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ABSTRACT

This experimental work builds on our previous studies on the post-impact characteristics of drops striking three-dimensional-printed fiber
arrays by investigating the highly transient characteristics of impact. We measure temporal changes in drop penetration depth, lateral spread-
ing, and drop dome height above the fiber array as the drop impacts. Liquid penetration of vertical fibers may be divided into three sequential
periods with linearly approximated rates of penetration: (i) an inertial regime, where penetration dynamics are governed by inertia; (ii) a tran-
sitional regime exhibiting inertial and capillary action; and (iii) a capillary regime characterized purely by downward wicking. Horizontal
fibers exhibit only the inertial and transitional stages, with wicking only observed horizontally along the direction of fibers. In horizontal
hydrophilic fiber arrays, the time duration to reach the maximum lateral deformation of the drop is proportional to We'%, as observed in
drops impacting solid surfaces. There exists a critical Weber number below which the drop shows no radial deformation, and the critical
value increases with decreasing fiber density. At large Weber numbers, drops splash. In contrast, vertical fibers restrict the lateral spreading of

the drop, thereby suppressing a splash for all tested drop velocities, even those exceeding 5 m/s.

Published under an exclusive license by AIP Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0286271

I. INTRODUCTION

Vertical fiber arrays play a significant role in various industrial
processes. The vertical orientation of the fibers alters the fluid dynam-
ics when the arrays interact with liquids, making them useful in urinal
splash suppression,’ fiber-based coalescers to filter drops contained in
mist,” and vertical microfibers that promote rapid nucleation and drop
removal to collect water.” Mechanisms to suppress splashing continue
to be an active research area and have numerous existing industrial
applications.” For instance, certain drainage wearing courses and mac-
rotexture pavements are designed to reduce splash and spray produced
by vehicles under wet road conditions, thereby enhancing driver safety.
The macro texture of pavements reduces splashing of droplets due to
texture,” thereby increasing road visibility during heavy rainfall.
Microtopographic-rough surfaces on hill slopes are employed to create
discontinuous ponding and suppress splash entrainment, which helps
mitigate soil erosion caused by rain splash and runoff.’
Superhydrophilic coatings investigated for shoe materials have demon-
strated virtually no splashing behavior, which can be particularly bene-
ficial in healthcare settings to reduce the transmission of infectious
droplets.”” Studies have shown that during the decontamination of
ultrasound probes, droplets were found on the floor up to 2.2 m away.”’

Other solutions to minimize splash in such settings include ergonomic
workstations, alternative sink designs, and splash barriers.”

Despite the widespread use of vertical fiber arrays, the mecha-
nisms underlying their ability to suppress splashing have not been
extensively investigated in the literature. Drops impacting fiber array
structures travel in the direction of the fiber long axis.'’ Horizontally
oriented fiber arrays promote the spread of impacting drops, limiting
their penetration depth,'"'” but not necessarily suppressing a splash.
Conversely, vertical fibers promote the penetration of impacting drops
given sufficient spacing between fibers, while suppressing radial
spreading."”’ In this work, we investigate how vertical fiber arrays sup-
press splashing by restricting the radial spread that results in drop dis-
integration at high Weber numbers."”

Splashing occurs when a liquid drop shatters into smaller daugh-
ter droplets at high velocity. "' Splashing behavior can be categorized
into two types: prompt splash and corona splash.'® A prompt splash
occurs on rough surfaces, where minor surface roughness disturbances
lead to drop formation at the contact line. In contrast, a corona splash
occurs on smooth surfaces, where the spreading lamella separates from
the substrate, ejecting microscopic drops from its rim due to aerody-
namic forces.'”"” Increased surface roughness lowers the splashing
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threshold'® * and reduces radial spreading.” In addition to roughness,
surface wettability plays a significant role in the splashing behavior of
drops.”’ On solid surfaces, hydrophobicity promotes splashing, as a
larger portion of the lamella rises from the surface after the drop
reaches maximum spread.”>”” At the maximum spread, water and
most liquid drops adopt a flat disk or pancake-like shape.'***

