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Soft surfaces impacted by liquid droplets trap more air underneath than their rigid counterpart. The
extended lifetime of the air film not only facilitates bouncing behaviours of the impacting droplets
but also increases the possibility of an interaction between the air film itself and the air cavity formed
inside the droplets by capillary waves. Such interaction may cause rupture of the trapped air film
by a so-called dimple inversion phenomenon and suppress bouncing. In this work, we systematically
investigate the relation between air cavity collapse and air film rupture for water droplets impacting
on soft, hydrophobic surfaces. By constructing a bouncing-to-wetting phase diagram based on the
rupturing dynamics of the trapped air film, we observe that the regime in which air film rupture is
induced by dimple inversion consistently separates the bouncing regime and the one in which wetting
is caused by random rupture. We also find that air film rupture by dimple inversion, in-turn, affects
both the collapsing dynamics of the air cavity and the resulting high-speed jet. We then provide a
detailed characterisation of the collapsing dynamics of the air cavity and subsequent jetting.

1 Introduction
The air film separating an impacting liquid droplet with an im-
pacted surface plays a crucial role in dictating impact outcomes.
For high velocity impacts, the lubrication pressure built-up in the
air film causes liquid splashes1,2. For low velocity impacts, the
presence of a sustained air film leads to bouncing of the droplets
regardless of surface’s wettability3–7. Studies of the bouncing-
to-wetting transition of low velocity water droplets impacting on
solid surfaces are motivated by both fundamental and practical
interests. The former motivation comes from numerous intangi-
ble physical phenomena, e.g., capillary waves8, air entrapment
dynamics5, involved in dictating such transition, while the lat-
ter one is from applications requiring design of dynamic surfaces
such as anti-bacterial, self-cleaning surfaces9 or improvement of
industrial processes including droplet deposition10 and ink-jet
printing11. Although numerous investigations have been focus-
ing on the bouncing-to-wetting transition, in particular on the
dynamics of the intervening air film at the moment wetting oc-
curs3–7,12, the mechanisms causing such transition remains elu-
sive.

Typically, the prelude to the final touchdown between an ap-
proaching droplet and a solid surface is the formation of a thin
air film in which lubrication pressure is built up. The lubrica-
tion pressure subsequently becomes sufficiently large that it de-
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forms the droplet’s bottom surface, creating a central dimple sur-
rounded by an outer edge with one or two kinks, the regions
where the air film thickness is minimum5,6,13. For impact on hy-
drophilic surfaces, bouncing is ensured at low impact velocity. For
higher impact velocity, the air film typically ruptures either at in-
ner or outer kink leading to wetting initiation5,6. In other words,
bouncing-to-wetting transition for droplets impacting smooth hy-
drophilic surfaces, e.g., glass or mica, is mainly determined by
air film’s dynamics and the surface properties that cause random
wetting initiation5,6.

Impact outcomes on soft surfaces are markedly different14–16.
On the one hand, an elastomer or gel coated surface is usually
hydrophobic17. Thus, impacts of water droplets on such soft sur-
faces appear to have characteristics similar to those on smooth,
rigid hydrophobic surfaces18,19. An impacting droplet above a
critical impact velocity may develop a pyramidal structure due
to capillary waves induced upon impact. This leads to formation
of a cylindrical air cavity that penetrates deeply into the droplet
and eventually collapses, shooting out a liquid jet14,15,18,19. On
the other hand, due to the deformation of the soft solids, air film
trapped beneath the impacting droplets have a longer lifetime
compared to those impacting on a rigid one16. The sustained air
film not only inhibits wetting initiation and facilitates bouncing
of the impacting droplet14,15, but also increases the probability
for interaction between the air film and the air cavity formed in
the liquid bulk. We note that the latter condition is rarely met
for impacts on smooth, rigid hydrophilic or hydrophobic surfaces
due to random air film rupture and wetting initiation5,6,18,19.
Whether the interactions between the trapped air film and the air
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Fig. 1 (a) Schematic of the experimental setup. (b) Impact dynamics
of a 1.16mm water droplet on soft PDMS 60:1 substrates with Young’s
modulus E = 4.8kPa and two impact velocities: 0.33 ms−1 (We = 1.7)
(upper panel), 0.39 ms−1 (We = 2.4) (lower panel). The snapshots cor-
responding to the last column in both panels show two different impact
outcomes: bouncing and deposition with entrapped air bubble. Scale
bars represent 0.5mm.

cavity dictates the wetting initiating mechanism of the bouncing-
to-wetting transition for impact of water droplets on soft surfaces
remains an open question.

