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(Dated: August 14, 2024)

The drag-out problem for small Reynolds numbers (Re) admits the Landau-Levich-Derjaguin
(LLD) solution for small capillary numbers (Ca), and Derjaguin’s solution for large Ca. We inves-
tigate whether these solutions are absolutely or convectively unstable, solving the Orr-Sommerfeld
eigenvalue problem. For Derjaguin’s solution, we show that the LLD solution is convectively unsta-
ble for Ka < 17 and absolutely unstable for Ka & 0.15Re1.7 for Re > 10. For water (Ka = 3400),
the LLD solution is always convectively unstable. The absolute instability is observed only when
the dip-coated film is additionally fed from above.

I. INTRODUCTION

The drag-out problem consists of estimating the thick-
ness of the liquid clinging to a substrate withdrawn from
a bath at constant velocity Up [1–3]. Its solution is cen-
tral in the dip-coating process, where a protective liquid
layer is deposited on a substrate [4]. In most applica-
tions, the smoothness of the deposited layer is the prin-
cipal criterion for quality. Understanding and predicting
the evolution of free surface instabilities could ease con-
trol and sensing tasks [5, 6].

For falling films over inclined plates, experiments [7],
analytical and numerical analysis [8] proved that the so-
called hydrodynamic (or Kapitza) instabilities are always
convective [9]. For a liquid film suspended under a hori-
zontal plate, instabilities are absolute [10]. Between these
extremes, a critical plate inclination angle separating ab-
solute and convective regimes has been identified with
experiment [11], simplified model, Direct Numerical Sim-
ulations (DNS) [12] and linear stability of the Navier-
Stokes equations [13] for a large range of Reynolds num-
bers.

Similarly, in the case of a liquid film over a substrate
moving against gravity, perturbations on a sufficiently
thin film should be convected upwards, while those in
a sufficiently thick film should be convected downwards,
like in falling films. There must, therefore, be a win-
dow of intermediate thicknesses for which perturbations
might propagate upwards and downwards, reminiscent
of absolute instability. Determining whether instability
is absolute or convective can be crucial for industrial ap-
plications.
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To the author’s knowledge, the existence of a convec-
tive to absolute threshold in a vertical liquid film over
a moving substrate has never been explored. In this
work, we identify this threshold for a wide range of liq-
uid properties and operating conditions by solving the
Orr-Sommerfeld eigenvalue problem for a 2D liquid film.

II. PROBLEM SET AND FILM REGIMES

The problem set is illustrated in Figure 1 with the
relevant parameters. A liquid film of thickness h(x, t)
evolves on a vertical substrate rising at a velocity Up.
The liquid has density ρ dynamic viscosity µ, kinematic
viscosity ν = µ/ρ and surface tension at the gas-liquid
interface σ.

Depending on the liquid properties and the veloc-
ity Up, different liquid film regimes exist [14]. In di-

mensionless form, the film thickness ĥ = h/[h] with
[h] = (µUp/ρg)

1/2 depends on the Reynolds number

Re = Up[h]/ν = (U3
p /gν)

1/2, and the capillary num-
ber Ca = µUp/σ. These numbers can be linked by the

Kapitza number Ka = Re2/3/Ca = σ/(ρg1/3ν4/3) which
only dependents on the fluid properties.

In the limit of Ca → 0 and perfectly wetting condi-
tions, the Landau-Levich-Derjaguin (LLD) solution gives

the steady flat film thickness (ĥ = h) given by h =

0.9458Ca1/6 [1, 15]. An extension of the LLD solution
to account for gravity was found by Wilson [16] who ob-

tained h̄ = 0.9458Ca1/6 − 0.3889Ca1/2; this was shown
to be valid up to Ca ∼ O(10−1)[17]. For the same Up,
Snoeijer et al. [18] found a one-parameter family of film

solutions in the range h̄ ∈ [
√
3−0.688Ca1/6,

√
3], appear-

ing for partially wetting fluids just above the critical sub-
strate speed at which the film starts to cling [19]. Note
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 1: (a) Schematic of the investigated configuration: a liquid film over a substrate moving with velocity Up, with
thickness h decomposed into a base state h̄[h] and a harmonic perturbation with wavelength 2π[h]/kr, phase speed

crUp and amplitude εh̃[h] with h̃, h̄, kr, cr ∼ O(1), [h] the length scale (see text) and ε ≪ 1. The fate (red continuous
line) of an initial pulse (dashed black line) is also illustrated in (b) convectively downward, (c) convectively upward,

and (d) absolutely unstable flat film solution.

that h̄ =
√
3 corresponds to the transition at which the

mean flow rate changes sign and is thus directed down-
wards, as for falling films [9].
In the limit of Ca → ∞, several authors have shown

that h̄ reaches a plateau, in line with the maximum flux
theory from Derjaguin [3], which predicts h̄ = 1. Groen-
veld [14] derived the upper limit h̄ = 0.66, while experi-
mental data in [20] shows that this should be at h̄ ≈ 0.8.
In this work, we determine if these solutions for small
and large Ca are absolutely or convectively unstable. We
compute the threshold between absolute and convective
instability in the parameter space Re−Ka for h̄ = 1, and
in the space h̄ − Re for Ka = 3400 (water) and Ka = 4
(corn oil).

