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Abstract. The fluctuating velocity field of monomolecular films of arbitrary configura-
tion is investigated when gravity waves propagate on the air-water interface. The surface-
active material is assumed to have visco-elastic properties and to be insoluble. Boundary-
layer techniques are employed, and a Dirichlet boundary value problem, involving
Helmholtz’ equation for the divergence of the velocity field, is obtained for the film.
Circular and rectangular films are considered explicitly, whilst an approximate method is
given for slender films of arbitrary orientation. Application is made to viscous wave-
damping.

1. Introduction. Effects of monomolecular surface films on waves at an air-water
interface have been considered experimentally, both in the laboratory, [1, 11], and in the
open ocean, [8, 12], many investigations being concerned with dissipative properties. In
wave-tanks, the water surface is usually completely covered by the film. Conversely,
oceanic surface films (or “slicks”), of natural or artificial origin, may sometimes be
regarded as finite, depending on the wavelengths involved. For long-crested progressive
waves, much theoretical work on films of infinite extent exists, as exemplified in [6, 7, 10,
11]. Miles [13] investigated temporal wave-damping for water in a container, the upper
surface being a monolayer.

The situation when the film only partially covers the available water surface has been
considered recently in (3], where a two-dimensional model is given for gravity waves,
normally incident on a slick of finite width 5. Conditions near the “edge” of the film were
treated by analogy with [4], which concerns the special case of an inextensible, horizon-
tally-immobile, semi-infinite film (b = o).

In the present work, the model of [3] is extended to slicks of finite area and arbitrary
configuration, subjected to long-crested progressive waves. We make the following as-
sumptions.

(al) The monomolecular film has linear visco-elastic properties.
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(a2) The surface-active material is fully spread and insoluble.

(a3) The incident waves are gravity waves, and capillarity is negligible except near the
film perimeter, cf. [4].

(ad4) Boundary-layer theory is applicable to both the vortical layers at the air-water
interface and the film.

Due to (a3, ad), inviscid theory yields an approximately constant wave-number k,
satisfying the dispersion relation

0% = gktanh kh, (1.1)

where o is the prescribed wave-frequency, g is gravitational acceleration, and A is the
uniform mean depth of water. If v is the kinematic viscosity of water, the rotational layer
has vertical length-scale § = ek~! = (2v/06)'/2, 50 that (ad) requires

8 < min(k™ A, L), (1.2)
where L is a characteristic length-scale for the film. In particular,
e=k8 < 1. (1.3)

Mainly, we seek a method for the determination of the oscillatory response of surfactant
elements to the incident waves, and this is accomplished via a boundary value problem for
Helmholtz’ equation. In passing, some justification is given to a basic assumption of [13].
As an application of the theory, the direct influence of the film on the spatial attenuation
of the wave amplitude is examined, and a numerical example is presented.

2. Preliminary details. We consider a laterally-unbounded region of water, having
uniform equilibrium depth A, density p and viscosity u = pr. The air-water interface is
clean, apart from the presence of a monomolecular film of finite area A. The oscillatory
velocity field ag is sought within the boundary layer adjacent to A, when long-crested
gravity waves are incident on the slick, a being the maximum wave-slope. We choose
Cartesian co-ordinates, x, y and z, with z measured vertically upwards from the mean
interfacial level. The incident wave is specified by the interfacial position

z=z,=aexp|i(ot — k,x)], (2.1)

where a is the amplitude, o the real angular frequency, and k, the complex wave-number.
(Only real parts of complex expressions are physically significant.) The dominant part of
k, is real, and, for gravity waves, remains constant within the slick, (cf. [4]). In the
following, we retain only this dominant, inviscid part, k , = k, take &« = ak < 1, and write
A = 2@ /k for the wavelength; the relative error here is O(e). In the Cartesian system, the
velocity and position vector r are given by

q = ui +uj +wk, r=xi+yj +zk, (2.2)

where i, j and k are unit vectors, and |g| = O(o/k). The horizontal velocity of the film is
denoted by av, where

v=uv/(x,y, )i +u,(x, p, 1)) (2.3)
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3. The monomolecular film. The linearized constitutive relation satisfied by the surface
stress 7, in the film is taken to be similar to that given by Miles [13] and Slattery [14, pp.
155 and 158], viz.

=T +7,%(¥ v) + 7,V 7, (3.1)

wherein 7, the interfacial tension, has an expansion of the form T, + a7} + ..., and 7,
and 7, are the surface dilatational and shear viscosities. Miles considered a film completely
covering the upper surface of fluid in a container having vertical sides, and made the
assumption that the horizontal components of the local film velocity, and fluid velocity
Jjust beneath the oscillatory layer, are parallel. In fact, Miles assumed even more, in that
the ratio of the magnitudes, and the difference in phases, of these components are actually
constants. As a consequence, the vertical component of vorticity for the film,

Q=k-curly, (3.2)

is zero, whence the corresponding component, k - curl ¢, vanishes throughout the fluid. In
the present work, Miles’ assumption is not made. Indeéd, it is not, in general, valid within
the framework of our idealized model of the finite slick. Further, we do not, in general,
have the simplification that Q vanishes.