In this work, we experimentally study the bouncing-to-wetting
transition of water droplets impacting on soft surfaces. We hy-
pothesise that such transition is determined by interactions be-
tween the air cavity and the air film trapped beneath the impact-
ing droplets. To test this hypothesis, we first use both high-speed
laser interferometry and high-speed optical imaging to character-
ize the rupture mechanism of the air film and the dynamics of the
air cavity in the bulk. We reveal how interaction between the air
film and the cavity’s collapsing dynamics results in different types
of air film rupture. We then construct a phase diagram describing
the dependence of the bouncing-to-wetting transition on the stiff-
ness of the substrate and the impact characteristics based on the
characterized air film rupture mechanisms. Finally, we provide an
explanation for the collapsing dynamics of the air cavity and the
resulting high-speed jets and bubble entrapment.

2 Experiments
Our test substrates were glass slides coated with a layer of Poly-
dimethylsiloxane (PDMS) of thickness 70µm. The elasticity E of
the substrate was varied from 4.8kPa to 263.6kPa by changing the
ratio of the monomer to crosslinker from 60:1 to 30:1 (Tab. 1).
The equilibrium contact angle θY of a small water droplet on the
test substrates varied between 103.6◦ and 113.0◦ (Tab. 1). Im-

pact experiments were conducted using water droplets with ra-
dius r0 varying from 0.63mm to 1.4mm; the velocity v of the im-
pacting droplets was varied between 0.30 ms−1 and 0.51 ms−1.
The Weber number, defined as We = ρr0v2/γ, thus varies from 2.1
to 5.1. Here, ρ = 1000kgm−3 and γ = 72Nm−1 respectively are
the density and surface tension of water.

Impacting droplets were recorded synchronously from the bot-
tom and the side using two high-speed cameras (SA-X2 and SA-
5, Photron) operating at imaging rates from 30,000 to 200,000
frames-per-second and shutter time 1/800,000. This setup has a
temporal resolution at 3.75 µs. A cold LED light source was used
for side view illumination, while a red diode laser (wavelength
λ = 640 nm) was used to illuminate the impacted surface from
below (Fig. 1a). The laser illumination coupled with a 5× optical
zoom lens enabled us to observe the dimple profile with a height
resolution of λ/4 = 160 nm6,20, and a horizontal resolution of 3.5
µm/pixel.

3 Results and Discussions

3.1 Bouncing-to-wetting transition

For impacts of low viscosity liquids, the intrinsic length scale
of the capillary waves induced upon impact is the wavelength
λc ∼ γρ−1v−2 18. The condition for capillary wave formation
is λc > r0, or equivalently We > 1. As the Weber number in
our experiment varies between 2 and 5, both inertial and cap-
illary forces are significant. In this Weber number range, impact-
ing droplets deform into pyramidal shapes, as shown in Fig. 1b
(t = 3.4ms).

From side-view images, we observe two distinct macroscopic
behaviours when the velocity v of the impacting droplet increases:
the droplet either bounces off from the substrate at low impact ve-
locity (Fig. 1b, upper panel) or is deposited onto the substrate as
the impact velocity in increased (Fig. 1b, lower panel). In both
cases, we observe that the air cavity forms roughly at the moment
the droplet reaches the maximum deformation and starts retract-
ing (Fig. 1b, t = 6.7ms). Subsequently, the air cavity collapses
resulting in liquid jets from the droplet. Typically, we observe
that the jet velocity is higher in the case of depositing droplets
compared to that of bouncing droplets from the substrate.

To reveal mechanisms causing the different impact outcomes,
i.e., bouncing or deposition, in Fig. 2, we show bottom-view inter-
ferometric recordings and the corresponding extracted profiles of
the air film trapped between the liquid and the solid upon impact.
In all cases, the liquid droplet initially skates on a thin film of air
with the bottom liquid-air interface expanding at a lateral speed
∼0.2 ms−1, in close proximity to those reported in a recent study
for impacts in a similar range of Weber number21. While expand-
ing, the bottom surface of the droplet deforms into the familiar
dimple profile4,6 with two distinct kinks due to excess pressure
in the trapped air film, evident from the recorded interference
signatures (see Fig. 2 a-d, t = 0.34 ms).

