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ABSTRACT

Hypothesis
Emerging energy-related technologies deal with multiscale hierarchical structures, intricate surface
morphology, non-axisymmetric interfaces, and complex contact lines where wetting is difficult to
quantify with classical methods. We hypothesis that a universal description of wetting on multiscale
surfaces can be developed by using integral geometry coupled to thermodynamic laws. The proposed
approach separates the different hierarchy levels of physical description from the thermodynamic de-
scription, allowing for a universal description of wetting on multiscale surfaces.

Theory and Simulations
The theoretical framework is presented followed by application to limiting cases of various wetting
states. The wetting states include those considered in the Wenzel, Cassie-Baxter and wicking state
models. The wetting behaviour of multiscale surfaces is then explored by conducting direct simula-
tions of a fluid droplet on a structurally rough surface and a chemically heterogeneous surface.

Findings
The underlying origin of the classical wetting models is shown to be rooted within the proposed
theoretical framework. In addition, integral geometry provides a topological-based wetting metric
that is not contingent on any type of wetting state. Being of geometrical origin the wetting metric is
applicable to describe any type of wetting phenomena on complex surfaces. The proposed framework
is applicable to any complex fluid topology and multiscale surface.

1. Introduction
Wetting phenomena are familiar in nature and commonly

observed in our daily life, and of great significance for basic
scientific research as well as providing solutions to cutting-
edge technical applications [1, 2, 3, 4]. The surface struc-
ture and interfacial interactions of liquid and solid are of
key importance in determining wetting behavior, and much
of the early works have been devoted to studying the forces
that influence wetting and spreading behaviors. These forces
are studied at the length scale where interfaces are well re-
solved. The most common system considered is a sessile
droplet with an axisymmetric interface on an ideal surface
at equilibrium. An increasing number of applications, how-
ever, are significantly more complexity than that captured by
a sessile drop.

Emerging technologies deal withmultiscale surfaces that
have curved surfaces, roughness, chemical heterogeneity, com-
plex pore morphology, and a variety of fluid typologies that
are not captured by simple wetting models. These technolo-
gies include; geological carbon storage [5], underground hy-
drogen storage [6], fuel cells [7, 8], high thermal conductiv-
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ity materials [9], nano-fluidics [10] and negative compress-
ibility materials [11], which not conform to the constraints
of a sessile drop on an ideal surface. For instance, geome-
tries in electro-chemical devices, such as fuel cells and elec-
trolysis cells are geometrically complex to accommodate for
maximizing storage volume, transport, and surface area for
electro-catalytic conversion [12, 13, 14]. The consequence
is multiscale hierarchical structures, complex surface mor-
phology, non-axisymmetric interfaces, and complex three-
phase contact lines where wetting is difficult to quantify with
traditional methods.

In the aforementioned technologies, fluid/solid interfaces
are often obfuscated by an opaque media that inhibits direct
measurement of contact angles. Therefore, traditional wet-
ting studies often focus on the deposition of a fluid droplet
on a proxy surface that is similar to that of the porous domain
[16]. The difficulty in obtaining a proxy surface with struc-
ture and chemical composition similar to the actual porous
domain is a challenge. A less obvious challenge is the topo-
logical aspects of wetting. Within a porous domain, fluids
form topologically complex structures [17] on rough sur-
faces, which differ significantly from the sessile droplet struc-
ture used for most wettability studies. Scanning electron
microscope images of sandstone rock, commonly used in
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Fig. 1: (a) The 2D scanning electron microscope (SEM) im-
ages with a resolution of 0.5 �m for a heterogeneous rock show
ubiquitous surface defects and chemical heterogeneity on the
solid surface. (b) A three-dimensional (3D) micro-CT image
with a dimension of 200 × 200 × 200 voxels for Bentheimer
sandstone (grey color) with nonwetting phase (red color) con-
finement [15]. (c) The solid structure of the rock sample. (d)
The topology of fluid droplets that are confined in pore space
of the rock.

studies for the geological storage of carbon dioxide, display
ubiquitous surface defects and chemical heterogeneity on the
solid surface, see Figure 1(a). X-ray microcomputed tomog-
raphy of the same sandstone rock, provided in Figure 1(b,c,d),
demonstrate how the topology of the non-wetting phase is
confined in the morphologically complex pore space of the
rock. Current wetting models do not consider both the mul-
tiscale structure of the surface, i.e. sub-scale surface effects,
and the topological confinement of the pore structure within
a single framework.