Previous studies have found that a decrease in air pressure,25 a
modification of the microstructure of a surface,”® and a reduction in
pressure around the contact region during drop impact”” lead to splash
suppression. In this work, we again employ our three-dimensional (3D)-
printed fiber arrays inspired by mammalian fur,'"” oriented vertically
and cantilevered such that fibers are approximately parallel with each
other and gravity. When oriented horizontally, our fiber arrays limit the
penetration depth of impacting drops by allowing the drop to spread."”
Such a mechanism aids fur in resisting raindrop penetration during a
heavy rainfall. In vertical orientations, the restriction in drop spreading
lowers the dissipation of kinetic energy, and with the aid of capillarity,
drops penetrate deep into the array.” Here, we focus intently on the sup-
pression of drop breakup during the entry and penetration processes.

Il. EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
A. Fur printing, morphology, and wettability

We 3D-print artificial fiber arrays using a FlashForge Hunter
Digital Light Processing (DLP) resin printer with a layer resolution of
5um and pixel size of 62.5um as done in our previous studies. >’
Once cured, the photopolymer resin has a tensile modulus of 48 MPa
and a flexural modulus of 2250 MPa. To ensure that the fibers remain
aligned during printing, a block of resin anchors the fibers at each end
as shown in Fig. 1(a). The structures are printed parallel to the build
plate. The fibers are 10 mm long and create a 10 mm x 10 mm array,
ensuring that the drops do not cross the array boundaries during
impact. Printer resolution and curing dynamics set a limit on how
long and densely packed the fibers can be printed before clumping
together into a unified mass. We manufacture fiber arrays at various
inter-fiber spacings a (average error on a at 3.8%) in aligned and stag-
gered configurations to produce densities D ~50, 100, and 150
strands/cm?, the higher end being a little greater than that of a gray
wolf fur.”® In aligned fiber arrays, the strands repeat in a square array;
in staggered fibers, adjacent rows are shifted by a distance of a/2, as
shown in Fig. 1(b). Although the fiber alignment affects the drop
impact dynamics when the fiber array is horizontally oriented,'” the
radial symmetry of the impacting drop allows staggered and aligned
vertical fibers to be functionally equivalent when the fibers are verti-
cal.” Each strand is modeled as a square of width ¢ = 350 um
Fig. 1(b) but gravity during printing causes the resin to flow into a
wedge-like shape as shown in Fig. 1(a) so that our fibers have a cross-
sectional width of 344 =26 um (N = 18) and length 394 = 50 um
(N = 18). Such a wedge-like fiber shape appears to be favored in plant
leaves and mammalian furs as it promotes water shedding and poten-
tially inhibits penetration.'”* '

We perform laser ablation on one end of the fiber array to make
the strands cantilevered, after which the samples are coated to be
hydrophilic or hydrophobic, ensuring uniform surface wettability. The
cured mounting blocks at each fiber terminus, as shown in Fig. 1(a)
provide a flat surface on which contact angles are measured as shown
in Fig. 1(c). Hydrophobicity of fiber arrays is achieved using vapor
phase silanization of the samples with fluorosilane,”” resulting in

pubs.aip.org/aip/pof

FIG. 1. (a) Fiber arrays are 3D-printed to be affixed on both ends, after which they
are laser-ablated on one end; the exposed ends are coated with the rest of the
exposed fiber surfaces to even out the surface wettability of the fibers. (b) Aligned
and staggered configurations of our vertical fiber arrays. (c) Contact angles of our
hydrophilic and hydrophobic fiber arrays. (d) Measurements extracted from the anal-
ysis of drop impact videos.

receding, equilibrium, and advancing contact angles of 0, = 63 * 9°
(number of trials, N = 3), 0, = 120 = 8° (N=3), and 0, = 129 + 8°
(N=3), respectively, with contact angle hysteresis A0 =0, — 0,
= 66°. Our hydrophilic fiber array samples are treated with oxygen
plasma, leading to the formation of hydroxyl groups on the surface,
resulting in contact angles of 0, = 68 £5° (N=3), 0, =87 *1°
(N=3), and 0, =112+*6° (N=3) with Af =44°. Since the
hydroxyl groups are highly reactive, the contact angles of our hydro-
philic samples are bound to increase with time. All trials involving the
use of hydrophilic fibers throughout this experiment were completed
within two days after the array was prepared.