The evolution of the trapped air film is sensitive to the impact
velocity. At low impact velocity, v ≤ 0.36ms−1 (Fig. 2a), the air
film remains intact during the entire duration of impact. There-
fore, the droplet bounces off from the substrate similar to pre-
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Table 1 Substrates used in our experiments. The numbers show the weight ratio of the monomer to crosslinker. The value of stiffness E is measured
experimentally using a rheometer. Equilibrium contact angles are measured using the sessile drop technique.

Substrates: P60:1 P50:1 P40:1 P35:1 P30:1

E (kPa) 4.8 29.5 70.9 142.7 263.6
θY 109.5◦ ±3.5◦ 108.2◦ ±1.7◦ 107.7◦ ±0.8◦ 107.0◦±1.3◦ 106.8◦ ±3.2◦

WetBounce

rupture at dimple’s kinkrupture at cavity’s rimrupture at dimple’s centerno rupture occurs

9.2 ms

15.0 ms

6.4 ms

3.0 ms

0.34 ms

0.1 ms

6.84 ms

7.8 ms

6.76 ms

3.0 ms

0.1 ms

2.0 ms

3.0 ms

0.7 ms

0.5 ms

0.1 ms

0.34 ms 0.34 ms

(b) E = 29.5 kPa, v = 0.51 m/s E = 4.8 kPa, v = 0.36 m/s E = 29.5 kPa, v = 0.47 m/s E = 29.5 kPa,, v = 0.38 m/s (a) ( c) (d)

Dimple inversion

0.1 ms

0.34 ms

3.0 ms

6.46 ms

6.76 ms

7.8 ms

3 μm3 μm3 μm3 μm

Fig. 2 Air film rupture dynamics of 1.4mm radius water drops impacting on soft PDMS surfaces at different impact velocity v. (a) At v = 0.36ms−1,
the droplet bounces of after impact without wetting the solid surface. (b) At v = 0.38ms−1, a perfect inversion of the air cavity causes rupture of the
air film at the dimple’s center. Liquid jet and air bubble entrapment caused by the collapse of air cavity are observed. (c) At v = 0.47ms−1, rupture of
air film occurs at the rim of the air cavity. (d) At v = 0.51ms−1, rupture of air film occurs randomly at the rim location where the air film is thinnest.
The scale bars in both side-view and bottom-view images represent 1mm.
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Fig. 3 Phase diagram showing the general behaviours, i.e., bouncing,
dimple inversion and wetting, of droplets impacting on soft solid. The
behaviours are obtained by varying Weber number We and Young mod-
ulus E of the soft substrates. The droplet is water having fixed radii
r0 = 1.4mm.

vious studies involving droplet bouncing on glass5 and PDMS15

surfaces. For 0.38ms−1 ≤ v ≤ 0.47ms−1, the air cavity in the bulk
forces the dimple downward causing shape inversion. The air film
separating the inverted dimple and the soft solid eventually rup-
tures, initiating wetting. We observe two distinct types of wetting
initiation caused by the inversion of the dimple: wetting either
first occurs at the center of the dimple (Fig. 2b, t = 6.76 ms), or at
the dimple’s inner rim (Fig. 2c, t = 6.84 ms). While wetting initia-
tion at dimple’s center had been previously observed in a similar
study of droplet impact on PDMS surfaces14, wetting initiation
at dimple’s inner rim due to dimple inversion has not been re-
ported. In our experiment, the wetting initiation at the dimple’s
inner rim consistently happens at impact velocity slightly higher
than that at the dimple’s center. For a higher range of impact
velocity, v ≥ 0.51ms−1, rupture of the air film initiates at a ran-
dom position near the inner or outer kink (Fig. 2d, t = 0.34 ms)
consistent with previous drop impact studies on rigid and soft
surfaces4,6,15.

In Fig. 3, we show a phase diagram presenting how the We-
ber number We and surface elasticity E affect the behaviour of
the trapped air film and the resulting impact outcomes. Gener-
ally, we observe that dimple inversion causing air film rupture at
the center of the dimple is sandwiched between two other major
behaviours: bouncing and random rupture. Wetting initiated by
rupture at the dimple’s rim (open triangles) appears as a transi-
tional behaviour separating the center rupture and the random
rupture behaviours. In other words, for a fixed soft substrate, in-
creasing the We number causes the impact dynamics to change
from bouncing to center rupture, rim rupture and finally random
rupture. For surfaces with E > 142 kPa, we do not observe the rim
rupture behaviour. We also observe that increasing the substrate
elasticity E, while causing insignificant effect to the transition
between bouncing and wetting considerably reduces the transi-
tional We number between center rupture and rim rupture. This
is qualitatively consistent with the fact that increasing the surface

stiffness results in less air entrapment and thinner air film, which
eventually leads to random rupture of the air film and wetting
initiation5,6.

