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The interplay between phase separation and wetting of multicomponent mixtures is ubiquitous
in nature and technology and recently gained significant attention across scientific disciplines, due
to the discovery of biomolecular condensates. It is well understood that sessile droplets, undergoing
phase separation in a static wetting configuration, exhibit microdroplet nucleation at their contact
lines, forming an oil ring during later stages. However, very little is known about the dynamic
counterpart, when phase separation occurs in a non-equilibrium wetting configuration, i.e., spreading
droplets. Here we report that liquid-liquid phase separation strongly couples to the spreading
motion of three-phase contact lines. Thus, the classical Cox-Voinov law is not applicable anymore,
because phase separation adds an active spreading force beyond the capillary driving. Intriguingly,
we observe that spreading starts well before any visible nucleation of microdroplets in the main
droplet. Using high-speed ellipsometry, we further demonstrate that surface forces cause an even
earlier nucleation in the wetting precursor film around the droplet, initiating the observed wetting
transition. We expect our findings to enrich the fundamental understanding of phase separation
processes that involve dynamical contact lines and/or surface forces, with implications in a wide
range of applications, from oil recovery or inkjet printing to material synthesis and biomolecular
condensates.

Introduction.—Phase separation or demixing of homo-
geneous liquid mixtures into two or more distinct phases
frequently occurs in nature and everyday life, and crit-
ically impacts a variety of engineering applications [1],
such as oil recovery [2], inkjet printing [3], and materials
synthesis [4]. In most practical situations, phase separa-
tion processes occur in heterogeneous environments, i.e.,
in contact with surfaces, because the interaction with
surfaces facilitates nucleation [5]. Thus the interplay of
phase separation and wetting is often nontrivial and can
not be ignored [6, 7]. For instance, the wettability of
rock surfaces can strongly affect separation efficiency of
the crude oil-water mixture for recovering oil from un-
derground reservoirs [2]. Even for a single-component
liquid, the kinetics of phase transition between different
liquid states can be altered by the presence of solid sur-
faces [8, 9]. In addition to technical applications, coexis-
tence of phase separation and wetting is found in biolog-
ical settings. A typical example is the protein condensa-
tion, a key process for living cells to form membraneless
organelles [10, 11], which happens not only in bulk cyto-
plasm, but frequently on surfaces like the nucleus, micro-
tubuli, and lipid bilayers [12, 13]. In the latter case, the
wetting properties of biological membranes plays an es-
sential role, for instance, in regulating autophagy of the
phase-separated compartments [14].

Earlier studies have revealed the physical mechanisms
of heterogeneous nucleation, such as the effect of par-
ticle sizes and surface properties on the nucleation effi-
ciency [15, 16], or the impact of preferential wetting on
spinodal decomposition in binary liquid mixtures [7, 17–
19]. Recent work has demonstrated how selective evapo-
ration of sessile droplets in various static wetting config-
urations modulates nucleation and coarsening processes,
e.g., in evaporating ternary Ouzo drops [20, 21]. Most

of those studies focus on the aspect of static wetting,
i.e., pinned three-phase contact line conditions [15–23].
Therefore, it remains unclear how the dynamic coun-
terpart, e.g., moving contact lines [24–26] interact with
phase separation, despite its abundance in many natural
and industrial scenarios.

Here we explore the interplay between phase separa-
tion and wetting dynamics, using droplets of an evap-
orating, non-ideal, binary liquid mixture with a well-
defined miscibility gap on complete wetting substrates.
We adopt droplets of water and glycol ethers as a model
system that exhibits a lower critical solution temperature
(LCST) close to room temperature (see Supplementary
Information, Fig. S1 and Table S1). In the one-phase re-
gion, due to solutal Marangoni flows, the droplet main-
tains a quasi-stationary, contracted state with a nonzero
apparent contact angle θapp and a high mobility, i.e.,
an unpinned contact line [27–34] (Fig. 1a). We then
trigger phase separation by driving the droplet into the
miscibility gap, by heating and/or selective evaporation
(Fig. 1b,c). Surprisingly, upon liquid-liquid phase sepa-
ration, we see actively driven droplet spreading. Notably,
spreading occurs before any visible nucleation of micro-
droplets in the main drop. High-speed ellipsometry re-
veals an even earlier phase separation in the precursor
film around the droplet, evidencing the strong coupling
of phase separation and surface forces, which leads to the
observed wetting transition.