Recent works have shown that poremorphology and sub-
strate structure play a significant role in the wetting state
[8]. Spontaneous liquid extrusion form nanopores depends
on the pore morphology; a free energy favorable condition
occurs for specific conditions of roughness and pore inter-
connections [10]. For high thermal conductivity materials,
a hierarchical pore structure provides superior wetting con-
ditions for antileakage [9]. In contrast to wetting on rigid
solids, a wetting ridge, which is a microscopic protrusion
caused by the vertical force of the liquid is an important
consideration for various applications [18, 19, 20]. To date,
the basic wetting characterization of soft deformable solids
is not well understood and several underlying fundamental
challenges remain pending [21, 22]. The interaction between
the liquid interface and the wetting ridge of the solid governs
the apparent contact angle. The possible contact angle hys-
teresis can lead to complex flow phenomena with unusual
spreading laws, unstationary behaviors of contact lines or
even instabilities with spatial pattern formation that are dif-
ficult to characterise with classic wetting models [23].

In previousworks, we established a fundamental approach
based on integral geometry where wetting behaviour is as-
sociated with the Gaussian curvature of a fluid body [24, 25,

26]. Herein, we extend that concept to real-world problems
by (1) considering surfaces with multiscale features and (2)
explicitly defining fluid topology within the wetting descrip-
tion. We hypothesis that a universal description of wetting
onmultiscale surfaces can be developed by using integral ge-
ometry coupled to thermodynamic laws. We test the theory
by considering limiting cases whereby the underlying ori-
gin of classic wetting models is shown to be rooted within
the presented thermodynamic and integral geometry frame-
work. The wetting behaviour of multiscale surfaces are then
explored by conducting direct simulations of a fluid droplet
on a structurally rough surface and a chemically heteroge-
neous surface where contact angle is not constant along the
contact line. The proposed framework could be applied to
any application were complex fluid topology and multiscale
surface effects are expected.

2. Classic wetting models
Young’s equation explains contact angle for a ideally smooth

and homogeneous surface at equilibrium. Most surfaces,
however, are not ideal. Wetting onmultiscale surfaces presents
a more complex and difficult challenge than that for flat and
homogeneous surfaces. Non-ideal surfaces are traditionally
understood based on the work of Wenzel or Cassie-Baxter
[27, 28]. These models consider the multiscale nature of a
surface where the length scale of the apparent wetting angle
can be separated from that of the surface structure. The sub-
length scale surface structure is then represented by a single
parameter that is representative of the surface.

The classic wetting models for non-ideal surfaces are
the Wenzel model, Cassie-Baxter model and wicking state
model. These models explain an apparent contact angle in
terms of the wetting state of the surface and an effective pa-
rameter that is representative of the surface. For the Cassie-
Baxter model, the fluid droplet sits on top of the surface
roughness while the fluid droplet penetrates the roughness in
the Wenzel model. In the wicking state model the fluid im-
bibes or wicks along the roughness ahead of the fluid droplet.
Examples of how the fluid wets the surface for each model
are provided in Figure 2.

2.1. Young’s equation
The origin for wetting phenomena is commonly under-

stood based on thermodynamic concepts [27, 28, 2, 29, 1].
Since 1805, Young’s equation [30], based on thermodynamic
laws, is firmly established to infer thewettability of an ideally-
flat and chemically homogeneous solid surface at equilib-
rium, as shown in Figure 2. By considering the surface ener-
gies (�ls, �vs, �lv) at a microscopic three-phase contact point
on an ideally smooth surface, a local force balance leads to
Young’s equation [31]

�ls − �vs
�lv

= cos �Y , (1)

where the subscripts denote the immiscible fluids (l, v) and
solid (s). �Y is the contact angle formed along the contact
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Fig. 2: Schematic diagrams of liquid droplets deposited on
various surfaces to describe the classic wetting models.

line. While contact angle is interpreted as a geometric mea-
sure, it is intrinsically explained in terms of the associated
surface energies [1].

2.2. Wenzel model
For the Wenzel model, the fluid droplet penetrates the

surface roughness as shown in Figure 2. TheWenzel contact
angle, �W , can be described by

cos �W = r cos �Y , (2)

where r is the surface roughness factor that is defined as the
ratio of the actual area to the projected area of the surface.
�Y is the intrinsic contact angle governed by Young’s equa-
tion. It can be deduced from Eq. (2) that surface roughness
amplifies the wettability of the original surface.

2.3. Cassie-Baxter model
For the Cassie-Baxter model, the fluid droplet does not

penetrate the surface roughness and instead sits on top of
the surface. The Cassie-Baxter contact angle, �CB , can be
written as

cos �CB = �s cos �Y + (1 − �s), (3)

where �s is the area fraction of the liquid/solid interface un-
der the droplet. The surface area fraction under the droplet is
important to determine �CB since the larger the area fraction
of the solid, the larger the apparent contact angle.

