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number Pe. At the high values of Pe in typical fluid-surfactant systems, there is a transition
layer near the interface in which the surfactant concentration varies rapidly, and large gra-
dients at the interface must be resolved accurately to evaluate the exchange of surfactant
between the interface and bulk flow. We use the slenderness of the layer to develop a fast

. . and accurate ‘hybrid’ numerical method that incorporates a separate, singular perturbation
Hybrid numerical method . .. .. . . . .
Interfacial fluid flow analysis of the dynamics in the transition layer into a full numerical solution of the inter-
Soluble surfactant facial free boundary problem. The accuracy and efficiency of the method is assessed by
comparison with a more ‘traditional’ numerical approach that uses finite differences
on a curvilinear coordinate system exterior to the bubble, without the separate transition
layer reduction. The traditional method implemented here features a novel fast calculation
of fluid velocity off the interface.
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1. Introduction

Surfactants, or surface contaminants, significantly alter the interfacial properties of a fluid by changing surface tension. A
striking example is the tipstreaming of thin threads or small droplets from a drop or bubble that is stretched in an imposed
extensional flow. Although first observed by Taylor [1] in his seminal four-roller mill experiments, tipstreaming has only re-
cently been ascribed to the presence of surfactant [2-4], and surfactant mediated tipstreaming has now been utilized to syn-
thesize micron-sized and smaller droplets in a flow focusing device [5]. Other applications of surfactants include their
addition to two-phase mixtures or emulsions to facilitate breakup of large droplets and prevent coalescence of smaller ones,
thereby stabilizing the emulsion [6]. In medicine, surfactant treatments may reduce risks from gas bubbles in the blood
(embolisms) formed during cardiac surgery or rapid decompression, and are used in the reopening of collapsed pulmonary
airways [7,8].

Most previous computational studies of the effect of surfactant in interfacial flow are for surfactant that is insoluble, that
is, confined to the interface alone. The evolution of surfactant concentration is then determined by a combination of surface
fluid velocity, surface diffusion and local stretching or contraction of the interface. Under the simplification of low Reynolds
number flow, the evolution is entirely described by surface quantities, and can be solved by surface-based methods such as
the boundary integral method [9]. This is among the most accurate and efficient numerical methods for solving free and
moving boundary problems.

Boundary integral simulations of the effect of insoluble surfactant on the deformation and breakup of axisymmetric drops
in extensional flow by Stone and Leal [10] characterize the dependence of drop deformation on the capillary number
Q = uGa/oo, where G is the imposed strain rate, gy is the surface tension of a clean or surfactant-free interface, a is the
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undeformed radius of the drop, and u is the suspending liquid viscosity. They consider the case when the ratio 2 = 1;/u of
drop to suspending liquid viscosity is one, but the simulations were later generalized by Milliken et al. [11] to include dif-
ferent viscosity ratios. The most interesting behavior was observed for nearly inviscid drops 4 < 1, when surfactant was
found to advect with the stretching flow to the drop ends, which become pointed due to the lower surface tension there.
Above a critical capillary number the drop appears to stretch very quickly, but tipstreaming was not resolved due to the near
singularity in curvature at the drop ends. Volume-of-fluid (VOF) simulations [12] for low viscosity ratio drops with insoluble
surfactant show similar behavior. Droplets or small drop fragments appear to be emitted from pointed bubble tips but are on
the scale of the mesh spacing and are therefore not properly resolved, so that tipstreaming may have been introduced as a
numerical artifact. Related VOF studies are [13,14]. To our knowledge, the only resolved numerical calculations showing
drop shapes with pointed tips from which thin threads are emitted, evoking the tipstreaming observed in experiments,
are the boundary integral simulations of Eggleton et al. [3] and Bazhlekov et al. [15]. Tipstreaming behavior has also been
observed in boundary integral simulations of two dimensional flow [16-18].

The above results underscore the need to accurately resolve regions of high interfacial curvature in calculations of bubble
and drop dynamics, for which boundary integral methods are ideally suited. Other boundary integral studies of drop evolu-
tion with insoluble surfactant include [19-23]. Immersed boundary methods [24-26] and the level set method [27] have also
been applied to study the effect of insoluble surfactant on the dynamics of fluid interfaces.

The computational challenges of simulating interfacial flow with surfactant are compounded when the surfactant is sol-
uble. A soluble surfactant advects and diffuses as a passive scalar in the bulk fluid, but there is an exchange or transfer of
surfactant between its dissolved form in the bulk and its adsorbed form on the interface. Gradients of bulk surfactant con-
centration near the interface must be accurately computed to properly account for the exchange of surfactant between its
dissolved and adsorbed forms.

In this paper, we address a significant difficulty in the numerical computation of fluid interfaces with soluble surfactant
that occurs in the practically important limit of large bulk Peclet number Pe. The Peclet number Pe measures the ratio of bulk
advective to diffusive transport, and its value in typical systems varies from 10° to 10° [28,29]. At these high values of Pe,
there is a narrow transition layer adjacent to the interface across which the surfactant concentration varies rapidly. Accu-
rately resolving the layer is a significant challenge for traditional numerical methods but is essential to evaluate the ex-
change of surfactant between the interface and bulk flow. Previous studies have employed artificially small Pe or finely
adapted grids in specific static geometries. The work described here uses the slenderness of the layer to develop a fast
and accurate ‘hybrid’ or multiscale numerical method that incorporates a separate, singular perturbation analysis of the
dynamics in the transition layer into a full numerical solution of the interfacial free boundary problem. A key to the success
of this formulation is that highly accurate boundary integral or boundary element methods can readily be adapted to solve
the full moving boundary problem, including soluble surfactant. Without the special large Pe treatment proposed here these
methods do not easily apply.

The difficulties associated with computing interfacial flow with soluble surfactant were avoided in the study of [30] by
specifying the computationally tractable but less physically realizable limit Pe < 1. Other numerical studies of soluble sur-
factant dynamics involving simple geometries or finely adapted three dimensional meshes for deformed interfaces are
[29,31-36]. Ghadiali et al. [37] implemented a dual reciprocity boundary element method to solve for the steady state advec-
tion-diffusion of bulk surfactant. This has some features in common with the method proposed here, in that a boundary (ele-
ment) method is used to solve the Stokes equations, while the bulk surfactant concentration is solved on internal nodes that
do not have to be re-meshed as the boundary changes shape during iteration, as is required by other techniques (e.g. finite-
element and finite difference methods). However, the method does require more internal nodes to be placed in positions of
large concentration gradients, which can be expensive for realistic Pe values, and it is limited to steady state problems.

Recently, front tracking [36,38], diffuse interface [39], and volume of fluid [40] numerical methods have been designed to
treat the effect of soluble surfactant in various examples of interfacial flow. But without adaptive or very fine meshes near
the moving interface, these methods are limited to artificially small Pe due to the separation of spatial scales in the narrow
transition layer and the need to accurately resolve it. In the context of mixing of miscible fluids, the study [41] combines
front tracking with asymptotic treatment of the diffusion of mass across a near-discontinuity in density in the small diffusion
limit.

In this paper we develop an accurate and efficient hybrid numerical algorithm, based on a boundary integral simulation of
free surface Stokes flow. The hybrid method has the same advantages as the dual reciprocity method of [37], but applies to
the simulation of time-dependent flow, and computes efficiently at arbitrarily large values of Pe without the need to intro-
duce additional node points in regions of large gradient of bulk surfactant concentration. We implement and test the method
in the case of a single, inviscid bubble that is stretched by an imposed linear strain or shear in 2D Stokes flow, although the
hybrid method itself applies, with modifications, to more general flow in 3D and to multiple drops or bubbles.

The accuracy and efficiency of the hybrid method is assessed by comparison with a more ‘traditional’ numerical approach
that uses finite differences on a curvilinear coordinate system exterior to the bubble, without the separate transition layer
reduction.

