arXiv:2404.17457v1 [physicsflu-dyn] 26 Apr 2024

Vaporization dynamics of a super-heated water-in-oil droplet:
modeling and numerical solution

Muhammad Saeed Saleem?®, Michel Versluis?, Guillaume Lajoinie®

@Physics of Fluids Group, Max Planck Center for Complex Fluid Dynamics, University of Twente, 5
Drienerlolaan, Enschede, 7522 NB, Netherlands

Abstract

The study of vapor bubble growth following droplet vaporization in a superheated liquid
involves research areas such as hydrodynamics, heat transfer, mass transfer, and thermo-
dynamics. The interplay between these multiscale aspects is strongly dependent on the
geometry, the thermodynamic response, and the local physical properties of the system.
To understand the role of each aspect of this complex mechanism we model super-heated
droplet vaporization by coupling the equation of motion for bubble growth with the ther-
modynamics of phase change and heat transfer through the convection-diffusion equation.
The semi-analytical model is validated with the analytical description for vapor bubble
growth dominated either by inertia (Rayleigh) or by thermal diffusion (Plesset-Zwick),
depending on droplet radius and degree of superheat. The effect of a mismatch of the
thermal properties between the host liquid and the droplet is shown to be relevant only
for low superheating, above which an increase in thermal diffusivity leads to a reduction
in the rate of vaporization. At medium to high superheating, the droplet vaporizes com-
pletely without relying on thermal diffusion. At the point of complete vaporization, the
potential energy within the system drives the bubble overshoots, which vary based on

the droplet size and degree of superheat.
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1. Introduction

In the absence of pre-existing gas nuclei, a heated droplet will enter a metastable state
where the liquid temperature exceeds its boiling temperature. As temperature further
increases, this metastable state ultimately breaks down and results in violent vaporization.
Such superheating is commonly observed as water droplets fall into a hot oil-filled pan.
There, violent vaporization caused by superheat generates a very characteristic noise
and a dreaded oil splash. Industrial devices such as heat exchangers and distillation
columns intentionally exploit condensation/vaporization to enhance heat transfer and

phase separation. The utilization of droplets dispersed in immiscible hot fluids in a spray
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column heat exchanger exemplifies direct contact heat transfer, where heat is efficiently
exchanged between the dispersed droplets and the hot fluid, enhancing the overall heat
transfer efficiency in the system [1]. Phase separation in a distillation column occurs due
to differences in boiling points where water is separated from crude oil by heating the
mixture until the water superheats and separates in the form of rising vapor bubbles [2].

Two-phase systems where a vapor bubble nucleates and grows in bulk liquid or con-
fined liquid have been well-studied through numerical simulations [3, 4], and analytical
models with experimental validations [5, 6, [7, [8]. Analytically described by the Rayleigh
model [9], vaporization is initially controlled by inertia. Subsequently, thermal diffusion
takes precedence, as described by the Plesset-Zwick |10] model. The recently developed
semi-analytical model proposed by Chernov et al. [11] aligns well with established clas-
sical models, while accurately incorporating both growth dynamics and thermal effects.
However, these models do not apply to cases where the infinite bulk medium is replaced
with a droplet of finite mass immersed in an infinite immiscible medium. The presence
of the host liquid affects the dynamics of the system by modifying inertia, interfacial
energy, and viscous dissipation. It also affects heat transfer and limits the amount of
liquid available for vaporization. Furthermore, given a spherical geometry, this impact
of the host liquid depends on the initial droplet size and on time as the vapor-to-liquid
ratio reduces.

Models have been devolved to approximate heat transfer coefficients. Sideman and
Taitel [12] have developed an analytical model that relates the Nusselt number to the
Peclet number for droplet radii within the millimeter range. In their system, the droplet
vaporizes while rising due to buoyancy through a hot heat transfer fluid. Tochitani et
al. [13, [14] presented a similar relation, but used the Stokes approximation instead of
potential flow theory, which extends the validity of the previous model to sub-milimeter
droplets. Lajoinie et al. [15,[16] have developed three-phase models to describe the vapor-
ization of laser-heated microcapsules. These models, however, use simplified descriptions
for heat transfer based on a timescale separation or a simplified thermal boundary layer.
This approach may neglect various factors, including temporal and spatial dependencies,
and the convective complexities, resulting in less precise representations of the associated
heat transfer phenomena.

Avedisian and Suresh [17] developed a semi-analytical model to describe the vapor-
ization process of a droplet in an infinite medium, sustained at a specific superheated
temperature. It includes surface tension effects, viscous effects, the inertia of both lig-
uids, and heat transfer. Roesle and Kulacki [18] extended the model, focusing on dy-
namics during and after vaporization by employing different governing equations while
neglecting the viscous effects. Emery et al. [19] used conservation of mass and energy,
neglecting momentum, and this simplified approach overlooks all sources of damping.

The main limitation of these three models is the neglecting of acoustic re-radiation as



a damping source and equating the gas temperature to boiling temperature throughout
the vaporization cycle.

