dymn

- uni ni (25)
Dy log (M) Nef

Nw

Substitution of the following reasonable figures: w/D =
0.1, ¢o = 0.2, and nes /1 = 1412, yields o ~ 40. This
value is surprisingly close to the full numerical calculation
[see, e.g., Fig. [ffa)] and can be important in applications
where viscosity control is sought.

An interesting implementation of this effect concerns
channel or pipe flow along (say) the y-direction, driven
by a pressure gradient (stationary walls). When a ho-
mogeneous mixture enters a region in the pipe where
the external potential is applied, it will demix in the
z-direction (perpendicular to y). The time and length
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FIG. 6. The influence of surface hydrophobic-

ity /hydrophilicity on electrolubrication. (a) Flow amplifica-
tion factor o vs A¥ increasing from negative (hydrophilic) to
positive (hydrophobic) values. The x values (temperatures)
are given in the legend. a decreases nearly linearly with A4.
a is larger for low temperatures, closer to the binodal. (b)
The flow profiles v(z) when A% = 0.2 [two rightmost points

in (a)]. v(z) curves are larger close to the binodal than far
from it. In both parts, ¢o = 0.2 and x, = 2.31 for this
composition.

scales for this process need to be verified. If the sys-
tem is translationally invariant along y, in steady-state,
one can still decouple the z- and y-coordinates as we did
here and simplify the problem significantly. Another ex-
tension of this effect relates to turbulent flow or systems
lacking apparent symmetry, where layering breaks down
and the two directions, parallel and perpendicular to the
flow, cannot be decoupled.
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