B. Experimental setup and principal measurements

Drops of fixed diameter of Dy =2.64 = 0.17 mm (N=111) are
released from a needle positioned at varying heights of 3, 12, and
24mm onto a fiber array with impact Reynolds number Re
= pUD,/u = 376 — 1980, where p is the liquid dynamic viscosity
from four heights at corresponding velocities U = 0.21 = 0.04,
0.37 = 0.07, and 0.58 = 0.03 m/s. A fourth height is used to replicate
drops with velocities on the lower end of raindrops near 5m/s.”**” To
achieve an impact velocity on the order of 5m/s, drops are released
from a known height and allowed to fall under gravity through a verti-
cal guide tube. Vertical guide tubes are widely used to ensure
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repeatable and controlled drop impacts.’® ** The tube serves to isolate

the falling drop from ambient air currents. For our impact velocities
around 5.5 m/s, the release height is 1.7 m. The actual impact velocities
are confirmed using high-speed imaging. The use of the guide tube is
critical to the repeatability of our drop impact velocity. For the first
three heights, the observed flow of the drop within the fiber array is
laminar, so a modified Reynolds number Re* = pUa/u = 70 — 1025
that is based on the inter-fiber spacing'”'*" better describes the flow
of the drops in our fiber arrays. We look at drop impacts on horizontal
fibers of similar diameter Dy =2.86 = 0.13mm (N=444) and
Reynolds numbers Re = 730 — 4300 (Re* = pUa/p = 100 — 2500)
for comparison with our vertical impact videos. Our horizontal fiber
arrays have the same fiber properties as their vertical counterparts,
with drops released from heights 7, 18, 33, and 120mm above
the array. The Ohnesorge Oh is the ratio of the viscous forces to the
inertial and surface tension forces during impact and defined as
Oh = yu/\/pGa where a is the inter-fiber spacing.” The impact
Ohnesorge number is Oh = 2.9 x 1073 — 5.3 x 107,

Two synchronized high-speed cameras in front view and oblique
view of the fiber array film the drop impact at 3000 fps and a resolu-
tion of &~ 25 px/mm, as shown in Fig. 2. Drop fragmentation is quali-
tatively observed by the presence of small secondary droplets or
fragments that eject with radial or lateral momentum away from the
impact site and fiber array, as done in previous works.”” ** Based on
our recording specifications, the minimum drop fragment that can be
recorded would have a diameter Dy ~ 0.04 mm with a maximum
speed of ~ 60 m/s if a drop is moving purely in a horizontal or vertical
direction. Drop fragments are =~ 0.02 — 0.06 % of the drop diameter
with speeds reaching a maximum of six times the initial velocity."’ For
a typical drop of size Dy = 2.64mm and velocity U = 5m/s, we
expect fragments to be ~ 0.05 — 0.16 mm and travel at a maximum of
30m/s. As such, our experimental setup can reliably capture both
splashing and fragmentation phenomena.

Between the drop impact trials, the arrays are dried with com-
pressed lab air and never come in contact with human skin. The obli-
que view camera ensures that the drop impacts within the array
bounds. The drop impact video from the front view camera is binar-
ized without inflicting dilation or erosion. From the binarized videos,
we track the drop position before impacting the array and measure the

backlight

water tubing q

side light oblique

view camera

side light

front view
camera

electric syringe pump

FIG. 2. A drop is dispensed from an electronic syringe pump through a needle, at
varying heights, to impact a motionless fiber array. The array is fixed onto a platform
with side and backlights illuminating the sample. Front view and oblique view high-
speed cameras record the impact.
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drop impact velocity U, drop diameter Dy, penetration depth dj,, and
drop spreading width y (y = Dy pre-impact) as labeled in Fig. 1(d).
We nondimensionalize the principal quantities d, and y, and d;, by
the drop diameter D, to yield

dp=dy/Do, and 7 = /Dy, (1)

and time ¢ by the timescale of impact to yield the dimensionless inertial
time © = tU/Dy. The point at which the drop makes contact is defined
ast = 0.