The choice of underlying flow solver for the velocity, pressure, and surface concentration of surfactant used in both the
hybrid and traditional methods is a boundary integral method based on a complex variable, conformal mapping represen-
tation of 2D Stokes flow. As explained below, this choice facilitates a traditional method that is in fact relatively efficient
among finite difference methods and permits sufficient mesh refinement that it can compute well at Pe sufficiently large,
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up to Pe ~ 10* to facilitate a thorough test and comparison with the hybrid method. In particular, the traditional method
features a novel, fast calculation of the fluid velocity in the region exterior to the bubble, without which the method would
be prohibitively expensive.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: The governing equations are presented in dimensionless form in Section 2.
In Section 3 equations for the bulk and surface concentrations of surfactant are derived, based on a singular perturbation
analysis in the large bulk Peclet number limit. The derivation in Section 3 is general, and the resulting equations describe
surfactant dynamics at large Pe for interfaces in 3D Stokes flow with soluble surfactant. The boundary integral formulation
of the equations governing fluid flow and interfacial surfactant concentration is given in Section 4. The hybrid numerical
method is presented in Section 5 and the traditional method is presented in Section 6. Numerical results are given in Section
7, and concluding remarks are in Section 8. An asymptotic solution used in the validation of the hybrid method is derived in
Appendix.

2. Governing equations

In this section we present the governing equations in nondimensional form following the formulation in [42]. Consider an
inviscid bubble placed in two dimensional, incompressible slow viscous flow. The exterior fluid has viscosity x and the same
density as the interior fluid, so that the bubble is neutrally buoyant and gravitational effects are ignored. The pressure p; of
the inviscid interior fluid is constant in space, and without loss of generality is chosen to be zero. As a consequence of this
choice, the pressure at infinity p__(t) is generally nonzero and time-dependent. The unbounded exterior region of fluid is de-
noted by ©, while the fluid interface between the bubble and exterior bulk fluid is denoted by S. We follow the convention
that the unit normal vector n on S points into ©, and the unit tangent vector t on S points in the clockwise direction.

We take the zero Reynolds number limit, in which the nondimensional governing equations for the flow are the Stokes
equations

Viu=Vp, V.u=0 xeQ (1)

where u = u(x, y) is the fluid velocity and p = p(x,y) is the pressure in Cartesian coordinates (x,y). All lengths are nondimen-
sionalized by the radius a of the equivalent, undisturbed circular bubble, and with o, as the interfacial surface tension in the
absence of surfactant the velocity is made nondimensional by the capillary scale U = o /u. Time and pressure are nondimen-
sionalized by a/U and oy/a.

On the interface S we impose the kinematic condition that the normal velocity u, at a point on the boundary equals the
normal velocity of the fluid there, i.e.

U =u-n, (2)
while the stress-balance at the interface is
—pn+2e-n=0(K; + K2)l — V0. (3)

Here e is the rate-of-strain tensor, e; = J (9 ; + x, 1), 7 (i = 1,2) are the principal curvatures of Sand V; = V—n(n - V) is
the surface gradient. The quantity ¢ in Eq. (3) is the surface tension, which depends on the adsorbed or surface concentration
of surfactant I'. The presence of surfactant generally acts to reduce surface tension, and a specific choice for the equation of
state is the Langmuir equation

6=1+EIn(1-T), (4)

which models a nonlinear dependence of ¢ on I'. The surface tension has been made nondimensional by its value g, for a
clean or surfactant-free interface, the surface surfactant concentration has been made nondimensional by its maximum
monolayer packing concentration I'.,, and E = RTI,/d, is the elasticity number, which is a dimensionless measure of the
sensitivity of surface tension to adsorbed surfactant concentration. In practice, the surface tension has a strictly positive low-
er bound oy, that occurs at some threshold value of I' < 1.

When the adsorbed surfactant concentration I" varies from point to point on S there is a spatial gradient of the surface
tension that is represented in the stress-balance relation (3) by V¢ and which is referred to as the Marangoni stress. Many
of the important features and novel dynamics of surfactant-laden flows are in some way attributable to Marangoni stress,
but an exception is discussed in [43].

Our focus is on surfactant that is soluble or dissolved in the bulk flow away from an interface, where it is transported as a
passive scalar. Its concentration C, which is made nondimensional by a constant reference value at infinity C,,, satisfies the
advection-diffusion equation

aC 1,
EJru-VC_EV C, xeq (5)
where Pe is the bulk Peclet number Pe = Ua/D, which is the ratio of advective to diffusive transport effects in the bulk, and D
is the diffusivity of dissolved surfactant.

The evolution of surfactant that is adsorbed on the interface S also satisfies an advection-diffusion equation, which was
derived for a general parametric representation of the interface x = X(¢,t) in [44], and is
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or
at

19,4

— =2 VI + V- (') + T'(Ky + K2)uy = lvjr +Jn- V(. (6)
c ot Pe;

¢

Here, u; = u — n(u - n) is the tangential fluid velocity on S, u, = u- n is the normal component of the fluid velocity at the
interface per (2), and Pe; = Ua/D; is the surface Peclet number for surface diffusion of adsorbed surfactant on S. The surface
gradient operator V; and principal curvatures k; (i = 1,2) are as introduced at Eq. (3). On the left hand side of Eq. (6) the first
two terms together ensure that if the interface moves then the time derivative of I" is taken at a point on S that moves in the
direction normal to the interface, while the next two terms account for the change in surfactant concentration due to advec-
tive flux along the interface and due to change in interface area caused by motion along its normal. The first term on the right
hand side represents the change in I' due to surface diffusion, which is usually negligible since typically Pe; > 1, unless large
surface gradients of adsorbed surfactant develop. The last term on the right hand side, Jn - V|, accounts for the exchange or
transfer of surfactant between its dissolved form in the bulk flow immediately adjacent to S (the sublayer region) and its
adsorbed form on S, and ] = DC,. /U, is a transfer coefficient that measures the efficiency of this process.

Exchange of surfactant between the bulk phase and interface is a two step process [45]. In the bulk, surfactant is trans-
ported relative to material particles on the interface by diffusion, while exchange between the sublayer and interface occurs
via adsorption-desorption kinetics. The net fluxes of the two steps are equal on S and are given by

J=Bi(K(1 - I')Cls - I') =Jn- V(s ()

where the second term is the net kinetic flux onto S, i.e. adsorption minus desorption, as described by a Langmuir-type ki-
netic rate expression. Here, the dimensionless parameter K is defined by K = x,C.. /x4, where the dimensional kinetic rate
constants are K, for adsorption and x4 for desorption, so that K is the ratio of the dissolved bulk surfactant concentration
at infinity to the kinetic rate ratio or surface activity k4/x,. The Biot number is Bi = ax,/U, which is the ratio of the time
scale a/U of capillary flow to the time scale for kinetic desorption. Since it occurs widely in applications, we consider the
diffusion-controlled regime, i.e. the limit Bi — oo, in which the flow rate is much less than the adsorption-desorption kinetic
rates, so that the surface exchange kinetics are effectively in equilibrium. In this case, (7) implies that

r
K1-1)

which is the equilibrium adsorption relation of the Langmuir isotherm.

We note that the hybrid algorithm developed here for the large Peclet number limit, Pe — oo, is not confined to the dif-
fusion-controlled regime. At finite arbitrary Biot number, the Dirichlet boundary condition for C of (8) is simply replaced by
the mixed boundary condition of (7)

Jn-VCls = Bi(K(1 - I')C|s— T).

Cls = ons, (8)

In this study, the separation of time scales is such that the rate of bulk surfactant diffusion (D/a?) is much less than the flow
rate (U/a) since the Peclet number Pe is large, and the flow rate is much less than the surface kinetic rates since the Biot
number Bi is large.

