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We study the deformation of drops squeezed between the flmbeeailing of a microchannel and subjected
to a hyperbolic flow. We observe that the maximum deformatibdrops depends on both the drop size and
the rate of strain of the external flow and can be describeld potver laws with exponents 59 + 0.28 and
0.91 £ 0.05 respectively. We develop a theoretical model to describal#iormation of squeezed drops based
on the Darcy approximation for shallow geometries and tleeafscomplex potentials. The model describes
the steady-state deformation of the drops as a function afradimensional paramete¥a 62, whereCa is
the capillary number (proportional to the strain rate areldfop size) and is a confinement parameter equal
to the drop size divided by the channel height. For small medtions, the theoretical model predicts a linear
relationship between the deformation of drops and thismatar, in good agreement with the experimental
observations.

PACS numbers: 47.15.gp, 47.55.D-

I. INTRODUCTION the effect of confinement can be quantified in a simple analyt-
ical way through the confinement parameter
' . . The article is organized as follows. In SE@. Il we describe
Drops are usually confined to flow in shallow geometrlesthe experimental setup and the experimental results are pre
and this is often the case in droplet-based microfluidic&].1,

Inside microchannels, drops adopt a discoidal shape of chaﬁented in Se€.1ll. The theoretical model that explains #e b

acteristic radiusk, and heighth, which determines the de- . avior of a squeezed dro_p in a hyperbolic ﬂO_W in presented

gree of confinement through the parameter 2R, /h > 1. in Sec.[1V. Flnal.ly, expen.mental and theoretical resuits a

It is to expect that confinement plays a key role in the dy_compared and discussed in JeF. V.

namics of drops. Moreover, this geometrical constraint can

be useful for the theoretical description of microfluidiods . MATERIALS AND METHODS

since the flow of fluid at low Reynolds number in Hele-Shaw

cells can be simplified into a two-dimensional problem [3, 4]

However, little is known about the difference that confiname

introduces in the behavior of drops versus the cases without . o ) ]

confinement. For example, it is known that the deformation EXPeriments are performed inside microchannels fabrucate

of unconfined drops in shear flows can be described in term@ Polydimethylsiloxane (Sylgard 184, Dow Corning) using

of two non-dimensional parameters, the capillary nungiber ~ Standard soft lithography techniques|[14]. Microchanaets

and the viscosity ratio. [5-7]. When taking into account the treated with a siliconizing agent (Sigmacote, Sigma-Ali

confinement, a model describing the deformation of squeezeRfior to their use in order to improve their hydrophobicity.

drops should include all three parametets, A ands. ‘The channel geometry is schematically presented in
Thus far, the effect of confinement on the deformation ancr'g'[](a)' It consists of three modules, the first one for drop

breakup of drops has been studied in cases with 1 [B— ormation, the second one for controlling the drop velocity

10], in which the presence of nearby walls alters the deforf:lnd the third one is the test section where drops deform in

. : response to an extensional flow. The channel geometry is
mation of non-squeezed drops. A few experiments have beer’;1 , . . ; . g
. . ~~Tharacterized by its heigtit and its width at the test sec
conducted to study the deformation of squeezed drops in Mk n w. Two channels are used. channel | with 40 um
crochannels| [11-13]. However, these studies remain very w' — 300 um and channei Il withh = 58 um gnd
gualitative and a more quantitative description of the wdle w — 4001”“ H o H
cqnflngment in the deformation of drops is still lacking. In Inthefirst.module of the channel, a microfluidic flow focus-
this art_|cle_we study the effect of confinement on the drop deTng [15] produces water drops in a carrier oil stream. The pro
formatlon in cases witlj > 1. We perform Controlle_d X duced disk-like drops are characterized by their undefdrme
periments where drops are subjected to a hyperbolic flow tg

. . . radiusRi,, which is determined by the water and oil flow rates
measure their deformation under confinement. We propose a (

a, . . 1) .
theoretical model based on the Darcy approximation for-shallNiécted in the flow focusingy,, andQ,  respectively. Drop
low geometried [3,4]. Together, these results demonstrate  'adii Bo range betweef0 pm and120 pm and therefore the
o confinement parametére [1.7, 6].
In the second module, two oil streams (flow ra@(é)) are
symmetrically injected downstream of the drop formatioz se