2.4. Wicking state model
For super-hydrophilic surfaces, a third type of wetting

can occur where the liquid imbibes the surface roughness
ahead of the fluid droplet [32]. This type of wetting is called
the wicking state. The rough surface can be considered as a

type of porousmaterial in which the liquid phase is absorbed.
The wicking state contact angle, �WS , can be written as

cos �WS = �d cos �Y − (1 − �d), (4)

where �d is the fraction of the solid surface that is dry. For
many idealized substrate models �d and �s from the Cassie-
Baxter model are equivalent.

3. Internal energy and fluid topology
Our general framework considers the equilibrium con-

dition of a fluid body of arbitrary topology in contact with
a multiscale surface of arbitrary geometry. A variational
method is used to determine the fluid configuration that min-
imizes the potential energy. The system energy is explained
by Gibbs equation, which is morphologically constrained by
a relationship between the total curvature of an object to its
topology. The method of Lagrange multipliers is then used
to the solve the constrained optimization problem.

Consider a fluid droplet of arbitrary topology that has a
closed interface in a three-phase system, where liquid (l),
vapor (v) and solid (s) are present, the total Gaussian curva-
ture of the droplet surface and its global topology are related
by the Gauss-Bonnet theorem [33]. As a consequence, the
Euler characteristic (�) and its total Gaussian curvature for
the manifold of the droplet surface (M) obey the following
expression,

2��(M) = ∫M
�GdA + kd , (5)

where dA is the Riemannian area element of droplet inter-
face along the surface manifold M , �G = 1∕(r1r2) is the
Gaussian curvature along the surface area element dA, r1
and r2 are the two principal radii of curvature at any point
on the surface, and kd is deficit curvature [34].

The deficit curvature, kd , can be further defined as ∫)M �gdC ,
where dC is the Riemannian line element along the contact
line )M formed by the contact of the droplet with the solid
surface and �g is the geodesic curvature along the contact
line )M , which is the curvature of the projection of )M
onto the tangent plane to the surface manifold. These re-
gions correspond physically to the contact line. Based on
this, the deficit curvature can be written explicitly as an in-
tegral measure of the local contact angle,

kd = ∫)M
�lvsnlvs ⋅

[

ns sin � + nvs(1 − cos �)
]

dC, (6)

where �lvs is the curvature of the contact line, nlvs is the nor-
mal vector in the direction of the contact line curvature, ns is
the normal vector relative to the solid surface, and nvs is the
outward normal vector to the contact line within the tangent
plane for the solid surface. Figure 3 provides reference to
the aforementioned parameters for both flat and rough sur-
faces. With a flat surface, all curvature for the contact line
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Liquid, l Vapor, v

Solid, s

ns/sinθ
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Rough Surface: Wenzel ModelFlat Surface: Young’s Equation

θ

-nvssinθκlvsnlvs

ns/sinθ

Fig. 3: The 2D schematics of a fluid droplet immersed within
an immiscible vapor phase (v) depositing on solid (s) substrate
with and without surface roughness. The labelled definitions
definitions corresponding to Eq. (6).

lies within the solid plane, so �lvsnlvs also lies within the
plane. For a rough (or curved) surface, the solid roughness
(or surface curvature) allows the contact line to curvature in
a variety of directions, and thus �lvsnlvs does not lie within
the solid plane. For further details on the reference frame
used see the Darboux frame in Euclidean space [35].

Eq. (6) results from the projection of the geodesic curva-
ture for the non-smooth parts ofM onto the reference frame
for the solid surface, which is used to compute the contact
angle. Deficit curvature therefore provides a way to directly
upscale the contact angle, which is particularly useful in situ-
ations where contact angle varies due to heterogeneity. This
provides a general description of a fluid droplet of an arbi-
trary topology.

When upscaling the contact angle, a macroscopic con-
tact angle,�macro, can be defined based on deficit curvature.

�macro = �
kd
Nc

, (7)

whereNc is the number of contact line loops and � is a scale
factor. Normalization is performed to account for the fact
that the deficit curvature is an extensive property of a sys-
tem, since the Euler characteristic is an additive quantity.
Therefore, it is intuitive to define an effective property so
that the macroscopic contact angle is defined on the interval
|�macro| ∈ [0, �], which occurs with � = 4, as shown in pre-
vious work [25]. For a sessile drop system, Nc = 1, while
other more complex systems can be considered as well [24].

At equilibrium, the shape of a fluid droplet is determined
based on minimization of the surface free energy, which in
turn determines the shape of the contact line. We will as-
sume that the internal energy, U , of a fluid droplet system is
well-approximated by

U = TS − plVl − pvVv + �lvAlv + �vsAvs + �lsAls , (8)

where � is surface energy, p is pressure and V is volume.

The variation of the internal energy is given by

�U = T �S − pl�Vl − pv�Vv + �lv�Alv
+�vs�Avs + �ls�Als .