We assume that the bulk surfactant concentration approaches a constant reference value in the far-field and that the ini-
tial distribution of C is spatially uniform and in equilibrium with this, so that

C(x,0)=1 forxeQ, C—1 as|X|— oo (9)

If the initial configuration is in equilibrium everywhere, then the initial bubble shape is spherical and from (8) the initial
surface concentration of surfactant is I'(x,0) = K/(1 + K).
The boundary condition at infinity corresponding to an arbitrary linear imposed flow is

_(Q B-3 5
u_(3+% _Q>.x+0(|x| ) as |x] — oo. 10

Here Q = au../U, B=ap, /U, and G = aw, /U are dimensionless, where Q and B characterize the strain rate of the imposed
flow and Ge; is its vorticity. Two specific examples of a linear far-field flow that we use here are:

(i) Pure Strain or Hyperbolic Flow
When B = G = 0, the dimensionless far-field boundary condition is

u=0Q(x1,—x)+0(X|?) as |x| — oo, (11)

where Q is the capillary number or dimensionless strain rate.
(ii) Simple Shear
A simple shear flow is given by setting Q = 0 and G = —2B##0, for which the boundary condition at infinity is

u=-G(x,0)+O(|x| %) as x| — . (12)
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3. The large bulk Peclet number limit

When the bulk Peclet number Pe is large a narrow transition layer in the bulk surfactant concentration C can develop
adjacent to the interface. The layer has spatial width of order Pe~'/? in which the normal gradient of C is large. In the low
Reynolds number limit there is no mechanism to support a similar transition layer in the fluid velocity and pressure.

To analyze the dynamics within the transition layer it is convenient to introduce an intrinsic or surface-fitted orthogonal
curvilinear coordinate system (&;, &, n) that is attached to the moving interface S for all time. Here the ¢; and ¢&,-directions
are aligned with the principal directions of curvature and n is distance along the normal measured from S. The transforma-
tion between Eulerian coordinates x and intrinsic coordinates is uniquely invertible sufficiently close to S provided S is
smooth. Analysis based on intrinsic coordinates attached to a moving surface has been used before. For example, Matalon
et al. [46] give details of an arbitrary transformation of this type in 3D with application to combustion waves in the flamelet
regime, while Yao and Stewart [47] have used a 2D version in the context of an evolving detonation front.

Here we review the transformation of the material derivative, and quote results for other operators. The origin of the
Eulerian and intrinsic coordinate systems are O and O', respectively, and the position vector x of a point P in space relative
to O is written in the two coordinate systems as

X =X(&, &, 1) +nn(éy, &, L), (13)

where X is the position vector relative to O of the projection of P onto S in the direction of the unit normal n, so that S has
equation X = X(¢;, &, t). Since ¢&; and &, are principal directions on S they define an orthogonal coordinate system on the sur-
face, and the unit vectors e; (i = 1,2) tangential to S in the directions of increasing ¢&; are e; = 1 2% where g; = | 2X|. With the
usual convention, the unit normal field is n = e; x e;, and since the ¢&; are principal directions Rodrlgues formula 1mp11es that
I = K; 0’" where the k; are the principal curvatures of S. The change in x corresponding to increments in the intrinsic coor-
dinates with time fixed is therefore

dx = Ld¢ e, + Ldée; + dnn
where L =a(1+nK;) (i=1,2). (14)

This convention for n implies that, for the curve of a normal section of S with a plane containing n and e;, the curvature k; is
positive when the curve is convex on the side to which n points, and is negative otherwise.
With P fixed relative to O, the time derivative in the Eulerian frame transforms as

7] 0 on o0
T &+q-vt+——. (15)

Here 0, on the right hand side is in the moving frame, i.e. with intrinsic coordinates fixed,

Vflie _A'_lie
‘ThLog ' ThLag

is the projection of the gradient onto the tangent plane at P, and

= 11 O e] + 12 6C2

so that q is the velocity of P relative to O’ projected onto the tangent plane at P. Since P is fixed relative to O, this is also
q = —U, where Uy is the velocity of O’ relative to O projected onto the tangent plane at P. Also, —2 is the normal speed of
the surface S relative to O in the direction of n, which was written earlier in the kinematic condition (2) as u,.

The fluid velocity u at an arbitrary point P in the Eulerian frame is written in terms of its projection onto the tangent plane
u; and its component in the normal direction u, as u = u; + u,n. The gradient operator is written similarly as V = V; + n 2,
sothatu-V =u; -V, +u,2. Asn — 0 and S is approached the surface quantities are recovered, so that with the same nota-
tion as in Egs. (2) and (6), u; — uy, u, — u, and V; — V,. Then from Eq. (15) the material derivative transforms as

where v, = u; — U; is the fluid velocity relative to O' projected onto the tangent plane at P and v, = u, — u, is the normal
component of the fluid velocity relative to S.
In the interface-attached intrinsic frame, Eq. (5) for the transport of surfactant in the bulk flow is therefore

C C
%""Vt'V[C-‘r vpg—nzezvf(; (16)

where € = Pe~'/? and the Laplacian is expressed in intrinsic coordinates. In the limit of large Pe, i.e. small ¢, the bulk surfac-
tant concentration C in the narrow transition layer adjacent to S depends on a local normal coordinate N, where n = eN and
N =0(1) as € — 0. While C = C(¢;, &, N, t; €) within the layer, there is no mechanism available to support a similar separa-
tion of spatial scales for the fluid velocity, so that v = v, + v,n = v(&, &, 1, t; €).
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An approximate equation for the evolution of C within the layer is given by keeping only the leading terms in an expan-
sion for small €. In this approximation, the tangential velocity v, is replaced by its value on S,

v, =u, — U (17)

which is of order O(1) except, for example, near stagnation points on the surface, and V, is replaced by V.. Since S is a fluid
interface, the kinematic condition implies that v, vanishes on S, so that it is replaced by the first nonzero term of its Taylor
expansion, eN9, vp|, where the normal derivative 9,vy|, is evaluated on S. The small O(¢) estimate in size of this coefficient in
Eq. (16) multiplies the normal gradient of C, which is approximated by (1/€)onC(&;, &, N, t;0). In a similar way, the small
diffusion coefficient of Eq. (16) is magnified by the Laplacian of C within the layer, so that the right hand side of (16) is
approximated by 83C(¢;, &, N, t; 0). The reduced equation that results for the evolution of a first approximation to C within
the layer is therefore

aC dvy|  OC  &C

E—i—vs'VSC-ka—nS NN (18)
Consideration of higher order terms in the expansion implies that the error in approximating C by the solution of this equa-
tion is of order O(€) as € — 0.

The large Pe limit implies that outside the transition layer (9; + u - V)C = 0 to within O(¢), so that to this order C is con-

stant on particle paths. The initial condition of (9), which holds for all x then implies that C = 1 outside the transition layer
for all time, so that (18) has initial, boundary and matching conditions

r
C|N:o:m~, 19)
C(&1,&,N,t) -1 asN — oo, t>0.

C(§17C’27N70) = 17

At a first glance, the coefficient 9, v,|, in Eq. (18) appears to require the evaluation of off-surface data to compute the nor-
mal derivative. However, from the incompressibility condition V -u =0 written in the orthogonal curvilinear, intrinsic
frame

1

a;a;

(o @1 mcu)) 57 @01 ) ) 7 (14 i) (14 ) =0,

where the tangential velocity is written in terms of its components as u; = u;e; + u,e, and u, = v, + u,. When the incom-
pressibility condition is evaluated in the limit as n — 0, the first two terms tend to the surface divergence V; - u;, and since
the normal speed u, of the surface is independent of n, so that d,u, = 9,v,, the condition implies that

B
a—”" = (K1 + K2t — Vs - U, (20)
nis

where the right hand side contains surface data alone.

The transfer coefficient J in the bulk-interface exchange term Jn - VC| is rescaled by putting | = €], where J, = O(1) so
that in Eq. (6) for conservation of adsorbed surfactant the exchange term remains O(1) when expressed in terms of the re-
scaled coordinate N. The equation becomes

or| _ox
at|, ot

1 ac
VI + Vs - (I'ag) + T'(561 + 12y :EV3F+J°WS' (21)

¢

The initial boundary value problem (18) and (19) for C within the transition layer and the rescaled bulk-interface ex-
change term of (21) have been constructed by a (formal) leading order, singular perturbation rescaling of the full equations
in the limit Pe — co. As a result, the expansion parameter Pe does not appear in the rescaled model.