*Electronic addres$: mcordero@ing.uchilz.cl tion to adjust the velocity of drops independently of th&es

A. Experimental setup
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m ow exit lied) at 30 frames per second. The shape of the drops is deter-
$ P mined by image analysis with custom made Matlab software.
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- The channel geometry is designed to produce a depth-
averaged hyperbolic flow of the form

exit

®) u=-Gz, v=Gy. (1)
in the test section in the absence of drops. In E§. (1),
S T AT and v are the depth-averaged velocity components inathe
' | ‘ - andy directions defined in Fidl 1(b)G is the strain rate of
) O | OL | the flow and is constant for giveR.,; and channel geome-
| bt try. In particular, we expecdtr to depend linearly o).

For a given total flow rat&);.;, the mean oil velocity flow-
7 / TN s ing into the test section from each side can be computed as
U = Qot/hw and from it a characteristic strain rate can be
defined asi = U/w = Qqo1/hw?. However, the presence
of the channel walls alters this flow and Hg. (1) is expected to
stand only in a region near the center of the test section.

250 pm

Figure 1: (Color online) (a) Schematic of the microchanresirgetry . - ST
(not to scale), showing the section for drop formation (4, second To characterize the flow in the test section in the absence

oil inlet for the control of the flow velocity (2) and the testction of drops,1 um-dlameter yeIIOW-gregn quorescen.t t_)eads (_FIU'
in which drops deform (3). Thick arrows represent the dicecof ~ 0SPheres, Invitrogen) suspended in water are injectedein th
flow. The width at the test sectionv] is indicated and the height Channel. A typical depth-averaged velocity field in the test
h of the channel is in the direction perpendicular to the figt®  section is measured with particle image velocimetry (PW) i
Micrography of the channel, with a drop being acceleratedigy channel Il and shown by the vector field in Fig. 2. In this
injection ofQ? and another one being deformed in the test sectionCaseQ,; = 0.4 uL/min and hence/ = 0.29 mm/s and
The flow in the test section is visualized with fluorescentdsem G = 0.7 s~!. The velocity field resembles the flow defined

the absence of drops and several photographs are supeeidhfios in Eq. (1), with a stagnation point near the center of the test
represent the oil streamlines. section.

P - 3
The total flow rate is defined @0 = Qu+2Q" +2Q? ~ § i ] }ﬂ L Q § % ;
2 (le) + ng)) since the water flow rate is much smaller | Tf 1 ; ; ; § § § Q\\\\ a5
, - EREE RN :
than the oil flow rates. 05— //jw BE RN \ S
. . . e e - oA\ NN NI
In the third module, an extensional oil flow is produced to ——— R iR 2

induce drop deformation. For that, the same total oil flow

rateQo¢ is injected into the channel in the opposite direction 3 o — -7 [ [ 7° 15

and outlet channels are arranged perpendicularly to the mai TR

channel. The resulting cross-shaped intersection, whieye a T B ) 1

perbolic flow is produced, defines the test section where the - :I%i-“ t j jj'j/

deformation of the drops is measured. In the optical microg- -0.5 ‘“\\\W Ej NN M//

raphy of the channel geometry shown in Fiy. 1(b), the hyper- ) s E § é é a 05

bolic flow produced in the test section in the absence of drops A b /Y é

is evidenced with fluorescent tracers. -1 205 0 05 1 0
Distilled water is used to produce the drops while the oil xhw

phase consists of pure mineral oil (heavy, Sigma-Aldrich)

used as received. The water viscositynis = 1 mPas. Figure 2: Velocity field (arrows) and strain rate (gray spatethe
The oil viscosity is measured with a homemade capillary vistest region. Solid lines are drawn at the position of the okéwalls.
cometer atn, = 120 mPas. Thus, the viscosity ratio is