Ill. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Image sequences of a 3 mm drop impacting a solid surface, a hor-
izontal fiber array, and a vertical fiber array, at the lower end of rain-
drop speeds ~5.32m/s are shown in Fig. 3 (multimedia available
online). On a solid surface shown in Fig. 3(a), the vertical momentum
of the drop is abruptly redirected to lateral spreading. The drop imme-
diately splashes upon impact whether the drop reaches the cliff (left)
or not (right). On a horizontal fiber array Fig. 3(b), the porosity of the
fiber array allows the drop momentum to dissipate more gradually,
partially converting some of the momentum to lateral spreading in the
process. The drop shatters and splashes immediately upon impact, but
there is less splash than on a solid surface. On a vertical fiber array
Fig. 3(c), the drop shatters, but the fibers prevent any splashing upon
and during impact where fibers are present (left). Where fibers are not
present (right) to contain the drop, splashing occurs. If the fibers are
made long enough to slow down the drop momentum so that the liq-
uid does not reach the bottom of the fiber array, splashing cannot
occur. In Fig. 3(d), we show a high-speed drop impact on an aligned
horizontal fiber array side by side with its vertical fiber array counter-
part, corresponding to the same elapsed time from the moment of
impact. In the vertical fiber array, the right half of the penetrating lig-
uid that is contained within the fiber array does not splash until the
bottom is reached when the high velocities cause the drop to splash
immediately. Lowering the impact speed of the drop will allow for the
investigation of the variables at play before the onset of splashing.
Slower impact speeds will allow for the observation of the finer details
of the drop impact behavior, such as deformation and spreading that
eventually lead to splashing at higher speeds. To investigate the mecha-
nisms for drop splashing and the suppression of splash, we slow down
the drop impact velocity to corresponding impact Weber numbers
We = pU?Dy /o = 1 — 30, where p is the liquid density and ¢ is the
surface tension of water.

During the impact of drops on vertical fiber arrays, distinct events
are observed, as shown in Fig. 4 (multimedia available online). A plot
of the spread vs dimensionless time for the drop impact in Fig. 4 is
shown in Fig. 5. The first instance of maximum spread, denoted by ,,
corresponds to the initial maximal spread. Following the initial maxi-
mal spread, the drop recoils or rebounds, leading to a local minimum
spread event at 7(;). Following 7(;), the drop may experience a local
maximum spread at T(iii)» followed by another local minimum spread,
T(yij)- If the drop reaches the bottom of the array, contact occurs at
T(iy). Eventually, the drop spread approaches a steady-state value y, at

7,5 nondimensionalized as y ; = y,/Do. The widest lateral extent
achieved by the drop throughout the course of its infiltration within
the array is denoted by y,,,, nondimensionalized as } ,, = y,/Do.
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S =042 =167 t=626 | | 1=2586
Dy =3.16 mm
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— | 9@ =120° )
= D =50 cm™# | staggered

splashing right  no splashing ~ scattering at FIG. 3. Drop impacting a (a) solid surface,

ofarray ~ withinarray ~__bottom (b) horizontal fiber array, and (c) vertical
2mm fiber array at raindrop speed. (d) Side-by-
=0. = 1. =3.11 = . r
0.6 1 45 E Do =324 mm side temporal comparison of a drop
C (W) gfégom/ S impacting a horizontal fiber array and its
e = ;

o | D=50 em™2 | staggered vertical fiber array counterpa.rt. Droplets
that fragmented from the main drop are
encircled. (Multimedia available online).
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spreading shattering scattering
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FIG. 4. Image sequence showing the characteristic temporal events in the spreading and penetration of liquid within the array after drop impact. The first instance of maximal
spread occurs at t,. As the liquid rebounds, it experiences a minimal spread at z(;. After retraction, the drop spreads out again and reaches a peak at z;;). As the drop contin-
ues to infiltrate, the drop reaches the bottom of the fiber array at 7). The drop spread slightly decreases and reaches a local minimum at 7y and transitions to a steady-
state value at 7, s The rate of liquid penetration into the array significantly slows down as the impact transitions from the inertial regime to the inertial-capillary regime at <.
The inertial-capillary regime eventually transitions to a purely capillary regime at (). A steady-state penetration depth value is achieved at ;). (Multimedia available online).