As in [10], we take T = T(I'), where I is the surfactant concentration; for insoluble
films, the linearized conservation equation gives

ol /ot + Iyw -0 =0, (3.3)
or

0T, /9t — x¥v v =0, (3.4)
where x = —I[',(dT/d I')r-r, By Newton’s second law of motion, the sum of the surface

stress in the film, and the shear stresses due to the air and water, must be zero. We assume
that the atmospheric forces acting on the film are due to the wave motion alone. Thus,

- .u(aQH/az + YHW) + Na(a‘_IaH/aZ + ZHWa) =0 (z=0), (3.5)

where the subscript H denotes the horizontal component of a vector quantity, and the
subscript a refers to a quantity evaluated for the air. On using equations (3.1) and (3.4) to
eliminate 1,and T}, we obtain

0 REY)
[x +(n,+ m)g]zD + 0k X Ay

(3.6)
where
D=y v (3.7)

denotes the divergence of the horizontal component of velocity of the slick.
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At the film perimeter, C, the remaining conditions required for determination of the
linearized molecular velocities are shown in Appendix A to be given by

T, +(n,—n,)D + 293v,/0n =0
7,(Q — 20v,/0n) =0

(3.8a)

(£ € C), (3.8b)

where (s, n) are orthogonal curvilinear co-ordinates for the slick, with s denoting arc-length
measured clockwise around C (viewed from above), and n being measured normally
inwards to C. The quantities v, v, denote the components of the velocity vector v in terms
of this co-ordinate system. By (3.4), we note that, for slicks of uniform width, and infinite
extent in the y-direction, the conditions (3.8a,b) reduce to the requirement that 7; vanishes
at the edges of the film, when the latter are normal to the direction of propagation of
long-crested waves. This is in agreement with [3]. We emphasize, however, that, whilst the
boundary conditions (3.8a,b) are taken to be physically appropriate for our model, the
intrinsic composition of “edges” of natural or artificial slicks is, in general, very difficult
to quantify.

The oscillatory boundary layers adjacent to the whole interface have thickness O(§). By
analogy with [3, 4], they are viewed in terms of the following sub-division, which, apart
from “weak” slicks (cf. §4), proves sufficient for our purposes.

(a) Adjacent to the clean part of the interface, we have region S.

(b) In the neighbourhood of the film perimeter C, there is a “transition region” 7R,
wherein 8 is also a horizontal scale normal to C. Region TR connects S to

(c) a cylindrical region S’, containing the remaining part 4" (outside that in TR) of the
slick.

For weak slicks, a further length-scale, A say, normal to C, which is much smaller than
the wavelength A, may be <<, = or > §, depending on the intensity of concentration of
the surfactant. Such slicks are considered in Appendix C.

As discussed in Appendix B, the conditions (3.8a,b) may, to the present order of
accuracy, be effectively applied at the “perimeter”, C’ say, of A’. This property is of
extreme significance in that it enables us to simplify the calculation of the dominant
correction (due to the presence of the slick) of the velocity field c_]}?) of §4. Specifically, we
are able to avoid the technically-complicated calculation of g, in TR, as is apparent from
Appendix B. For weak slicks, the property holds only when A > A > §, but, for very
weak slicks such that A < O(8), ¢f7 is readily calculated within A’ (see Appendix C).

4. Boundary value problem for the slick. Henceforth, the formulation is in terms of
non-dimensional variables
t'=o9t, r'=kr, ¢ =(o/k)q, v =(as/k)v, T =k’T/a’,

but the “dash” is omitted for simplicity. Excluding weak slicks for the moment, the
dominant part, O(1), of the horizontal velocity within region S’ satisfies the boundary-layer
equation

3q/3t = 3q{7 /31 + 3%q,,/9Z7 (Z = z/¢), (4.1)
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whence

gy = (_]},w)+((_1}?)— g},""))exp[(l + i)Z/21/2]. (4.2)
In these equations, Z is a stretched variable, ¢f7°’ denotes the inviscid, irrotational velocity
just beneath the vortical region S’, specifically, as Z — —oo, and g/’ is the horizontal
velocity at the monomolecular slick. Since jq,| = O(1), the continuity equation gives
w = w® + O(e) within S’, whence irrotational_ity of the velocity field beyond the oscilla-
tory layer leads to

(00)

w0 =g w® = (8(_],,/82) (4.3)

Upon introduction of the parameters

{6808} = k2(pro/2) " *(x/0, mysm, ), (4.4)
which represent surface compressional modulus and surface viscosity, employment of the
time-periodicity of the linearized velocity field, and use of equations (4.2, 4.3), equation
(3.6) becomes

(£+)9D + itk X ¥ = (1 - )| Agyy +(pur0/pon) g, |

+i2 269, [w = (p,/p)w®], (4.5)
where { = {, + § and Ag,, = ¢i2) — ¢ denotes the change in horizontal velocity across
the interfacial boundaryjlayer_region s, adjacent to the film. In the present work, the
viscous and capillary length-scales are assumed to be comparable, whence the elastic
parameter £ becomes a measure of the ratio d[log(7/T;)]/d[log(T" /T,)].