In existing literature, models are limited to either estimating heat transfer coefficients
or applicable within specific size and temperature ranges. Consequently, they tend to
overlook the role of momentum, thereby failing to capture rapid dynamics. In other in-
stances, they are restricted to small sizes, neglecting certain widely recognized sources of
damping. Furthermore, a crucial aspect overlooked by all of these studies is the incor-
poration of convection due to vaporization/condensation during and after vaporization.
The dynamics of vapor bubbles at the micro-scale are thus still not fully understood due
to numerous divergent and nonlinear effects that do not scale correctly. This is attributed
to the intricate interplay of phase change, fluid mechanics, and thermal effects. Modeling
and numerically solving vapor bubble growth is essential to shed light on the dominant
physical mechanisms driving the vaporization and vapor bubble dynamics as a function
of the thermal properties.

In this work, we aim to develop a model to systematically study the influence of
droplet size, degree of superheat, and thermal properties on vaporization dynamics. The
proposed semi-analytical model accounts for momentum and associated sources of damp-
ing i.e. viscous, surface energy, acoustics, and relates to its vapor temperature that drives
the bubble by heat and mass transfer at the interface. We evaluate the gas temperature
by accounting for time-dependent convective effects, heat flux, and gas pressure using
Antoine’s law. In addition, we account for partially and fully vaporized droplets thus
dealing with recondensation. Our numerical results show that the finite vaporizing mass
together with the degree of superheat, describes the physical route governing droplet
vaporization, i.e. inertia, and thermal diffusion. With a decrease in droplet size and an
increase in temperature, the influence of the heat diffusion from the outer medium be-
comes insignificant. Additionally, both heat diffusion and enthalpy play a crucial role in
determining the rate of bubble growth and thus are crucial in controlling bubble expan-
sion. Post-vaporization dynamics are governed by potential energy retained within the
system at the time of complete vaporization, and the resulting vapor bubble oscillations

are dissipated through acoustic reradiation.

2. Bubble growth model

This section provides the main steps of the derivation and the details can be found
in the appendix. A schematic of the system is shown in Fig. [Il It consists of a bubble
of radius R, nucleating in the center of a water droplet of radius Ry placed in oil used
as a heat transfer fluid. The entire system is maintained at a homogeneous ambient
temperature 7T,,. Bubble dynamics in an infinite medium is described by the Rayleigh-
Plesset equation |9, 20]. Here, the momentum equation must be integrated across both

liquids in a fashion similar to Avedisian and Suresh [17] with the addition of an acoustic

3



reradiation term. The resulting Rayleigh Plesset-type equation then takes the following

form:

Figure 1: Configuration of the three-phase system of the present study. A vapor bubble of radius Ry
nucleates in the center of a water droplet of radius Ry placed in oil. The system is maintained at a
homogeneous temperature 7.
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where 7 is the radius, p is the density, o is the interfacial tension, p is the viscosity, P
is the pressure, and c is the speed of sound. The subscripts b, d, w, 0, g, and oo represent
the bubble, droplet, water, oil, gas, and ambient conditions far away from the bubble (at
infinity), respectively. The single and double overdots indicate the first and second time
derivatives, respectively. The bubble is driven by a pressure difference between the gas
core and the surrounding liquid. The vapor saturation pressure is computed using the
semi-empirical Antoine law E] that describes the liquid-vapor transition:

P, = 107477 (2)

where, A, B, and C are the Antoine coefficients and 7T}, represents the temperature of the
gas. The pressure in the bubble depends on its temperature, vapor mass, and bubble size.
The bubble size is ultimately governed by the momentum conservation equation Eq. [
while the mass changes through vaporization/condensation and depends on convection,
specific heat of the vaporizing liquid, on the vaporization enthalpy, heat conduction across
the interface, and mass available for vaporization. Taking the time derivative of the

perfect gas law, eliminating the gas pressure term through Antoine’s law, and considering
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the heat flux across the interface yields the equation that governs the evolution of the

gas temperature:

3R, ARk, OT
Ry H,m, Or

(1 + &>, (3)
R, Puw
where, C), is the specific heat, H is the enthalpy of vaporization, k is the thermal con-
ductivity, m is the vaporized mass. As the bubble expands it also consumes mass at the

interface through vaporization which can be expressed by writing the heat transfer across

the interface:
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Ry
where, 7 is the spatial coordinate, T' is temperature outside of bubble. When the droplet
is fully vaporized, no more liquid can undergo phase change and the vapor and liquid

phases no longer coexist. The vapor is then assumed to behave as an ideal gas such that:

] )

The choice of a differential form avoids the creation of an artificial discontinuity in
the vapor behavior as the system transitions from a partially vaporized core to a fully
vaporized one. Heat transferred to the bubble is now used only to adjust the gas tem-
perature and its pressure through the bubble volume (see Eq. Bl). The gas temperature
is then given by:

T, = 47 Rk, or ’ (6)
Cp,mg Or |
since my = 0. The temperature outside the bubble in both cases is determined by solving

the convection-diffusion equation:

D& (RT(r,t)) ,0T(r,t)
"R Oor? —f or ' (7)

where R corresponds to a bubble or drop. In their respective domains (water or oil) D

T(r,t)

denotes the thermal diffusivity.