A. Array penetration subtracted from the initial frame, allowing us to see the liquid within
The penetration rate in vertical fiber arrays can be approximated the fiber where the human eye falls. Grayscale images are converted to
as linear with 7 in three different regimes with three distinct slopes, as binary and the spread (green), fluid above the fibers (red), and penetra-

shown in Fig. 6 (multimedia available online). Grayscale frames are tion depth (blue) are recorded. The regime with the highest penetration
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FIG. 5. A plot showing the characteristic temporal events of drop spread when a
drop impacts a hydrophilic vertical fiber. The events shown in the graph are the first
instance of maximal spread t,, the first instance of minimum spread with rebound
(), the second instance of maximum spread ), and the time it takes to achieve
steady-state penetration depth 7, 5, from left to right.

- e

d,=021 d,=0.02
Dy =2.72 mm
C U=066m/s
=

s dp=096

[ ] inertial

[] inertial-capillary
[ capillary

I I I

15 20 4.3

>
0518
o

FIG. 6. Three regimes characterizing the penetration behavior of a drop impacting a
vertical fiber array. During the (a) inertial regime, penetration is mostly driven by
drop momentum with the highest normalized penetration rate of 0.96. As the initial
drop momentum dissipates, the normalized penetration rate decreases to 0.23 in
the (b) transitional inertial-capillary regime, where penetration is driven by inertia
and capillary wicking due to surface tension effects. When all the momentum has
dissipated, penetration is driven purely by capillary wicking in the (c) capillary
regime at the slowest rate of 0.02. (Multimedia available online).

rate is the inertial regime. The first rate reduction marks the end of the
inertial regime, denoted by 7;). A second reduction marks the transi-
tion from the inertial-capillary regime to capillary regime, denoted by
T(y). The inertial regime is parabolic and ends when the drop

vertical, hydrophilic
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penetration rate exhibits non-constant acceleration."” The capillary
regime begins when the drop penetration starts to plateau and the rate
of penetration is approximately zero. The average rates of penetration
for each regime are recorded as shown in Fig. 6. The deepest penetra-
tion achieved in the array is denoted by dj, and normalized as
dpm = dpm/Dy. Eventually, the drop approaches its steady-state pene-
tration depth d,, s at 7, .

The nondimensional rates of penetration or slope of the three

regimes in Fig. 6 is dvp, which is equal to the dimensional rates of pene-

tration dp nondimensionalized by the drop impact velocity
d; = dP/U = A(;IP/AT, where dp = Ad, /At and t is time in seconds.

The rate d;, for each regime corresponds to the average rate of pene-
tration. The establishment of three penetration regimes allows us to
investigate the spreading of drops within the context of the penetra-
tion behavior, which has been shown to directly influence
spreading.'”

Effects due to fiber geometry are likely to dominate in the
inertial-capillary and capillary regimes, where surface roughness and
wettability play roles in contact line recession. In contrast, we believe
that the cross section geometry has minimal effects in the inertial
regime, which is the primary site of splashing and the dominant trans-
port mechanism shown in Fig. 6. Thus, we suspect fiber geometry to
have a minimal influence on the inhibition dynamics of splashing in
vertical fibers. Since the cross section is held constant for all experi-
ments, its influence in successive trials is not important, and our com-
parative results are not influenced. We anticipate that future studies
using different cross-sectional shapes, such as the symmetric circular
or square vs our asymmetric wedge-shaped fibers of similar scale,
could reveal variations in final penetration depth and lateral spreading,
particularly in sufficiently large fiber arrays. Additionally, larger or
smaller cross sections could further modulate capillary pressure and
fluid transport pathways.