4. Boundary integral formulation

A complex variable representation is used to provide a boundary integral formulation of the governing equations which is
based on the work of Tanveer and Vasconcelos [48], Antanovskii [49], and Siegel [42]. It includes the effects of soluble sur-
factant assuming that the bulk-interface exchange term /n - VC|, is known via separate computation. We briefly summarize
the formulation of [48], including the necessary modifications of [42] to account for the presence of surfactant. These refer-
ences contain more complete details of the derivation.

4.1. Complex variable representation of Stokes flow

We introduce a stream function ¥(x,y) and a stress function ¢(x,y) which satisfy [50]
vzlp:*wv V2¢:p7
where o is the fluid vorticity. The Stokes Eq. (1) imply that ¢ and y obey the biharmonic equation
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Vip =V =0

The complex stress-stream function is defined by W(z,z) = ¢(x,y) + iys(x,y), where z = x + iy and the bar denotes complex
conjugate, for which a Goursat representation of solutions of the biharmonic equation implies that W(z,z) can be written as
(see, e.g. [51])

W(z,2) = 2f(2) + &(2),

where f and g are analytic functions in the fluid region Q. Nondimensional physical quantities can be expressed in terms of f
and g as (see, e.g. [52])

p—iw = 4f'(2), (22)
Uy +iuy = —f(2) +2f (2) + 8 2), (23)
e +ienn = zf"(2) + 8" (2), (24)

where f denotes the (analytically continued) conjugate function f(z) = f(z) and a prime denotes the derivative. Here u; + iu,
is a complex velocity, e; + ie12 is a complex rate-of-strain function, and the dependence on time has temporarily been
suppressed.

We introduce the conformal map z({, t) which takes the unit disc |{| < 1 in the {-plane into the fluid region Q of the z-
plane. The map takes the form

a(t
2060 = " hco), (25)
where h({, t) is analytic, h(0, t) = 0 without loss of generality, and z;({, t)#0 in 0 < |{| < 1 over some nonzero time interval.
The extra degree of freedom allowed by the Riemann mapping theorem permits a(t) to be chosen real and negative.
The boundary conditions in the far-field z — oo determine the behavior of f(z({,t),t) and %(Z(C, t),t) as { — 0. Since
p — p..(t) and w — G in this limit, from (22) and (25),

_a(p.(t) ~ iG)

f(z(g,0),) T+C(f)+0(i)7 (26)
as { — 0, while (10), (23), and (26) imply that
% @00~ B G 0@ 27)

as { — 0. The nondimensional far-field pressure p_ (t) and the function C(t) are to be determined. We recall from (10) that
there is no translational velocity in the far-field, and we assume that the bubble interior is free of mass sources and therefore
has constant volume.
Egs. (22)-(24) are used to write the boundary conditions on the bubble surface in terms of f(z) and g(z). The outward unit
normal on the bubble surface n is written in complex form as
. Zy

. . Z;
N:merzzzzszfz:'Z—’I:lH
. y

(S

(28)

where n; and n, are the x and y components of n, s is arclength traversed in the clockwise direction, and ¢ = e on the unit
circle. When (22) and (24) are substituted into the stress-balance equation (3) an integration with respect to s gives

fat+2f' @t +g @zt = —%U(F(S, t))zs (29)

on the bubble surface |{| = 1, where we emphasize the dependence of the surface tension ¢ on the adsorbed surfactant
concentration I'(s,t). Some arbitrariness in the specification of the functions f and g has also been used to set to zero a
function of time that results from the integration. A formula for the velocity on the bubble surface follows on eliminating
g between (23) and (29) to obtain

Uy + ity = —%U(F(s, 1)z — 2f(z,1). (30)

A relation between the map z(¢, t) and the Goursat function fin || < 1 follows from the kinematic condition (2) written in
complex form together with (30) and (28) followed by application of the Poisson integral formula to extend the relation
away from the bubble surface, with the result that [48]

z: + 2f({, 1) = {I(¢, £) + D)z, (31)

where

oo 1 U+ a0z, 0),0) dl
0= 4mi %ﬁ’\:l LV’ - J 4 ¢’ 32)
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and f(¢,t) denotes f(z((,t),t). Note that I({,t) depends on the adsorbed surfactant concentration at z({,t) via the term
o(I'(z({,t),t)) in the integrand. The constant D is determined by expanding (31) as { — 0 and equating singular terms to give

D:g and p_(t)= -2 {I(O,t)+g} (33)

Eq. (31) is not practical for evolving the map z({, t), since the Goursat function f(z, t) is as yet unknown. Evolution equations
for the map parameters are derived in Section 4.2.
A relation for ‘% (z(¢,t),t) is found on eliminating f between (29) and (31) and using (28), with the result that

Sre1 ’ . ' 5 (-1 ‘ 2,
a.n =20 A 2ol nen +ion} + 2D g 4 vy 20,

which is valid on |[{| = 1 and is extended off the unit circle by analytic continuation. The requirement that the right hand side
of (34) is analytic in |{| < 1 except for a known pole at { = 0 (see (27)) determines the time evolution of the map z({,t), as
seen in Section 4.2.

The complex variable formulation for conservation of adsorbed surfactant (6) is derived by combining the complex ana-
logue of the vectors, dot products and derivatives that appear in it, i.e.

Can - [1 n (34)

oX 0z 17} .
Sl HEV., SHma, u; — Re{(uy + iuy)T}T,
L~ 1 z 1 oC (35)
K < ——Im ""). u, < Re{(u; +iu)N}, n- V(| - — ——
- |2y (Zv o s 2N s |zy] Or |,

where T =z,/|z,| is the clockwise oriented surface tangent and C = C(r,v) is the concentration of dissolved surfactant at
z(¢ =re", t). If we define

UO,6) = (U + iuz)li—:' (36)

then the complex form of (6) is

g—Re<ﬁ>FV+i{g(Re(FU))—lm(é‘"’)lm(FU)} 11 8<F") J o

at z z,] 8V 3 " Pz ov\[z|) [zl or

37)

)
r=1

which holds on the interface ¢ = e', where the time derivatives are taken with v fixed. This is the form that the equation
takes in the traditional numerical method, while in the hybrid method the last, surfactant exchange, term is rewritten as
JoOnCls in the same way that the real form of the conservation law (6) becomes (21) in the large Pe limit.
Eq. (18) for conservation of bulk surfactant is transformed similarly. The tangential velocity of the origin of the intrinsic

frame, 0', is Us = (9,X|, - t)t < Re(zT)T, (where O’ is chosen to be the image of the point with v = 0) so that

v, = us — U & Re((uy + iuy — z)T)T
(cf. (17)). The relations (35) and (36) together with the complex form of 9,v,|; constructed from (20) imply that (18)
becomes

aC

E‘FRC(U—

zz,2\ 1 oC 1 (0
lzy| Ov  |zy]

Zuy aC  9°C
z 5y (Re(U)) —Im <Z—) lm(U)}Na—N TR (38)

This holds in the fluid region N > 0, where the time derivatives are taken with the intrinsic coordinates v and N fixed, and the
initial and boundary conditions are given by (19).