3. Numerical integration

In the vaporization regime, the momentum is governed by Eq. [Il and the vapor pres-
sure is determined by Antoine’s law Eq. 2l which requires knowing the vapor temperature.
This temperature is computed using equation B, and mass transfer using Eq. 4. The tem-
perature profile outside of the bubble is determined by Eq. [l After vaporization, Eq.

is used to calculate the vapor pressure, and the vapor temperature is computed using



Parameters Initial conditions

Temperature T(r,0) =T
Pressure P,(0) = 10°t4 37
Initial bubble Ry(0) = 2.5um
Bubble velocity Ry(0) =0
Py (0) My
Bubble mass mg(O) sTR3(0) R(,-O%oo

Droplet radius ~ Ry(0) = (R4(0)® + Ry(0)3)3
Droplet mass m,(0) = 37 R3py,

Parameters Boundary conditions

Droplet Radius  Ry(t) = (3(m1”_mg + R3>

4mp.

Droplet velocity — Ry(t) =

4mp
Interfaces:
Vapour-Water T(r= Ry t) =T,
Water-Oil ko %:: =k, %::
Ambient T(r= ;“UOO, t) = T,

Table 1: Initial and boundary conditions.

Eq. [6l This set of coupled differential equations is integrated in MATLAB using the ode
45 solver to compute the bubble radius. The convection-diffusion equation (Eq. [1) is
solved by the method of line where the time dependency is handled by the solver while
the spatial dependency is discretized using a re-centered finite difference scheme on the

Eulerian grid. The grid vector r is defined as:

). o

where d = (1,2,...,N)®?Vr N = (%p)l/p, rn=19x10"%" m, r,, = 0.1 m, p = 4.
Note that, if the pressure drops below the saturation point after full vaporization, the
system can return to a partially vaporized state and resume vaporization or condensation.
The initial conditions and boundary conditions are listed in Table [l and values of all
parameters are listed in Table 2 'We have used octadecene (oil phase) as the heating
medium. The model is solved for a range of droplet sizes (R;) ranging from 5 to 1000

um and degrees of superheat (T, — T;) ranging from 15 to 250 °C.

4. Results

4.1. Model validation

To validate our model, we have compared bubble growth to analytical benchmarks

describing the growth of a vapor bubble in an infinite pool of its own liquid in a free



Parameter Value Unit

Antoine coefficient A 5.08354 -
Antoine coefficient BT 1663.125 -
Antoine coefficient C -45.622 -
Dynamic viscosity (fu,)" function of temp. [22] Pa.s
Dynamic viscosity (u,)* function of temp. [22] Pa.s
Thermal conductivity &, 0.61 Wom LKt
Thermal conductivity (k,)* 0.13 Wom LKt
Density (p,)* 998 kg.m™3
Density (p,)* 789 kg.m™3
Specific heat (C,,, )" 4216 Jkg LK!
Specific heat (C,, )~ 2000 Jkg LKt
Specific heat (C),,)* 2272 Jkg LK!
Vaporization enthalpy (H,)* function of temp. [22] Jkg!
Surface tension (o,)"* function of temp. [22] N.m™!
Surface tension (o,)* function of temp. [23] N.m™!
Interfacial tension (o,,)"* Ow — O N.m™!
Atmospheric Pressure (Px) 101325 Pa
Speed of sound (c,)* 1067 m.s !
Molecular mass (M,,)" 18x 10 =3 kg.mol™*
Ideal gas constant (R;) 8.314 J.K~tmol™!
Saturation temperature (75) 373 K

Table 2: Material properties: T Water-liquid, X Water-vapor, * Octadecene

field. The system is maintained at an ambient temperature (T,) and atmospheric pres-
sure (P, ). Upon nucleation, the bubble starts to grow in an inertia-dominated regime
described by the Rayleigh [9] model with R, ~ ¢. It then transitions towards a thermal
diffusion-dominated growth described by the Plesset-Zwick [10] model Ry, ~ t'/2. Mikic
et al. [24] combined these two models to capture both regimes in their respective time
domains:

Rt = [(tJr 4 1)3/2 _ (t+)3/2 o 1] : (9)

Wl N

with

o T Hy(To —Ts(Px))pg 1 v [2Hy (T —Ts(Px))py By (10)
C 18 Ty(Pso) pu Ja?D,’ = 12 3T pu Ja?D,,’

Puwpg (Too—T's(Poo))
pgHuw

ration conditions. To compare our model with this classical two-phase configuration: we

where Ja = is the Jakob number and the subscript s represents satu-

first consider a water droplet of radius 1 mm, (i.e., infinite with respect to the inertia and

diffusive boundary layers over the simulated time-span). The drop is still theoretically
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Figure 2: Verification of the numerical results and comparison of the proposed semi-analytical model to
classic analytical models: A. R4 : 1000 um. B. Rg: 100 pm. C. Rq : 10 pum.

immersed in oil, but its size also renders surface tension effects negligible.

