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ABSTRACT

Here we present the exact solution of two approaching spherical droplets problem, at small Reynolds and
Peclet numbers, taking into account surface shear and dilatational viscosities, Gibbs elasticity, surface and
bulk diffusivities due to the presence of surfactant in both disperse and continuous phases. For large
interparticle distances, the drag force coefficient, f, increases only about 50% from fully mobile to tangen-
tially immobile interfaces, while at small distances, f can differ several orders of magnitude. There is sig-
nificant influence of the degree of surface coverage, 0, on hydrodynamic resistance g for insoluble
surfactant monolayers. When the surfactant is soluble only in the continuous phase the bulk diffusion
suppresses the Marangoni effect only for very low values of 6, while in reverse situation, the bulk diffu-
sion from the drop phase is more efficient and the hydrodynamic resistance is lower. Surfactants with
low value of the critical micelle concentration (CMC) make the interfaces tangentially immobile, while
large CMC surfactants cannot suppress interfacial mobility, which lowers the hydrodynamic resistance
between drops. For micron-sized droplets the interfacial viscosities practically block the surface mobility

and they approach each other as solid spheres with high values of the drag coefficient.

Crown Copyright © 2011 Published by Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The stability of emulsions (foams) under dynamic conditions
depends on the hydrodynamic resistance between drops (bubbles),
$, on the non-hydrodynamic interactions energy, U;j, between their
interfaces, and interparticle distance, h [1-5]. In the general
Smoluchowski scheme for flocculation, the flocculation rates, a;;,
between two spherical colloid particles with radii R; and R; can
be calculated from the expression [1,3,6-9]:

-1
a,; = 8mksT / P exp <@>dh , 1.1)
or (h +Ri + Rj) ksT
where kg is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature. For
given force F(h) acting on the colloidal particles and approaching
velocity V(h), the hydrodynamic resistance is defined as follows:
_Fh)

B(h) = Wh) (1.2)

The integral in Eq. (1.1) is taken over the interparticle separation,
h, starting from the critical thickness, h,. For unstable films h, rep-
resents the distance at which the film between drops (bubbles)
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breaks. Droplets flocculate, when the film formed upon their colli-
sion is stable, with h., being equilibrium film thickness distance.
The integral in Eq. (1.1) is proportional to the so-called Fuchs factor
[1,10] and its reciprocal value defines the collision efficiency
[3,11,12]. For larger values of the Fuchs factor (smaller values of
the collision efficiency) the flocculation rates are smaller and the
emulsions (foams) are more stable under dynamic conditions.

Except of the energy of non-hydrodynamic interactions, a;;
depends considerably on the hydrodynamic resistance. For large
interparticle distances f is a constant, while for small h, the hydro-
dynamic friction in the gap between particles increases orders of
magnitude, which makes the precise hydrodynamic calculations
of B of a fundamental importance. Stimson and Jeffery [13] solved
the axisymmetric problem of two solid spheres translating at an
equal velocity along their line of centers. Cooley and O’Neill [14]
recalculated their results for the more general case when the two
spheres are not of equal size. For small gap widths G.I. Taylor
showed that 8 « 1/h, whose result is widely used in the literature
[1] (in fact the Taylor solution does not appear in any G.I. Taylor’s
publications but in the article by Hardy and Bircumshaw [15] it
was published [16]).

The exact solution of the problem for the motion of two liquid
droplets along their line of centers in a quiescent fluid is reported
in bispherical coordinates in Refs. [17-19]. Davis et al. [20,21]
found asymptotic and numerical results for the hydrodynamic
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lubrication resistance force correspondent to different drops vis-
cosities and gap widths. For small interparticle distances the
hydrodynamic resistance has different asymptotic depending on
the viscosity of disperse phase [20-26]: in the case of bubbles
B ocIn(h); in the case of droplets g oc h~"/2. For large distances the
values of p correspond to the Hadamard-Rybczynski drag force.
Thus, the ratio between the drop and continuous phase viscosities,
that is the mobility of interface, is of a major importance for the
magnitude of the hydrodynamic friction force, especially at small
gap widths between the colloidal particles.

The surface active species (ionic and nonionic surfactants, pro-
teins, polymers, etc.) are used to stabilize all real emulsions and
foams. The surfactants adsorb on the interfaces, decrease the inter-
facial tension, and affect the dynamic behavior of colloidal systems
as follows. First, the surfactant adsorption modifies the non-
hydrodynamic interactions between surfaces at small gap widths.
This effect is accounted for including the different components of
the disjoining pressure (van der Waals attraction, electrostatic
and steric repulsion, hydrophobic and structural interactions,
etc.) into the interaction force between colloidal particles, see Eq.
(1.1) and Refs. [27,28]. Second, the surfactants increase the hydro-
dynamic resistance and modify the interfacial rheology of drops
and bubbles [3-5,29-31]. Non-uniform adsorption creates non-
uniform interfacial tension forces and Marangoni stresses in the
fluid. The bulk and surface diffusions tend to restore the uniform
surfactant distribution and suppress the Marangoni effect. The
interfacial shear and dilatational viscosities play important role
for lowering the interfacial mobility - this is the major effect for
micron-sized colloidal particles, which leads to tangentially immo-
bile interfaces for all interparticle distances.

Most studies of the hydrodynamic problem for approaching of
drops and bubbles for small and arbitrary values of the Peclet num-
ber consider the effect of insoluble surfactants [32-35]. The role of
bulk diffusion in the case of soluble surfactants is described in the
recent works, see Refs. [36,37]. In all publications [32-37]: (i) the
interfacial viscosities do not taken into account; (ii) the numerical
calculations are very complex; (iii) they account also for the defor-
mation of colloidal particles, describe the general phenomena, but
are so time consumable that the incorporation of these computa-
tions in Eq. (1.1) for the prediction of the dependence of floccula-
tion rates on the physicochemical parameters is rather difficult.
The mutual approach and stability of two bubbles in lubrication
approximation is studied in Refs. [38,39]. The material properties
of the interfaces (surface viscosities, Gibbs elasticity, surface and
bulk diffusivity) are taken into account and some asymptotic for-
mulae are reported [38,39]. Nevertheless, the precise calculations
of the Fuchs factor, see Eq. (1.1), need the knowledge of the hydro-
dynamic resistance for all interparticle distances and the use only
of the asymptotic expressions may lead to wrong conclusions.

If the applied force between the colloid particles is large en-
ough, then the drops (bubbles) deform and an almost plane-paral-
lel film between them is formed. In this case the role of surfactants
on the hydrodynamic friction force can be studied only numeri-
cally because of the complex geometry of colloid particles. In the
asymptotic case of lubrication approximation the problem is con-
sidered in Refs. [40-45]. The authors have shown that the solubil-
ity of surfactants in the continuous phase plays important role for
suppressing the Marangoni effect and the film drainage is acceler-
ated with respect to the case when the surfactants are soluble only
in the continuous phase.

Here, our goal is to directly calculate the hydrodynamic resis-
tance of two approaching spherical drops (bubbles) for small Rey-
nolds numbers in the presence of surfactants soluble in disperse
and/or continuous phase. The deformability of the colloidal particles
is not taken into account because of the numerical difficulties of the
respective problem. The role of interfacial rheology, Marangoni

effect, bulk and surface diffusivities is accounted for in the model
equations (Section 2). For small deviation of adsorption from its
equilibrium value the exact solution of the problem in bipolar coor-
dinatesis described (Sections 3 and 4). Some useful asymptotic solu-
tions are reported and the numerical results for different systems are
discussed in Section 5.

2. Physical system and basic equations

We consider two identical drops (bubbles) approaching each
other with a given velocity, V (Fig. 1). The physicochemical param-
eters of the fluid phase inside the drops (the disperse phase) will be
denoted with the subscript “d”, while the respective parameters of
the continuous fluid phase - with the subscript “f’. For example,
the mass densities are denoted as pq and py, the dynamic viscosi-
ties — as #17q and 7, the vectors of the fluid velocity are vq4 and vy,
and the pressures in the respective phases are py and pr. We are
interested in the hydrodynamic interactions between small bub-
bles and drops when the distances between them and the relative
fluid velocity are small. In these cases the Reynolds numbers are so
small that the flow can be considered as a viscous, incompressible
creeping motion, which obeys the Stokes equations [2,29]:

V.-vi=0, Vp,=nV?v (k=fd), (2.1)

where V is the gradient operator and V2 is the Laplace operator.

Generally, both phases can contain dissolved surface-active
components (ionic and nonionic surfactants, protein isolates, etc.)
used for stabilization of emulsions and foams. We will assume that
the bulk solutions in the respective phases contain one type of sur-
face-active component with concentrations c4 and c¢, which are be-
low the critical micelle concentrations (CMC). The bulk diffusion
equations read [29,46]

%+v (Vi) = D Vi (k =f,d), (2.2)
where t is time and Dr and Dy are the bulk diffusion coefficients in
the continuous and disperse phases, respectively.

To account for the influence of surfactants, we consider the
Boussinesq-Scriven constitutive law for the interfaces [47,48].
Then the Newtonian surface-excess stress tensor, S, can be defined
in the following form [29]

S = als + (Naiy — Nsn) (Is = Ds)Is + 2174, D5, (2.3)

where I; is the unit surface idemfactor, D; is the rate of relative dis-
placement of surface points, ¢ is the interfacial tension, 74; and #sp
are the surface dilatational and shear viscosities at a given point of
the interface, respectively. It is important to note that Eq. (2.3) in-
cludes the surface dilatational and shear viscosities. In rheological
experiments with oscillations of drops or bubbles the elastic and
loss modules are measured [49]. The value of the loss modulus,
E’, multiplied by the frequency, w, is usually called “the surface vis-
cosity”, which has different meaning than #q; and 7, [31]. The true

V2 continuous phase V2
X -
disperse
0 phase
;;2/4—#, 2 — . z

%

Fig. 1. Sketch of two spherical drops with equal radii, a, which stay at a closest
distance between them, h. The drops move toward each other with given
approaching velocity V. The z-axis of Cartesian coordinate system Oxyz coincides
with the axis of revolution and the plane z = 0 represents the plane of symmetry of
the system.
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surface shear and dilatational viscosities, #4;; and #s,, are measured
using different experimental techniques [29] and have the same
dimensions as the apparent viscosity, wE’, but considerably
different values [50-52].