(9)

Based on this, we consider a closed system with �U = 0 and
constant volume. Fluid rearrangements can occur provided
that the volume of the droplet is not changed, meaning that
�Va = �Vb = 0. Subject to these restrictions, entropy change
in the system is strictly linked to minimization of the surface
energy.

In the following, we will consider limiting cases of Eqs.
(5) and (8) to provide thewell-knownYoung’s equation,Wen-
zel model, Cassie-Baxter model and wicking state model.
Other more general cases can also be considered depending
on the particular wetting system of interest. We will start by
defining the geometrical expressions for a sessile drop sys-
tem as used in the classic models.

3.1. Geometrical expressions
We consider a length scale at which a fluid droplet on

a solid substrate is well resolved while features on the solid
substrate are not resolved. The surface can have sub-length
scale roughness or chemical heterogeneity, and these fea-
tures are represented by a single value at the length scale
of the fluid droplet. This is the commonly used "representa-
tive elementary volume" assumption applied in continuum
mechanics [36]. The system is displayed in Figure 4.

The Gauss-Bonnet theorem for the fluid droplet, D, as
displayed in Figure 4 is

4��(D) = kd + �lvAlv + �lsAls, (10)

where � is the Euler characteristic, � is curvature and sub-
scripts d, lv, and ls denote deficit curvature, the liquid/vapour
interface and the liquid/solid interface, respectively. In ad-
dition, even though the substrate surface could be rough the
curvature of the surface at the length scale of the fluid droplet
is flat for the example in Figure 4, and thus �ls = 0 would
apply. Euler characteristic is a scale invariant property, and
thus would not change if the droplet was observed at a length
scale at which the surface roughness was resolved. There-
fore, the curvature due to roughness of the solid/liquid in-
terface is not considered in Eq. (10) but could be incorpo-
rated for surfaces that have significant curvature at the length
scale of the fluid droplet. In the following, we will consider
the corresponding thermodynamic equilibrium based on the
assumption of constant topology, �(C) = constant. Other
variations of constant fluid topology could also be consid-
ered, such as a torus or any other � = constant morphology,
as observed in porous media systems.

Geometrical expressions can be computed by consider-
ing a spherical cap with droplet radius R and droplet height
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Fig. 4: The labelled notations of a droplet deposited on an solid
substrate to illustrate the derivation of the Wenzel, Cassie-
Baxter and wicking state models.

ℎ to the solid surface:

kd = 2�(1 − cos �),

�lv =
1
R2
,

Alv = 2�Rℎ,
Als = �ℎ(2R − ℎ).

(11)

The associated variations are:

�kd = �
[

2�(1 − cos �)
]

= 2�(ℎR−2�R − R−1�ℎ),

��lv = �
[

R−2] = −2R−3�R,

�Als = �
[

�ℎ(2R − ℎ)
]

= �
(

2ℎ�R + 2R�ℎ − 2ℎ�ℎ
)

.

(12)

The volume of a spherical cap is V = 1
3�ℎ

2(3R − ℎ
)

and

setting �V = 0 imposes the relationship �R =
(

1 − 2R
ℎ

)

�ℎ.
Inserting this into the Eqs. (12) provides:

�kd = 2�
( ℎ
R2

− 3
R

)

�ℎ,

��lv =
( 4
R2ℎ

− 2
R3

)

�ℎ,

�Als = −2�R�ℎ.

(13)

3.2. Limiting case: Young’s equation
The derivation ofYoung’s equationwas presented in [24]

and repeated here for completeness. Young’s equation con-
siders a single fluid droplet sitting on a smooth and homoge-
neous surface. The variation of the internal energy at con-
stant fluid volume is

�U = T �S + �lv�Alv + �ls�Als + �vs�Avs . (14)

We consider a closed system with �U = 0. The maximum
entropy corresponds to the minimum for the surface energy,

�S = − 1
T

[

�lv�Alv + �ls�Als + �vs�Avs
]

≥ 0 . (15)

If the total solid surface area is constant, then

�As = �Avs + �Als = 0 , (16)

which can be used to eliminate one of the surface areas from
Eq. (15).

We can also use the topological constraint from Eq. (10)
to determine the condition that should be imposed to ensure
that geometric variation occurs without changing the topol-
ogy, which provides

�
[

4��(D)
]

= �kd + �lv�Alv + Alv��lv = 0 . (17)

This expression is a simple statement that while the total cur-
vature of the object cannot change, it can be redistributed
along the boundary. We shall impose Eq. (17) as a constraint
on Eq. (15) using the method of Lagrange multipliers, also
using Eq. (16) to eliminate �Avs

�S = − 1
T

[

�lv�Alv +
(

�ls − �vs
)

�Als
]

+ �
[

�kd + �lv�Alv + Alv��lv
]

. (18)

To eliminate �Alv, we choose

� =
�lv
�lvT

.