Vertical drops, on occasion, fully penetrate the fiber array and hit
the fiber baseplate, and when impacting with sufficient speed, cause
the drops to splash. The occurrence of such an event depends on the
inertial properties driving the penetration of the drop relative to the
viscous forces halting the drop: the fiber density and the fiber length.
We define a dimensionless value Q = DyRe/(OhL) that can be used
to set the threshold value for full penetration within a fiber array of
depth L. We plot the maximum penetration depth nondimensional-
ized by the fiber array length d,, /L vs Q for our hydrophilic and
hydrophobic vertical fiber arrays in Fig. 7. A value of dy /L ~ 1

vertical, hydrophobic

D ! | D
v v 160 160
0.8 avvt v, V:g ‘Z? 0.8 b v|v WY v
M V.oV 140 v,;wv v v v [ FIG. 7. Plot of the maximum penetration
2 0.6 v Ir v 20 0.6 v v 120 depth normalized by recorded fiber length
g v . 5 v \{ dom/L vs Q for () hydrophilic and (b)
<04 v | vv 100 5" 0.4 A4 | 100 hydrophobic vertical fibers. Outlined data
v V'\ points indicate full penetration, the liquid
02 I o . 80 o2 Yy | 80 reaching the bottom of the fiber array.
| ; ¢ ;
0 : . ‘ 0
0 2 4 6 0 2 4 6
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implies full penetration, indicated by the data points with a black out-
line. We set L = 10 mm but because our fiber arrays are laser-ablated
on one end, the actual length L is reduced so that dy , /L ~ 0.8 already
indicates full penetration as shown in Fig. 7. The threshold value after

horizontal, hydrophilic
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FIG. 8. Plot of steady-state spread vs the
first instance of maximal spread <, in (a)
60 and (b) horizontal and (c) and (d) vertical
fiber arrays. Plots on the left column cor-
respond to hydrophilic fibers, whereas
plots on the right column correspond to
hydrophobic fibers. Outlined data points
indicate full penetration, the liquid reach-
ing the bottom of the array. Fiber density
D of our arrays sets the gradient bar on
140 the right of each plot. Brighter yellow
tones indicate denser fiber arrays.

80

which infiltration occurs is Q & 1.75 x 10° for our hydrophilic and
Q ~ 2 x 10° for our hydrophobic fiber arrays. The threshold value
corresponds to an approximate value of Q, which is identified as the
dividing point between most of the complete and incomplete

FIG. 9. Plot of nondimensional maximum

30 spread vs Weber number for (a-b) hori-
zontal and (c-d) vertical fibers in aligned
(A) and staggered (S) configurations.
Fiber density D is in cm~2. Outlined data
points indicate full penetration, the liquid
reaching the bottom of the fiber array.
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penetration events in our vertical fiber arrays. However, these are not
exact values and serve as a practical guideline rather than a strict physi-
cal boundary. While we do not test a range of speeds and drop proper-
ties, the formation of a group that predicts a nearly certain splash is
useful for designing vertical fiber arrays that ensure the complete sup-
pression of a splash.

B. Splash suppression by spread restriction

Given sufficient fiber length and the range of experimental D that
we test, we posit that drops will not splash entering vertical fibers for
terminal raindrop speeds. The experimental absence of splashing for
impacts that do not consume the entire fiber length suggests that the
preferred direction of travel of the drop within the array is critical for
suppressing breakup. We thus examine how little drops spread later-
ally in such arrays. We plot y,,, vs 7, for horizontal and vertical fiber
arrays in Fig. 8. The brighter yellow tones indicate a higher fiber den-
sity. The plots reveal a positive correlation between the maximum
spread 7 ,, achieved by the penetrating liquid and the time it takes to
reach the first instance of maximum spread 7,. The range of 7, is
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greater for horizontal fibers (0-2) than for vertical fibers (0-1) and as
expected, greater for hydrophilic fiber arrays than their hydrophobic
counterparts since hydrophobic fibers allow the liquid contact line to
recede.'” The vertical orientation of the fibers constrains the direction
of travel of the drop, restricting spread and consequently suppressing
splash.

Hydrophobic fiber arrays demonstrate greater restriction of lat-
eral spreading compared with their hydrophilic counterparts.
Nevertheless, we observe complete splash suppression in all vertical
fiber array configurations, even at impact velocities exceeding 5 m/s. In
contrast, splashing consistently occurs in both hydrophilic and hydro-
phobic horizontal fiber arrays at these higher velocities. These results
highlight that fiber orientation, rather than surface wettability alone, is
the dominant factor governing splash suppression. Suppression of
splash is not expected to be a property of non-draining arrays with
repeated drop impacts. Arrays that foul with solids or fill with liquid
will promote splashing as the array begins to resemble a rough sur-
face’' ** or a pooled surface,”” respectively.