4.2. Boundary integral equations

Following [48] we consider maps z({,t) in which h({,t) is a polynomial of degree N

N
z((t) = “(Ct) +y b, (39)
j=1

where the b;’s are complex coefficients. Here (39) is interpreted as the truncated Fourier series expansion of a discrete solu-
tion, although [42] shows (following [48]) that no higher powers of { are generated in a continuous solution for N > 1. Equa-
tions for the coefficients a(t), b;(t) are obtained by enforcing the analyticity of the right hand side of (34) in |{| < 1. Define the
Taylor series coefficients To(t), Ix(t) by

00

IC.6) +1D =To(t) + > T (1), (40)

k=1
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where (see (32))

~ 1 [ gt .
'°*E/o iz &P

=N —1 2n 0(V7 t)e—ik\'
h=3z |, v O @

and we have written o(v,t) = a(I'(z(e", t),t)).
Substitution of (39) and (41) into the right hand side of (34) leads to a Laurent series in ¢, and matching coefficients of the

series from the right and left hand sides of this equation gives a system of ODE's for a(t), b;(t). This system is written
(following [48]) by defining the quantities c;

Cn+2 = aby,

Cny1 = aby g,
B N+1-k
e =aby— Y jbbij1, 3<k<N,

=1

N-1
G = _Zjbjbj+l7
=

N

a=a-> jbP. (42)

=

The ODE's then take the form

¢ =0,

N+2—k
Ge=—(k-1) Z Iicyj + 2a*(Q —iB)dis, 3 <k<N+2. (43)
=0

An expression for the velocity on the interface is given by analytic continuation of (31) to |{| = 1 by contour deformation,
followed by elimination of f(z) from (30), with the result that

iy =2 ézﬂ-((i), (44)
|2y
where the Hilbert transform # is defined by
.ty =-Lpv [ hovpycot Y=Y gy 45)
OV R ’ 2

and PV denotes the Cauchy principal value.

Egs. (37) and (42), (43) give the desired boundary integral formulation for the interface shape and surfactant concentra-
tion I when the exchange of surfactant between the bulk fluid and the interface, represented by the term Jn - V|, is known
by a separate computation of the problem for C. Alternative boundary integral formulations of Stokes flow such as those gi-
ven in [9] can also be used as a basis for the hybrid method proposed here.

4.3. Pure strain and simple shear flows

In the case of an initially circular or elliptical bubble placed in either a pure strain or simple shear flow it can be shown

from Eqgs. (42) and (43) that the interface is described at times t > 0 by a conformal map of the truncated form
a(t .

260 =2+ beyc (46)

This holds when the flow is surfactant-free [48], when there is insoluble surfactant on the interface [42], or with soluble sur-

factant, as just seen in the development of Sections 4.1 and 4.2. In particular, it implies that the interface shape remains ellip-

tical for all time, although the aspect ratio is influenced by the presence of surfactant and its solubility. This result also

depends, as assumed at the outset, on the flow geometry being two dimensional and the interior bubble fluid being inviscid.

(i) Pure Strain
In a pure strain, u = Q(x1, —x;) where Q is the capillary number, per (11). Since the imposed flow has vorticity G = 0,
(33) and (41) imply that I, is real. The map parameters a(t) and b(t) are also real, with a(t) < 0, and satisfy
%(ab) = —2Iqab + 2Qd?, a(0) = -1, b(0) =0, (47)

with the area condition
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@1, (48)

The initial conditions of (47) are for a bubble that is initially circular.

(ii) Simple shear
In a simple shear flow, u = —G(x2,0) where G is the shear strength, per (12). Here To and b(t) are complex, while
a(t) < 0, and the map parameters satisfy

%(ab) = fZTOab —iGab + iGa27 a(0) = -1, b(0) =0, (49)
with the area condition
a®— b =1. (50)

With soluble surfactant, the motion of the interface is coupled to the bulk concentration C and the surface concentra-
tion I through the surface tension ¢ in the integral term Io. We describe below an efficient method for solving the
coupled equations in the physically representative limit of large bulk Peclet number Pe.

5. Hybrid numerical method

Our implementation of the hybrid method combines a fixed grid numerical solution of the boundary value problem (38)
and (19) for dissolved surfactant C with simultaneous solution of the underlying problem for u, p, and I'. This has the advan-
tage that there is no need to re-mesh the grid that is used to solve for C as the interface evolves, and since the diffusive term
d%C is O(1) in the rescaled transition layer Eq. (38), there is no development of large concentration gradients that requires a
large number of node points to resolve. The underlying flow solver for u, p, and I" described in Section 4 is spectrally accu-
rate in space and second order in time, while the solution for the dissolved surfactant concentration C described below is
second order accurate (in space and time). In principle higher order accuracy can be achieved.

To describe the method, the evolution equations, which are (37), with its last term rewritten as J,0,C|s, (38) and (43)
(which simplifies to (47) and (48) for a pure strain and (49) and (50) for a simple shear) are written in the form

z oC
(7), =¥ anl) e
*C
Ct = G(Z,FC) +W7 (52)

where F and G depend on the indicated variables and their derivatives. Note that, in terms of the parameterization by v in the
{-plane and time t, F = F(v,t) is defined on the bubble surface, while G = G(v,N, t) is defined in the region exterior to the
bubble. We assume that the bulk concentration C is initially in equilibrium with the far-field concentration, i.e.
C(v,N,t =0) = 1, and far from the interface we impose the boundary condition C(v, Ny, t) = 1. It is verified that the numer-
ical results do not depend on the particular value of N,,. We introduce the discrete variables v; = 2ni/M fori=0,... .M -1
and N; =jN,,/(P - 1) for j=0,...,P — 1, with the notation F/ = F(v;,t") and G}; = G(vi, N, t").

Second order accuracy in time is achieved by performing the time update of Egs. (51) and (52) in two steps. First we com-
pute the intermediate values z*', I, and E;‘J.“ by a first order Euler method

Z z n
(ﬁﬂ — (FF> + ALF),
1

- Cr+l 4 Ol il
Cll = + At G+ - L )
(AN)

(53)

where C}, = ﬁ from the boundary condition (19). A second order accurate correction is calculated using a centered
discretization '

Z?H Z? At n |, En+l
()= ()Y

At ~ o +CL o =20 L+ 20!
C:1j+1 _ C?J‘F* (G?jJr G?Jﬂ + ij+1 ij—1 ij ij+1 i ij

Jj—1

(AN)? (AN)?

> (54)
The discretizations (53) and (54) are semi-implicit, and the resulting tridiagonal linear systems are inverted by standard
methods.

The right hand sides of (53) and (54) are evaluated at mesh points (v;,N;) as follows. We compute the derivatives of
surface quantities, such as z,(v;,t") and I'y(v;, t"), using a discrete Fourier transform (DFT) and employ a centered, second
order finite difference approximation for C,(v;, Nj, t") (although we note that in principle all v derivatives can be computed
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in Fourier space). A spectral filter with cutoff of €. = 107" is used to prevent amplification of round-off error when taking
derivatives. We also need the normal derivative of the bulk surfactant concentration evaluated at the bubble surface, oyC|s,
which is calculated using the second order, one-sided difference formula

{ac ] -3, +ACH -
S

oN|g, ~ 2AN (53)

The Taylor coefficients T, defined at (41) are needed to solve the ODEs (43) for the time evolution of the conformal map
parameters, and are calculated via a DFT. The fluid velocity on the bubble surface is also calculated via a DFT and the relation

Hh(V)] =5 (he =ho), (56)

where h, = 3", _ohel®” is a projection onto the positive wavenumber Fourier components of h, and h- = 3, _ e is a pro-
jection onto the negative wavenumber components. An expression for the time derivative z,(v;, t") is required for the velocity
calculation, and is obtained from the system of ODEs (43), while the normal derivative of the normal fluid velocity relative to
the interface, 9,v,/s, is calculated from surface data by the relation (20).

The method generates the time update of the fluid velocity and surface concentration of surfactant in O(M) operations,
where M is the number of discretization points on the interface. Calculation of the bulk surfactant concentration requires
O(MP) operations, where P is the number of grid points normal to the interface. The operation count increases to O(M*P)
for three dimensional flow. Knowledge of the bulk concentration C and its gradient VC|, at the interface is sufficient for
the time update of interface position and surface surfactant concentration in the transition layer equation.

We also require a solution to the advection equation (9; +u-V)C = 0 outside the transition layer, which provides a
boundary or matching condition for the transition layer equation as N — cc. Generally, this requires O(M“ 'P) operations
for M¢~P points in the fluid region for d-dimensional flow. A coarse grid will often suffice, since large concentration gradi-
ents are not expected outside the transition layer. Semi-Lagrangian methods can also be used to track C in regions where it
differs from the equilibrium value C = 1, which can further reduce the operation count. All calculations in this paper assume
a spatially uniform state with C = 1 far from the interface.