The tensor D constitutes the symmetric portion of the dyadic of
the surface-velocity vector v, [29], i.e.

2D, = (Vyvs) - L + 1 - (Vsvy)", (2.4)

where V; is the surface gradient operator and the superscript “tr”
means transposition. Egs. (2.3) and (2.4) are the two dimensional
analogs to the comparable expressions for the bulk phase pressure
tensor P, and the three-dimensional rate of deformation tensor Dy,
respectively, and

Py =—pl+2nDe (k=f,d), (23)

2D = (Vi) - 1+ 1- (V)" (k = £, d). (2.6)

Because in all practical circumstances the surface-excess mass
density is small compared to the bulk-phase mass density the
equation for the interfacial momentum transport is simplified to
the surface stress boundary condition. In our case we have [29,48]

Vs .S = n; - (Pd — Pf), (27)

written at the mathematical surface between phases with outer
unit normal vector n;.

For concentrations above the critical micelle concentrations the
relaxation time of surfactants is very low (in the order of microsec-
onds [53,54]) and the change of adsorption can be neglected. In
this case the Marangoni effect, which is described by the Vo in
the left-hand side of Eq. (2.7), is negligible compared to the
Boussinesq-Scriven effect, accounting for the surface viscosity
(see Section 5.2).

To close the boundary problem, Egs. (2.1)-(2.7), the mass bal-
ance equation for the adsorption I" at the interface is included in
the considerations [29]:

ar
S+ Ver (VeI = DV.T) = m; - (DyVc — DaVea). (2.8)

Eq. (2.8) says that the change of adsorption is balanced by the
bulk diffusion fluxes from the contiguous bulk phases, the surface
convection flux, and the surface diffusion flux with surface diffu-
sivity Ds.

The adsorption processes can be classified as diffusion con-
trolled and barrier controlled. As a rule the barrier control of the
adsorption is operative at the initial stages, when the whole pro-
cess cannot be considered as a steady state thinning of the film be-
tween droplets (these are the cases of intensive emulsification and
foaming in turbulent regimes) [55]. In the case of slow laminar
flows the diffusion control is dominant and the adsorption mecha-
nism is diffusion controlled. During the whole film drainage in this
regime, the adsorption and interfacial tension are related to the
subsurface concentrations with the respective isotherm and two-
dimensional equation of state [3,29]. Moreover, for small values
of the Peclet number (small drainage velocities and radii) the devi-
ations of the concentrations and adsorption, ¢, ¢4, and I, from their
respective values at rest (when V=0), ¢, cq0, and I'o, are small.
These deviations are denoted as
I'=rg+14, Ck = Cko + Ck1 (k:f,d) (29)

The assumption (2.9) makes possible: (i) to reduce the bulk dif-
fusion equations to the Laplace equation for the concentrations

Ve =0 (k=f,d);

(ii) to simplify the condition for the mass balance of surfactants
at the interface, Eq. (2.8), to its linear form

(2.10)

Vs . (VSFO - stsrl) =N - (vacf‘l - decd.l); (211)

(iii) to express the subsurface concentrations, ¢y, as linear func-
tions of the deviation of adsorption at the interface

oc

Crs = Cko + <—k> Iy (k=f.d);
0

o7 (2.12)

(iv) to transform the two-dimensional equation of state,
o =o(I), in its linear form
I
g=0(ly) —Ec—
(o) ~Ee
where E is the Gibbs elasticity of the interface corresponding to the
adsorption at rest, which is defined as [3,29]

_ oo
Ee= 7<8ln1">0'

The derivatives appearing in the right-hand side of Eq. (2.12)
represent the reciprocal values of the respective adsorption
lengths. Note that (dc,/0I)o and Eg can vary several orders of mag-
nitude depending on the concrete physicochemical parameters
(see Section 5.1).

The two critical limitations of the linearized problem are that
the Peclet number, Pe, has to be small, and that the droplets should
not deform as they approach each other. At large interparticle dis-
tances, Pe is defined as Va/D,. If the buoyancy force is essential,
then Pe is proportional to the density difference and a>. In the case
of gas-in-water dispersions, the assumption of low Peclet number
is fulfilled for micron-sized bubbles. For emulsions, the density dif-
ference is small, so that Pe can be small even for larger drops. Note,
that for small interparticle distances, the Peclet number is rescaled
with sinh ¢ (see Section 3), that is the Peclet number decreases and
the applicability of the linear model becomes wider. The capillary
number, a/(1,V), characterizes the droplet deformability. For large
capillary numbers, the droplets preserve their spherical form. In
the case of buoyancy force, the velocity, V, is proportional to a®
and then bubbles larger than 5 mm deform. Moreover, the capillary
number becomes ~a/(#a?). The interfacial tension of emulsion
drops is considerably lower than that of bubbles, but the typical
dimensions of the drops are much smaller than of the bubbles,
so that in a final reckoning, the capillary number in emulsions is
larger than that in foams.

(2.13)

(2.14)

3. Exact solution of the Stokes equations in bipolar coordinates
3.1. General solution of the Stokes equations

For small particle sizes, a, the capillary numbers are small and
the possible deformations of the interfaces can be neglected when
the leading order solution of the problem is derived. Thus, the con-
sidered problem is steady state, the drainage velocity is V = —dh/dt,
and the analytical solution of the simplified problem for non-
deformed droplets (bubbles) can be obtained in bipolar coordi-
nates. First, one introduces Cartesian coordinate system Oxyz, in
which the z-axis coincides with the axis of revolution and plane
z =0 represents the plane of symmetry of the system (Fig. 1). The
respective cylindrical coordinate system has radial coordinate r,
polar angle ¢, and

X=Trcos¢p, y=rsing. (3.1)

The bipolar coordinates, x; and x;, are defined with respect to
the positions of the poles at the axis of revolution with coordinates
z==c (see Fig. 2) as [18,19]

c . c .
r:Esmxz, Z:Esmhxl, (3.2)
b = coshx; — cosx,. (3.3)
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Fig. 2. Introduction of bipolar coordinates (x1, x2). The cylindrical coordinates are
(r, @, z) (see Fig. 1), the plane of symmetry is x; =0, the pole A corresponds to
X1 — *+ oo, and the position of the drop surface coincides with coordinate surface
X1 =&

The plane of symmetry (z=0) corresponds to x; =0 in these
coordinates. The part of the axis of revolution, for which |z| > ¢, is
described by x,=m, while that, for which |z|<c - by x,=0
(Fig. 2). The positions of both poles are obtained as limiting values
for x; — *oc.

Coordinate surfaces x;=const. are spheres with radius
|c/sinhx,| and center z = c/tanhXx, at the axis of revolution (Fig. 2).
Therefore, if the droplet surfaces are defined with coordinates
X1 = ¢, then the values of ¢ and coordinate c of pole A (Fig. 2) are
determined from the relationships

coshe=1+ i,
2a

In bipolar coordinates the region occupied by the continuous
phase is given by |x;| < ¢, while that corresponding to the droplet
phase - by |x;| > e. For small film thicknesses (h < a) we have
&~ (h/a)'? and c ~ (ah)'>.

Because of the linearity of the Stokes equations we can invert
the flow [18,19], i.e. we will assume that the droplet above the
plane of symmetry is at rest and the velocity in the plane of sym-
metry obeys the conditions
g, %D—Xff:—gcot(g) atx, = 0. (3.5)

For this flow the normal component of the fluid velocity at the
drop surface is zero (vg; = vg; = 0 at x; = ¢) and the tangential com-
ponents of the velocities are equal to the surface velocity compo-
nent u, i.e. g =gz =Uu at x; = ¢&.

The stream function, i, for any axisymmetric Stokes’ flow is
well known to satisfy the general equations [18,19]

c=asinhe. (34)

Ur1 =

b o b o
V= asing ot 0T asing a C 09 38
2_ 0 (10\ & o
E=ro (? 5>+@ and E*(y,) =0 (k=f,d). (3.7)

Stimson and Jeffery’s general solution of Eq. (3.7) may be ex-
pressed in the following form [13]

U= b3 Ugalx)Val®) (k = £,d), (3.8)

where ¢ = cosxy; Vy,=Pn1 — Py_q; P, is the Legendre polynomial
[56]; the functions Uy ,(x;) are simple linear superposition of the

four exponential functions, exp(/,_1X1), €Xp(An+1X1), €Xp(—An_1X1),

and exp(—/,+1X1); the parameter /4, is defined as

In = +1 (3.9
= 5 .

If the surface velocity is known, that is the coefficients, u,, of the
serial expansion

_ (2n)'"?V
~ 2sinx, sinhs

V(&) (3.10)

A

()gnn+l

of function u(x,) describing the tangential component of the surface
velocity are known, then the solution for the stream functions, /4
and Yy, is given by Egs. (A.1)-(A.7), see Appendix A and Refs.
[18,57].

Tl

3.2. Hydrodynamic drag force

From a physical viewpoint it is important to calculate the
hydrodynamic drag force acting on the droplet (bubble). Because
of the symmetry the drag force, F, has only z component, which
is directed oppositely to the velocity of the respective drop. The
characteristic of the magnitude of this force is the drag force coef-
ficient, f, defined as

F = mneaVf.

Substituting solution Eq. (A.2) into the general series for the
hydrodynamic drag force from Ref. [18] we obtain that

(3.11)

f= f.m—851nh£smh< )Zn (n + 1) cosh(/ne )A (3.12)

where fi;,, is the drag force coefficient corresponding to the case of
tangentially immobile interfaces and coefficients A4, are calculated
from Eq. (A.3).