Upon impact on vertical fiber arrays, the initial spreading of the
lamella is significantly hindered due to early contact with multiple

FIG. 10. Plot of the first instance of local
maximum spread vs the Weber number
for hydrophilic horizontal fibers in aligned
(A) and staggered (S) configurations.
Fiber density D is in cm~2. At a critical
number We,, the drop experiences no
__'Tii“" radial deformation upon and after impact.
The model coefficients are given by kq
and k, refer to Eq. (2). The absolute
value of the Pearson correlation coefficient
[r] =0 —1 indicates the fidelity of the
model to the actual data points, with a

value of 1 indicating a perfect fit. A nega-
tive rindicates a wrong fit.
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upright fiber elements. Such geometric obstruction redirects and redis-
tributes the radial momentum of the spreading liquid, effectively trun-
cating the lamella before it can form a thin, fast-moving sheet, an
essential precursor to lift-up and rim instability.””***” By constraining
the radial expansion and introducing vertical flow components along
the fibers, the system diminishes the kinetic conditions necessary for
lamella lift-off.** The altered flow path and energy dissipation into the
vertical structure appear to limit the ability of the rim to detach from
the substrate, a key requirement for the onset of instabilities like the
Plateau-Rayleigh breakup or aerodynamic entrainment.”” ™’ Our
high-speed visualizations indicate that the primary suppression occurs
at earlier stages before rim formation and instability mechanisms can
fully develop. Vertical fiber arrays introduce a significantly stronger
form of three-dimensional confinement, particularly in the radial
direction. In contrast, horizontal fiber arrays primarily constrain verti-
cal motion but still allow considerable in-plane radial expansion across
the top layer. As such, horizontal fiber arrays provide partial confine-
ment, insufficient to disrupt the lamella formation and spreading
dynamics that lead to splashing.

ARTICLE pubs.aip.org/aip/pof

In horizontal fibers, spreading is promoted, thereby reducing
penetration depth and allowing for splashing at higher'” We. As fiber
density increases, the spreading of the liquid in horizontal and vertical
fibers increases. The maximum liquid spreading y ,, achieved within
the array is plotted against We in Fig. 9. Maximum spreading is
restricted in vertical fibers, with a mean reduction of 6.8% and 2.0% in
7 m across comparable drop levels for hydrophilic and hydrophobic
fiber arrays, respectively, with select densities and levels reaching up to
27.0% (hydrophilic, 162 cm™?) and 29% (hydrophobic, 50 cm ™ ?)
reduction in vertical fiber arrays compared with their horizontal coun-
terparts, as shown in Fig. 9. In horizontal fibers, denser fibers promote
spreading. In vertical fibers, spreading is independent of fiber density.
In the limit of increasing fiber density, a vertical fiber array acts as a
rough solid surface, which has been shown to facilitate splashing.*'~**

The first instance of local maximum spread is plotted against the
Weber number for horizontal fibers in Figs. 10 and 11 and for vertical
fibers in Figs. 12 and 13. Each subplot contains 9-12 experimental
data points. While it may appear that only 3-4 data points are shown,
each plotted point represents the average of three independent
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measurements at the same condition, for a total of 9-12 individual
data points per subplot. The first instance of local maximum spread 7,
is positively correlated with We in horizontal fibers. In vertical fibers
where spreading is restricted, 7, is independent of We, especially at
higher densities. The time to reach the first instance of maximum
spreading for a drop impacting a solid surface has previously been
shown to be proportional to Ref. 51 Wel/4. We observe the same rela-
tionship in our fiber arrays,

1, =k We'* + ky, )

where k; and k; are constants, as shown in Fig. 10.

Furthermore, in hydrophilic horizontal fiber arrays, there exists a
critical Weber number We. at which no radial deformation occurs at
all fiber densities. In practice, slight deformation may still occur due to
mechanical interactions between the drop and the fiber array.
Nonetheless, lateral spreading remains minimal at or below the identi-
fied We,, validating its role as a useful transition criterion between
spreading and non-spreading behavior. In cases where the We. < 1, it
is impossible to produce drops using a needle as the minimum pinch
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off velocity of 3mm drops is U = 0.155 m/s, which corresponds to a
Weber number We = 1.