We note that

0) _ 0) __ 0 _ —
g’ =g =v, wO=w=w, (4.6)

by the requirement of continuity of velocity at the slick. For gravity waves, 10™° < ¢ < 1072

(approximately), p,/p = 135 X 1072 (p,p,/pp)"/? = (e/e,)(p,/p) = 3.67 X 1072

Moreover, whilst we expect |¢{%’ — (_12% = 0(1), V¢, ¢, which holds even in the absence of

a slick, the difference in horizontal velocity, ¢§°> — ¢, across the rotational layer in the

water is O(1) only for slicks of sufficient strength that |¢ + i§| > O(1). In such cases,
equation (4.5) may be written as

(§+i8)¥D + il k X @ = (1 — i)Aqy, (4.7)

to a good degree of accuracy; “weak” slicks, having small visco-elastic parameters such
that |£ + i{| < 1, are considered in Appendix C, and are relatively ineffective in that they
do not modify the velocity field at lowest order, O(1). From equation (4.7), D and
satisfy the following non-homogeneous and homogeneous forms, respectively, of Helm-
holtz’ equation,

(4.8a)
(4.8b)

V2D + m*D = m*d ™ ,
V20 + 0 = 0 (1 € 4).

where

m?=(1=i)/(§+ 1), pP=(1-i)/ik, d°=y, ¢ =0(1), (49



42 B. D. DORE

and the irrotationality of ¢’ has been used. From equation (B6) of Appendix B, together
with principles of asymptotic matching, the boundary conditions for equations (4.8a,b) are

(¢+i¢)D = 2i¢ (dv,/0s — kv,) (4.10a)

C’),
Q = 20v,/0n = -2(dv,/3s + xvs)} (1 € C) (4.10b)

where k(s) denotes the curvature of the film perimeter C, and the terms on the right-hand
sides are, in general, unknown at this stage. Thus, equations (4.8a,b) and (4.10a,b)
represent a coupled pair of boundary value problems for the O(1) velocity components v,,
v, in the interior, A’, of the film, wherein both D and Q are O(1) when the parameters £, {,
and §, are O(1).

4.1. Weak shear viscosity. In what follows, we consider only the case when effects of
shear viscosity are small (cf. [15, p. I-236]), so that the film vorticity § is appreciable only
near the perimeter C. Thus, we take

{, <1, (41.1)

which is considered to be adequate for gravity waves, although, in [13, p. 465], the more
restrictive condition { < 1 is assumed. As discussed in Appendix C, there are three cases,
according as

(1)1 > > e, (i) £ = 0(e), (i) ¢V? < e (4.1.2)

When (i) applies, it is seen from equation (4.8b) that the solution for & (r, € A’) assumes
a boundary-layer character. Specifically, there is a further boundary-layer region, 4’ say,
of scale O({!/?) normal to C, which is essentially located within 4" and adjacent to C’,
and whose width is much greater than that, O(¢), of A,. In case (ii), this boundary-layer
region coincides with A, whilst, for case (ii1), it is embedded within A ,.

From equation (3.7) and boundary conditions (3.8a,b) at the film perimeter C, it is
indicated in Appendix B that, in each of (i), (ii) and (iii),

(a) the leading terms, O(1), in v, v, do not vary normally across A, (that is, such terms
are independent of the magnified variable N = n/¢),

(b) the leading non-zero term in D is O(max{¢{,, £}) in A, but that

(c) the leading non-zero term in £ is < O(1), and, if it is O(1), is independent of N in
Ag in case (i), but varies rapidly with n in A, for cases (i1) and (iii), (since, to O(1),
@ = 0 at the inner edge, C’, of A, by asymptotic matching principles applied to the
implication & = 0 (ry € A’) of equation (4.8b)).

Thus, when (4.1.1) holds, the conditions (4.10a,b) may effectively be replaced by

D=0 [cases (i), (ii), (iii)], (ry, € C), (4.1.3a)
Q=0 [cases (ii), (iii)], (4.1.3b)
Q=0 [case(i)], (ry € Q). (4.1.3¢)

where C; denotes the inner “edge” of the boundary-layer region A’,. Helmholtz’ equation
(4.8a), with the slight modification that m? now represents (1 — i)/(¢ + i) for purposes
of consistency, remains valid for D in each case (i), (i1), (ii1). This applies, in case (i), even
to region A’, wherein equation (4.2), on which (4.8a) is based, holds, because the
horizontal scale, O({1/?), greatly exceeds the vertical scale, O(e).
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Case (i). Within the boundary-layer region A’,, we define the stretched variable

N,=n/8%  (ry€4)), (4.1.4)
whence equations (4.8a,b) become
9’D/dN} =0 415
/o (ry € 4)). ( 2)
QN —(1+i)2=0 (4.1.5b)

The solutions appropriate to conditions (4.1.3a,c), and to boundedness of D as N, — oo,
are
D=0 (1, € 4 (4.1.6a)
Q= ¢(s)exp[it - 21/4ei"/8N3_] T o) (4.1.6b)
where ¢(s) is to be determined vie asymptotic matching with the solution for € in A,.
Consequently, within the major interior part, A" — A, of the slick, D satisfies the
following boundary value problem:
V2D + m*D = m*d™ (n>0)
D=0 (n=0)]
The condition on n = 0 here is deduced from equation (4.1.6a) via principles of asymp-
totic matching. Similarly, within A" — A/,
Q=0 (n > 0), (4.1.8)
by equation (4.8b). Thus, if, for any particular film, D can be obtained from equation

(4.1.7), the corresponding velocity components v,, v, are found from equation (4.7) to be
given by

(4.1.7)

V=g’ -m7?’yD  (ry€ A - 4, (4.1.9)

which shows that, apart from a constant factor, D plays the role of a velocity potential for
the film velocity v (r,; € A" — A4),) relative to the horizontal component of velocity just
beyond the oscillatory layer in the water. The expression for v at the “perimeter” C; of
A" — A’, as given by equation (4.1.9), evaluated on n = 0, yields the dominant parts, O(1),
independent of N, and N, of the film velocity v in the boundary-layer regions A’ and 4,
(cf. (a), above), and complete our primary objective in case (i) of equation (4.1.2.). We
note once more that

b, =g = un-j  (ry€ A+ Arg), (4.1.10)

that is, the dominant part of the film velocity parallel to C is equal to the corresponding
component of q'’.