The analytical result of Eq. can be seen in Fig. with a comparison to our
model’s prediction (non-dimensionalized by Eq. [I0]) for ambient temperatures of 130 and
350 °C. Our model is in excellent agreement with the analytical solutions, except for
a short initial time characterized by a slow growth in the Rt versus ¢* curves. This
regime corresponds to a surface-tension-dominated growth that is not considered in the
analytical models. It is also clear from Fig. 2l that the degree of superheat has a strong
influence on the vaporization regime following the initial dynamics dominated by surface
tension: increased superheat strongly favors inertial growth.

In Fig. and Fig. RIC, Eq. @ and our model (plotted through Eq. [[0)) are evaluated
for bubble sizes of 100um, and 10um, respectively, and ambient temperature of 130 °C'
and 350 °C'. The main features remain similar to the case of the 1-mm droplet, and the
bubble growth still largely follows the analytical prediction even if it is evaluated beyond
its area of validity i.e. for medium and small droplets. There are, however, several
noteworthy consequences. First, the smaller the droplet, the more dominant inertia is:
both droplets indeed vaporize almost entirely within the inertial regime. Second, the
degree of superheat has a stronger influence on smaller droplets, as evidenced by the
increasing separation between the blue and green curves. Finally, surface tension (not
included in the analytical models) becomes important for smaller droplets, which results
in a significant mismatch between the result of Eq. [@ and our model for high degrees of

superheat.

4.2. Initial bubble growth

The temporal evolution of the bubble radius resulting from the vaporization of the
100 pm droplet for a range of ambient temperatures is shown in Fig. BJA. Initially, the
growth of the nucleated bubble remains stagnant, after which it grows homogeneously

inside the droplet until complete vaporization, denoted by the circle on the radius-time
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Figure 3: Vaporization dynamics of a 100 um radius droplet at different ambient temperatures. Evolution
of: A. bubble radius, B. bubble wall acceleration. Circles and asterisks indicate full vaporization and
maximum velocity respectively.

plot. Post-vaporization, the bubble undergoes damped oscillations with an amplitude
that diminishes with a decrease in ambient temperature, as discussed in section [£.7. The

initial growth of the bubble is governed by gas pressure and inertia:

R . %Rgo - (RboRbo)2
b — Rg,o )

(11)

where AP is the difference in pressure between the bubble and liquid, and the subscript
0 denotes the initial conditions. The initial velocity of the bubble is kept at zero to
let the bubble expand using energy stored within the system. With Rbo =0, Eq. [
can be simplified to R}, ~ %R%O' The bubble is thus driven by pressure difference and
maintains a constant acceleration as long as R, = Rp,. In Fig. [BB, the plot shows
the evolution of the bubble wall acceleration, corresponding to the period during which
initial conditions dominate bubble growth. The driving pressure can be estimated through

Taylor expansion as:

P(Ts) — Pwo, > 10°C superheat,
AP = (12)

(T, — Too)g—:fg(Too), near boiling.
In our simulation, we consider superheating typically exceeding 10°C’, which drives
the system through the difference between saturation pressure and ambient pressure.

Integrating and substituting zero velocity in the Rayleigh-Plesset model, the initial growth
3
follows R = (%tz) 2. substituted in Eq. @Ik



Py = (&)éRgot—?’. (13)

A short transition from the effect of initial conditions towards natural bubble growth
occurs approximately around ¢ = Ry, /A5, which would decrease for a higher degree
of superheat. Afterward, the bubble follows either (R ~ t) or (R ~ t'/2) described by

inertial or thermal growth as discussed in section [4.1] and shown by the dashed line in

Fig. BA.

4.8. Dominant phenomena

During vaporization heat diffuses from the surroundings towards the bubble through

its thermal boundary layer, which typically follows dﬂ]

L ! + L (14)
5th n \/WDwt Rb.
where 0y, is the thickness of the thermal boundary layer, and 7, = W]B%w denotes the

corresponding time scale for the development of the boundary layer. The plot in Fig. HA
depicts the time scale #*, where the ratio significantly exceeds one. This suggests that the
entire phase change event occurs out of equilibrium, primarily due to rapid vaporization.
As heat diffuses it is consumed in phase change and gas heating. The increase in the
volume of gas is therefore related to both the rate of mass transfer and the rate of change

in gas temperature. It could be described by the dynamic form of the ideal gas law:
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Figure 4: Vaporization of a 100 um radius droplet. Evolution of: A. unsteady state of bubble growth,
B. ratio of the mass transfer versus gas temperature.
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The evolution of the ratio of rate in change of mass mg% to change in temperature
g

. . L
mg%, is plotted in Fig. MB. Throughout the vaporization process, the ratio (:Z;‘g’)

Pg

remains significantly larger than one indicating that the heat is almost exclusively utilized

in phase change with minimal contribution to gas heating.