The critical Weber number in hydrophobic horizontal fibers can-
not be obtained (i.e., We. < 0, which is not possible) from the model
in Eq. (2) as shown in Fig. 11. Hydrophobic horizontal fibers have
increased fluctuation in spreading events and less dependence on We,
which is evidenced by the latency of spreading events. The latency
from the first instance of maximum spread to the time of steady-state
spread At = 1, — 7, is shown in Fig. 14. Latency in hydrophilic hori-
zontal fibers increases with We, as shown in Fig. 14(a), whereas the
latency is independent of We in hydrophobic horizontal fibers, as
shown in Fig. 14(b). We attribute the variation in spread events to the
persistent advance and recession of the contact line after a drop
impacts our horizontal arrays. Such a back-and-forth motion renders
time events less stable and results in poor correlation with We'/*, as
shown in Fig. 11. Higher densities approach a rough porous surface
and have worse correlation coefficients. As We increases past a thresh-
old value in horizontal fibers, splashing occurs as shown in Fig. 3(b)—
the transition from spreading to splashing past a critical We has been
observed in solid and rough surfaces."”
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We. does not exist for higher densities in vertical hydrophilic
fibers, as shown in Fig. 12, as increased density when the fibers are ver-
tically oriented will make the vertical fiber arrays resemble rough
porous solid surfaces, which are known to induce splashing of impact-
ing drops.”””* As in horizontal fibers, hydrophobic vertical fibers lack
dependence on We, as shown in Fig. 13. Latency in hydrophilic vertical
fibers increases with We, as shown in Fig. 14(c), whereas the latency is
independent of We in hydrophobic vertical fibers, as shown in
Fig. 14(d). We attribute the variation in spread events in vertical fibers
to the lack of contact line pinning,'” In the vertical fiber arrays that we
tested, splashing is completely suppressed for all tested drop velocities,
including those exceeding 5 m/s, which is at the lower end of raindrop
velocities. "

Drops falling onto geometries with limited surface area tend to
splash downward, even during fragmentation on contact.” If provided
a wide array of these geometries, such as in our vertical fiber arrays,
then contact with each fiber would dissipate kinetic energy™’ while
containing the spreading liquid. Provided a sufficiently wide and long
fiber array, we suspect complete suppression of splash even upon frag-
mentation on contact, as all the liquid will be contained in the array.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we establish that drops impacting vertical fibers
exhibit restricted spread, leading to suppressed splash behavior. The
first instance of maximal spread is achieved faster in vertical fibers
compared with horizontal fibers, indicating enhanced spread restric-
tion in vertical fibers. The time to achieve the first instance of maxi-
mum spread from the moment of impact is proportional to We'/* in
horizontal and vertical fiber arrays with stronger correlations in hydro-
philic fibers as opposed to hydrophobic. The latency from the first
instance of maximum spread to the time of steady-state spread
increases with We in hydrophilic fibers, but the correlation becomes
poorer in hydrophobic fibers. We attribute the variation in spread
events to the persistent advance and recession of the contact line after
a drop impacts our hydrophobic fiber arrays. Such a back-and-forth
motion renders time events less stable and results in poor correlation
with We. The first instance of maximal spread is expedited by hydro-
phobicity and independent of fiber density in both horizontal and ver-
tical fiber arrays. Vertical fibers exhibit three drop penetration regimes:
inertial, transitional, and capillary. No splashing behavior is observed
in our vertical fibers for all tested velocities up to approximately 5 m/s,
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which is at the lower end of raindrop velocities. To characterize the
likelihood of penetrated liquid reaching the bottom of a vertical fiber
array after impact, we propose a nondimensional group that incorpo-
rates fiber length, drop diameter, and impact velocity and scales as the
ratio of the Reynolds number to the Ohnesorge number. When a pen-
etrating liquid with sufficient momentum collides with the bottom sur-
face of a vertical fiber array, splashing occurs.
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