From the expressions for U,y U, In Arg, the boundary condition (3.8b), and item (c)
above, we obtain

= -2(0v,/9s + kv,) ..o (ry € Ar), (4.1.11)

provided that the right-hand side is non-zero. Then asymptotic matching at the “edge” C’
of A, yields

¢(s)e’ = -2(dv,/3s + kv,) ,_o» (4.1.12)

and hence completes the solution for @ (r,, € 4’) in equation (4.1.6b).
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Cases (it), (iii). When {!/* < O(e), D satisfies the boundary value problem (4.1.7) in
the interior region A’ of the slick, wherein equation (4.8b) yields £ = 0 and v is given by
equation (4.1.9). Then, as in case (i), the velocities v,, v, are known in A, once D
(ry € A’) has been determined. The value of { at the film perimeter C is given by

Q= -2(0u,/0s + «xv,),_, (ry€C), (4.1.13)
but, otherwise, { remains undetermined in 4 (cf. (c), above).

Work of Miles [13]. When the fluid has fixed lateral boundaries with vertical generators,
Miles assumed that

Q=0 (ryeA), (4.1.14)
which satisfies equation (4.8b). Instead of the condition (4.10b), he took
n-yD=0 (r,€C), (4.1.15)

where n is a unit horizontal vector normal to the perimeter C. This follows from (4.7),
since v, = O(e) = g{* on C’. Outside the oscillatory layers at the boundaries, the linear
velocity field is irrotational, and g{*’ satisfies a homogeneous Helmholtz equation. In
consequence, it is readily found that a simple solution of the form v = Bg{*’ is possible,
where B is a complex constant. This clarifies Miles’ assumption of such a form, which,
however, is not generally valid for containers of variable depth. In the present context,
adoption of this expression for v would violate the condition (4.10b).

Progressive waves. With a view to application of the boundary value problem (4.1.7) to

specific geometries of films with weak parametric shear viscosity §, we first write
(u™), %) = (P,0)e'""® (P = cothh),
d(OO) — _iPei(l—x)
for propagating waves. Then, on setting
D = Pf(ry)e" +[im*/(1 — m?)] Pe't'=), (4.1.17)
the function f is related to the finite dimensions of the film, and, for { << 1, satisfies the
boundary value problem

(4.1.16)

Vi + mif=0 (n>0), (4.1.18)
= —[imz/(l —m?)] e (n =0). (41.19)

The film velocity is given by
v=-m2Pe"7f — [m*P/(1 — m?)]|ie"" . (4.1.20)
In the important limiting case |§ + i{} — oo, as when the molecular elements are closely
packed, m — 0 and it is seen from equations (4.1.17, 4.1.18, 4.1.19) that D — 0, so that

the slick is inextensible—its area is conserved, but its shape may change with time. This
extreme is now considered in some detail.

5. Inextensible slicks. In the limit £2 + {2 — oo, both D, which is the rate of extension
of a surfactant element per unit area, and f tend to zero. However, from equation (4.1.20),
the horizontal velocity of the surfactant molecules is given by

v, = lim {v}=-Pe'lim {m*vf}, (5.1)
m—0

g+




WAVE-INDUCED MOTION OF FINITE MONOMOLECULAR FILMS 45

so that stagnation of the film does not necessarily occur. In fact, as shown for infinitely-long
films in [3], horizontal immobility is exceptional.
If we set
lim { f/m?} = -iF, (5.2)
m—0
equations (4.1.18, 4.1.19) show that F is a harmonic function which satisfies the Dirichlet
problem

VIF=0 (n>0),} (5.3)

F=e¢"* (n=0).

Moreover, as already indicated, the horizontal component of velocity of the slick is
non-divergent,
D,= lim {D}= lim {v v} xe'viF=0. (5.4)
£+ 00 24820
Some specific examples are now considered.

(1) Two-dimensional theory. When the slick has uniform width b and length / — oo, as
measured in the x- and y-directions, respectively, F is a function of x only, and it is readily
found that the horizontal velocity field is spatially uniform,

v, = iPe""YF = i(P/b)(e "* — 1)ie", (5.5)
which is in agreement with [3], and partially confirms the boundary value problem (5.3)
for the inextensible slick of finite area. When b — oo, (5.5) shows that the slick is
horizontally-immobile, as deduced by Lamb [9] and others, and this static condition also
occurs if b = 2n7 (n=1,2,3,...). For b # 2nw, the slick oscillates to and fro, and has
constant width due to the non-divergent property.