Stimson and Jeffery’s formula [13,57] for the drag force coeffi-
cient, fim, in the case of solid spheres approaching each other with
a given velocity, V, is reported in Appendix A, Eq. (A.8). Eq. (A.8) has
a simple asymptotic form for small interparticle distances, Eq.
(A.9), known as Taylor’s formula. The comparison of the calculated
results by means of Eq. (A.8) and Eq. (A.9) is illustrated in Fig. 3. Eq.
(A.10) represents the asymptotic expression for fi,, valid at large
interparticle distances. For a/h — 0 the value of fi,, — 3 because
the velocity of the individual particle is V/2 and the Stokes formula
reads F=6mnma(V/2)=3nnaV. It is important to note that all
asymptotic series, like Eq. (A.10), converge very slowly [57]. For

1000 - 1
E
-
£
2
S
£ 100 J
[=]
(5]
@
8 Eq. (A.10)
(=]
[ LT
o \\ &
g 10
0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

Dimensionless distance, h/a

Fig. 3. Plot of the drag force coefficient for two solid particles, fi,, versus the
distance between them, h/a, calculated by means of Eq. (A.8). At long interparticle
distances we illustrate the validity of Eq. (A.10). For small values of h/a the
prediction of Taylor’s formula, Eq. (A.9), is drawn.
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example, at h = 2a one calculates 5.684 from Eq. (A.10), while the
exact expression, Eq. (A.8), gives 4.790. The predictions of Eq.
(A.10) are shown in Fig. 3. The series in the right-hand side of Eq.
(A.8) can be summed up numerically with a high precision. For fas-
ter computations, one could use the interpolation formula [58]

2
ﬁmz< ;Z>{1+03766exp{ (lnhlna+0.6789)}}.

6.297
(3.13)

The relative error of Eq. (3.13) is smaller than 0.015 for all val-
ues of h/a. The respective curves calculated by means of Egs. (A.8)
and (3.13) coincide in Fig. 3.

In the case of pure liquids the jump of the tangential component
of the hydrodynamic friction force across the interfaces is zero -
the left-hand side of the boundary condition, Eq. (2.7), is negligible.
In bipolar coordinates (Section 3.1) one simplifies Eqs. (2.4) and
(2.7) to the following boundary condition:

d
(bva2) = 1 5~ (bva2) at x1 = &. (3.14)
X1

0
M4 o,

We substitute Egs. (3.6), (A.1), and (A.2) into Eq. (3.14) and
transform the obtained result in series with respect to the func-
tions b>2V, (n=1, 2, ...). All coefficients of the derived series must
be zero in order to fulfill the boundary condition. From the exact
expressions for the coefficients one obtains (see Appendix B)

_ cosh(Z,¢)sinh¢ P B
U = CoSh(2/me) — cosh(2€) + Ny, cosh (j) n=12,..),

(3.15)

where the ratio between the viscosity of the droplet phase, 74, and
that of the film phase, %y, defines the dimensionless number

(3.16)

Eq. (A.11) describes the series for the drag force coefficient, fo, in
the case of pure liquids [57] and Eq. (A.12) represents the asymp-
totic formula for fy valid at large distances between droplets. For a/
h — 0 the value of fy — (3N, +2)/(Ny, + 1), which corresponds to
the Hadamard-Rybczynski formula for the drag force coefficient
of an individual droplet in the case of pure liquids.

In the case of two bubbles nq < 1¢ and we can formally substi-
tute N,,=0 in Egs. (A.11) and (A.12). The applicability of serial
expansion (A.12) is illustrated in Fig. 4. Eq. (A.13) corresponds to
the asymptotic expression for fy valid for small distances between
bubbles. The comparison between Egs. (A.9) and (A.13) shows that
the drag force coefficient of solid spheres increases much faster
than that of bubbles with the same size. For thin films, h < a, the
difference increases considerably. For example, at h/a = 0.001 one
obtains f;, = 1513.4, while for bubbles we have fy = 9.4502.

Eqgs. (A.14) and (A.15) represent the asymptotic expressions for
fovalid for small distances, h < a. Eq. (A.14) is applicable for typical
viscosity ratio numbers, those are Ny, smaller than (a/h)'%. The
comparison between the exact formula, Eq. (A.11), and the asymp-
totic one, Eq. (A.14), is given in Fig. 5. It is well illustrated that with
the increase of the viscosity of the disperse phase the asymptotic
expression (A.14) becomes operative at smaller interparticle dis-
tances, h. The respective value of the drag coefficient increases
considerably.

In some cases (for bitumen emulsions) the viscosity of the drop
phase is very large and one can use asymptotic expression, Eq.
(A.15), valid for Ny, > (a/h)'/?. In Refs. [20-23] the reader can find
some other asymptotic formulae valid for arbitrary values of Ny,.
The results reported in Refs. [20,21] cannot be used for bubbles.

The surface-active components change the mobility of inter-
faces. The value of the drag force coefficient, f, for a given system

Eq. (A13)

Drag force coefficient, fy
(4]

3 i
2 ________________________ M e e
/
ol /<= Eq.(A12)
1 i i |
0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Dimensionless distance, h/a

Fig. 4. Plot of the drag force coefficient for two bubbles in pure liquid, fo, versus the
distance between them, h/a, calculated by means of Eq. (A.11) with N, =0. The
validity of approximations, Eqs. (A.12) and (A.13), is illustrated.

1000 F

Drag force coefficient, f;

0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Dimensionless distance, hia

Fig. 5. Comparison between the asymptotic and exact expressions for fo: dashed
lines are calculated using Eq. (A.14); solid lines correspond to Eq. (A.11).

is always larger than that for pure liquids, fo, and smaller than that
for solid particles, fim: fo <f<fim. This difference is not significant
for large interparticle distances when 2 < f< 3. In contrast, the dif-
ference between fy and f can reach order of magnitudes for thin
layers between droplets (bubbles).

4. Role of surface-active components on the interfacial mobility
4.1. General solution of the mass balance equations in the bulk

The general solution of Laplace equations, Eq. (2.10), for devia-
tions of the bulk concentrations, c¢; and cq1, of the surface-active
component in bipolar coordinates may be expressed in the form

i =b"* 3" Cin(¥1)Pa(9)
n=0

where the functions Cy,(x;) are linear superposition of the two
exponential functions, exp(Z,x1) and exp(—4,X1). If the mathemati-
cal expression for the deviation of adsorption I'; is presented in the
following series with respect to the Legendre polynomials:

Va sinh(g/2)
Iy = gt (2b) 2S00 Z WPalé (42)
S

(k = f,d) (4.1)

" coshe
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where the coefficients g, (n=0, 1, 2, ...) are unknown, then the con-
crete form of functions Ci,(x;) can be obtained. The series in the
right-hand side of Eq. (4.2) is multiplied by the Peclet number,
Va/D;, defined with respect to the surface diffusion coefficient, D;.
Therefore, the ratio I'1/I"g is small because of the assumption for
small Peclet number of the considered problem.

In the volume of the disperse phase, which contains the pole A
(Fig. 2), Cyn(x1) is proportional only to exp(—1,x;). Using boundary
condition (2.12) and Egs. (4.1) and (4.2) we obtain

_Va/ ocq 12 8inh(g/2) & e ;
1= by (51, C0" T 28 XPln(e 1 JPA(O)

(4.3)

To obtain the solution for c¢; in the volume of the continuous
phase together with boundary condition, Eq. (2.12), one applies
the condition for symmetry with respect to the plane x; = 0, which
corresponds to z =0 (Fig. 1). Hence, C;,(x;) is proportional only to
cosh(/,x1) and one derives

_Va ([ oc 12 sinh(g/2) &
1=, <(‘)ln F>0(2b) coshe ;g

cosh(Anx1)
" cosh(4,€)

Pa(¢). (44)

In general case of solutions containing one surface-active com-
ponent, two sets of unknown constants have to be determined: u;,
Uy,... including in the serial expansion for the surface velocity (see
Section 3.1); go, g1, &2, .. appearing in the right-hand side of the
expression for the deviation of adsorption, Eq. (4.2). To calculate
them we will use two boundary conditions: (i) the mass balance
equation for adsorption, Eq. (2.11); (ii) the continuity of the tan-
gential stresses at the interface, Eqs. (2.3)-(2.7).

4.2. Boundary conditions for the mass balance of adsorption and for
the tangential stress at the interface in bipolar coordinates

In the case of axial symmetry, the condition for the mass bal-
ance of surfactants at the interface, Eq. (2.11), in bipolar coordi-
nates, Eq. (3.1)-(3.4), is simplified to

1 0 ( sinx, Ds sinx; 0F1>
0

sinx, Ox, b a sinhe ox,
~ D4 dcar Dy cty B
_?W—Fa—xlat)ﬁ_s. (4.5)

Substituting the series, Egs. (3.10), (4.2), (4.3), and (4.4), into the
boundary condition, Eq. (4.5), and taking into account that the
Legendre polynomials are orthogonal, one derives an infinite set
of homogeneous algebraic equations, Eq. (B.1), for the unknown
coefficients (see Appendix B). The dimensionless numbers, Ng¢
and Nyq, defined as

Now = a<%>og_’: (k=f.d), (4.6)
characterize the ratios between the bulk diffusion fluxes and the
surface diffusion flux. If the surface-active component is soluble
only in the disperse phase, then Ng¢ = 0, and vice versa, if the surfac-
tants are soluble only in the continuous phase, then Ngq = 0. There
are specific systems, for which the surfactants are soluble in both
phases. For example, some alcohols are soluble in water and in oil
phases and can have small adsorption at the interface (see Section
5.4). The experimental data and theoretical models show that the
surface diffusion coefficient has the same order of magnitude as
the bulk diffusion coefficients [44,61]. In all coefficients (see Appen-
dix B) numbers Ngf and Nyqq are multiplied by tanhe. Therefore, the
values of numbers Ngstanhe and Ngqtanhe depend mainly on the
adsorption length, (dI'f/dck)o, and on the combined parameter

atanhe. For large interparticle distances atanhe — a, while for thin
layers we have atanhe — (ah)'/? and the relative contribution of the
bulk diffusion fluxes compared to the surface diffusion decreases.
The smaller bulk diffusion fluxes cannot suppress the gradients of
the interfacial tension and the surfaces become more tangentially
immobile.