4.4. Vaporization regimes

The dominant physical mechanisms for the final growth of the bubble phase depend
on droplet size and ambient temperature (see section [L1]). To characterize the specific
physical phenomenon that governs the final stage of vaporization, we extract the time at
which the droplet is fully vaporized ¢; and non-dimensionalize it with, on the one hand,

2
Rabovw and, on the other hand,

w

the characteristic heat diffusion time scale: Thermar =

Pw RZ

with the inertial time scale: T;,ertiar = Rb(Poo,Tsat) Ifgo where Rb(Poo,Tsat) =2 Pt
The former is shown in Fig. [BA, and the latter in Fig. BIC. For reference, we also plot
analytical models: the Plesset-Zwick model [10] describing thermal diffusive growth, and
the Rayleigh model |9] that addresses the dominance of inertial effects.

As clarified in the previous section, these timescales are only rough estimates that
help in understanding the main features. The absence of flat curves in this context
results from the significant influence of ambient temperature influencing both diffusive
and inertial timescales. Nonetheless, we can consider two limiting cases, the vaporization
of large droplets (here 1 mm) follows the Plesset-Zwick model, and is thus dominated
by diffusion for the temperature range (115 — 250 °C). Second, small droplets (here
5 and 10 pm) are entirely dominated by inertia and thus follow the Rayleigh model
i.e. for low and medium degrees of superheat. Using these two curves as references, it
is immediately evident that droplets under study encompass some droplet sizes whose
vaporization dynamics are dominated neither by diffusion nor by inertia.

This observation is further supported by the trends depicted in Fig. and Fig.
where the vaporization enthalpy is reduced to that of Pentane, which corresponds to a
factor a = 6.6 (measured in J.kg~'). The other liquid properties are kept unchanged.
Inertia becomes increasingly dominant as the vaporization enthalpy decreases and extends
further to cover higher temperatures while the thermal diffusive limit is pushed back to

the low degree of superheat.

4.5. Influence of the thermal diffusivity of the host liquid

Thermal diffusivity influences the bubble dynamics, as vaporization relies on heat

transfer from the surrounding liquid. Avedisian and Suresh [17] had proposed that the

11



107
s &
<|g 10
g NS
=
107
107
115 130 150 200 250 300 350 115 130 150 200 250 300 350
C T (°C) D T (°C)
102
e
o<

107

115 130 150 200 250 300 350 115 130 150 200 250 300 350
T (°C) Tw(°C)

R (1m) |5 o 10 s 50 s 100 mmm 500 s 1000 |

‘Ref.|- = plesset-Zwick (Rj ~ t%) Rayleigh (Rj, ~ t) === Normalized time = 1‘

Figure 5: Dominant physical mechanism leading to bubble growth at the time of full vaporization ¢
as a function of the bath temperature. tf is normalized, in the top row, with the thermal-diffusion
timescale, and in the bottom row, with the inertial time scale. A. and C. depict water, while the
enthalpy of vaporization is reduced by a factor « = 6.6 in B. and D. to mimic pentane. Plesset-Zwick’s
and Rayleigh’s models solved for equivalent bubble radius for R; of 1000 pum and 5 um respectively, as
a function of temperature.

entire vaporization for a 1000 um event splits into two stages, first during the initial
bubble growth when the boundary layer is inside the droplet. In this way, thermal
diffusivity and other properties of the outer liquid are of lesser importance. In the second
stage, the thermal boundary layer develops outside of the droplet in the heating fluid,
and thus its diffusivity has significance in driving the bubble growth.

We have plotted the bubble growth profile until full vaporization in Fig. [@ (A, B)
at 115 and 350 °C' respectively, for a 1000 pm radius droplet. These two temperatures
establish the upper and lower limits of our simulations, effectively covering the entire
range of dynamics. We focus on the time scale of thermal diffusion since its influence
is under study here. Each figure shows the effect of varying oil diffusivity (D) non-
dimensionalized by the original oil diffusivity (D,). At 115 °C', two stages of growth are
indeed visible in the plot: initially, all curves collapse for different diffusivity indicating no
thermal influence of the outer medium. After a certain time, the curves start to diverge,
highlighting the second growth stage and the dependence on the thermal properties of
the outer medium. However, this is significant only for temperatures and droplet size

ranges where vaporization is dominated by thermal diffusive growth: at the upper end
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Figure 6: Effect of thermal diffusivity of the outer medium. Bubble growth profile of a 1000 pum radius
droplet at temperatures A. 115 °C, B. 350 °C. Influence on full vaporization time across all ranges of
sizes at C. 115 °C', D. 350 °C.

of our temperature range (350 °C) in Fig. complete vaporization occurs within the
first stage without relying on heat diffusion from outside. All growth curves collapse till
complete vaporization indicating no influence of diffusion from the outer medium and
validating results shown in Fig. [A for the same size and temperature.