3.2 Collapse dynamics of air cavity

The dimple and air film dynamics not only affect the general im-
pact outcomes but also alter the formation and collapse of the air
cavity formed upon impact. In Fig. 4, we show several series of
snapshots highlighting the formation and collapse of the air cavity
upon impact of r0 = 1.4mm water droplets on soft PDMS surfaces
having E = 70.9kPa. At low impact velocity, i.e., v= 0.33ms−1, we
observe that a U-shaped cavity is partially formed (Fig. 4a). Sub-
sequently, the droplet’s surface restores to its minimum surface
area pushing the cavity out. No liquid jet or air bubble entrap-
ment inside the liquid bulk is observed. At v ≥ 0.36ms−1, the
capillary waves on the droplet’s surface are sufficiently strong to
form a cylindrical cavity through the droplet width (Fig. 4b-f, the
first snapshots). Subsequently the cavity radius retracts and even-
tually collapses resulting in liquid jet and bubble entrapment. De-
pending on the impact velocity v, the cavity either collapses at the
bottom of the cylindrical cavity (Fig. 4b, t = 7.36ms), or at the cav-
ity’s waist (Fig. 4c, t = 6.82ms), cavity’s top (Fig. 4d, t = 7.16ms)
or at both top and bottom (Fig. 4e, t = 7.60ms). We attribute the
different collapsing dynamics of the cavity to the capillary waves
on the cavity surface which is clearly observed in (Fig. 4b-e): the
collapse position occurs at the wave’s peak. At high impact ve-
locity, where the air film ruptures randomly, (Fig. 4f), the wetting
initiation at the rupture point disturbs the retracting cavity in the
bulk.

Interestingly, we observe that the relative temporal order be-
tween wetting initiation and complete collapse of the air cavity
depends on both impact velocity and droplet radius. As shown in
Fig. 4c-e, with a fixed droplet radius (r0 = 1.4mm), the duration
tc − tr decreases from 0.36ms to 0 ms when the impact velocity v
increases from 0.38ms−1 (Fig. 4c) to 0.45ms−1 (Fig. 4e). Here,
tr is the moment at which rupture by dimple inversion happens
(dashed-blue boxes in Fig. 4). In Fig. 5, we show that wetting
occurs before the final collapse of the air cavity for larger droplets
(see Fig. 5a, r0 = 1.4 mm) and after the collapse of the air cav-
ity for smaller droplets (see Fig. 5c, r0 = 0.63 mm). The radius
at which the temporal order between wetting initiation and cav-
ity collapse switches is r0 = 1.16 mm (Fig. 5b). This is consis-
tent with a previously reported experimental observation by Chen
et al.14 in which wetting initiation at the dimple center occurs
after the air cavity completely collapses for water droplets of ra-
dius r0 = 1mm and a similar Weber number impacting on PDMS
coated substrates.

To quantitatively characterize the collapsing dynamics of the
air cavity, we measure the evolution of the retracting cavity ra-
dius rc. In Fig. 6, we show the dependence of rc on tc − t for
different impact outcomes, i.e., bounce or wet, while varying the
surface elasticity E, droplet radius r0, and impact velocity v. Here,
rc is the cavity radius measured along the location where the air
cavity eventually collapses, tc the time instant when the retracting
cavity completely collapses. It should be noted here that we only
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Fig. 4 Snapshots showing the formation and collapse of air cavity during impacts of r0 = 1.4mm water droplets onto PDMS 40:1 substrates with
E = 70.9kPa at different impact velocities v. From (a) to (f), the impact velocity v increases from 0.33ms−1 to 0.46ms−1 resulting in different collapse
dynamics of the air cavity. The dashed boxes show the snapshots at the moment the air film ruptures. The schematics show the air cavity shapes
right before collapse, i.e., t = tc (see the dashed-dotted box). The arrows in each schematic show the position where the collapse occurs. In all cases,
the scale bars represent 1mm.