III. THE ORR-SOMMERFELD EIGENVALUE

PROBLEM

We define a nondimensional reference system (O x̂ŷ)
with x̂ = x/[h] aligned with the flow direction, pointing
downwards towards the bath, ŷ = y/[h] along the wall-
normal direction, pointing towards the free-surface. In
general, we scale a variable a by a reference quantity
[a] to obtain its dimensionless counterpart â = a/[a].
The over-bar ā denotes the nondimensional variable in
the stationary solution, and the tilde ·̃ denotes the small
perturbations at O(1).
Table I provides the definition and the resulting ex-

pression for the reference quantities used to derive the
dimensionless problem in this work. The liquid film dy-
namics is governed by the viscous 2D Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, with a velocity vector v = (u(x, y), v(x, y)) and a

Reference Quantity Definition Expression

[h] (µ[u]/ρg)1/2 (µUp/ρg)
1/2

[u] and [v] Up Up

[p] ρg[h] ρg(µUp/ρg)
1/2

[t] [x]/[u] (µUp/ρg)
1/2/Up

[q] [h][u] (µU3

p/ρg)
1/2

TABLE I: Reference quantities.

pressure field p(x, y), coupled with the non-slip condition
at the substrate (ŷ = 0), which sets v(0) = (−Up, 0) and
thus v̂(0) = (−1, 0), and a set of kinematic and dynamic

boundary conditions at the free surface (ŷ = ĥ), which
account for the interface continuity and the force balance
(see [9, Chapter 2] and [21]). The steady-state solution

(base state) is given by a flat interface (ĥ = h) and a
parallel shear flow:

ū(ŷ) = −1

2
ŷ2 + h̄ŷ − 1, v̄(ŷ) = 0, p̄(ŷ) = 0. (1)

Integrating (1) across the ŷ direction provides the di-
mensionless flow rate per unit width in stationary condi-
tions, linked to h̄ by a cubic law:

q̄ =
1

3
h̄3 − h̄, (2)

where it is worth noticing that the reference flow rate per
unit width is [q] = [u][h] and that h̄ =

√
3 identifies the

threshold between the drag-out (q̄ < 0) and the falling
film (q̄ > 0) regime.
To analyse the development of primary instabilities
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around the base state, the dependent variables are de-
composed into a base state and a small perturbation:

û = ū+εũ, v̂ = v̄+εṽ, p̂ = p̄+εp̃, ĥ = h̄+εh̃, (3)

where ε ≪ 1 is a small parameter. Injecting these new
variables into the governing equations and collecting the
term at O(ε), yields the linearized perturbation (Navier-
Stokes) equations:

∂x̂ũ+ ∂ŷ ṽ = 0, (4a)

Re
(

∂t̂ũ+ ū∂x̂ũ+ ṽDū
)

= −∂x̂p̃+∇2ũ, (4b)

Re
(

∂t̂ṽ + ū∂x̂ṽ
)

= −∂ŷ p̃+∇2ṽ, (4c)

where D(·) = ∂ŷ(·) is the wall-normal differential opera-
tor and with boundary conditions at the substrate ŷ = 0:

ũ = ṽ = 0, (5)

and at the free surface ŷ = ĥ:

ṽ = ∂t̂h̃+ ū∂x̂ũ, (6a)

p̃ = 2∂ŷṽ − Ca−1∂x̂x̂h̃, (6b)

h̃ = ∂ŷũ+ ∂x̂ṽ. (6c)

The linearized equations (4) are recast to eliminate
the streamwise velocity perturbation ũ. Taking the di-
vergence of the linearized momentum conservation equa-
tions (∂x̂(4b)+∂ŷ(4c)) and using the continuity equation
(4a), yields the following equation:

∇2p̃ = −2ReDū∂x̂ṽ . (7)

Differentiating (4c) with respect to ŷ and evaluating it
at the unperturbed free surface h̄ and noting thatDū|h̄ =
0, yields:

−∂ŷŷp̃|h̄ = Re(∂t̂x̂ṽ|h̄ + ū|h̄∂x̂ŷṽ|h̄)− ∂ŷ∇2ṽ|h̄. (8)

Injecting (8) in (7), we deduce that:

∂x̂x̂p̃|h̄ = −∂ŷŷp̃|h̄ =

= Re(∂t̂x̂ṽ|h̄ + ū|h̄∂x̂ŷ ṽ|h̄)− ∂ŷ∇2ṽ|h̄ .
(9)

By differentiating (6b) with respect to ∂x̂x̂ and equat-
ing it with (9) gives:

3∂x̂x̂ŷṽ|h̄ − Ca−1∂x̂x̂x̂x̂h̃

+ ∂ŷŷŷ ṽ|h̄ − Re(∂t̂x̂ṽ|h̄ + ū|h̄∂x̂ŷ ṽ|h̄) = 0 .
(10)

Taking the Laplacian of the wall-normal linearized mo-
mentum conservations equation (∂x̂x̂(4c) + ∂ŷŷ(4c)) and
using (7) leads to the equation:

∇2(Re ∂t̂ṽ −∇2ṽ) + Re(1 + ū∇2)∂x̂ṽ = 0. (11)

The streamwise derivative of the tangential stress bal-
ance at the unperturbed interface (∂x̂(6c)), considering
the continuity equation (4a), gives:

∂x̂h̃− ∂x̂x̂ṽ + ∂ŷŷ ṽ = 0 . (12)

The linearized equations are further simplified by in-
troducing the stream function Ψ reading:

ũ = ∂ŷΨ, ṽ = −∂x̂Ψ, (13)

and assuming a normal mode solution of the form:

Ψ =
1

2
ϕ(ŷ) exp(i(kx̂− ωt̂)) + c.c.,

h̃ =
1

2
η exp(i(kx̂− ωt̂)) + c.c.,

(14)

where c.c. stands for complex conjugate, ϕ(ŷ) = ϕr(ŷ)+
iϕi(ŷ) is the amplitude, k = kr + iki is the wavenumber,
ω = ωr+iωi the angular frequency and c = cr+ici = ω/k
the phase speed of the perturbation. Injecting (14) in the
governing equation (11) and in the boundary conditions
(5, 6a, 8, 10) yields the following Orr-Sommerfeld eigen-
value problem in terms of the operators A and B:

OS(k, ω,Re)ϕ(ŷ) =

= [A(k,Re)− cB(k,Re)]ϕ(ŷ) = 0,
(15)

where A(k,Re)ϕ(ŷ) is given by:

A(k,Re) = (D2 − k2)2ϕ(ŷ)− iRek[ū(D2− k2)+ 1] (16)

and B = −∂cOS is given by:

B(k,Re) = −iRek(D2 − k2), (17)

and with boundary conditions OSBCϕ|0,ĥ = 0 defined as:

ϕ(0) = Dϕ(0) = 0, (18a)

η = ϕ(ĥ)/(c− a), (18b)

[(D2 − 3k2)+iRe k(c− d)]Dϕ(ĥ)+

−iηCa−1 k3 = 0,
(18c)

(D2 + k2)ϕ(ĥ)− η = 0, (18d)

where d = ū(h̄) = (h̄2/2− 1) is the base-state velocity at
the air-liquid interface.

IV. RESULTS

The absolute-convective threshold of the solution h̄ = 1
presents two regimes, as shown in Figure 2a. For Ka <
30, there is a minimum of Ka = 17 at Re = 3 and a
maximum of Ka = 25 at Re = 0.4. This result shows
that for fluids with Ka < 17, the solution is uncondition-
ally convectively unstable for large Ca regardless of the
Reynolds number. For Re . 10 the instability always
becomes absolute for Ka > 25, whereas for Re > 10, the
convective to absolute threshold reaches a trend which
goes as Ka ≈ 0.15Re1.7 or, in terms of capillary number,
as Ca−1 ≈ 0.15Re.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 2: (a) Absolute/convective threshold (black dots) for solutions with h̄ = 1 in the Ka− Re space, and (b)
corresponding spatial phase speed cr, real wavenumber kr (red triangles), and nondimensional capillary wavenumber

2π/ℓ̂c (blue squares), as a function of Re.