The entropy change can now be expressed as

�S = − 1
T

[

(�ls − �vs)�Als

+
�lv
�lv

(�kd + Alv��lv)
]

. (19)

The first term corresponds to variations in surface area while
the second term corresponds to the redistribution of the to-
tal curvature that occurs at constant surface area. One of
the ways to redistribute the total curvature is by altering the
deficit curvature, which changes the contact angle. This pro-
vides the link between deficit curvature and wetting [25].
Since T > 0 the inequality can be re-expressed in the form

(�ls − �vs
�lv

)

�lv�Als + �kd + Alv��lv ≤ 0 . (20)

This expression demonstrates that the surface energy of the
system must decrease. Inserting �lv and Alv from Eqs. 11,
�kd and �Als from Eq. (13), followed by simplification pro-
vides

2��ℎ
R

{

1 − ℎ
R

−
�ls − �vs
�lv

}

≤ 0 . (21)
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Noting that cos� = 1 − ℎ∕R, it can be observed that for a
general variation �ℎ and R > 0, maximum entropy will be
obtained based on the condition that

cos � −
�ls − �vs
�lv

= 0. (22)

This is Young’s equation.

3.3. Limiting case: Wenzel’s model
The Wenzel model considers a rough surface where the

liquid phase penetrates the surface roughness, and thus in-
creases the contact area between the liquid and solid phases.
The additional liquid/solid contact area due to roughness is
accounted for by r. Therefore the geometrical expression for
the liquid/solid surface area is

Als = �rℎ(2R − ℎ), (23)

and the associated variation is

�Als = −2�rR�ℎ. (24)

Considering the same conditions and steps as for Young’s
equation, we again arrive at the following inequality

(�ls − �vs
�lv

)

�lv�Als + �kd + Alv��lv ≤ 0 . (25)

Inserting �lv and Alv from Eqs. (11), �kd from Eq. (13) and
�Als from Eq. (24), followed by simplification provides

2��ℎ
R

{

1 − ℎ
R

− r
�ls − �vs
�lv

}

≤ 0 . (26)

Noting that cos� = 1 − ℎ∕R, it can be observed that for a
general variation �ℎ and R > 0, maximum entropy will be
obtained based on the condition that

cos � − r
�ls − �vs
�lv

= 0. (27)

Lastly, applying Young’s equation, we arrive at

cos � = r cos �Y , (28)

which is Wenzel’s model.

3.4. Limiting case: Cassie-Baxter model
TheCassie-BaxterModel considers a rough surfacewhere

the liquid droplet sits on top of the roughness. For this model
the solid fraction in contact with the liquid must be consid-
ered. The variation of the internal energy for this wetting
state at constant fluid volume is

�U = T �S + �lv�Alv + �lv(1 − �s)�Als
+ �ls�s�Als + �vs�s�Avs . (29)

Considering a closed system and with further simplification
provides

�S = − 1
T

[

�lv�Alv +
(

(�ls − �vs)�s

+ �lv(1 − �s)
)

�Als
]

≥ 0 . (30)

Eq. (17) can be imposed as a constraint on Eq. (30) using
the method of Lagrange multipliers to express the entropy
change as

�S = − 1
T

[

(�ls − �vs)�d�Als + �lv(1 − �s)�Als+
�lv
�lv

(�kd + Alv��lv)
]

. (31)

Furthermore, since T > 0 the inequality can be re-expressed
in the form

[ (�ls − �vs)
�lv

�s + (1 − �s)
]

�lv�Als

+ �kd + Alv��lv ≤ 0. (32)

Applying Eqs. (11) and (13) to Eq. (32) followed by simpli-
fication provides

2��ℎ
R

{

cos � − �s
�ls − �vs
�lv

− (1 − �s)

}

≤ 0 . (33)

By applying Young’s equation and observing that for a gen-
eral variation �ℎ and R > 0, maximum entropy is obtained
based on the condition that

cos � = �s cos �Y + (1 − �s). (34)

This is the Cassie-Baxter model.

3.5. Limiting case: wicking state model
The wicking state model considers the fraction of the

solid surface that is dry, which is the fraction of the solid
surface that contacts the vapour phase. The variation of the
internal energy for the wicking state at constant fluid volume
is

�U = T �S + �lv�Alv + �ls�d�Als
+ �vs�d�Avs + �lv(1 − �d)�Avs . (35)
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Considering a closed system and with further simplification
provides

�S = − 1
T

[

�lv�Alv + (�ls − �vs)�d�Als

− �lv(1 − �d)�Als
]

≥ 0 . (36)

Eq. (17) can be imposed as a constraint on Eq. (36) using
the method of Lagrange multipliers to express the entropy
change as

�S = − 1
T

[

(�ls − �vs)�d�Als − �lv(1 − �d)�Als
]

+
�lv
�lv

(�kd + Alv��lv)
]

. (37)