show values of rc measured in the case that the air cavity symmet-
rically collapses, which case occurs when the droplets bounces or
wet the substrate by dimple inversion (Fig. 4b-e). In the case
that random rupture occurs, it is not possible to accurately mea-
sure rc as the cavity collapses asymmetrically (Fig. 4f). We ob-
serve two distinct collapsing behaviours depending on the impact
outcomes: rc ∼ (tc − t)1/2 for bouncing droplets (Fig. 6a,b), and
rc ∼ (tc−t)2/3 for wetting induced by dimple inversion (Fig. 6c,d).
We observe that elasticity of the substrate E does not affect the
dependence of rc on tc − t in both bouncing and dimple inversion
regimes. In other words, although surface elasticity significantly
affects the transition between bouncing and dimple inversion, the
formation and collapse of the air cavity is mainly determined by
the hydrodynamical properties of the droplets.

For impacts in the bouncing regime (Figs. 2a and 4a,b), it
was shown in previous studies18,19,22 that the air cavity’s dy-
namics is dominated by inertia, leading to the relation rc ∼
(γr0)

1/4ρ−1/4(tc − t)1/2. This is indeed consistent with the power

law rc ∼ A(tc − t)1/2 observed in our experiment (Fig. 6a,b). Fit-
ting this power law to our experimental data collected for r0 in the
range from 0.63mm to 1.4mm respectively yields A from 0.010 to
0.022 consistent with the calculated values of (γr0)

1/4ρ−1/4 from
0.014 to 0.020.

For impacts in which the air film ruptures due to dimple inver-
sion, we observe a different power-law behaviour for the collaps-
ing cavity radius. We argue that the fast contact line motion at
the rupture point generates capillary waves on the cavity’s surface
(Fig. 4); these waves act as the driving factor for the subsequent
collapse of the cavity. As the collapsing dynamics is in the inertial
regime, the capillary waves are self-similar with phase velocity
u ∼ γ1/3[ρ(tc − t)]−1/3 23–26 in the present context. Consequently,
balancing the dynamical pressure ρu2 with the Laplace pressure
γr−1

c at the collapsing position results in an expression for retract-
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Fig. 5 Snapshots showing changes in temporal order of air cavity collapse
and wetting initiation by varying droplet radius: (a) r0 = 1.4mm, wetting
occurs before cavity collapse; (b) r0 = 1.16mm, wetting initiates right
at the moment cavity collapses; (c) r0 = 0.63mm, wetting initiates after
cavity completely collapsed. Parameters: (a) E = 29.5kPa, We = 2.8; (b)
E = 4.8kPa, We = 2.4; (c) E = 4.8kPa, We = 2.3. Scale bars in both the
side-view and bottom-view snapshots represent 1mm.

ing cavity radius:

rc ∼
(

γ

ρ

)1/3
(tc − t)2/3. (1)

Eq. 1 indicates that the dependence of rc on tc − t in the case that
dimple inversion happens does not depend on either droplet ra-
dius r0 or the impact velocity v, consistent with our experimental
data shown in Fig. 6d.

3.3 Liquid jet dynamics

When the air cavity collapses due to necking, it is divided into two
air cavities which subsequently evolve differently under surface
tension effects. On one hand, the enclosed geometry of the lower
air cavity prevents the air from escaping and eventually results
in an air bubble entrapped inside the liquid bulk. On the other
hand, the upper air cavity, which is connected to the ambient air
at its top continues to collapse and finally generates a liquid jet
as illustrated in Fig. 1b. As a result, the jetting dynamics, i.e.,
the jet’s radius and velocity, strongly depends on the collapsing
dynamics of the air cavity.

In Fig. 7a and b, we show two different jetting dynamics as
a result of air cavity collapse dynamics, i.e., cylindrical cavity