Using Egs. (3.1)-(3.4) we reduce the tangential stress boundary
condition, Egs. (2.3)-(2.7), in bipolar coordinates for an axisym-
metric flow to the following expression

9 00 sinhe  (Mgh + Nau)b
ax; (PiVi2 = bnavaa) =b -+ 2, = —u+ = g

Xi b? 9 usinx,
00X, |sinx; 0x; b

In the case of diffusion-controlled processes of adsorption the
two-dimensional equation of state for the interface, o = o(I'), is
fulfilled at each moment of the droplets motion. Using the assump-
tion for a small deviation of adsorption from its value at rest, Egs.
(2.13) and (2.14), we can express the Marangoni term in the right-
hand side of Eq. (4.7) in the linear form

oo o0 (9F1 - EG arl
o= (3r), 3% = 1o e 48

F() 0X3 '

Substituting the definition, Eq. (3.6), and the series, Egs. (A.1),
(3.10), (A.2), (A4), and (4.2), into the boundary condition, Egs.
(4.7), (4.8), and taking into account that the Legendre polynomials
are orthogonal, we obtain an infinite system of algebraic equations,
Eq. (B.2), for the unknown coefficients (see Appendix B).

The dimensionless number N, accounts for the role of Marang-
oni effect and N is defined as

atx;=¢. (4.7)

Eca
D5’

This number appears in all coefficients (see Appendix B) multi-
plied by tanhé. The value of Ngtanhe increases with: (i) the in-
crease of the surfactant concentration because of the increase of
Gibbs elasticity, Eg; (ii) the decrease of the viscosity of continuous
phase, 1y, and the surface diffusivity, D; (iii) the increase of droplet
size, a, at a fixed film thickness, h; (iv) the increase of film thickness
at small interparticle distances, where atanhe ~ (ah)'/2. When the
surfactant concentrations are above the CMC the Marangoni effect
is negligible and one formally replaces N with zero (see Section
5.2).

Eq. (4.7) shows that the surface shear viscosity, #s,, multiplies
the surface velocity, u, while the surface dilatational viscosity, #g4il,
appears as a sum with the surface shear viscosity in the tangential
stress boundary condition. Moreover both contributions have dif-
ferent scaling rules with respect to the interparticle distance, h.
The ratio between the surface-viscosity-friction forces and the
bulk-viscosity-friction forces at the surface is characterized by
dimensionless numbers N, and Ng;, defined as

Nt = (4.9)

_ Nsn _ Nai
Nsh = ﬁ and Ndll = ﬁ (410)

In all coefficients (see Appendix B) these numbers appear as
Ngntanhe and (Ng; + Ngp)/tanhe. With the increase of these num-
bers the surfaces become more immobile, which takes place for
smaller droplets, larger values of the surface viscosities, and smal-
ler bulk viscosity of the continuous phase. For thin films the surface
viscosity numbers have different dependences on the interparticle
distance h: Nyytanhe « h'? and (Ngj; + Ngp)/tanhe < h~1/2 [44].

In the case of large interparticle distances the expression for the
drag force coefficient has a limiting value of (see Appendix B)
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(4.11)

Eq. (4.11) gives the exact expression for the drag force coeffi-
cient of an individual drop (bubble), which performs a slow motion
with translation velocity V/2. This expression could be used to
determine the sedimentation velocity of diluted emulsions or dif-
fusion coefficient of colloidal-Brownian-droplets dispersions using
Stokes-Einstein approach.

5. Numerical results and discussions
5.1. Values of the dimensionless numbers

The gradient surface diffusion coefficient, Dy, and Gibbs elastic-
ity E¢ are related each others. The gradient surface diffusion coef-
ficient is calculated from the surface chemical potential, us and
the individual surface diffusion coefficient, Dso, through the general
relationship [61,62]:

_ Do (_0ps

D = ksT <6lnl" o (1)
Using the Gibbs equation for adsorption layer, that is

do =-I'du, (5.2)

and the definition of the Gibbs elasticity, Eq. (2.14), one rewrites Eq.
(5.1) in the following form:

_ DSOEG
= TTo (5.3)
From Egs. (4.9) and (5.3) we obtain that
kBTF()a kBTan FO
Ng = = 0and 0 = —, 54
'" Don;  Deotly Iy’ G4

where I',, is the adsorption at close packing of the monolayer and 0
is the degree of surface coverage (0 < 0<1). By analogy with the
Einstein formula one defines the effective hydrodynamic radius of
the adsorbed molecule in the surface layer, R;, that is

ICBT
Ry = , 5.5
* 7 6mDyoH;’ (5:5)
and therefore, N can be calculated from the expression
Ne = 67aRI"..0. (5.6)

The typical values of R, are in the order of the radius of surfac-
tant molecule, that of 1/T",, are in the order of 7R?, and radii a are
larger than 1 pum, which shows that the multiplier 6maRsI"., in Eq.
(5.5) is in the order of 6a/R,. Thus Ng; has large values - values of
Nep =~ 1 can be reached only for very small degrees of surface cov-
erage 0.

The shear and dilatational surface viscosities depend on the de-
gree of surface coverage. The simple linear dependence of %4, and
14y on 0 is assumed in the literature [29], that is #sy = fsno0 and
Nail = Naiof, where #sho and 7450 are the values of the respective
parameters at close packing. Thus the dimensionless numbers,
Ngn and Ng;, are related to 0 as follows:

fsho Ndilo
Ny, = 2220 and Ny = 20, 5.7
sh 1 and Ngj nea (3.7)
see Eq. (4.10). Egs. (5.6) and (5.7) show that: (i) with the increase of
surfactant concentration, that is for larger values of 0, the dimen-
sionless numbers, Nej, Nsp, and Ny, increase; (ii) for a fixed value
of 0 the increase of radius a leads to the increase of the elasticity

number and respectively, to the decrease of the role of surface vis-
cosity - the numbers, Ng;, and Ng;;, decrease.

To obtain the formulae for number Ny (k =d, f) we substitute
the expression for Ds, Eq. (5.3), into the definition, Eq. (4.6). Using
the definition of the Gibbs elasticity, Eq. (2.14), one transforms the
obtained result to the following expression:

ICk Dk
Ny = —kgT|—) a=. .
w7 (52) apt (58)
In the case of equilibrium the surface chemical potential, s, is
equal to the bulk chemical potentials, . The bulk phases contain
small concentrations of the surface active species and the Gibbs
equation, Eq. (5.2), acquires the form:

do = —kgTI'dInc, = —I<BTC£dck. (5.9)
k
From Egs. (5.8) and (5.9) we calculate that
_ ko Die
Ny Ty Dy (k=1f,d) (5.10)

The characteristic adsorption thickness, I'o/ck 0, depends on the
degree of surface coverage, 0, and the parameters of adsorption iso-
therm cy = cxo(I'0) (energy of adsorption, interaction parameter,
and I'..)) [3,63]. Thus for a given surface active substance I'o/cyp
depends only on 0 and it decreases with the increase of 0. For very
small degrees of surface coverage the characteristic thickness has a
limiting value of [3,63]

L, Sads k €XP (Ead5="> for 6 — 0(k = f,d), (5.11)

Cro ksT

where 6,45k is the thickness of adsorption layer and E.q4s is the en-
ergy of adsorption. Therefore, the values of Ny increase with the in-
crease of radius a and with the increase of surface coverage 0.

5.2. Concentrations above the CMC

For concentrations above the CMC the surfactant relaxation
time is so small, that the interfacial tension does not change during
the motion of drops and Ng = 0. The drag force coefficient, f, de-
pends on the bulk viscosity ratio, surface viscosity, and distance
between drops or bubbles. The influence of the surface viscosity
on the drag coefficient, f, for bubbles and N, = Ng;; is illustrated
in Fig. 6. One sees that for Ny, > 10 the interface becomes tangen-
tially immobile and f =~ f,,. With the decrease of distance h/a the
role of surface viscosity becomes more pronounced because for
small values of h/a one has (Ng; + Ngn)/tanhe o (a/h)'/? (see Section
4.2). The slope of the curves f versus h/a for small interparticle dis-
tances is the same as that for solid spheres, that is fim, o a/h, see Eq.
(A.9), and the reader can use the asymptotic expressions reported
in Ref. [38]. At large values of h/a the drag force coefficients change
slightly from 2 to 3 according to the solution for an individual bub-
ble, Eq. (4.11), and they depend on the value of the dilatational sur-
face viscosity, that is on Ng;.

The solid line drawn in Fig. 6 corresponds to the hypothetical
case of Ny, = 20 and Ny;; = 0. One sees that the calculated drag coef-
ficient is very close to f, for interparticle distances h > a, which is in
agreement with Eq. (4.11) - the drag force of an individual drop
does not depend on the surface shear viscosity. With the decrease
of h/a, the values of f become closer to the calculated drag coeffi-
cient at Ny, = Ngj = 10, that is Ny + Ng; = 20. For h/a <0.001 both
curves coincide. These calculations illustrate that for small distance
h/a the drag force coefficient depends on the sum of surface shear
and dilatational viscosities, that is on (Ngj + Nsy)/tanhe.

In the case of drops the viscosity of the disperse phase influ-
ences the drag force coefficient. The calculated curves f versus
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Fig. 6. Dependence of the drag force coefficient for concentrations above the CMC
on the surface viscosity for Ny, =N =0. The solid line corresponds to the
hypothetical case of Ny, =20 and Ng;; = 0.

h/a for Ny, equals to 0.1, 1.0, and 10.0 (all other parameters are the
same as in Fig. 6) are given in Supplementary material, Section S6.
In all cases when Ny tanheé > (Ng, + Ngjj) the surface viscosity effect
can be neglected, while for N, tanhe < (Ng, + Ng;) the interfacial
rheology controls the mobility of surfaces. For micron-sized drop-
lets Ng, is much larger than unity and the drop interfaces are
tangentially immobile.