Furthermore, since T > 0 the inequality can be re-expressed
in the form

[ (�ls − �vs)
�lv

�d − (1 − �d)
]

�lv�Als

+ �kd + Alv��lv ≤ 0. (38)

The same geometrical expressions and associated variations
as used in the previous section for the Cassie-Baxter model
also apply here. Applying the geometrical expressions to Eq.
(38) followed by simplification provides

2��ℎ
R

{

cos � − �d
�ls − �vs
�lv

+ (1 − �d)

}

≤ 0 . (39)

By applying Young’s equation and observing that for a gen-
eral variation �ℎ and R > 0, maximum entropy will be ob-
tained based on the condition that

cos � = �d cos �Y − (1 − �d). (40)

This is the wicking state model.

4. Wetting on multiscale surfaces
The derived models demonstrate the universal principle

of energy minimization within a specific topological con-
straint. The Gauss-Bonnet theorem describes how curvature
is distributed throughout the fluid droplet. The geodesic cur-
vature of the contact line is defined as, kd , being the cur-
vature required within the contact line to complete the ob-
ject. As demonstrated in the derivations, the contact angle
changes with the redistribution of total curvature to kd pro-
viding a link between these two measures. Defining the wet-
ting state of an object by kd has an advantage over contact
angle for cases where the contact angle is not constant along
the contact line. On a multiscale surface the contact angle

will be sensitive to sub-scale properties, varying based on lo-
cal surface chemistry and roughness when the length scale
of observation is small enough. Alternatively, kd provides a
single value that accounts for the sub-scale variations. While
contact angle depends on the length scale of the observation,
topological measures are scale invariant.

In the following, simulations are conducted where a fluid
droplet is resolved along with the sub-scale substrate fea-
tures. The local variation of contact angle is assessed along
with kd . The simulations are conducted to provide justifica-
tion for using kd as a wetting descriptor within the integral
geometry framework presented in Section 3.

4.1. Simulations
Quasi-steady-state simulations of a 3D sessile oil droplet

were performed on various types of solid surface to investi-
gate the wetting behavior on multiscale surfaces and to vali-
date the usage of deficit curvature as a topological constraint.
The shape of a sessile droplet on a substrate is governed
by the Young-Laplace equation, which balances the surface
tension and internal pressure. A variational approach was
adopted to successively minimizing the overall energy of the
drop to obtain a final equilibrium shape, which was achieved
by using the Surface Evolver software [37].

Surface Evolver is developed based on the principle of
minimization of energy and conservation of volume subjected
to constraints. The surface is evolved to a minimum energy
via a gradient descent method. In a typical multiphase sys-
tem, its overall energy is the sum of its interfacial potential
energy. The interfacial potential energy of the sessile droplet
can be restricted to the sum of interfacial energies as

E = ∫ ∫Als
�lsdA+∫ ∫Alv

�lvdA+∫ ∫Avs
�vsdA, (41)

where � and A represent surface tension and surface area,
respectively. By applying Young’s equation, the interfacial
potential energy becomes

E = �lv[Alv − ∫ ∫Als
cos �Y dA]. (42)

For patterned surface generation, the vertices of pillar
facets are constrained such that their z-coordinates are zero
corresponding to the pillar surface. The x- and y-coordinates
of those vertices are constrained to lie on the boundary of the
pillars. The coordinates of the vertices belonging to the liq-
uid/vapor interface are not constrained. In other words, the
facets of the liquid/solid interface are forbidden to deform
beyond their perspective pillar boundaries but the remain-
ing droplet facets are unconstrained. The resulting pillar ar-
rangement used is depicted in Figure 5(a) with 10 �m in di-
ameter pillars and 31 �m spacing between the pillars.

For the generation of a chemically heterogeneous sur-
face, the wettability of the surface is designed as a 2D peri-
odic pattern that is controlled by the energy function f (x, y)
in x- and y-coordinates of the solid surface as
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(a) (b)
31μm 10μm 70° 110�

X

Y

θ

Fig. 5: (a) The pillar (red color) arrangement of structural
patterned surface with a pillar diameter of 10 �m and a pillar
width of 31 �m. (b) The variation of wettability based on
Eq. (43) for chemical heterogeneous surface where the black
color represents the maximum contact angle assigned to the
surface and the grey color represents the minimum contact
angle assigned to the surface.

f (x, y) = cos(�Y )+
 [cos(4�x)cos(4�y) − cos(4�x) − cos(4�y)], (43)

where �Y is the intrinsic contact angle from Young’s equa-
tion and has a value of 90◦.  is a weight factor to con-
trol the maximum advancing contact angle and minimum
receding contact angle. A value of 0.2 is applied in this
study. A schematic illustration of wettability variation for
the chemical heterogeneous surface is shown in Figure 5(b).
As a result, the maximum advancing angle and minimum re-
ceding angle are between 110◦ and 70◦, respectively. This
tens of degrees variation in apparent contact angles is of-
ten attributed to the difference in direct ionic bonding of the
topmost molecular layer in chemical heterogeneous surfaces
[38], which is known to have an impact on the vicinity of the
contact line. Consequently, it leads to the change in droplet
interfacial curvature and thereby the resulting wetting hys-
teresis.