A = n;/n, = 0.008. The interfacial tension between water The strain rate is computed from the PIV measurement
and oil, measured using the pendant drop technigue [16], ias —1/2(0u/0xz — dv/9dy) and is plotted in gray scale in

~ = 48 mN/m. Fluids are injected at constant flow rates us-Fig.[2. Excluding the four inner corners, the strain rate is
ing syringe pumps (Legato 180, KdScientific). The microflu-nearly constant everywhere in the test section with a value o
idic setup is mounted in an upright microscope (Eclipse 50iaroundl s~!. This value is consistent with the expected value
Nikon) and imaged with a CCD camera (Marlin F-033B, Al- G = 0.7 s71,



The vorticity, computed agu/Jy — dv/dx), remains neg- (@

ligible within the whole channel except the four inner came D =0.04 D =0.08

of the test section (not shown). All these observations sttpp

the assumption of a hyperbolic flow [EQ] (1)]in the test s@tti E o

and negligible effects of the walls except at the inner ciwne Y \ Y \

of the test section. Henceforth, for each experiment tregrstr \ I { I

rate is computed from the total flow rate@s= Qi1 / hw?. N N’

100pm
ll. RESULTS 0.05 ;
O in
0.04 x  out

For given flow conditions (ie. drop size and strain rate)
several drops are imaged as they flow through the microchan-

0.03} 7

nel. When drops enter the test section they deform, adopting '
an elongated shape. No drop breakup was observed in the 0.02l
range of drop sizes and strain rates used in these expeament '
Instead, drops flow into the test section, decelerate wipile a
. ) ; . ; 0.01}
proaching the stagnation point and deform in the extensiona
flow. Eventually, drops leave the stagnation point, whether 0 ‘ ‘ 2
due to the arrival of the next drop or due to random flow fluc- 0 0.5 1 15 2 25 3
tuations and leave the channel through one of the exits. 2riw

The deformation of the drops is measured as a function of
their position to the center of the test sectios: /22 + 2. Figure 3: (Color online) (a) Images of deformed drops. Thétevh
For that, the contour of the drops is digitized and fitted withthick curve shows the digitally obtained contour of the drope red
ellipses, as shown in Fif] 3(a) for three different casesaiit thin dashe_d curve corresponds to a fitted elllps_e. (b) Deitxm_of
be seen that the elliptic hape provides an excellent fiter t a drop as it travels through the microchannél.is plotted against

the normalized distance between the drop and the test sagtiters

drop contour that only slightly degrades for the most elon'when the drop flows into (blue circles) and out of (red croptes

gated drops. This is consistent with recent studies of droest section. This case corresponds to data from channi¢hl Ry =
shape relaxation [17]. The deformation of the drops is quant 58 ;m andG = 9.1 s !.

fied from the major and minor axes of the fitted ellipseand
b respectively, as
increases if whether the drop sizg or the strain raté in-
p=9%= b_ (2) crease. The linear trend in log-log scale in both cases stigge
a+b that Dyyax ~ Rg‘Gﬂ. It is important to note that geometrical
constraints prevent us from achieving one full decade in the
range ofR, in Fig.[4(a).
In order to quantify the dependence bf,.. on the drop
ze and strain rate, power laws are fit to the data. For each
strain rate, a curve of the for,,,x = C1RY is adjusted,

Figure[3(b) shows a typical evolution curve bfas a func-
tion of 2r /w. Blue circles show the evolution dp as drops
flow into the test section while red crosses are used for drop&
leaving it. Drops start to deform when still outside the tesi-
tion at2r/w ~ L5 The qleformatlon INCTeases as fjrops aP-with ¢, anda two fitting coefficients. The coefficients for
proach the stagnation point and saturates at a maximum val

. : ifferent strain rate&? are shown in the inset of Figl 4(a). It
Dimax. AS _drops t_ravel out of the test section, they rapldlyis found thata has little dispersion around a mean valde (
relax back into a circular shape. Note that the curves ofrdefo