5.3. Insoluble surfactants monolayer

For an insoluble surfactants monolayer the bulk diffusion num-
bers, Ngq and Ny, are equal to zero and the drag force coefficient
becomes a function of Ny;, Nei, Nsn, Ngii, and the distance between
drops (bubbles). To illustrate the relative influence of the surface
elasticity on the drag force coefficient, f, we calculate the value of
f for bubbles covered by an insoluble surfactant monolayer with
very low values of surface viscosity (Ny;=Ng, = Ng;=0). Fig. 7
shows that the increase of N leads to more tangentially immobile
bubble surfaces. The surface elasticity effect decreases with the de-
crease of the distance between bubbles - in equations N appears
as Netanhe and for small distances N tanhe ~ Nej(h/a)'/? (see Sec-
tion 4.2). For given values of N and small distances between bub-
bles the drag force coefficient, f, can be orders of magnitude larger
than that for a clean interface, fo. For small interparticle distances
the slopes of curves f versus h/a are parallel to that of f;, and we
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Fig. 7. Dependence of the drag force coefficient for an insoluble monolayer on the
surface elasticity for Ny; = Ng, = Ngj = 0.

found that foc In(a/h), see the asymptotic expression in Ref. [38].
At large distances, h, the relative difference becomes small, in the
order of 1.5, see the result for an individual bubble, Eq. (4.11).

In the case of drops the viscosity of the disperse phase influ-
ences the drag force coefficient for clean surface and the role of
the surface elasticity becomes less pronounced. The curves f versus
h/a for Ny, equals to 0.1, 1.0, and 10.0 (all other parameters are the
same as in Fig. 7) are given in Supplementary material, Section S7.
The following conclusions can be drawn: (i) for Ne; < Ny, the role of
surface elasticity can be neglected; (ii) for small values of h/a < 0.1
and Ng > 10N, the viscosity of drops does not influences signifi-
cantly the value of f - the surface elasticity effect is predominant.

Both surface elasticity and viscosities damp the interfacial mobil-
ity in general cases. In Fig. 8 we show the role of surface coverage 0
on the drag force coefficient for bubbles. The parameters correspond
to low molecular weight surface active species: 7;=9 x 107 Pas;
T=25°C; Ds=3x10m?s [61]; #Hepo=1.45x 10" °Pams
[52]; #ai0=1.0 x 1078 Pams [52]; I'.. = 5.58 x 10~® mol/m? [64-
66]; a= 0.3 mm. In this case the respective dimensionless parame-
ters are Ne = 1.54 x 1090, Ng,, = 5.190, Ngi; = 0.0370, and N, = 0, see
Egs. (5.4) and (5.7). One sees that for large values of surface cover-
age, 0 =0.7, the interface is tangentially immobile for all values of
h. With a 10 times decrease of surface coverage the surface becomes
slightly mobile for hja < 3 x 10~%, while for larger distances the sur-
face is immobile. Even at trace amount of surface coverage,
0=7 x 1073, the drag force coefficient is much larger than that for
clean surface, fo, and for large distances fis very close to f;;,,. This con-
clusion is valid also for: (i) larger bubble sizes, because in this case
Ne increases and Ngy, decreases; (ii) smaller bubble sizes, because
in this case N, decreases but Ng;, increases.

In the case of drops the curves fversus h/a for N, equals 0.1, 1.0,
and 10.0 (all other parameters are the same as in Fig. 8) are plotted
in Supplementary material, Section S8. It is well illustrated that for
Ny < 2 the viscosity of the drop phase does not influence consider-
ably the calculated value of f. At large drop viscosity, Ny, = 10, the
drag force coefficients are larger for 0=7 x 107> and 6=7 x 1074,
but for larger degrees of surface coverage the drop viscosity does
not play a role.

5.4. Soluble surfactants. Role of bulk diffusivities

In the case of soluble surfactants the bulk diffusion supplies the
interface with surfactants and suppresses the interfacial tension
gradients. Thus, the bulk diffusion decreases the role of Marangoni
effect and fluidizes the interface. To illustrate the effect of the bulk
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Fig. 8. Dependence of the drag force coefficient for an insoluble monolayer on the
degree of surface coverage, 0, for N, = 0. The values of dimensionless numbers N,
Ngh, and Ng;;, are given in the text.
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diffusion we calculate the ratio, Ry, of the drag force coefficient to
the respective hypothetical drag force coefficient at zero values
of Ngr and Nyg, i.e. without taken into account the bulk diffusion.
First, we note that coefficients u, (n=1, 2, ...) explicitly depend
on N and on the ratio Ngi/Nej, but not on the values of Ny, them-
selves, see Eq. (4.11) and Appendix B. From Egs. (5.4) and (5.10) we
obtain the following relationship:
Na. — neDr Cro

Nel B kBTFi 7

(k=f,d). (5.12)
It is important to note that Ngi/Ne does not depend on radius a.
In the simplest case of Langmuir adsorption isotherm [3,63] one
has
0

Kicro =+—— (k=1,d),

5 (5.13)

where Kj is the adsorption constant and Eq. (5.12) acquires the
form:

N ¢Dy 1

Ne  ksTI2 K, 0(1—0) k=t.d)

Therefore, the role of bulk diffusion is not a monotonic function
of concentrations (adsorption). The expression in the right-hand
side of Eq. (5.14) has a minimum at 6=0.5 - the bulk diffusion
effect is more pronounced for small and large values of surface cov-
erage 0 and less pronounced in the middle region. This conclusion
is not general - for more complex isotherms the minimum of ratio
Ngi/Nel appears at a value of the surface coverage different than 0.5
(see Supplementary material, Sections S4 and S5).

Second, Eq. (5.12) shows that the role of bulk diffusivity is more
pronounced for surfactants with large values of the CMC, those are
ionic surfactants [63-68]. The nonionic surfactants have low values
of the CMC and larger adsorption for smaller bulk concentrations
[63,69]. For nonionic surfactants the interfaces are immobile for
very low concentrations - this conclusion is confirmed by experi-
ments [70].

The solubility of surfactants in the disperse phase or in the con-
tinuous phase plays a different role on the suppression of the sur-
face elasticity effect. Generally, if the surfactants are soluble in the
continuous phase (oil drops in water surfactant solution) they de-
crease Ry smaller than that for the same inverted system (water
surfactant solution drops in oil).

(5.14)

5.4.1. Surfactants soluble only in the continuous phase

Fig. 9 illustrates the dependence of the ratio between drag force
coefficients for bubbles in nitrobenzene stabilized by different con-
centrations of dodecanol: 11 mM; 44 mM; and 178 mM. The
parameters of the adsorption isotherm and all values of physico-
chemical parameters are known from the literature [61] and sum-
marized in Supplementary material, Sections S1-S3. The bubble
radius is a=1mm. One sees that for dodecanol concentration
44 mM when 0 = 0.474 the role of bulk diffusion is the lowest com-
parable to concentrations 11 mM and 178 mM, where 0=0.184
and 0 = 0.785, respectively. The ratio, Ry, is not a monotonic func-
tion on distance h/a - the curve R¢ versus h/a has a minimum at rel-
atively thin films (Fig. 9). This minimum is not so pronounced
when the surfactant is soluble in the disperse phase (see below).

For typical water or oil soluble surfactants the value of Ny¢/Ne is
very small - in order to have Ng¢/Ne < 0.1 the surface coverage has
to be extremely low, see Eq. (5.14). Therefore, when the surfactants
are soluble only in the continuous phase the bulk diffusion plays a
minor role on the drag force coefficient and the system behaves as
the corresponding one with the same adsorption and insoluble
monolayers. To illustrate this conclusion we calculate R; for bub-
bles stabilized by sodium alkyl sulfates (C,SO4Na) water solutions

0.9 ; " " ; "
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Mot k|| A 44 mM e
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Ratio of the drag force coefficients

10° 104 103 102 107 10° 10'
Dimensionless distance, h/a

Fig. 9. Ratio of the drag force coefficients for nitrobenzene films stabilized by
dodecanol at concentrations 11 mM, 44 mM, and 178 mM.

at a low degree of surface coverage, 0 = 0.001, (Fig. 10). The bubble
radius is a=1 mm and the parameters of the surface tension iso-
therms are given in Supplementary material, Sections S1, S2, and
S4 [63]. One sees that the increase of number of carbon atoms n
in C,SO4Na decreases the role of bulk diffusion and for n > 10 there
is no difference between drag force coefficients calculated with and
without taken into account the bulk diffusion, R¢ ~ 1. All sodium al-
kyl sulfates have close values of I' but rather different energies of
adsorption. K¢ increases with the increase of n and respectively for
a fixed degree of surface coverage Nq¢/Ne decreases (see Supple-
mentary material, Section S4). The shapes of the curves R¢ versus
h/a is similar to those depicted in Fig. 9. The minimum of Ry is ob-
served for C;SO4Na and it is equal to 0.472.

The numerical results for the same systems and larger adsorp-
tion, 6 = 0.01, are given in Supplementary material, Section S9. The
dependencies R¢ versus hfa are analogous to those in Fig. 10 but
the minimum of R¢for C;SO4Na is equal to 0.891. The further increase
of the degree of surface coverage leads to R¢~ 1 for all investigated
sodium alkyl sulfates. Our calculations for oil drops (N, 0) instead
of bubbles (Ny; = 0) show that for the same values of other parame-
ters the values of Ry become closer to unity. Therefore, for most
typical surfactants soluble in the continuous phase the bulk diffu-
sion can play a minor role for very low adsorptions (concentrations).

5.4.2. Surfactants soluble only in the disperse phase
In this case Ng4r = 0 and the bulk diffusion of surfactants from the
drop phase to the interface influences the hydrodynamic force

s o © o =
o ~ -] © =]
,

Ratio of the drag force coefficients
o
n

e
ES

102 10 10° 10
Dimensionless distance, hla

-
o
&
-
<
S
-
S ]
A

Fig. 10. Ratio of the drag force coefficients for bubbles stabilized by sodium alkyl
sulfates (C,SO4Na) water solutions at a low degree of surface coverage, 0 = 0.001.
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between bubbles. For small interparticle distances the diffusion
from the bulk phase is more efficient than that from the narrow
gap between particles (for the same inverted system) and the cal-
culated values of f are lower. Fig. 11 shows the dependence of R¢on
h/a for water drops stabilized by sodium alkyl sulfates (C,SO4Na) in
hexadecane at a low degree of surface coverage, 0=0.01. The
parameters of the interfacial tension isotherms are given in Sup-
plementary material, Section S5, the drop radius is 1 mm and the
viscosity of hexadecane is ;= 3.0 x 107> Pa s. For the inverted sys-
tems hexadecane drops in the same water solutions the values of R¢
are close to unity, that is the role of bulk diffusion from the dis-
perse phase is negligible. In contrast, the drag force ratio depicted
in Fig. 11 decreases with distance h and increases with the increase
of the number of carbon atoms n. The minimum value of Rs is
achieved for C;SO4Na and it is equal to 0.218. With the increase
of the energy of adsorption of the respective surfactant at one
and the same degree of surface coverage the bulk diffusion effect
becomes lower.