4.2. Results
The simulation results are used to investigate the nature

of wetting on multiscale surfaces. Firstly, the wetting be-
haviour is investigated at the length scale at which the sur-
faces features are fully resolved by measuring a local mi-
croscopic contact angle at each point along the contact line.
Secondly, the wetting behaviour is investigated by consider-
ing various ways to measure an effective contact angle. We
calculate the Cassie-Baxter contact angle,�CB , as defined in
Eq. (3) and apply the concept of deficit curvature to mea-
sure a macroscopic contact angle, �macro. In addition, an ap-
parent contact angle,�app, is determined by fitting the entire
sessile droplet to a sphere, and then computing the effective
Young-Laplace equivalent angle, which could be the angle
measured by experimental observation.

In Figure 6 and Figure 7, the variation of contact angle
along the contact line is observed. This variation causes dif-
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Fig. 6: Simulation of 3D oil droplet on chemical heteroge-
neous surface that shows the three-phase contact points with
associated local contact angle values. (a) The local contact
angle distribution for chemical heterogeneous surface with its
Gaussian fit. (b) The hysteresis loop of contact angles from
the beginning (0) to the end (1) of the contact line and the
computed �macro and �CB values. The shaded area is the range
between the advancing and receding contact angles.

ficulty in characterizing wettability in complex and confined
porous media for direct numerical simulation of fluids flow
as well as the design of functional surfaces since it is unclear
which value of contact angle best represents the wetting state
of the system. Conversely, both �CB and �macro provide an
apparent angle that represents the local variations.

As shown in Figure 6, the fluid droplet has a volume
of 0.2 �L immersed in another immiscible phase and de-
posited on a chemically heterogeneous surface (Figure 5(b))
with a periodic pattern of wettability near 90◦. In Figure 6,
the computed �macro for the droplet is 98.4◦. In addition,
the hysteresis loop of the local contact angles is presented
in Figure 6(b) and the mean value is 81.8◦, which provides
the spatially varying and apparent wetting information at the
microscale. Since the wetting state of the surface varies pe-
riodically in the x- and y-coordinates as stated in Eq. (43),
the associated surface free energy varies as well. To com-
pute the area fraction (fi) and then �CB , the contact area be-
tween the droplet and solid surface is segmented into small
regions (i). Furthermore, an average value (�i) is assigned to
each small area region based on the energy function of Eq.
(43). �CB can thereby be computed by applying Eq. (3). A
value of 90.1◦ is thereby obtained for �CB when i = 0.01.
As observed, �macro provides a value that is slightly larger
than �CB , which represents the macroscopic wetting behav-
ior of the droplet on the chemical homogeneous surface and
provides a representation of the local measures.
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Fig. 7: Simulation of 3D oil droplet on structural pillared sur-
face that shows the three-phase contact points with associated
local contact angle values. (a) The local contact angle distri-
bution for structural pillared surface with its Gaussian fit. (b)
The hysteresis loop of contact angles from the beginning (0)
to the end (1) of the contact line and the computed �macro
and �CB values. The shaded area is the range between the
advancing and receding contact angles.

For the droplet deposited on the micro-grooved surface
as shown in Figure 7, an intrinsic contact angle of 60◦ was
set for the surface. The droplet is constrained on the solid
surface providing the wetting fraction required for Eq. (3).
In Figure 7, �macro is 34.5◦, while the mean value of the mi-
croscopic contact angle measurements along the contact line
is 39.5◦. In addition, (�CB) is 28.1◦. Similar to the results
for chemical heterogeneous surface, the observed value of
�macro provides a value that is larger than the �CB , while the
value of �CB is noticeably close to the advancing angle for
the oil droplet.

The apparent contact angle, �app, determined by fitting
the Young-Laplace equation to the entire spherical cap is
provided in Table 1. �app is the angle that could be measured
experimentally by an observer. For the rough surface, �app
provides a value near that of the Cassie-Baxter model, which
represents approximately the minimum microscopic contact
angle along the contact line. For the chemically varied sur-
faces, �app provides a value near the mean of the microscopic
contact angles. For experimental studies, however, it is com-
mon to collect only a 2D projection of the sessile drop. Tak-
ing an random plane from the simulations, the �app measures
are provided in Figure 8. These measures obviously differ
from that measured when the full 3D interface is considered,
which demonstrates how experimentally measured contact
angles can depend on the reference plane/cross section from

Table 1
A comparison of effective contact angle measurements for the
sessile drop simulations.