(2) Circular slicks. We use polar co-ordinates such that x + iy = Re'®, with origin at the
centre of a circular slick of radius R. By use of the relation

0
e =Jy(R)+2 ) (-i)"J,(R)cosng (5.6)
n=1
involving Bessel functions J, of the first kind, the solution of the boundary value problem
(5.3) is readily obtained:

o0
F=Jy(R)+2Y (-i)"J,(R)(R/R)" cos ne. (5.7)
n=1
Some particular properties may be mentioned.
(i) When the radius is small compared with the wavelength, R < 1 and

vy, = [l - %iRcos¢ + O(ﬁz)]Pei', (5.8)
o, = | SiRsing + O(R)] per. (5.9)

The motion of the slick is essentially that of a speck, or flake, on a pure air-water
interface.
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(ii) At the other extreme when R >> 1, it is found from the asymptotic form of J,(R) as
R — oo that the slick is stationary:

v >0, v, >0 asR - oo, (5.10)

in agreement with (1), above, when b — co.
(iii) The slick is symmetrical about the x-axis, on which v;, = 0. Elsewhere, the
transverse, or y-, component of velocity is, in general, non-zero. At the centre of the slick,

(v1) ko = 2P [J1(R)/R]e", (5.11)

which is readily shown to be equal to the average value of v,, over both the perimeter C
(by potential theory) and the area A; that is,

1 2m 1 R 27
(le)R=o_ﬁ'/(; led(p_ﬁfo /0 v RARd . (5.12)
The motion at the centre of the circular slick is therefore of some significance as a spatial
average, and, in Fig. 1, the function

(01) R=ol/P = 217 (R)|/R, (5.13)
representing the ratio of the maximum velocity at the centre to that for a pure interface, is
plotted against R. By use of the identities

LRI(R) = £ ()" @n = 1), 1(R). JRAR) = X (1) 200, (R),

=1 n=1

[16, p. 18], we obtain
(le)R=E=P[iJO(R)—iJl(I_()]e” (¢=%$%)_

The corresponding ratio is also shown in Fig. 1 for these boundary points, and decreases
monotonically with R, in contrast with that at the mid-point. Conversely, for these
inextensible slicks, the centre is virtually motionless when the radius exceeds a wavelength
or so, but there remains significant displacement at the perimeter.

0 I I
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(3) Rectangular slicks. We consider a rectangular slick, of width b and length /, bounded
by the intersection of planes x = 0, x = b and y = + %/ with the horizontal plane z = 0.
The solution of the boundary value problem (5.3) is

-ib _ 1
F=[1+ % + Z B smTcosh'"’y (5.14)
n=1
where
262 {1 - e"’”(—l)”} nml
Bn— F 22 _ 2 h2b (b#nw), (5.15)
B, = —isech %1 (b = na), (5.16)
and the horizontal velocity components of the slick are given by
Py
v, = %[ -1+ Z nnB cos——B—coshn'”y} , (5.17)
n=1
tP nmy
vy, = Z nmB, sstmh b ) (5.18)
n=1
(1) When the width of the slick is much smaller than the wavelength, » < 1 and
v;, = P|1+ O(b)]e”
vy, = O(b) Pe"

for any value of the ratio b//. The presence of such a slick has virtually no effect on the
motion of the water within the oscillatory boundary layer.
(i1) At the intersection of the lines of symmetry of the slick,

Psin lb
2 ) -n" sech(mvrl/b) o
U7y ) x= = ———— 2b pi(t=1/20)
( lx) 1/2b,y=0 lb [ mzl 4m bz
2
(b#2mm), (5.20)
= (-1)"Pefsech 21 (b= 2m), (5.21)
whereas the average value of v, over 4 is given by

blf f‘l/;’ _dvdy = i(P/b)(e” — 1)e™, (5.22)

which is independent of /. The transverse component of velocity vanishes on the front
(x = 0) and rear (x = b) edges, and on y = 0; v,, = u!® = Pe'""® on y = + L If
=2ma(m=1,2,...),

mp i 1
v, = (~1)" Pe’cosh y sech %l (x = Eb); (5.23)
ifb=0C2m+ Dm,

vy, = (-1) " Pe''sinh y sech Ly (x = lb) (5.24)

2
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In (5.23), v;, is in phase with the velocity u®) = (~1)"Pe" at x = b; v, in (5.24) is out
of phase by 1= with the corresponding velocity u(®) = (-1)"iPe". The ratios v, /u‘* and
[v7,/ u{®)| are plotted against y for this median line of inextensible rectangular slicks in
Fig. 2.

(4) Approximate theory. Consider a long, narrow slick having a smooth perimeter C, but,
otherwise, of quite general shape. The orientation with respect to the direction of wave
propagation is arbitrary, and slow variations therein (due, for example, to drifting) are
ignored. The configuration is shown in Fig. 3, where the X-axis makes a positive angle 8§
(< $7) with the x-axis. On writing

F=e VsnG(X,Y), (5.25)
the boundary value problem for G is
0’G | 3G ., 0G .
%2 + 7 —2151n08Y —Gsin’§ =0 (n>0), (5.26)
G=e"*cosh (n =0).