For the inverted system (see Fig. 10 and Supplementary mate-
rial, Section S9) we found that the increase of the degree of surface
coverage (0 > 0.01) eliminates the bulk diffusion effect. In the case
of surfactants soluble in the drops the bulk diffusion plays a role for
all concentrations. For example, for concentrations close to the
CMC the degree of surface coverage is around 0.7 and the calcu-
lated values of R¢ versus h/a are illustrated in Fig. 12. One sees that
Rt is smaller than unity and follows the same trend as in Fig. 11.
The minimum value of Ry is achieved for C;SO4Na and it is equal
to 0.297. Even for C;,S04Na the value of R¢ for the smallest distance
is equal to 0.841. Note, that the values of the drag force coefficients
increase with the increase of surfactant concentrations because of
the increase of surface elasticity and viscosity numbers (Nej, Ngp,
Ngip). Figs. 9-12 illustrate the relative role of the bulk diffusion
and give deeper understanding of the mechanism of surfactant
influence.

5.4.3. Comparison between systems

In typical emulsion systems the surface active species are more
soluble in one phase and less soluble or insoluble in another phase.
During the homogenization process both types of emulsions are
formed: the continuous phase contains surfactants and the drops
are formed from another pure liquid (system I); drop phase con-
tains surfactants at the same concentration, which are dispersed
in the pure liquid (inverted system II). If the rate constants of floc-
culation of drops in system I are smaller than the rate constants of
flocculation of the same size drops in system II, then emulsion I
will survive under dynamic conditions [4,5]. The rate constants

6=0.01

Ratio of the drag force coefficients

gt Ny, =0.3 and Ny =0

10% 10+ 10 102 107 10° 10°
Dimensionless distance, hla

Fig. 11. Ratio of the drag force coefficients for water drops stabilized by sodium
alkyl sulfates (C,,SO4Na) in hexadecane at a low degree of surface coverage, 6 = 0.01.

Ratio of the drag force coefficients

0.3 6=07

Ny, =0.3 and Nge=0

10 104 103 102 107 100 107
Dimensionless distance, h/a

Fig. 12. Ratio of the drag force coefficients for water drops stabilized by sodium
alkyl sulfates (C,SO4Na) in hexadecane at concentrations close to the CMC (6 = 0.7).

of flocculation is integral, in which the hydrodynamic resistance
is in denominator, see Egs. (1.1) and (1.2). Thus to compare system
I and system II it is important to study the ratio between the
hydrodynamic resistances of these systems, f/fi.

Figs. 11 and 12 represent Rras a function of h/a for system param-
eters at which the diffusion in continuous phase does not affect the
hydrodynamic resistance. Therefore, for that system g/, is equal to
3.3R¢because the viscosity of hexadecane is 3.0 x 1073 Pa s. The lar-
ger viscosity of hexadecane comparable to that of surfactant solu-
tion leads to larger values of gj. In contrast, the more efficient
bulk diffusion in system Il decreases hydrodynamic resistance fy
compared to 8. As a result the two systems cannot be distinguished
significantly from the hydrodynamic viewpoint. Note, that when
the ionic surfactants are dissolved in the continuous water phase,
the electrostatic interaction between drop surfaces appears and
the repulsive electrostatic disjoining pressure stabilizes such emul-
sions [1,27,28].

If the bulk viscosity of the phase containing surfactants is larger
than that of another pure liquid, then the both bulk diffusion and
viscosity favor the stability of system I. Fig. 13 illustrates the
dependence of By/B; on h/a for nitrobenzene + dodecanol and water
phases at three concentrations of dodecanol. The system parame-
ters are reported in Supplementary material, Section S3. One sees
that py/p; is smaller than unity and the ratio decreases with the de-
crease of the gap widths. For larger concentrations of dodecanol

nitrobenzene + dodecanol ]
and water phases

Ratio of the hydrodynamic resistances

0.1 . } t - -
104 10+ 103 102 101 100 107
Dimensionless distance, h/a

Fig. 13. Ratio between the hydrodynamic resistances fy/B; versus interparticle
distance h for nitrobenzene + dodecanol and water phases. The concentrations of
dodecanol are 11 mM, 44 mM, and 178 mM.
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Fig. 14. Ratio between the hydrodynamic resistances fy/p; versus interparticle
distance h for cyclohexane + oleyl alcohol and water phases. The concentrations of
oleyl alcohol are varied from 0.05 mM to 50 mM.

the difference between the rates of flocculation of systems I and II
becomes smaller.

There are systems with equal bulk viscosities — for example the
bulk viscosities of water and cyclohexane at 25 °C are identical. If
one uses water soluble surfactants the emulsion oil in water will
be stable. In practice it is important to produce inverse water in
oil emulsions stabilized by alcohols [71,72]. Fig. 14 shows an
example of system formed from cyclohexane + oleyl alcohol and
water phases. The parameters of the interfacial tension isotherms
are reported in Supplementary material, Section S3, calculated
using the experimental data from Ref. [73]. The role of oleyl alcohol
concentration is well pronounced (Fig. 14) - the maximum of B/
is observed at a middle concentration of 5 mM. The increase of
amount of oleyl alcohol to 50 mM and the decrease of concentra-
tion below 5 mM, respectively, lead to smaller values of By/f;. Thus,
in this case water in oil emulsion will survive under dynamic
conditions.

6. Summary and conclusions

The stability of foams and emulsions under dynamic conditions
depends on the rates of flocculation of pairs of bubbles and drops,
Eq. (1.1). The higher hydrodynamic resistance between mutually
approaching colloidal particles decreases the rates of flocculation
and the respective dispersion is more stable. The linear hydrody-
namic problem for mutual approach of two spherical drops (small
Reynolds and Peclet numbers) is solved in bispherical coordinates.
The continuous and disperse phases contain surfactants adsorbing
at the interface. The Marangoni effect accounting for the non-
uniform distribution of adsorption, the surface diffusion tending
to recover the equilibrium adsorption, and the interfacial shear
and dilatational viscosities are accounted for in the model (Section
2). The exact solution is obtained in terms of series with respect to
the Legendre polynomials with coefficients obeying a nine diago-
nal linear system of equations, which is solved numerically (Sec-
tion 4).

The drag force coefficient for solid particles and that for pure
liquids are described by known explicit series, Eqs. (A.8) and
(A.11), and useful asymptotic expressions valid for small gap
widths are reported (Section 3). The role of surfactants is to modify
the interfacial mobility and to increase the drag force coefficient.
The effect of surface viscosity and elasticity to suppress the surface
mobility in a wide range of the respective dimensionless numbers
is illustrated in Figs. 6-8 for insoluble surfactant monolayers and
concentrations above the CMC. For soluble surfactant the bulk dif-

fusion from the continuous phase can decrease the drag force coef-
ficients at small interparticle distances only for very low values of
the degree of surface coverage or for surfactants with a large value
of the CMC, Figs. 9 and 10. In contrast, the bulk diffusion from the
disperse phase affects the hydrodynamic resistance for all degrees
of surface coverage, Figs. 11 and 12, if only Ng, is not greater than
unity. For micron-sized drops the interfacial viscosity effect is so
large that the droplet interfaces are tangentially immobile for all
gap widths. The obtained results can be used for comparison of
the behavior of oil in water or the inverse, water in oil, emulsions
in dynamic conditions, Figs. 13 and 14.

The general conclusions are: (i) the differences between the
hydrodynamic resistances for both types of possible emulsions
are several times (not orders of magnitude) and the role of the dis-
joining pressure is of a major importance for the final state; (ii) the
values of the hydrodynamic resistances themselves, which are con-
trolled on the material properties of the interfaces, are important
for prediction of the rate of flocculation.

In the present work the colloidal particles are assumed to be of
equal sizes. The exact solution of the problem for two drops with
different radii can be solved using an analogous approach and it
is an aim for our future publication.

Appendix A. Expressions for the stream functions and drag
force coefficient

Using the general solution (3.8) one obtains the solution for the
stream function, 14, in the form [18,57]:
Va 2
Yy = a7 sinh¢sinh ( ) Zn m+1)=2 {exp[AnH —x1)]

— eXp[in-1(& = X1)]}Va. (A1)

Because of the linearity of the considered problem the stream
function describing the flow in the continuous phase, /¢, can be
presented as a sum of the stream function, ¥y, which gives the
solution of the problem for tangentially immobile surface, and
the contribution corresponding to the interfacial mobility [57]:

Vi . e & 2u,
+W sinh ¢sinh (i) n;n(n +1) A

x [sinh(2y41€) sinh(2,_1X%1) — sinh(2,_1¢€)

Ve = Ytim

x sinh(4py1%1)]Va, (A.2)
where the coefficients 4, are defined as
Ay = sinh(2/,8) — 4y sinh(2e)(n = 1,2,...). (A.3)

Substituting Eq. (A.2) into Eq. (3.6) we derive the expressions
for the velocity components. One checks directly that the obtained
series obey the boundary conditions at the plane of symmetry, Eq.
(3.5), and at the drop surface, Eq. (3.10). The Stimson and Jeffery
solution for Yy, is well known in the literature [13,57] and

Yeim = sinh SZ[O(n cosh(Ay_1%1) + B, COSh(2ni1X1)

(zb)3/2

+ 7, SINh(Zn_1X1) + Jp SINh (A 1X1)] Vi, (A4)

where the coefficients of the series, Eq. (A.4), are given by the

expressions

B nn+1) _ nn+1)
a”f(Zn—l)(2n+1)’ bo= (2n+1)(2n+3)’ (A.3)
Vo= — % [cosh(2/n€) + 4y cOsh(28)] — % (A6)
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S /ln—lan
on = A

Stimson and Jeffery’s formula [13,57] for drag force coefficient
fim reads

- 2—” [cosh(2/,€) — A, cosh(2¢)]. (A7)

o0
fim = sinh e Z
n=1

" n(n+1) [1, exp(2¢)
An 22n-1

An €Xp(—2¢)

_ exp(—2/n€)
2;~n+1 '

In-1/ns1

(A8)

Eq. (A.8) has the following asymptotic form for small interpar-

ticle distances:
3a

fim~5p ath<a, (A.9)
known as Taylor’s formula.