6. Traditional numerical method

The hybrid method has been compared with a more traditional numerical approach, i.e. one that uses finite differences on
a curvilinear coordinate system exterior to the bubble, without the separate transition layer reduction. However, due to
separation of scales in the narrow transition layer and the need to accurately resolve the layer, the traditional algorithm
is limited to values of Pe less than about 10° for reasonably fine meshes (e.g. 512 x 512 gridpoints in an annular fluid region
with thickness of a few bubble radii). Our implementation of the traditional method features a novel fast calculation of the
fluid velocity in the region exterior to the bubble.

The algorithm, which is simplest to describe using real variables and vector notation, makes use of the mapping

X(r,v) = (x(r,v),y(r,v,)) = (Rez(r,v),Imz(r,v)) (57)

from the unit disc { = re"” for 0 < r < 1 to the fluid region exterior to the bubble. The advection-diffusion equation (5) for
dissolved surfactant C is expressed in terms of the orthogonal curvilinear coordinate system defined by the map. Introduce
the unit vectors

10X 10X

er:_EWa ev:EW’ (58)
where the scale factors [;(r,v) and L (r,v) are given by
19),4 oX
z],'ﬁ/ b= {2 (59)

The vector e, is in the outward normal direction to the coordinate curve traced out by X(r, v) for fixed r, while e, points in the
(clockwise) tangential direction to this curve. We recall that

e, 0 e, 0
VC—<7K§+E5>C, (60)
1 /ohao 8L o C
“Lh (& Lartavh 5)
The boundary integral solution of Egs. (37) and (43) for the conformal map z({, t) and surface concentration of surfactant
I'(v,t) described in Section 4.2 is coupled to solution of the advection-diffusion equation for C in the annular region
O<1-rp<r<1.
Various discretizations of the governing equation for C have been considered, including upwind and centered differencing
of the advection term, as well as explicit and implicit treatment of the diffusion term. An implicit ADI method [53] utilizing

viC (61)
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upwind differencing for the advection terms in the equations for both C and I was found to be the most efficient. The ADI
scheme is a two step method, and is implemented with first step

n
C?jﬂ/z = C?.j + % {VI\)%J {p?jn/zércz{lj:ll//zz - p?jfl/z‘srq]ﬂ//zz + Q?+1/2j5\’C?+1/2J - q?—l/z‘jé"cy—l/z.j] —u- vc‘?j}' (62)
Here we have introduced the centered difference operators 6, and §,,
5rC2j+1/2 = Clnjil—A_rC?Jv 5"C:'1+1/2J = %7 (63)
and
LI" L "

: (64)

LY b[" o n S
2l 42 g, == 2 oWl =—
(11 g Bl ) T T2\D ny Yohl

The subscript (i, j) refers to the (v, ;) gridpoint withr; = 1 —
ond step of the ADI scheme is

ij ij

prbforj=0,...,P—1,and Av = v;;; — v, Ar =r1j,1 — 1. The sec-

n+1/2
nel  niigz | AL )W n+1/2 5 ~ntl)2 n41/2 ¢ ~nil/2 n41/2 s ntl ni1/2 s nil n+1/2
G =G "+ 2{ Pe Pijii20rCijid)n = Pij120rCii i n + Qi1 /2500 Ciia oy — Gic /200 Cica a | — - VCIi; , (65)

and initial and boundary conditions are given by (19). The discretizations (62) and (65) lead to tridiagonal linear systems that
are readily inverted by standard methods.
Calculation of the advection term u - VC requires the radial and tangential velocity components, which are given by

. 1( ox 8y>
U=u-€=—-|U_-+U—|,

l1 ar or
, 1 ox ay
Vo i — - -7
woue = (u1 i av). (66)
The upwind difference scheme in the case u'|j; > 0 and u"[}; > 0 is
=Y sen X e 6
u-v ‘1] = K Uér ij +E i_j(;v ijo ( 7)
where
. C?j - C?jq . Cffj - CLJ
o, ng == and o, ij == A (68)
If u’|,7fj <O0or u"\?J < 0 the corresponding difference quotient in (67) is replaced by
N C?.m ~ C?j N C?HJ — C?J

respectively. The derivatives 2 (v;,r;) and 2 (v;, ;) at (58) and (59), which define the unit vectors e, e, and scale factors I, I

ar
are calculated at the (v;, r;) gridpoint with the aid of the relations

z:(rje") = z;(r;e™e",  z,(rie™) = z,(r;e™)irje™, (70)

where z; is determined by differentiation of (39).

Our implementation of the traditional method is first order accurate in time and space. This can in principle be improved
to higher order accuracy, although the version here was found sufficient for the purpose of comparison with the hybrid
method. The scheme was found to be stable for At <10~ over a wide range of Peclet number and mesh sizes up to
1024 x 1024.

6.1. Velocity calculation

Calculation of the fluid velocity (66) exterior to the bubble surface is the most expensive component of the traditional
method. It requires evaluation of the velocity from (44) at O(MP) grid positions z({;;), where {;; = rje" is a discretization
of an annular preimage in the unit disk. A naive implementation of the boundary integral method would accomplish this
by contour integration, i.e. by evaluation of the Goursat functions f({;;) and g(¢;;) from (31) and (34), with I({;;) calculated
by discretization of the contour integral (32) at a cost of O(M?P) operations. This can be improved to O(MP) operations using
a suitable fast method such as the fast multipole method [54]. As an alternative that can be used with the complex variable
and conformal mapping formulation of Stokes flow used here, we describe a new and simple procedure to evaluate the veloc-
ity in O(MP) operations using analytic continuation of the boundary values.
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Table 1

CPU time to compute a solution at t = 1 for timestep At = 107>,
M=P Traditional Hybrid
64 15.48 3.13
128 57.58 5.82
256 231.26 17.78
512 1023.50 98.03
1024 4350.96 438.96

The Goursat functions f({), g(¢) are first calculated on the unit disk ¢; = e" from Egs. (31) and (34), respectively (for
brevity we write {; = {;o). Details are given for the evaluation of f({;;), since the computation of g(;;) is similar. The discrete
Fourier transform of f gives the formula

f@) =" fue™, i=1,....M, (71)

where the summation is over —1 < k < M — 2 since f({) is analytic on the unit disk with the exception of a simple pole at the
origin. The analytic continuation of f to the interior of the unit disk, f({;;) forj=1,...,P — 1, is numerically implemented via
multiplication of the kth Fourier coefficient by rJ’f, i.e.

M-2
f@y) =Y furke®™, i=1,... M (72)
k=1
Since r; < 1 this is a well-posed operation. The inverse FFT provides the real space values f({;;) fori=1,...,M and fixed j in
O(Mlog M) operations. Repeating this procedure for each j=1,...,P—1 gives f({;;) at all gridpoints in O(MP) operations
(omitting logarithmic corrections). The Goursat function g({) and conformal map z({) are similarly computed for { in the
interior of the unit disk, and derivatives such as f;({;;) and g,({;;) are calculated via the DFT. The velocity is then evaluated
from (23), where '

=25 g@=22L (73)

This formulation of a traditional method requires O(MP) operations per time step in 2D flow, which is the same as the
current implementation of the hybrid method. Numerical tests summarized in Table 1 reflect the O(MP) dependence of
CPU time on the number of gridpoints, and indicate that the implementation of the hybrid method is about 10 times faster
than the traditional method.

7. Numerical results

When the surfactant is insoluble (J = 0) the method has been validated by comparison with exact steady solutions ob-
tained from complex variable theory. Details of the validation and application of the method on several problems of bubble
dynamics with insoluble surfactant, in both steady and unsteady flows, are given in [42].

The implementation of the hybrid method with soluble surfactant (J > 0) was checked to have the expected second order
accuracy in time and space and was verified by comparing numerical results with analytical solutions. A simple analytical
solution describes the unsteady adsorption of surfactant from a spatially uniform bulk state C = 1 on to an initially clean
bubble surface in the absence of flow when the bubble surface is an infinite sink of surfactant, i.e. C|g = 0 for all t. Agreement
between the numerical and analytical solutions is excellent.