: . . tandard deviatiorty = 2.59 4+ 0.28.
mation when drops flow into and out of the test section almost Similarly, power law curves of the form., = CoGP

coincide but differ slightly near = 0. This is due to the dif- are fit for each drop size, with', andg as fitting coefficients
ferent effect of the external flow in drop deformation inta@an o P SIz€, 2 : 9 . :
The coefficients for different drop size$z, are shown in the

out of the hyperbolic flow. Drops flowing into the test section. . . ; :
experience a diverging external flow, while drops flowing outh(at of FigLa(b). Againj remains approximately constant

of the test section are subjected to a convergent flow. This e){or_the different drop sizes. The averagestandard deviation
emplifies the temporal symmetry breaking introduced by the> f =0.91+0.05.
presence of fluid interfaces: the flow without drops has tem-
poral symmetry but it is no longer reversible in the presence
of drops. IV. THEORY

The maximum drop deformatio®,,,, is measured for
each experimental condition. A typical curve of maximum The deformation of drops in pure straining flows, simple
deformationD,,,., as a function of?,, for fixed G is shown in  shear flows and flows with varying rates of strain and vortic-
Fig.[4(a). Similarly, a typical curve ab,,., as a function of ity has been largely studied since the seminal work of Taylor
G for fixed R, is shown in Fig[#(b). It is observed thBx,,. in the four-roll mill experiments [5+7]. Most studies, how-
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drop of viscosityn; is centered at the origim = y = 0 im-
mersed in a carrier fluid of viscosity,. The interfacial ten-
sion between both fluids is. A quasi two-dimensional hy-
perbolic flow of constant strain raté and zero vorticity, rep-
resented by Eg[11), is imposed on the unbounded outer fluid.
Since the presence of the drop alters the external flow field,
Eg. (@) is only valid far from the drop and therefore:

G2? 9
w(z) ~ -t O(z™%) whenz — oo. 4)

Logarithmic terms are omitted because the pressure has to re
main finite and odd powers af~! do not to appear due to the
0 symmetry of the problem.

max

G(h

Figure 4: (a) Maximum deformation of drof3...x as a function of

drop size for constant strain ra@ = 12.6 s~ in channel Il. (b)

Dmax as a function of strain rate for fixed drop siz& = 60 um Figure 5: A quasi two-dimensional drop subjected to a hyplérb

in channel I. In (a) and (b) the symbols correspond to expeamtal  flow.

data and the solid lines correspond to power law fits. IngajsDe-

pendence of the fit coefficient with strain rateG;. (b) Dependence The problem is to find the shape of the drbpand the

of fit coeﬁiqier!tﬂ with drop sizeR,. The symbols represent fit data complex potentials inside and outside of the drap(¢) and

and the solid line shows the average. w,(z) respectively) that satisfy the continuity of the depth-
averaged velocity field and normal forceslirand Eq. [(#) at

deal with th di ional d in two-di Sion infinity. At this point we limit ourselves to the steady-stat
ever, deal wi ree-gimensional arops in two-dimensiona solution, in which the stream function is equal to a constant
axisymmetric hyperbolic flows. In 1968, Richardson consid-

, : ) . I". Since this constant can be absorbed in the imaginary part
ered two-dimensional bubbles [18] and in 1973 Buckmaste : ] P
and Flaherty expanded the theory to viscous drogs [19]. The@f the complex potentials, the steady-state condition is:
take advantage of the use of analytical functions and cenfor w(z) =w(z) inT )
mal mappings to describe the flow. Here, we employ a similar ’
approach but with the difference that our drops are not trulyynhere the bar denotes complex conjugate. The continuity of
two-dimensional but are squeezed in a shallow geometry.  yg|ocity is written as:
The theoretical model is based on the Darcy approximation
of the Stokes equations for the depth-averaged velocity fiel w!(z) = wi(z) forzinT, (6)
@ = u(z,y)&+v(x,y)yin a shallow geometry of height[3]:

and the jump in pressure due to the interface curvature is ex-

% ). 3) pressed, with the aid of EQ.1(5), as (4| 18]:

= —
121 ° dz 2. .