Let the equation of C be X =b (Y) for X 2 0, and assume that |db,/dY| < 1. In
consequence, |0G/dY| should generally be much smaller than |0G/dX|, whence an
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approximate solution, based on the neglect of 3'G/0Y " (r = 1,2), is
e+ Oinh [( X — b_)sin 8] + e~*-*’sinh [(b,— X)sin 8]

= \ 5.27
G sinh [¢( Y )sin 8] (5.27)
where ¢(Y) = b,(Y) — b_(Y). The approximation is justified provided that
db (Y
} (Y)——| <1 and % < 1 (5.28)

the latter condition implies that this analysis usually fails in the vicinity of the extremities
of the slick. If # = 0, so that Y = y and the slick is broadside on to the wave direction,

op, = [iP/c(Y)][e " - e-"“”]e”,}

(5.29)
vy, = O(|v; de/dY)),

which is a simple extension of equation (5.5), and is analogous to “strip theory” in
aerodynamical wing-theory. The motion of molecular elements is essentially in the wave
direction. On the other hand, if § = 37, so that ¥ = x and the slick is elongated in the
direction of wave propagation,

(0100, = Peosh |y = 36+ 5,)]

i sinh [y— %(b_+ b+)])e"”")/cosh %c(y). (5.30)

Thus, horizontal components of molecular displacements are comparable, unless |5 ,(Y')]
< 1, in which case motion is predominantly in the wave direction. For general values of
0, it is readily found that, when |6 (V)| < 1,

G=1, 3G/3X = —icos8, 3dG/dY = —(dc/dY)/c(Y),
and that
vy = Pe’"®, vy, = O(|db./dY|) P. (5.31)
(5) Shape of the slick. As mentioned previously, the area of the slick is conserved whilst

the shape of the perimeter varies throughout the wave cycle. If the equation (averaged over
a wave period) of the boundary is y(x, y) = 0, the instantaneous equation is

Y(x, y) — aPe"(ZF)y=o- ¥y = 0. (5.32)

Thus, for a circular slick, the equation of C is

R-2aPe" ¥ (—l)"J,,(F)% cosné = R, (5.33)
n=1
which, when R < 1, reduces to
R + aPe'|icos ¢ + %ﬁcos 26| = R, (5.34)

provided that R > acoth h, so that second-order effects (in «) are negligible. If the term
in cos2¢ is ignored in equation (5.34), the perimeter is a circle, of radius R and centre
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x = aPsint, y = 0; retention of this term indicates that the boundary is an ellipse, having
this same centre, with axes of length R(2 — aPcost) and R(2 + aPcost) in the x- and
y-directions, respectively.

6. Extensible slicks. For general values of the elastic and viscous parameters § and {,,
we must solve the boundary value problem of equations (4.1.18, 4.1.19) involving the
Helmbholtz equation for f. In this case, both shape and area of the slick vary during wave
motion. We confine attention to circular slicks, for which it is found that

/= ~[im2P/(1 - m?)]
J,(R x . J(R
JolB) s Ry +2 3 (1)) aR) cos no|. (6.1)
JO(mR) n=1 ‘,n(mR)

The velocity of surfactant elements is obtained from equation (4.1.10), and, at the centre
of the slick,

J(R) v
0 ) g = |mP/(1 — m? L~ m e 6.2
(0) gmo = [mP/( )][Jl(mR) ] (6.2)
If R < 1and|mR < 1,
1- 1-2m?= v
(UX)R=0=P(1 - §R2+ sz—‘RA-f- ...)e”, (6.3)
and deviates only slightly from the inextensible expression.
The perimeter C is represented by
— 9 .
R=R +a[im'2# +{im*P/(1 — mz)}cos¢>e""] =_e”, (6.4)
which, when R < 1 and |m|R < 1, gives
R=R —aP{icos¢ + %ﬁ cos2¢p — %iﬁz(cosqb + cos 3¢)]e”, (6.5)

so that effects of finite visco-elastic properties, which enter at O(R?), are small, and the
slick behaves very much as in the inextensible limit.
The area A(¢) of the slick is readily found:

_ Jo(R)Jy(mR)

A(t)=7r§2+[27raPm§/(l —mz)][mjl(ﬁ) T (mR)

}e”, (6.6)
whence, asymptotic expansions of Bessel functions give

- 1 — _ _

sz[l + §aPm2R2e”] (R < 1,|m|R < 1),

=/ = 2\ — 3 — 1
A(1) ’URZ[l +aP(—_-) i {mcos(R——'rr)+icos<R——w)}e"]
7R 1—m? 4 4

(R>1,|mR>1).
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6.1. Viscous dissipation. We recall that the propagating waves are assumed to be strictly
periodic in time (§2), and seek an estimate of the direct effect, in the form of viscous
damping, of the surface film on their spatial attenuation.