The phase speed cr of the neutral modes at the thresh-
old is always negative, as shown in Figure 2b. The un-
stable perturbations are entrained by the substrate, with
waves going upwards. This phase speed is maximum at
zero for Re → 0 and reaches a plateau at cr ≈ −2.7×10−1

for Re & 103. These neutral modes have small wave num-
bers for all Re. The wavenumber increases with Re reach-
ing a peak of kr ≈ 0.8 around Re ≈ 100. The increase of
kr with Re suggests a predominant role of surface tension,
which is corroborated as it becomes larger than the capil-

lary wavenumber 2π/ℓ̂c = 2πRe1/3/Ka1/2 (blue line with

squares), where ℓ̂c = ℓc/[h] with ℓc =
√

σ/(ρg) the capil-
lary length. It means that for perturbation wavenumbers
larger than the capillary wavenumber, surface tension
predominates over gravity, which is the case for Re > 300.

Figure 3 shows the window of absolute instability in
the h̄ − Re space for water, bounded by an upper and
lower branch of solutions. The lower branch (black dots)
stems from h̄ = 1 and develops mainly into the region for
h̄ < 1, with a minimum at Re ≈ 80. The curve extends
into the region for Re > 300 for h̄ > 1. In the cr − Re
space in figure 3b, the neutral waves, associated with
the lower branch, always travel upwards with a negative
phase speed, even for h̄ > 1. The associate wavenumber
(red circles) continuously increases with Re, overtaking

the 2π/ℓ̂c curve at around Re ≈ 300, hence showing that
surface tension tends to prevail over gravity, as in the
Ka− Re space for h̄ = 1.

The upper branch (black triangles) also stems from
h̄ = 1 and extends into the region for h̄ > 1. Through
a steep increase, it attains a maximum of h̄ ≈ 1.65 for
Re ≈ 10. A decay follows this extremum until Re ≈ 100,
beyond which the curve reaches a plateau at h̄ ≈ 1.5.
The phase speed of the neutral mode at the threshold is
always positive, and the corresponding wavenumber is al-
ways below 0.1, corresponding thus to long wavelengths.
The phase speed has a maximum around unity, meaning
that waves move at the same speed as the substrate but
in the opposite direction. For increasing Re beyond this
maximum, the phase speed decays before rising again to
reach a plateau at cr ≈ 1.5 for Re & 100.

In particular, the upper branch for thick films (h̄ > 1)
delimitates two distinct regimes at around Re ≈ 10. For
smaller Re, gravity dominates the wave dynamics, driv-
ing the perturbations convectively downwards. For larger
Re, inertia prevails over gravity, and the perturbations
are then also governed by the substrate entrainment, thus
propagating absolutely in the whole domain. An increase
in surface tension effects accompanies the transition be-
tween the two regimes. Interestingly, in the range of small
Re . 1, the solution h̄ = 1 is the only one being abso-
lutely unstable, giving rise to standing waves, as pertur-
bations in thinner films will propagate upwards and in
thicker films downwards, as anticipated in the introduc-
tion.

The LLD solution and Wilson’s corrected solution are
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3: (a) Absolute/convective threshold (black symbols) in the h̄− Re space and, (b) in the cr − Re space for
water (Ka = 3400). In (a), the Ca number is indicated on the top axis, the dotted area corresponds to ωi < 10−6,
and the yellow region indicates thick solutions (see text for details). In (b), the spatial wavenumber kr is shown in

red and compared to the nondimensional capillary wavenumber 2π/ℓ̂c (dashed blue line).

also plotted in Figure 3 in with orange dash-dotted and
red dash-dotted lines, respectively. We conclude that
these solutions are always convectively unstable for wa-
ter. In addition, the smallness of the growth rate (dotted
area), i.e. ωi < 10−6, for small Ca indicates that the
instability can hardly be observed in practice. On the
contrary, Snoeijer et al. [18]’s family of solutions (yellow
shadowed area) can be absolutely unstable for Re & 10
and h̄ & 1.5.

For illustrative purposes and as a trigger to future ex-
perimental work, figure 4 locates the area of absolute in-
stability in a dimensional map for (a) water and (b) corn
oil, characterized by largely different Kapitza numbers.
The thickness corresponding to h̄ =

√
3 and h̄ = 0.8 are

also shown in black and blue lines, respectively. The
first denotes the limit above which the problem is in
the falling film regime, and the second denotes the up-
per limit, which can be experimentally obtained in the
drag-out configuration according to Spiers et al. [20]. For
both liquids, the absolute regime is within these bounds,

meaning that the experimental exploration of the win-
dow of absolute instability and the associated thresholds
to convective instability would require a facility combin-
ing drag-out and liquid supply from above.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Our study first demonstrates that a liquid film over
a substrate moving against gravity is always unstable,
even though the growth rate in the LLD limit is gener-
ally too small for the perturbations to be seen in prac-
tice. Second, it demonstrates the existence of a window of
absolute instability that should be appealing for further
foundational and applied research in coating processes
involving moving substrates.
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