Expanding Eq. (A.8) in series with respect to a/h we calculate
the formula for the drag force coefficient valid at large interparticle
distances

2
fin3+9(3) =9 35)

—15(i)3+315(i>4+...ata< h.

2h 2h
(A.10)

Substituting solution Eq. (3.15) into Eq. (3.12) one obtains the
series for the drag force coefficient, fo, in the case of pure liquids
[57]:
fo = fm — 4sinn?e 3> M)

n=1
y cosh? (/n€)
cosh(24,€) — cosh(2¢) + Ny A,

n

(A11)

Expanding Eq. (A.11) in series with respect to a/h we calculate
the asymptotic formula for f, valid at large distances between
droplets

3Ny +2[, 3Nu+27ay (Ny+2)3Ny+2)/ay?
L el L e M6 o o )
5N2 +2N2 — 12N, — 8 s a\?
- (Nue +1)° (zr)
o Nur(5Ny +4)(21N, + 48Ny, + 28) <£>4 . (A12)
(Nur +1)* 2h

Analogous to Eq. (A.10) series (A.12) converges very slowly [57].
In the case of two bubbles and small distances between them the
following asymptotic expression for fy:

fo~In (a ;1_ h) +2.5407 at h < a (for bubbles)

(A13)

is derived in the literature [59,60]. Ivanov et al. [22,23] arrived to
similar formulae for the drag force on two bubbles approaching
each other when the separation between them is very small.

In the case of droplets we derive the following asymptotic
expressions valid for small distances h < a and: (i) not very large
droplet viscosity:

312N, say1/2 N2, a+h
fo==36" (1) +< _T>l“< h)

+2.5407 at Ny, h'/? < a2

(A14)

(ii) for very large viscosity of the drop phase:

a

32
N—ffi(ﬁ at h <aand N,h'? > a'/2. (A-15)

The general case of asymptotic expressions, Eqs. (A.14) and
(A.15), for two droplets with unequal sizes is reported in Refs.
[24,25]. The calculation of close interaction between drops, with
internal circulation and slip effect taken into account, is described
in Ref. [26].

Appendix B. Linear system of equations for coefficients g, and
u,

Substituting the series, Egs. (3.10), (4.2), (4.3), and (4.4), into the
boundary condition, Eq. (4.5), we derive the corresponding series
with respect to the Legendre polynomials multiplied by b—>/2.
The Legendre polynomials are orthogonal and therefore, all coeffi-
cients of the series must be zero. The final form of the obtained lin-
ear system of homogeneous equations reads

A118n_ 2 +A128, 1 +A138, +A14801 +A15800 + Braling

+ Bialy +B],3un+l =0 (TI:O,LZ,..-), (Bl)
where in order to make the equations simpler we introduce the
coefficients g » =g_1 =u_» =u_; = ug = 0. The coefficients of the lin-
ear equations, Eq. (B.1), are defined as follows:

nn-1) n+2
Ag = 3 Ais = 7
4(n+ 1)cosh’e 4cosh’e

(82)

2n? + ntanh(4, 18)Ng tanh & + nNyq tanh g

Az =- 2(n+1)coshe

, (B3)

nn+1)+1
2(n + 1)cosh’e
{ 2n+1
2(n+1)
2n+1
{2(n+1)

A1‘3 =n+

tanh e
2(n+1)

tanh(4,¢€) + }Ndf tanhe¢

tanh e
— 3n+ 1)} Ngqtanhe,

(B.4)

2(n+ 1) + tanh(4,,16)Ngr tanh & + Nyq tanh &

Ara = - 2coshe

; (B.5)

nn-1)
2(n+1)coshe’

To obtain the other set of linear equations we substitute the
definition, Eq. (3.6), and the series, Egs. (A.1), (3.10), (A.2), (A.4),
(4.2), and (4.8), into the boundary condition, Eq. (4.7). The obtained
result is presented as a series with respect to the polynomials V,
multiplied by b*/2. All coefficients of the series must be zero, which
leads to the following linear system of equations

By 1un_2 + BaoUn 1 + Basuy + Baallni1 + Bastnio +A218,4

n+2

Bii= 2coshe’

Bl,2 = -n, Bl,3 = (BG)

+A2_2gn +A2.3gn+1 =R (n = 172737"') (B7)
with coefficients defined by the formulae
n—-2)(n—1) Ng +N
yy = (1=2(1=1) Nor+ No B8
4(2n + 1)cosh’s tanhe
B (n—1) cosh(24,_1€) — cosh(2e) _ Ngy + Ny
Ba=- (2n+ 1) coshe {N‘” + An 1 " tanhe
(B.9)
g, 1) () T \NaitNow 2
3= n+1 Jcosh’e) tanhe 2n+1 °
« tanhe + Ny + COSh(Z/Ln?,)A— cosh(2¢) 7 (B.10)
n
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B n+2 cosh(2/,,1€) — cosh(2¢) Naii + Nsp
Bz'4=_(2n+1)cosh8 Nor Ani1 D) —Ghhe |
(B.11)

Bys = (”+2)(”+3g NdilJFNsh, (B.12)
4(2n+ 1)cosh’s tanhe

Ngtanhe _ Az
Ao== A=A = —aoae (B.13)
n-1 cosh(Zp_1€) = cosh(i,¢)
R= cosh (2) sinh ?{ @nt 1)coshe  An An
n+2 cosh(/n1€)
@2n+1)coshe  Anq | (8.14)

The linear system of equations, Eq. (B.7), has an exact solution
given by Eq. (3.15) for pure liquids when Ngj = Ngj; = Ns,, = 0.

In the case of large interparticle distances & — co. From Egs.
(B.1)-(B.14) we derive the respective solution for an individual
droplet. Indeed, Egs. (B.1)-(B.14) define the leading order terms
of the solution when n=1:

(1 + Ngs + Naa/2)g; = U, (B.15)
2Ngil Nag; 1

(1+er+ 3 >u1+ 3 7 (B.16)

Substituting Egs. (B.15) and (B.16) into Eq. (3.12) one obtains

Eq. (4.11).

The linear system of equations, Eqgs. (B.1)-(B.14), is solved
numerically. To increase the accuracy of calculations we chose large
number N in such a way to have tanh(/yé¢) ~ 1. We prove that the
asymptotic solution of the system for n > N can be presented as

u, = Uexp(—/4,€) and g, = Gnexp(—/1é), (B.17)

where U and G are unknown constants. Substituting Eq. (B.17) into
Egs. (B.1)-(B.14) and expanding the obtained results in series for
large values of n we obtain that

2U sinhe¢ e
C= 22Ny + Ny tanhe’ U~ @, oh (2) (B.18)
where parameter U,, is defined as
Un=1+Ngton 2N 2y, (B.19)

3(2+2Ngr + Naa) 3

All coefficients for n <N are calculated numerically and those
forn > N are replaced by Eqgs. (B.17)-(B.19). The respective contri-
bution from up, tns1,. .. to the drag force coefficient, Eq. (3.12), is
calculated summing up the series

(B.20)

n

0 Uy
Ry(N) = 8sinhé¢sinh(e/2) ;Vn (n+1) cosh(ne) £,

which accounts for the tail contribution of the solution to the drag
force coefficient. The obtained result reads
. sinh ¢
sinh 8) U,
From a physical viewpoint the minimum possible value of ¢ is
103 (h=10nm and a =1 cm). In this case for N = 25,000 one de-
rives that [Nexp(—Ne)]? ~ 1.2 x 10~'3, which shows that the upper
limit of the necessary number of coefficients is lower than 25,000.
For the numerical solution of the linear system of equations, Eqgs.
(B.1) and (B.7), we order the parameters as follows: x; =g »;
X2 =U_5; X3=8_1; X4 =U_1; X5 = 8o; X = Uo; X7 = g1; Xg = Uq; etc. Thus
Eq. (B.1) includes four lower and four upper diagonal elements and
subsequently Eq. (B.7) also includes four lower and four upper

R(N) = 2N? exp(—2Ne) (COShg (B.21)

N

diagonal elements of the matrix of linear system. The numerical
solution of the obtained nine diagonal linear system of equations
is performed efficiently using the Thomas algorithm [74,75].

Appendix C. Supplementary material

Supplementary data associated with this article can be found, in
the online version, at doi:10.1016/j.jcis.2011.11.031.