Simulation �CB �app �macro

Roughness 28.1◦ 28.3◦ 34.5◦
Chemical 90.1◦ 79.2◦ 98.4◦

Chemical Heterogeneous Surface Structural Pillared Surface

36.5° 28.9°96.1°74.18°

Fig. 8: Apparent contact angle measurements take from a
random 2D plane of the simulation results. The green line
represents the fit of the Young-Laplace equation to the fluid
interface and the blue line is the tangent at the three-phase
contact point.

which they are taken.
From the results, �CB deviates from the locally measured

contact angles and is smaller than �macro for the tested sur-
faces. Furthermore, �CB only indicates the relationship of
the apparent contact angle and fluid interfacial areas within
the contact line loop, however, it does not capture any in-
formation on advancing and receding contact angles along
the contact line. Recent studies have demonstrated that con-
tact angles are determined by the linear fractions of solid
and liquid along the contact line (even though it is extremely
difficult to be predicted due to the contorted nature of con-
tact line), not by the overall areal fractions of interfaces [39,
40, 41, 42]. These issues arise when the length scale of the
droplet and that of the surface features are not separable. Be-
ing a purely geometrical descriptor, �macro does not have this
issue. Overall, the Cassie-Baxter relation predicts only a sin-
gle value of an estimated contact angle, and consequently,
this relation is inherently unable to provide an explanation
for the observation of contact angle hysteresis, which indi-
cates a limitation of the Cassie-Baxter model.

Themacroscopic contact angle, �macro, provides amacro-
scopic measure and captures the "average" effect of wetting
hysteresis due to surface chemistry and geometry, as explained
in previous works [24, 25]. For both the chemically het-
erogeneous surface and structural rough surface, �macro cap-
tured a representative value of the local microscopic con-
tact angles. In contrast, the Cassie-Baxter model had to be
adjusted based on the type of surface structure rather than
providing a single representative average of the local angles.
In addition, depending on how the fluid droplets wets the
surface other wetting models would need to be considered,
i.e., the Wenzel model or wicking state model [32]. Con-
sequently, it can be elucidated that a universality of wetting
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state can be developed from the topological principles to ac-
count for wetting hysteresis originating from a multiscale
surface regardless of the type of structure that is encountered
and how the fluid wets that structure.

5. Conclusions
We hypothesised that a universal description of wetting

onmultiscale surfaces can be developed by using integral ge-
ometry coupled to thermodynamic laws [43, 44]. We demon-
strated that the combination of surface energy minimization
with the concept of deficit curvature from the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem provides a universal description of wetting. The
presented framework considers the link between fluid topol-
ogy, curvature, and internal energy. It conceptually sepa-
rates the different hierarchy levels of physical description
from the thermodynamic aspects that can be added consis-
tently via variational approaches. In principle, the presented
concept is valid for any arbitrary geometry and reversible
process, while the classic wetting models are all limiting
cases of that universal picture.

A variational analysis was used to identify equilibrium
conditions and demonstrate the universality of the developed
framework. The minimum energy configuration was devel-
oped with no entropy production. While various technolog-
ical applications are approximated well by reversible pro-
cesses [45], other applications require the consideration of
irreversible processes [46, 47]. The variational analysis also
considers a fluid droplet of constant topology with � = 1.
For multiphase porous systems, a wide range of fluid typolo-
gies are possible [48, 17]. The limiting case of equilibrium
and � = 1 were considered to demonstrate that the classic
wetting models are obtained from the proposed framework.
The development of wetting models for other situations is
possible using the presented general framework of Section
3.

For multiphase systems, �macro, as presented in Eq. (7),
can be used to describe the wetting state. The wetting met-
ric defines the amount of deficit curvature per contact line
loop, and thus provides a macroscale constant for any wet-
ting system. The metric was demonstrated by the simulation
results presented in Figures 6 and 7where the hysteresis loop
of local microscopic contact angles varied above and below
�macro. The universality of �macro is that its usage is not
contingent on any wetting state whereas traditional wetting
models depend on how the given fluid wets the surface [32].
Alternatively, the experimentally observed apparent contact
angle depends on the reference plane of the measurement
[49]. Being of topological origin �macro would be applica-
ble to describe any type of wetting phenomena in complex
geometries.

Understanding wetting behaviour provides a means to
design heterogeneous surfaces for energy and microfluidic
applications where the movement of liquid is controlled by
capillary forces. Likewise, surface heterogeneity is common
in geological systems where the movement of ground water
and/or hydrocarbon is capillary controlled [45]. These appli-
cations occur in multiscale hierarchical structures, which in

addition to having multiscale surfaces are also topologically
complex. The presented framework provides a way forward
when dealing with the wettability of such systems.
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