An interesting observation is that the time to reach full vaporization shows a minimum
as a function of the relative diffusivity. This effect is best seen in Fig. [6 (C and D)
showing the time of full vaporization nondimensionalized by the characteristic time of
heat diffusion. The location of the minimum is DDLZ” ~ 2 for low degrees of superheat
while at high degrees of superheat, it is almost negligible. This indicates that at a 350 °C,
there is enough energy stored in all size ranges of the droplet that it would vaporize fully
without the necessity of acquiring heat from the outer medium. One could determine
the temperature required (7”) for complete droplet vaporization without depending on
heat diffusion from the surrounding medium. This can be achieved through the equation

T = CH”(’%”T”)) + Tyat, vielding values of 308 °C' where H,, is calculated at 350 °C.

pw(Poo,Tsat
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4.6. Influence of phase-change enthalpy

As seen in section L.4] reducing phase change enthalpy shifts the vaporization regimes.
We now explore its influence on the bubble’s growth. We have scaled down the water
enthalpy (H,) by a factor a = 3.3, 6.6, or 13.2. The value (measured in .J/kg) obtained
after reducing it by a factor of 6.6 corresponds to pentane, whereas the value 14 corre-
sponds to bromoform. Most common liquids have a vaporization enthalpy ranging from
50% (e.g., pentane) to 100% of that of water. There are exceptional liquids with large

molecules that have a lower enthalpy (as in the case of bromoform).

L0 P U
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ER|
0.61 0.62 0.63 0.64 0.05
t(ms) t(ms)

Figure 7: Effect of vaporization enthalpy: A - B. bubble growth at 115 and 350 °C.

Fig. [0 shows the influence of reducing the phase-change enthalpy. In (A, B) we
have plotted the vapor bubble radius as a function of time at a bath temperature of
115, and, 350 °C' respectively, for a 100 um droplet. As phase-change enthalpy reduces,
the conversion ratio from transferred heat to potential energy (i.e., vaporized mass and
pressure) increases. As a result, vaporization happens much faster, and the effect is
even more pronounced for low degrees of superheat. As observed in section [£.6] when the
temperature is low the system contains relatively less stored heat, causing it to depend on
heat diffusion from the surrounding environment. A reduction in phase change enthalpy
necessitates a smaller amount of heat, resulting in faster vaporization and bubble growth.

The influence of phase change enthalpy is not limited to vaporization and affects the
post-vaporization dynamics. With lower enthalpy at a high degree of superheat (Fig.
[MB), vaporization occurs at a smaller bubble radius. The excess energy is then utilized to
raise gas pressure, leading to fast growth dynamics since no further energy is needed for
phase change. This rapid expansion amplifies inertial effects, facing substantial resistance

from the surrounding medium.

4.7. Post-vaporization damped oscillations

Once the droplet is fully vaporized, the resulting bubble overshoots its equilibrium

. 3pw Vg RiT.
radius R? = 2Pw Vdg tif oo

1 as can be seen in Fig. A, where the bubble radius is non-
7 Poo My )
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Figure 8: Post-vaporization dynamics. A. Time evolution of bubble oscillations non-dimensionalized by
the equilibrium radius for a 100 pm radius droplet at a range of ambient temperatures. The white circles
indicate the radius at full vaporization (R;,), while the white triangle indicates the maximum radius
(Rmaz)- For a range of ambient temperatures and droplet sizes: B. radius at the time of full vaporization
non-dimensionalized by the equilibrium radius, C. maximum bubble radius non-dimensionalized by the
equilibrium radius, D. gas pressure at the time of full vaporization non-dimensionalized by the ambient
pressure.

dimensionalized by its equilibrium radius, and the vaporization dynamics is studied for
ambient temperatures ranging from 120 °C to 350 °C. The overshoot is driven by the
difference between gas pressure and ambient pressure, resulting from the potential energy
available at the time of complete vaporization ¢;. A decrease in temperature leads to a
reduction in energy, thereby resulting in a decrease in the overshoot radius R,z

At a high degree of superheat vaporization is accomplished at a radius R;, smaller
than the equilibrium radius, due to the excess amount of energy in the system. For in-
stance, vaporization of 10 um droplet at 350 °C' occurs at a radius 0.45 times smaller
than its equilibrium radius as shown in Fig. BB, where the radius at the time of com-
plete vaporization is plotted for different droplet sizes. Here vaporization completes at
a temperature well above the saturation temperature: for 10 um at 350 °C' the residual
pressure at complete vaporization is 8.6 times higher than the ambient pressure, thus
driving the bubble after vaporization towards an overshoot of 1.68 times the equilibrium
radius, see Fig. [ (C-D). On the other hand, for small-size droplets at a low degree of
superheat, the bubble radius at full vaporization is nearly equal to the equilibrium radius
with no energy to drive an overshoot and is therefore negligible.