For an incompressible flowM - @ = 0), these equations 72 [rw(2)]; dz =~ <d <E> + ﬁld’z) , zinl. (7)

allow convenient solutions in terms of a complex potential

w(z) = ¢ + iy, in whichz = = + 4y is the complex vari- The brackets mean the difference of the expression outside

able that defines the position in tie, y) plane,¢(xz,y) =  and inside the drop and the arc lengtfs defined in Fig[h.

—h?/(12n)p(x,y) is the velocity potential angh(z,y) isthe  The two terms in the right hand side of EQl (7) account for

two-dimensional stream function. The fluid velocity is teth  the effects of the curvature of the interface, both in they)

tow(z) asw'(z) = u — iv. plane and in the perpendicular direction, respectivelypdn
Now, consider the situation depicted in Hig. 5. A squeezedicular, the curvature in the direction normal to the plane,



which we assume to remain constant equa b, gives rise 10—
to a constant over-pressure inside the drop that can be ab- I "‘*\\
sorbed in the real part af;. Therefore, in the following, we 0.8 Ss
will neglect the second term in Ed.](7) and keep in mind that i )
w; contains only a portion of the pressure inside the drop. 0.6¢ : .-
Equation [¥) can be integrated by definigg,(z) = a8 | LT
w; o (2). The problem is simplified by assuming= 71, = 7. 0.4} T
With this, the pressure jump at the drop interface can be writ 1 /_,—"’
ten as 0.20 =
12in dz . [ :
h2 (61(2) 50(2)) - ’Vds zinT. (8) 0.0 0‘.2 0‘.4 P‘u 0.6
Therefore, by the Sokhotski-Plemelj formula, the velopity Cas?

tential for anyz can be computed as [19]:
Figure 6: (Color online) Solution of Eq_(IL2). The lower bcan
h2y [ dt/ds Gz? 9 (solid blue line) corresponds to the physical solution,levtiie upper
/F (t—z)2 T o (©) branch (dashed red line) is unphysical. The linear relatignD; =
P is plotted in black dash-dotted line for comparison. Theigal
In conclusion, we have the problem of finding the shapeblack dotted line shows the position bf..

of the dropI" such that the complex potential of EG] (9) has
continuous derivative [EqL]6)] and is real [Hg (5)]In The
mathematical difficulty of this problem is high. Instead we Since the limit of zero capillary number, hente= 0, corre-
solve the problem in an approximate way. For that, we supsponds to zero strain rate, it seems that the physical eoluti
pose that the drop assumes the shape of an ellipse of sengierresponds to the lower branch.
axesA(1 + D;) andA(1 — D), with0 < D; < 1, as shown Both branchs meet ab;(F.,) = 0.68, beyond which
in Fig.[5. Note that the elliptic drop shape is introduced bythere is no solution forD;. Nonexistence of solution for
means of a conformal map and therefore other drop shapébke deformation parameter has been related to burstingeof th
could be considered by means of appropriately defined cordrops [18, 19] and therefore the theoretical model predicts

w(z) = 247

formal maps. drop breakup foP > P, for viscosity ratio of unity.
Proceeding as in Ref. [19] we find an integral equation for
Dy
1 ofa, 477GA3(1 by 1GR . V. DISCUSSION
374 Jods™ T o TP e
smd Jr ds 7 vhE V1= Di The model presented above, based on the Darcy approx-

In the last expression, the conservation of drop volume walnation for shallow geometries, predicts the deformatién o
imposed in the formrR2 = wA2(1 — D2), whereR, is the squeezed drops in a hyperbolic flow for unit viscosity ratio.
radius of the non-deformed drop. The integral in the leftchan 1h€ model states that the steady-state deformation of dbpps
side of Eq.[[ID) is proportional ta and therefore this is an depends on a non-dimensional paramétgiven by Eq.[(1l)
equation forD, with one non-dimensional group: and that for sm_all deformation$); = P. Ir_1 other words,
the model predicts that, for small deformatioft, ~ GR2.
4nGR3 ) Our experimental results for the maximum drop deformation,
P= ~h2 = Cad”, (11)  on the other hand, show that,,,, ~ R259G091, This ex-
perimental scaling is in good agreement with the theorktica
that involves the capillary numbera = nGR,/v and the model in the small deformations limit. It is important to eot
confinement parametér Finally, the equation fob, is found  that the model predicts the steady shape of the drop, while
by expressing the integral of Eq._{10) at the surface of theur experiments are performed on flowing drops. However,