Thus, consider the energy equation for the fluid within a fixed vertical cylinder V,
extending over the whole depth and having a small rectangular cross-section with sides of
length 8x and 8y parallel to the x- and y-axes, respectively. Since the energy of this fluid is
constant in time, an approximation for the local wave amplitude, A(x, y) say, is obtained
as follows. The dominant part of the energy flux, averaged over a wave period, out of the
vertical sides of V is given by

2h + sinh2h

0
8 _ u x+6xdz ~
yf_,,[ Pl 8 sinh %

where p,, denotes the fluid pressure (beyond the oscillatory boundary layers) due to the
wave motion. Also, the dominant part of D, the mean rate of viscous dissipation of energy
of the fluid in V, arises from the vortical layers at the bottom and at the free surface
(provided that V pierces the slick). From the bottom layer, it is found that

[4%(x, y) — A% (x + 6x, )]y, (6.1.1)

D, = 2-3/2eax8y]g,§°°>]2 = 273/2%85x8yA* cosech? h (6.1.2)
(cf. equation (6.1.3) and set v = 0), and, from the surface layer,
D, = 2'3/288x8y9?{ g™ = o]> +(1 + i)(g(“” - Q) . Q*} (6.1.3)
(cf. equation (4.12a) of [13]), where v* is the complex conjugate of v. However
9?{(1 + i)(g(“” - Q) '(t_I‘°°) - Q)*} = gg’g(oo) - le,
whence (6.1.3) can be written as a linear expression in p, viz,
D, = 2'3/288x8y9?{(1 + i)((_1‘°°> - Q) . (_]‘°°)*}, (6.1.4)
from which equations (4.1.9), (4.1.16) and (4.1.17) give
D, = 273/%P24%x8yR { (1 + i)[m 2edf/ax +(1 - m») ']} (6.1.9)

Then, from equations (6.1.1), (6.1.2) and (6.1.5), the local wave-attenuation rate within the
interior of the film is given by

la4 _ 21/2El + %{(1 + i)[m_zeixaf/ax +(1 ~ mz)_I]}coshzh.

Aox 27 + smh 2k (6.1.6)
For inextensible slicks, m — 0, and we have
104 _ ., 1+ cosh’h + Z{(1 — i)e™dF/dx }cosh?h
Aox = 2E 2h + sinh2h ‘ (6.1.7)
In the two-dimensional theory, the solution of equations (4.1.18) and (4.1.19) is
f=~[im*/(1 = m*)][e "*sin mx — sin m(x — b)]cosec mb, (6.1.8)

whence integration of (6.1.6) yields

[log 4128 = -2%¢[y, + #(v4 + v.,)] /(2h + sinh2h), (6.1.9)
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where
Yh = l’
v, = b[(1 +i)/(1 — m?)]cosh?h,
Y,y = 2m[(l +i)/(1 - m2)2] (cos b — cos mb)cosec mb coshh.

Equation (6.1.9) represents an estimate of the reduction in amplitude experienced by the
wave in passing across the entire slick. The quantities y, and v, = y,; + v,, are associated
with damping in the bottom and surface boundary layers, respectively; vy, corresponds to
an unbounded slick (b — o¢), so that y,, represents the effect of finite width. In the
inextensible case,

¥, =1, Ry, = bcosh?h, Ry, = 2b™*(cos b — 1)cosh 4,

so that the contribution due to finite width (hence, to horizontal, spatially-uniform motion
of the slick) tends to reduce wave damping, unless b = 2nw (n = 1,2, 3,...), although this
effect of finiteness is significant only when b is less than about 3, or, in other words, the
wavelength exceeds about twice the width of the slick. Thus, for example, in deep-water
conditions, a single inextensible slick is, in general, more effective in damping waves than
a number of smaller slicks of the same total width.

Numerical example. In the two-dimensional case, we illustrate the dissipative influence
of an inextensible film, of width 200m, in water of depth 16m and having kinematic
viscosity » = 0.01 cm?sec™!. The percentage loss of the square of the wave amplitude due
to passage of the wave across the film, viz.

1 _(Az)x=b/(A2)x=0~

which is a measure of the wave energy deficit, is found from equation (6.1.9) to be about
1.1% and 26.4% for deep-water waves of length 29.5m (period 4.35 sec) and 4.3m (period
1.67 sec), respectively. The chosen data corresponds very closely to some of the measure-
ments reported in [8; cf. Fig. 4] and made in the North Sea. Direct comparison is not
possible for a variety of reasons, e.g. observations include additional damping effects due
to modification of wind input and of wave-wave interactions, directionality of the wave
field, non-uniformity of the film. Nevertheless, it seems worth recording that the measure-
ments yield values of about 92% and 79% for the ratio of the wave energy in the slick area

Bl to that in the “nonslick” area C, (see Fig. 3a of [8]), corresponding to “wave
attenuations” of 8% and 21% for the above longer and shorter waves, respectively.

7. Concluding remarks. Boundary-layer techniques and, in the case of weak shear
viscosities {, << 1 for the film, the vanishing (to lowest order) of the horizontal divergence
D at the “perimeter” C’, have facilitated the determination of the oscillatory velocity v of
an idealized insoluble slick of intermediate visco-elastic parameters £, {,. For a specific
configuration and known m(§, {,), knowledge of v enables calculation of various film
characteristics, particularly (a) elliptical orbits of the horizontal molecular motion, and (b)
energy dissipated within the oscillatory layer adjacent to 4. From (b), estimates may be
found for the total viscous damping when a wave propagates through a region containing
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either one large slick, as indicated in §6.1, or (say) a non-uniform distribution of small or
medium slicks (cf. [8, p. 436]).

Other extensions of the present work may prove possible, e.g. to soluble films or to
second-order drift, and consideration of a model for films of small, but finite, thickness
might be viable.