The initial bubble expansion follows well-known damped oscillation behavior. In
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the model, damping has been described in terms of acoustic reradiation, and viscous
components. Assuming small radial excursion one may find the eigenfrequency (w,) as

well as damping ((;) from the linearized equation of motion given as [25]:

37 Ps 20,
= 3y —1 , 16
? \/poRg T T (16)

e

3vPs 3vo, 200
Ctot =

17
200CoRews  poCoR2w, — poR2w,’ (17)

where ~ indicates the polytropic exponent corresponding to 1 for our isothermal sys-
tem and o, is the surface tension of oil. The frequency estimated from the Fourier trans-
form of the simulated curves falls very close to resonance frequency f,..s = fom
estimated from the eigenfrequency in Eq. [6] with a damping contribution from Eq.
07 The frequency remains close to the well-established Minnaert frequency with a 1/R,
dependency. In contrast, the frequency of a vapor bubble oscillating in an infinite liquid
scales as ~ 1/ Ri/ % 26] as a consequence of gas dissolution and/or vapor condensation.
In our system, we assume a pure water vapor bubble oscillating in oil, with no gas avail-
able to dissolve. Additionally, at the highest re-compression level, condensation remains
absent as it necessitates releasing a significant amount of energy into a medium that is
already superheated. The effect of ambient temperature on frequency can be seen by a
shift of a few kiloHertz with an increase in temperature, while the shift becomes smaller
with an increase in droplet radius. Equilibrium bubble sizes in our system range from
64 pm to 12 mm depending on droplet size and ambient temperature. These bubble
sizes, while driven acoustically, are mainly dominated by sound re-radiation [27] and
thus have a large contribution in Eq. [T as compared to the viscous effect (third term).
These findings also apply to the current system, wherein no external force is applied, and

oscillations result only from a vaporization impulse (see SI Fig. [A.9).

5. Discussion on models comparison in literature

In literature, the closest models representing the system are those proposed by Ave-
disian and Suresh [17], and Emery et al. [19] that focus on droplets with a radius ranging
from sub-millimeter to millimeter, and Roesle and Kulacki [18] focus on smaller droplets
(with a range of 2 - 15um). The numerical solutions employed in these studies are also
different: the first two utilize Landau immobilization, fixing the positions of moving inter-
faces, whereas the third implicitly solves the convection-diffusion equation to determine
the temperature profile. Emery et al.’s model has limited comparability as it neglects
momentum conservation. As such, it cannot capture initial rapid vaporization dynamics.
Our model’s findings are consistent with the predictions of Avedisian and Suresh [17] and

Roesle and Kulacki [18] regarding the influence of the outer medium on vaporization,
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as discussed in Section While these studies maintain the gas temperature at the
boiling temperature throughout the simulations, the bubble growth dynamics presented
here are more reliable because our model incorporates the time-dependent convective ef-
fects, gas pressure, as well as heat and mass transfer. Furthermore, our model predicts

post-vaporization damped oscillations, as we also consider the acoustic damping term.

6. Conclusion

In this article, we have modeled and numerically solved the vaporization dynamics of
a super-heated water droplet surrounded by an infinite oil (octadecene) medium. The
droplet size as well as the degree of supereat has been varied to understand their effect
on vaporization and bubble growth dynamics. For our system, it was found that the
conventional two-phase analytical models are only valid for millimeter-sized droplets va-
porizing at a low degree of superheat. With a decrease in droplet size and an increase in
superheat, the physical mechanisms dominating bubble growth are inertia and thermal
diffusion. A crucial thermal property that determines the dominant mechanism is the
phase-change enthalpy. Thermal diffusivity is only important at low temperatures where
vaporization relies on heat diffusion from the surrounding liquids at high temperatures as
the droplet has stored enough thermal energy. Finally, bubble oscillations following com-
plete vaporization depend on the achieved gas pressure and is influenced by the ambient
temperature of the oil bath. The resonance frequency of these oscillations is close to the
Minnaert frequency of a free gas bubble in an infinite medium with a (1/R,) dependency
on size, unlike the oscillations of a pure vapor bubble where the resonance frequency

scales with 1/R§/3.
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Appendix A. Theory: Model of the bubble growth

Appendiz A.1. Bubble dynamics

The Navier—Stokes equations express the conservation of mass and momentum:

0
p(a—"t’ + (0.V)v) + VP = pAv, (A1)
dp B
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Considering the flow is symmetric (v = v(r)e,) and incompressible (a—f = 0), with

potential flow approximation (v = V¢)) the above equation becomes:

§(V(D) + 3V(V(0).V(6)) + VP = uV(A9). (A3)

Integrating equation in both drop and accompanying outer medium:

p2 (6, = dm) + 51— 1)) + Py — Py =0 drop, - (a)

. ) (A.4)
P2 <_¢R2 _ %RS) + Poo — Pyy =0, medium. - (b)
With spherical symmetry, the Laplacian simplifies to:
10, ,00
Ap=——(r2Z2) =0 A5
¢ r2 or (r 87’) ’ (A-5)
Substituting A¢ = ¢, and %(TQZ—‘:?) =
a
(b/ = 7’_2’ <A6)
o