As an additional test, we compare with an asymptotic solution of the transition layer and fluid equations, valid for small
capillary number Q < 1 and E = 0, which is derived in the Appendix. The solution describes the steady state shape and bulk
surfactant concentration for a bubble in an imposed strain, when the surface is an infinite sink of surfactant (i.e. C|; = 0). To
leading order in Q, the conformal map parameters and steady surface velocity components are given by

a=-1, b=-2Q, u;=-Qsin2v, u,=0, (74)

and the solution to Eq. (38) for the surfactant concentration C is

C(v,N) = erf(\/aNsinv>, (75)

where the error function erf(z) = (2/v/7) [y e~*"dx. Note that there is a nonuniformity in the concentration as N — co when
vy =0, 7, i.e. at the bubble ends.

Fig. 1 compares a solution computed with the hybrid numerical method to the asymptotic solution (74) and (75). The
hybrid method was run long enough for the dynamics to reach a steady state, and the figure shows the dissolved surfactant
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Fig. 1. Comparison of steady solution computed by the hybrid method (solid curves) with the asymptotic solution (74) and (75) (diamonds) for Q = 0.025.
Left panel: bulk concentration C(v;, N) for different v;. Right panel: surface velocity component u;.
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Fig. 2. Bubble shape and bulk surfactant concentration C computed by the hybrid numerical method (left) and traditional method (right). The main physical
parameter values are Pe = 10°, Q = 0.25, and t = 1.0, and computational parameters are M = P = 256, r,, = 0.9, and At = 5.0 x 10, Good agreement
between the two methods is found at this low Pe.

concentration C(v, N) versus the scaled normal coordinate N (left panel, solid curves) at positions z(v;) (i=1,...,17) that are
equidistant in v along the bubble surface within one quadrant of the x, y-plane. The solution in the other quadrants follows
by symmetry. The lowest solid curve corresponds to v = 0, with increasing v indicated in the figure. The diamond markers
give the solution (75), and are in excellent agreement with the computed solution. We note that the difference between the
two solutions near N = 30 is due to the imposition of artificial boundary conditions C(v,N,) = 1 at finite N,, in the compu-
tational domain. The numerically computed surface velocity component us (Fig. 1, right panel) and bubble shape are indis-
tinguishable to within plotting resolution from the asymptotic values.

The hybrid method is compared in Fig. 2 with the traditional numerical method of Section 6, which uses finite differences
on a curvilinear coordinate system exterior to the bubble, without the separate transition layer reduction. The traditional
method implemented here retains a degree of adaptivity, since by varying the width r,,, of the annular region in the {-plane
we can cluster gridpoints in a narrow layer adjacent to the bubble surface. We compare the accuracy and efficiency of the
hybrid method with this fixed grid, nonadaptive traditional method by fixing r,, = 0.9. Fig. 2 shows the shape and bulk sur-
factant concentration C for an initially circular bubble stretched by a pure strain with capillary number Q = 0.25 and
Pe = 10, and indicates good agreement between the two methods at this (physically unrealistic) low value of Pe. Compu-
tational parameters are M = P = 256 and At = 5.0 x 10, and physical parameter values are E=0.1, K=1.5 and J, = 1,
i.e. ] = 1/Pe'/%. The initial surface concentration of surfactant is I' = 0.5 and the initial bulk concentration of surfactant is
C=1. We note that in the hybrid method, M and P can be taken as small as M = P = 64 without changing the results to within
plotting resolution. For larger Pe, the traditional method with the above parameter values begins to lose accuracy due to
inadequate resolution of the transition layer.

Profiles for the bulk surfactant concentration data C of Fig. 2 are shown versus the normal coordinate n = Pe"/?N in Fig. 3
at fixed locations on the bubble surface as computed by the hybrid method (dashed curves) and the traditional method (solid
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curves). This shows that the bulk concentration immediately adjacent to the interface Cs is relatively high at the bubble ends,
where surfactant tends to leave the interface, and is relatively low at the mid-section, where surfactant is adsorbed onto the
interface from the bulk flow. At this value of Pe = 10° the profiles found by the two methods are close, and are sufficiently
close that there is no discernible difference between them in Fig. 2. The value for the normal derivative 9,C|s as computed by
both methods, and hence the bulk-interface surfactant exchange term, is in particularly good agreement.

Fig. 4 shows bubble profiles and bulk surfactant concentration computed by the hybrid method with the same capillary
number Q = 0.25 as in Fig. 2 but with a larger, more realistic, Peclet number Pe = 10*. The bulk concentration C is shown at
times t = 1.0 (upper left panel) and t = 4.0 (upper right panel), and the bubble shape (lower left panel) and surface

14 T T T T T T T T T
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Fig. 3. Bulk surfactant concentration profiles C versus normal coordinate n = Pe”"/N for the data of Fig. 2. Profiles for the hybrid method are shown by
dashed curves and profiles for the traditional method are shown by solid curves. The profiles are plotted at fixed locations on the bubble surface, from v = 0
at the bubble end where C|; is largest to v = 571/16 in increments of 77/16 and at the mid-section where v = 7/2.
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Fig. 4. Evolution of a bubble in a pure strain, computed by the hybrid method with Pe = 10*, Q = 0.25, and other parameters as in Fig. 2. Bulk surfactant
concentration C at t = 1.0 (upper left panel) and t = 4.0 (upper right panel), bubble shape (lower left panel) and surface surfactant concentration I" (lower
right panel) plotted from t = 0.0 to 4.0 in increments of 0.5.
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surfactant concentration I" (lower right panel) are plotted from t = 0.0 to 4.0. Other parameter values are the same as in
Fig. 2. The figure clearly illustrates the narrowness of the transition layer at this larger Pe, which makes numerical calculation
using traditional methods very difficult.

Fig. 5 presents the surface concentration of surfactant I'(v, t) computed by the hybrid method (dotted red curve) and that
calculated by the traditional method (solid blue curves) at t = 1.0 for Pe = 0.5 x 10?, 10%, 10%, 10* and 0.5 x 10°. The num-
ber of gridpoints is fixed at M = P = 256, and other parameters are as in Fig. 2. Since the transition layer Eq. (18) is con-
structed to be exact in the limit Pe — co, we expect solutions computed by the traditional method to approach the hybrid
solution for increasing Pe. This is indeed the case when the Peclet number Pe is less than about 10%, as seen in Fig. 5. How-

Surface concentration
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0.64 L Increasing Pe

0.62 E

0.6 | E

Gamma
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0.56 | J
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Fig. 5. Surface concentration I'(v,t) computed at t = 1.0 by the hybrid method (dotted red curve) and by the traditional method (solid blue curves) for
Pe = 0.5 x 10?, 10%, 10°, 10* and 0.5 x 10°. Parameters are as in Fig. 2. (For interpretation of the references in colour in this figure legend, the reader is
referred to the web version of this article.)

Surface concentration

0.66

0.64

0.62

0.6

Gamma

0.58

0.56

0.54

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
v

Fig. 6. Surface surfactant concentration I'(v,t) computed by the hybrid method (dotted red curve) and by the traditional method (solid blue curve) at
t = 1.0 for Pe = 10*. Gridpoints of the traditional method are clustered in a very thin annular region adjacent to the interface by setting r,, = 0.1, effectively
resolving the transition layer. Other parameters are as in Fig. 2. (For interpretation of the references in colour in this figure legend, the reader is referred to
the web version of this article.)
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Fig. 7. Evolution of a bubble in a simple shear flow, computed by the hybrid method for Pe = 10* and Q(= G) = 0.25. Bulk surfactant concentration C (upper
panel) at t = 4.0, bubble shape (lower left panel) and surface concentration I" (lower right panel) plotted from ¢ = 0.0 to 4.0 in increments of 0.5.

ever, when Pe > 10°, the traditional method with the present fixed resolution is unable to resolve the large gradients in sur-
factant concentration near the interface, especially when v ~ 0, 7, 27 (i.e. at the bubble ends), and the profile for I" with Pe
increasing above 10° diverges from the expected limiting solution. We improved the accuracy of the solution computed by
the traditional method with Pe = 10* by setting r,, = 0.1, so that gridpoints are clustered in a thinner annular layer near the
interface. Fig. 6 shows that, at this greatly increased resolution, the traditional and hybrid methods give results that are
nearly indistinguishable.