Appendix A. Boundary conditions at the edge of the film. It is readily found from [14,
pp. 156-158; 15, pp. 230-235] that the linearized condition at the edge, C, of the film may
be written as

[T +(ng—m)dive]n +n,[(n X curlv) + 2(n- ¥)u] =0 (ry€ C); (A1)

see, also, [6, pp. 354-355] for the case with , = 0. Components of (Al) in directions
normal and tangential to C give the following dimensional forms of boundary conditions:

T, +(n,—n,)D + 2q9v,/0n =0 (A2a)

,(& — 20v,/9n) = 0 } (£ € C). (A2b)

wherein @ = k - curl o,
D = divy = dv,/9s — kv, + dv,/0n  (ry € C),

and « denotes the curvature of C, positive for centres of curvature having » > 0. Thus,
equation (A2a) can be expressed non-dimensionally, via equation (4.4), as

e_lTl +(§d + gs)D = 2§s(avs/as - Kvn) (!H = C) (A3)

Within the linearized framework for insoluble slicks, i:T; = ¢£D by equation (3.4), whence
(A3) reduces to

I,=0 (!}1 € C) (Ad)
in each of the following cases:

1.§, =0,

2. slicks, of uniform width and unlimited length, having edges parallel to straight
wave-crests, allowing a rwo-dimensional theory, [3],

3. {, — oo, with £ and {, finite, whence it is readily shown from equation (3.6) that
T =0= D (ry € A), so that this is an inextensible limiting case. [We note that £ - oo,
with {, and {| finite, yields D = 0 (r,; € C) and, in consequence, D = 0 (r,; € A), so that
this is also an inextensible limit. However, by (A3), we then have T} # 0 (r; € C), in
general.]

Equation (A4), expressing the vanishing of the surface tension at the curved line of
contact of water and contaminant, is equivalent to the static requirement, as mentioned in

2].

Appendix B. Transition region: velocity v(r;,, t) for the film. When the film parameters
£, ¢, and {, are O(1) on the scale of e, the shortest length-scale (in the plane z = 0) for the
transition region is O(e), and is measured normal to C, provided that k! > ¢. Thus, if we
introduce a stretched variable

N=ns/e (ry€ Ar), (B1)
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the dominant terms in equation (3.6) yield
0%/dN? = O(e?) (B2)
within the transition region, 4, of the film. Consequently, the major part, O(1), of v does
not vary rapidly within A, and
v= limy (ry € Az) (B3)

correct to O(1). Therefore, both D and & are O(1) in A, whence (3.6) shows that their
major parts are independent of N, that is

D= lim D, Q= lim Q (r, € Ag). (B4)

N—oc N=oc
From either (B2) or the expression § = dv,/9n — dv,/ds — kv, in A, we deduce that the
major part of dv,/9n is O(1) and independent of N, that is

dv,/0n = lim duv,/dn  (r;, € Arz). (B5)
N—-o

Thus, to the present order of working, the boundary conditions (A2a,b) may be applied at
the “perimeter” C’ of the interior region A’ of the slick,

(¢+i¢)D = 2i¢ (dv,/9s — xv,,)
£ = 29v,/0n

(Bé6a)

} ([1/ € C/)’ (B6b)

on account of equations (B3), (B4) and (B5).

By formulating the linearized boundary-layer version, in terms of stretched variables
N = n/e, Z = z /¢, of the three-dimensional boundary value problem for p and g in the
transition region TR of the water, it is readily found (cf. [4]) that

dp/dN =0 =203p/3Z. (B7)

Hence, when ¢, < 1, the boundary value problem for g, — ¢{*’ is homogeneous in TR (cf.
equation (B2)), and, at O(1),

p=r", q,=4 (reTR). (B8)

In particular, the tangential component of the film velocity, v,, is simply the tangential
component of velocity of the water just beyond the oscillatory layer.

Appendix C. Weak slicks. When the visco-elastic parameters are so small that
€+ g1 <1, |m|>1, (C1)

the effect of the surfactant on the velocity field is relatively slight, except near the film
perimeter C. In fact, in the water, the leading term in g,; within the whole oscillatory layer
is simply ¢{. It is apparent that the value of |£ + i{| relative to & (p,/p)e, €%,... is
significant._ Consequently, it is advantageous to write

g=q¢ +2 (C2)

for these weak slicks, where g’ is the known velocity corresponding to the exact linear
solution for waves on a clean interface, [5], and % 1s the small addition due to the slick.
Near C, equation (3.6) shows that |[¢ + i{|'/? is an important parameter, and that
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Q% = v — ¢q'§) is expected to change rapidly over distances, normal to C, O(|m|™'/?) and
O(¢). For illustrative purposes, suppose that {!/? < ¢ (see §4.1). Then there are three
cases, according as

(i) 1> &+ V2> ¢, (i) &+ ig]V? = 0(e),
(iii) |& + it)V? < e. (C3)

When (i) applies, there is a further boundary-layer region, AA say, of scale kA =
O(|¢ + i¢|'/?), which is essentially located within 4" and adjacent to C’, and whose width
is much greater than that, O(e), of Ar¢. In case (ii), this boundary-layer region coincides
with A, whilst, for the slicks of case (iii), it is embedded in A,,. Cases (ii) and (iii)
correspond to very weak slicks, and the dominant part of v in the more important case (i)
can be determined via introduction of a boundary-layer variable N, = |m|n in region A 4.
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