In oil, the bubble has no long-range effect, so as ¢ — 0, r — oo, hence = 0. As
R = ¢'(R), « = RR2. Solving incomprehensibility in both media and matching velocity

at the interface:

_RiR}  RyR}

t) = = A.
8lr, 1) =~ e} (A8)
o(r) =  RyR3+2R3R,  R\R}+ 2R%R1’ (A9)
r r
: Ry - " . Y
P(Ry) = —E(RlRl +2R3) = —R Ry — 2R3, (A.10)
. RyR2 + 2R2R . . Ry . .
O(Ry) = ———2 7 22 — _RyR, — 2R} = —é(zwz1 +2R2). (A.11)
The normal stress balance at second interfaces could be written as:
ov Ov
2’MIE R B 2/125 " + PR; - PRQ_ = _5Plapla067 <A12)
Where: )
5Plaplace = KO = %7 (A].g)
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_o__9 <R32> _ RE (A.14)

or or\ r r2’
| 9¢ (RR*\|  —2R (A.15)
orlp or\ r ||, R’ '
v ov v R
21— —2ue—| =2— — = —A4(ps — py). A.16
51 ar . H2 ar . ar R(M MQ) R (Mz Ml) ( )
Rewriting the normal stress balances at two interfaces:
P+:P—2ﬂ——4u, first, - (a
BTO0OTR ' (@) (A.17)

Ppy = Pp- — 2”—12 + R24(/,L1 — p2), second. - (b)

The expression for a spherical bubble expanding within a droplet, denoted as equa-
tion [A.T8|(a), is derived by substituting equations [A.TT] [A.10l and [A17(a) into equation
[A.4(a). Similarly, the expression for the growth of the bubble from the droplet to infinity,
represented as equation [A.I§|(b), is obtained by substituting equations [A.11] and [A17(b)
into equation [A.4(D).

2 P2 ;
pr (L= B (RuRy +288) + 58 ) = By — 20— B — P ()
(A.18)

po (2 (BaRy +203) = 5°) = Py — %2 + 224(p — ) — P (D)

Finally, the equation describing the dynamics of the bubble in two mediums is ob-

tained by adding eq [A.1§ (a) and (b):

. . R _ RQ RQ
(RlRl + 2R%) ( 01)— _|_p1> + (pl p2) 2 Py
Ry 2 2
R R B (A.19)
= Pyt 1Py = P2 O O g B2, - o)
+ - (R2 + R1 R, (2 — 1) + Rl/,cl

Appendiz A.2. Vaporization dynamics

The pressure driving the bubble in accordance with temperature is given by semi-

empirical Antoine law which relates as:

P, =10, (A.20)

where, A, B, andC' are the Antoine coeflicients and T}, represents temperature of the gas.

In dynamic form:
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Py _ TgBln(IO). (A.21)

P,  (C+T,)?
During vaporization, the bubble surface and the neighboring liquid motion are influ-
enced by the mass transfer from liquid to gas. The velocity R, on the bubble side of the
interface is higher than the velocity on the liquid side R; by an amount that could be

estimated by the rate at which mass flows per unit volume.

m

By = By
1 b 47TR%p1 )

(A.22)

By _ Ry, mop,
R1 Rl 3m P1 ’

The heat provided to the system is utilized in raising the gas temperature and pro-

(A.23)

viding phase change enthalpy:

oT :
AnK\Ri—| =mC,,T, + mH,, (A.24)
or | g,
. 4AnK R?OT mCyyT,
_ gl Mgty A.25
" H, 0r|g H, '’ ( )
o AnK\ R} OT CooT, (4.26)
m  Hym Or B H, '

A better estimate of gas temperature can be achieved by employing the dynamic form
of the ideal gas law as the state function. This approach takes into account the varia-
tions in radius, pressure, mass, and temperature over time, providing a comprehensive

understanding of how these factors evolve dynamically.

3R, P, m T,
2 te Sy A.27
Ry + P, m + T, ( )

Where R, = R;. The equation that governs the dynamic gas temperature is finally
obtained by substituting equation [A-21], [A-23], and [A.26] in

T, P 0o
_9__9:3_R1_T(1+&), (A.28)
Tg P, Ry m P1

g

3R, 4nK\R}OT
R Hm Or

7 1 Bin(10) _Cpg<1+&>
P1

(1 + %). (A.29)

Once the water is fully vaporized the transfer of mass rm from the liquid phase to

the vapor phase becomes zero and the heat is utilized only to raise the gas temperature.
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In this stage, the gas pressure is calculated by equation [A.27] and its temperature is

calculated by

. 47TK1R2 3T
T,=——2—| . (A.30)
Cpgm Or |,
Supplementary information
Post-vaporization damped oscillations
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Figure A.9: Damping coefficient of bubble oscillation as a function of frequency across different droplet
sizes. A. Viscous damping, B. Acoustic damping. Increased damping for each size corresponds to the
rise in ambient temperature from 115 to 350° C.
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