Fig. 7 shows the bulk surfactant concentration C, time-dependent shapes, and surface concentration I' for a bubble in a
simple shear flow, computed by the hybrid method. Main parameter values are Pe = 10* and G = —2B = 0.25, with other
parameter values as in Fig. 2. The bubble evolves through a series of elliptical shapes with aspect ratio and orientation that
change in time. In both strained and sheared bubbles, the concentration of bulk surfactant at the bubble ends is much higher
than at points where the drop surface is flat. This is due to surfactant leaving the bulk flow and adsorbing onto the bubble
surface in its middle, flat part, and desorbing from the surface to re-enter the bulk flow at the bubble ends. Surfactant is ad-
vected between these regions by the imposed shearing or straining flow. This mechanism of surfactant advection occurs in
tipstreaming, and numerical studies of sheared or strained drops with small internal viscosity in the presence of insoluble
surfactant that are resolved have been given by Eggleton et al. [3] and Bazhlekov et al. [15].

8. Conclusion

We have presented a hybrid numerical method for the computation of fluid interfaces with soluble surfactant. The meth-
od accurately resolves the transition layer adjacent to the interface that occurs in the physically realistic limit of large bulk
Peclet number Pe — oo, in which the surfactant concentration varies rapidly. Faithful resolution of surfactant gradients in the
layer is essential for accurate evaluation of surfactant exchange between the interface and bulk fluid, which in turn effects
surface tension and interface dynamics.

The behavior in the transition layer is obtained by a singular perturbation analysis of the governing equations near the
interface S in the limit Pe — oo. This uses an intrinsic, i.e. time-dependent, interface-fitted coordinate system with a scaled
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normal coordinate N = n/e, where € = Pe~'/2 and ¢ is the spatial scale of the layer width. The pressure and fluid velocity com-
ponents do not depend on the scaled coordinate N, and the leading order equation for dissolved surfactant C in the transition
layer is (18), subject to boundary conditions (19) that C=C(I') on Sand C — 1 as N — cc.

The tangential fluid velocity at the interface, us, and normal derivative of the normal fluid velocity relative to the inter-
face, 9, vp|s, which appear in the transition layer Eq. (18), are evaluated accurately by existing surface based numerical meth-
ods, such as the boundary integral or boundary element method. Also, the relation C = C(I') between surfactant
concentration adsorbed on the interface I and the neighboring dissolved concentration C is known.

Our implementation of the hybrid numerical algorithm combines a fixed grid numerical solution of the boundary value
problem for dissolved surfactant C in the intrinsic coordinate frame with simultaneous boundary integral solution of the
problem for u, p, and I'. This has the advantage that there is no need to re-mesh the grid that is used to solve for C as
the interface evolves, even for highly contorted interface shapes. Since the diffusive term 93 is O(1) in the rescaled transi-
tion layer Eq. (18), there is no development of large concentration gradients that requires a large number of node points to
resolve. The method is effective for arbitrarily large values of Pe.

The algorithm is based on a complex variable formulation of the boundary integral equations for evolution of an inviscid
bubble in 2D Stokes flow. The imposed flow that stretches the bubble is an arbitrary linear strain or shear. The method gen-
erates the time update of the fluid velocity and surface concentration of surfactant in O(M) operations, where M is the num-
ber of discretization points on the bubble surface. Calculation of the bulk surfactant concentration C requires O(MP)
operations, where P is the number of gridpoints normal to the interface. There is a Green’s function representation of the
solution to Eq. (18) for C in the transition layer, which may reduce the operation count, and this is the subject of future work.

The hybrid method has been compared with a more traditional numerical approach that uses finite differences on a mov-
ing, body-fitted grid in the fluid region exterior to the bubble, without the separate transition layer reduction. The results are
in good agreement for reasonably fine meshes when Pe is less than about 10°. At larger, more realistic Pe, the traditional
method becomes prohibitively expensive due to the separation of scales in the transition layer and the need to accurately
resolve its dynamics.

Despite the limitations of a traditional method to unphysically small Pe, the choice of a complex variable, boundary inte-
gral conformal mapping technique for the underlying flow solver greatly facilitates computation of surfactant solubility ef-
fects by a traditional method. This occurs since (i) analytic continuation and a DFT can be used to accurately and efficiently
evaluate the off-surface fluid velocity that appears in the unscaled Eq. (5) for the conservation of dissolved surfactant C. This
leads to a traditional method that achieves the same O(MP) operation count as the hybrid method. (ii) The moving, body-
fitted grid used to compute C in the z-plane is generated simply as the image under the conformal map of fixed radial grid-
points that are specified in an annulus 0 < 1 —r,,, < |{] < 1 of the fixed computational domain 0 < |{| < 1 in the {-plane. By
decreasing the width of the annulus r,,, gridpoints are readily clustered closer to the interface in the z-plane, and computa-
tion can be continued at larger Pe than could be attained otherwise. The conformal mapping technique is however confined
to use in 2D flow, and becomes slower and more difficult to implement for a bubble interior that is not inviscid.

The hybrid method for soluble surfactant has been implemented here in low Reynolds number flow, although this is not a
limitation. Numerical methods that are designed to solve for moving interfaces in Navier-Stokes flow at intermediate Rey-
nolds numbers, such as the immersed interface or level set method, can be combined with Eq. (18) to accurately capture the
dynamics of the transition layer. This extension will be pursued in future work.
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Appendix A. A.1. Steady solution for Q < 1

Here we derive the steady state solution (74) and (75) in the limit of small capillary number Q < 1 with E =0 and C|; = 0.
The conformal map z({) is given by (46) where the map parameters a, b satisfy (47) with 4 = 0. For small Q the bubble is only
slightly deformed from a circle, so that b is also small. Evaluating the integral I, of (41) with ¢ = 1 and b small, we find that

~ 1
=3 "
where the remainder is 0(b?) since for a pure strain To and b are real. When (76) is substituted into the steady version of (47),
i.e. Qa = Iyb, since a is real and negative, b = —2Qd” at leading order. Then from the bubble area constraint (48),

a=-1+0(Q%, b=-2Q+0(Q>. (77)
The fluid velocity at the interface is computed from (44) and (45) by expanding the map for small b, to give

o(b%), (76)

. ib . .
Uy + i g = Tale’” sin2v
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at leading order. The complex velocity U = u; + iu, of (36) is therefore
U= -Qsin2v,

which, with (77), gives (74).
The transition layer equation in complex form (38) becomes

. ..oc ac\  o°C
Q(f sin2v -5+ 2c052vNa—N> =N
to leading order in Q, which in terms of the coordinate ¢ = cos2v is
aC ac\  &C
%*maa*a@~ (78)

The solution sought for Cis periodic in &, with C = 0 on the interface N = 0 and C — 1 as N — cc. Following [55] we look for a
similarity solution C = C(x) where 1 = N/y(¢), which leads to the system of equations

Cyy = —DnGy,

ZQQl—ﬁ)

g2 uzf_ﬂ
& =Dyy.+ &y = 20"

where D is an arbitrary positive constant, and we choose D = 2. The solution of this system that satisfies the boundary con-
ditions is
Cn) = erf(n),
2/Q(1+¢) +K
() = T2
- ¢
where K is a constant. We choose K = 0, so that y(¢) is finite when ¢ = —1, since this implies that the solution for C is not

identically zero for N > 0 at the top and bottom poles of the bubble. In terms of v, this gives # = +/QN sin v and the expression
for C of (75).

)
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