References

[1] B.V. Derjaguin, Theory of Stability of Colloids and Thin Films, Plenum Press,
New York, 1989.
[2] W.B. Russel, D.A. Saville, W.R. Schowalter, Colloidal Dispersions, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1989.
[3] P.A. Kralchevsky, K.D. Danov, N.D. Denkov, in: K.S. Birdi (Ed.), Handbook of
Surface and Colloid Chemistry, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2008 (Chapter 7).
[4] LB. Ivanov, P.A. Kralchevsky, Colloids Surf., A 128 (1997) 155-175.
[5] L.B. Ivanov, K.D. Danov, P.A. Kralchevsky, Colloids Surf., A 152 (1999) 161-182.
[6] K.D. Danov, N.D. Denkov, D.N. Petsev, L.B. Ivanov, R. Borwankar, Langmuir 9
(1993) 1731-1740.
[7] K.D. Danov, L.B. Ivanov, T.D. Gurkov, R.P. Borwankar, J. Colloid Interface Sci. 167
(1994) 8-17.
[8] G. Urbina-Villalba, Int. J. Mol. Sci. 10 (2009) 761-804.
[9] G. Urbina-Villalba, Langmuir 20 (2004) 3872-3881.
[10] N.A. Fuchs, Z. Phys. 89 (1934) 736-743.
[11] X. Zhang, R.H. Davis, J. Fluid Mech. 230 (1991) 479-504.
[12] LA. Valioulis, E.J. List, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 20 (1984) 1-20.
[13] M. Stimson, G.B. Jeffery, Proc. Roy. Soc. A 111 (1926) 110-116.
[14] M.D.A. Cooley, M.E. O'Neill, Mathematika 16 (1969) 37-49.
[15] W. Hardy, 1. Bircumshaw, Proc. Roy. Soc. A 108 (1925) 1-25.
[16] R.G. Horn, O.I. Vinogradova, M.E. Mackay, N. Phan-Thien, J. Chem. Phys. 112
(2000) 6424-6433.
[17] E. Wacholder, D. Weihs, Chem. Eng. Sci. 27 (1972) 1817-1828.
[18] S. Haber, G. Hetsroni, A. Solan, Int. J. Multiphase Flow 1 (1972) 57-71.
[19] S.H. Lee, L.G. Leal, J. Fluid Mech. 98 (1980) 193-224.
[20] R.H. Davis, J.A. Schonberg, J.M. Rallison, Phys. Fluids A 1 (1989) 77-81.
[21] G. Barnocky, R.H. Davis, Int. . Multiphase Flow 15 (1989) 627-638.
[22] V.N. Beshkov, B.P. Radoev, 1.B. Ivanov, Int. J. Multiphase Flow 4 (1978) 563-
570.
[23] LB. Ivanov, D.S. Dimitrov, B.P. Radoev, Colloid J. 16 (1979) 36-42 (in Russian).
[24] A.Z. Zinchenko, J. Appl. Math. Mech. 42 (1978) 1046-1051.
[25] A.Z. Zinchenko, J. Appl. Math. Mech. 44 (1980) 30-37.
[26] A.Z. Zinchenko, J. Appl. Math. Mech. 45 (1981) 564-567.
[27] B.V. Derjaguin, N.V. Churaev, V.M. Muller, Surface Forces, Plenum Press, New
York, 1987.
[28] J.N. Israelachvili, Intermolecular and Surface Forces, Academic Press, London,
1992.
[29] D.A. Edwards, H. Brenner, D.T. Wasan, Interfacial Transport Processes and
Rheology, Butterworth-Heinemann, Boston, 1991.
[30] A. Sanfeld, A. Steinchen, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 140 (2008) 1-65.
[31] I.B. Ivanov, KD. Danov, KP. Ananthapadmanabhan, A. Lips, Adv. Colloid
Interface Sci. 114-115 (2005) 61-92.
[32] V. Cristini, J. Blawzdziewicz, M. Loewenberg, ]J. Fluid Mech. 366 (1998) 259-
287.
[33] AK. Chesters, I.B. Bazhlekov, ]. Colloid Interface Sci. 230 (2000) 229-243.
[34] M.A. Rother, R.H. Davis, ]. Colloid Interface Sci. 270 (2004) 205-220.
[35] A.Z. Zinchenko, M.A. Rother, R.H. Davis, ]. Fluid Mech. 667 (2011) 369-402.
[36] M. Muradoglu, G. Tryggvason, J. Comput. Phys. 227 (2008) 2238-2262.
[37] H. Liu, Y. Zhang, J. Comput. Phys. 229 (2010) 9166-9187.
[38] D.S. Valkovska, K.D. Danov, I.B. Ivanov, Colloids Surf., A 156 (1999) 547-566.
[39] D.S. Valkovska, K.D. Danov, L.B. Ivanov, Colloids Surf., A 175 (2000) 179-192.
[40] T.T. Traykov, 1.B. Ivanov, Int. J. Multiphase Flow 3 (1977) 471-483.
[41] T.T. Traykov, E.D. Manev, L.B. Ivanov, Int. J. Multiphase Flow 3 (1977) 485-494.
[42] LB. Ivanov, T.T. Traykov, E.D. Manev, in: Proceedings of the VII International
Congress on Surface Active Substances, Moscow, 1976.
[43] LB. Ivanov, T.T. Traykov, Int. J. Multiphase Flow 2 (1976) 397-410.
[44] LB. Ivanov, Pure Appl. Chem. 52 (1980) 1241-1262.
[45] Z. Zapryanov, A.K. Malhotra, N. Aderangi, D.T. Wasan, Int. J. Multiphase Flow 9
(1983) 105-129.
[46] R.B. Bird, W.E. Steward, E.N. Lightfoot, Transport Phenomena, Wiley, New York,
2001.
[47] M. Boussinesq, Ann. Chim. Phys. 29 (1913) 349-357.
[48] L.E. Scriven, Chem. Eng. Sci. 12 (1960) 98-108.
[49] J. Lucassen, M. van den Tempel, Chem. Eng. Sci. 27 (1972) 1283-1291.
[50] F.C. Goodrich, L.H. Allen, ]. Colloid Interface Sci. 40 (1972) 329-336.
[51] F.C.Goodrich, L.H. Allen, A. Poskanzer, ]. Colloid Interface Sci. 52 (1975) 201-212.
[52] J.T. Petkov, K.D. Danov, N.D. Denkov, R. Aust, F. Durst, Langmuir 12 (1996)
2650-2653.
[53] K.D. Danov, P.A. Kralchevsky, N.D. Denkov, K.P. Ananthapadmanabhan, A. Lips,
Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 119 (2006) 17-33.
[54] K.D. Danov, P.A. Kralchevsky, K.P. Ananthapadmanabhan, A. Lips, Colloids Surf.,
A 282-283 (2006) 143-161.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcis.2011.11.031

K.D. Danov et al./Journal of Colloid and Interface Science 368 (2012) 342-355 355

[55] K.D. Danov, D.S. Valkovska, P.A. Kralchevsky, J. Colloid Interface Sci. 251 (2002)
18-25.

[56] G.A. Korn, T.M. Korn, Mathematical Handbook, McGraw-Hill, New York, 1968.

[57] Z. Zapryanov, S. Tabakova, Dynamics of Bubbles, Drops and Rigid Particles,
Kluwer Acad. Press, Dordrecht, 1999.

[58] M.P. Boneva, N.C. Christov, K.D. Danov, P.A. Kralchevsky, Phys. Chem. Chem.
Phys. 9 (2007) 6371-6384.

[59] S. Kim, SJ. Karrila, Microhydrodynamics: Principles and Selected Applications,
Butterworth, Boston, 1991.

[60] J.F. Harper, J. Fluid Mech. 351 (1997) 289-300.

[61] D.S. Valkovska, K.D. Danov, ]. Colloid Interface Sci. 223 (2000) 314-316.

[62] S.D. Stoyanov, N.D. Denkov, Langmuir 17 (2001) 1150-1156.

[63] V.B. Fainerman, D. Mobius, R. Miller, Surfactants Chemistry, Interfacial
Properties, Applications, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2001.

[64] P.A. Kralchevsky, K.D. Danov, G. Broze, A. Mehreteab, Langmuir 15 (7) (1999)
2351-2365.

[65] P.A. Kralchevsky, K.D. Danov, V.L. Kolev, G. Broze, A. Mehreteab, Langmuir 19
(2003) 5004-5018.

[66] N.C. Christov, K.D. Danov, P.A. Kralchevsky, K.P. Ananthapadmanabhan, A. Lips,
Langmuir 22 (2006) 7528-7542.

[67] LB. Ivanov, K.P. Ananthapadmanabhan, A. Lips, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 123-
126 (2006) 189-212.

[68] L.B.Ivanov, K.G. Marinova, K.D. Danov, D. Dimitrova, K.P. Ananthapadmanabhan,
A. Lips, Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 134-135 (2007) 105-124.

[69] LB. Ivanov, K.D. Danov, D. Dimitrova, M. Boyanov, K.P. Ananthapadmanabhan,
A. Lips, Colloid Surf., A 354 (2010) 118-133.

[70] X. Chen, S. Mandre, ].J. Feng, Phys. Fluids 18 (2006) 092103.

[71] MJ. Rang, C.A. Miller, ]. Colloid Interface Sci. 209 (1999) 179-192.

[72] L. Wang, X. Li, G. Zhang, ]. Dong, ]. Eastoe, ]. Colloid Interface Sci. 314 (2007)
230-235.

[73] Y. Takata, R. Murakami, J. Taura, T. Maki, K. Mitsutake, M. Suzuki, T. Takiue, M.
Aratono, Langmuir 18 (2002) 7544-7548.

[74] C.AJ. Fletcher, Computational Techniques for Fluid Dynamics. 1. Fundamental
and General Techniques, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991.

[75] W.H. Press, B.P. Flannery, S.A. Teukolsky, W.T. Vetterling, Numerical Recipes in
FORTRAN: The Art of Scientific Computing, Cambridge Univ. Press, New York, 1992.



	Role of surfactants on the approaching velocity of two small emulsion drops
	1 Introduction
	2 Physical system and basic equations
	3 Exact solution of the Stokes equations in bipolar coordinates
	3.1 General solution of the Stokes equations
	3.2 Hydrodynamic drag force

	4 Role of surface-active components on the interfacial mobility
	4.1 General solution of the mass balance equations in the bulk
	4.2 Boundary conditions for the mass balance of adsorption and for the tangential stress at the interface in bipolar coordinates

	5 Numerical results and discussions
	5.1 Values of the dimensionless numbers
	5.2 Concentrations above the CMC
	5.3 Insoluble surfactants monolayer
	5.4 Soluble surfactants. Role of bulk diffusivities
	5.4.1 Surfactants soluble only in the continuous phase
	5.4.2 Surfactants soluble only in the disperse phase
	5.4.3 Comparison between systems


	6 Summary and conclusions
	Appendix A Expressions for the stream functions and drag force coefficient
	Appendix B Linear system of equations for coefficients gn and un
	Appendix C Supplementary material
	References