(Fig. 4c) or conical cavity (Fig. 4b, d). When jetting is induced
by cylindrical air cavity collapse, we observe that the jets have
small radius and high velocity (Fig. 7a). The jet’s shape does not
depend on whether the droplets bounce or wet the solid. How-
ever, we observe that the jetting velocity is much higher when
the droplets wet the solid by dimple inversion compared to that
when it bounces. For wetting by dimple inversion, we observe jet
velocity as high as 37ms−1. Whereas, for bouncing scenarios, the
jet velocity observed is typically in the range 2ms−1 − 10ms−1.
When the air cavity collapses at its ends, the so-called conical
collapse (Fig. 7b), the jets have larger radius and lower velocity
compared to those of the cylindrical collapse. Typical jet veloc-
ity for conical collapse is approximately 2 ms−1. Whether the air
film ruptures or not does not significantly affect either the radius
or velocity of the jets. The maximum jet velocity observed in our
experiments is approximately 100 times the impact velocity. This
is higher than the maximum jet velocity of droplets impact on hy-
drophilic, hydrophobic, or superhydrophobic surfaces reported in
previous studies18,19,27–29, i.e., 16−55 times the impact velocity.
We note that the lower bound of jet velocity in our case, i.e., ap-
proximately 1 m.s−1 is similar to those observed in the mentioned
studies18,19,27–29. The jet velocity appears to be more dependent
on the nature of air cavity at collapse, i.e., conical or cylindrical,
rather than the elasticity of the soft surfaces or their hydrophobic
character.

For the lower air cavity which fails to escape, we consistently
observe that it eventually gets trapped inside the liquid bulk as
an air bubble. From our experiments, we find the radius of the
entrapped air bubble to vary between 100 µm - 400 µm. The
entrapped air bubble freely floats around in the liquid bulk.

In Fig. 7c, we show snapshots of a special case in which a thin
liquid jet emanates from the bottom of the retracting air cavity
and shoots upwards (t ≥ 7.8ms) after wetting initiates at the cen-
ter due to dimple inversion (t = 7.48ms). This jet is similar to
the one reported by Chen et al.19 for impacting of droplets on
structured PDMS surfaces. We note here that the onset of the
jet occurs approximately 0.30−0.35ms after air film rupture and
wetting initiation suggesting that the jet directly links to dimple
inversion causing air film rupture at the impact center. Typically,
the jet radius varies between 15µm and 45µm. It appears that
the liquid jet expands radially briefly, for a duration of 60µs -
80µs, before terminating into tiny droplets. The liquid jetting is
immediately followed by air cavity collapse and its accompanying
jet. Hence, for such impact scenarios, we observe jets from both
thin liquid film collapse and air cavity collapse.

4 Concluding remarks
In summary, we have experimentally investigated the impact
characteristics of water droplets on soft PDMS surfaces at low
velocity. We observed that soft surfaces promotes bouncing for
a higher range of impact Weber number as compared to smooth
hydrophilic or hydrophobic surfaces5,6. Further, using interfer-
ence, we probed the interaction between the collapsing air cavity
in the bulk of an impacting droplet and the air film separating the
droplet with the impacted soft surface. Above a threshold impact
velocity, the interaction induces inversion of the dimple in the air
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Fig. 6 (Color online) Plots showing the dependence of air cavity radius rc with tc − t for different impact outcomes, i.e., bounce or wet, and different
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film and subsequently ruptures the air film. This behaviour is in a
stark contrast to wetting initiation caused by random air film rup-
ture commonly witnessed6,16. We then constructed a bouncing-
to-wetting phase diagram based on the observed air film rupture
dynamics. We experimentally confirmed that for impact of water
droplets on soft surfaces, bouncing-to-wetting transition is deter-
mined by interactions between the air cavity in the bulk and the
air film trapped beneath the droplets, the so-called dimple inver-
sion phenomenon. The stiffness of the substrates, on the other
hand, does not significantly alter the bouncing-to-wetting transi-
tion. We have also found that, rupture of the air film by dimple
inversion, in-turn, pins the base of the retracting bulk cavity to
the surface and influences its collapsing dynamics. In such sce-
narios, the collapsing radius exhibits self-similarity and obeys a
2/3 power-law in time, similar to the inertia-capillary break-away
of a tapered fluid sheet30 or other self-similar phenomena ob-
served in free surface flows23,31. For such collapsing mechanism,
we further observed that the lower half of the collapsed air cavity
causes entrapment and formation of an air bubble, while the up-
per half induces a liquid jet with velocity which can be as high as
100 folds of the impact velocity.

We highlight that within the tested velocity range, dimple in-
version and its subsequent rupture causes wetting initiation at the
center, as opposed to random rupture locations6,16. This mode of

liquid-solid contact is a more controlled event where the liquid-
solid footprint radius expands in a radially symmetric manner,
similar to onset of quasi-static spreading of liquid drops on sur-
faces32,33. Such controlled wetting characteristics may contribute
to minimizing air bubble entrapment upon droplet impact and
thus would be helpful in applications such as droplet deposition10

or ink-jet printing11.
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