ellipse: as shown in Fid.]3, the deformation of drops rapidly satsrate
at the maximum valu®,,, .., which represents, therefore, the
1 [* 2D; + (1 4 D?) cos(20) d0 — P (12) steady-state drop deformation.

37 Jo V/1+ D7 +2D; cos(26) V1-DZ The parameter” can be understood by considering the
forces involved in the deformation of drops. In shallow ge-

Equation[(IP) is solved numerically f@, as a function of ometries it is not the viscous stress but the pressure ofkthe e

P and the result is plotted in Figl 6. For valuesfok: P, =  ternal fluid which has a larger influence on drop deformation.

0.47 two branch solutions foD; exist. The lower branch is As evidenced by Eq[13) the pressure in the outer fluid scales

well approximated byD; = P for small D,. For largerP, asn,G(R,/h)? while viscous stresses scale onlyigs. On

it deviates from the linear trend, first slightly and then mor the other hand, the interfacial forces that resist the dedor

rapidly. In the second branch), decreases with increasing tion are proportional to the curvature of the drop interfacd

P from D;(P = 0) = 1, first slightly and then more rapidly. it has been argued that only the curvature in the plane affect



04 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ experimentsp = 0.008, meaning that less viscous drops are
O Channel | more deformable. Indeed, it would be interesting to explore
vV Channel Ii the effect of viscosity ratio on drop deformation. Another
| possible explanation is the influence of three-dimensiefial
x - fects due to the finite degree of confinement. The analysis
of force competition presented above is justified under the
- assumption of high confinement>> 1, since in that case
the pressure terms are much larger than viscous stresses and
three-dimensional effects are negligible. Therefore,difie
J ference in the slopes of the linear fits in Hig. 7 could be due
o 0.01 002 003 0.04 0.05 to neglecting small but not insig_nificar_\t viscous stre_s&;da;aa
Cas? drop interface or due to three-dimensional effects sincdave
not work in the limité > 1. The channel depth, however,
alters the slope of the linear relationship between therdefo
mation and the parametétbut not the scaling.x o P in
the limit of small deformations.

o
\

Figure 7: (Color online)D.,.x as a function ofP = Ca 62 for dif-

ferent drop sizes and strain rates from data taken in the haorels
used on the study (see Section]l A). The symbols correspmed-t
perimental data, the black solid line and the red dashedclimee-
spond to linear fits of the data from channelD{.x = 3.9P) and
channel Il Omax = 5P) respectively.

Two-dimensional depth-averaged models such as the one
presented here cannot describe the complex three-dinmahsio
effects that occur at the interface between immiscible flu-
ids [20,/21]. However, as suggested by two-dimensional nu-
the dynamics of the drop. Thus, the interfacial forces pér un merical simulations/[22] and shown by this work, they are
area scale as/R,. The competition between these forcesable to describe the flow of biphasic flows with reasonable ac-
yields the parametdP = Ca §2. curacy in many situations. We believe that this kind of medel

In order to further test the predictions of the theory with can be of valuable use in the description of droplet microflu-
the experimental data, the measurement®gf,, for differ-  idics when confinementis important.
ent strain rates and drop sizes are plotted as a functidh of Acknowledgments
in Fig.[4. The data for each channel collapse in single linear
curves with slightly different slopes,9 for channel | and
for channel Il. The slopes are larger than the predictiomeft  This work was funded by CONICYT through FONDECYT
theory, which predicts a slope of unity. One possible reasoiniciacion grant No. 11100204 and Anillo de Investigacén

for this discrepancy is the different viscosity ratio usedke

Cienciay Tecnologia grant No. ACT 127.
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