Experimental setup and system.— To heat droplets in
a precise manner, we built a computer-controlled heating
system, which was mounted on top of an inverted micro-
scope (Nikon Eclipse Ti2E). As substrates, we used pre-
cision microscopy coverslips (VWR, thickness 0.17 mm)
and one-side frosted microscopy slides (Corning, thick-
ness 0.96 ∼ 1.06 mm), cleaned by piranha solution or

ar
X

iv
:2

20
2.

09
14

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

of
t]

  1
8 

Fe
b 

20
22



2

FIG. 1. Experimental system and setup. (a) Schematic cross-
section of an evaporating binary droplet on complete wetting
surfaces, with a non-zero apparent contact angle due to so-
lutal Marangoni flows. (b) Zoom to the contact line region
before and during phase separation, triggered by heating the
substrate. (c) Schematic phase diagram of a binary-liquid
system with a lower critical solution temperature (LCST).
Upon heating from the one-phase region 1○ to two-phase re-
gion 2○, the mixture separates into two phases 3○ and 4○.
(d) Schematic of the experimental setup, with simultaneous
observation from the side and below. (e) Apparent contact
angle θapp (green) and surface tension γLV (red) of the DPnP-
water mixture versus DPnP mass fraction φ on complete wet-
ting surfaces at T ∼ 20 oC.

plasma treatment to generate complete wetting surfaces,
or by ethanol for partially wetted surfaces. Droplets of
initial volumes Ω = 0.5–2 µL were deposited onto the
substrates and then heated at a controlled rate. Bottom-
view and side-view images were simultaneously recorded
by a high-speed camera (Phantom VEO 4K-L, 50 – 500
fps) on the microscope and a CMOS camera (Point Grey
Grasshopper2, 27 fps) attached to a telecentric lens, re-
spectively (Fig. 1d). We used binary mixtures of wa-
ter (“Milli-Q”, resistivity 18 MΩ cm) and di(propylene
glycol) propyl ether (DPnP, Sigma-Aldrich, ≥ 98.5%,
mass fraction φ), unless stated otherwise (see Methods
for more experimental details). Fig. 1(e) shows appar-
ent contact angle θapp (green) and surface tension γLV

(red) versus φ of our DPnP-water mixture in the one-
phase region on completely wetted substrates. How-
ever, the apparent contact angles are quasi-statically
non-zero: the single-phase water-rich binary mixture ex-
hibits strong Marangoni-contraction, whereas the glycol
ether-rich mixture shows autophobing [35]. What hap-
pens when the droplet is now forced into the two-phase
region (Fig. 1b,c)?

Abrupt spreading.—We begin with investigating the

macroscopic dynamics by heating droplets in pinned and
unpinned situations, i.e., partially and completely wet-
ted, respectively. Fig. 2(a) illustrates a typical image se-
quence of a 1 µL DPnP-water binary droplet with φ = 0.1
heated on a completely wetted substrate. During heating
the substrate, we first observe enhanced contraction (see
Fig. 2a 0–6.5 s, Fig. 2b), owing to the increased selective
evaporation and thus intensified Marangoni flows. How-
ever, surprisingly, above a certain temperature (TC ∼
37 oC), a sharp transition into an abrupt spreading mo-
tion is observed (Fig. 2a 6.5–9.2 s, Fig. 2b). Shortly
thereafter, droplet spreading is accompanied by nucle-
ation and growth of DPnP-rich microdroplets (Fig. 2a
9.2 s, Supplementary Video S1). In contrast, droplets
on the partially wetted surfaces phase-separate in their
bulk as temperature increases, without any apparent
change of droplet radius (Supplementary Video S2). This
latter scenario is consistent with previous reports on
evaporation-driven phase separation (segregation) of bi-
nary [36, 37] or ternary droplets [20, 21] that are subject
to contact line pinning.

As a control experiment without phase separation, for
instance to clarify the impact of thermal (Marangoni)
convection [32, 38–40], we replace DPnP with a glycol of
similar surface activity, propylene glycol (φ = 0.1, Sigma-
Aldrich, ≥ 99.5%) [27, 28]. Note that water and propy-
lene glycol are well miscible, meaning that their mixture
does not exhibit liquid-liquid phase separation through-
out our experimental conditions. In this case, we only
see an enhanced contraction and no spreading motion,
during the heating process.

Impact of phase separation on spreading.—For pure
liquids, the dynamics of advancing contact lines follows
the classical Cox-Voinov law [41, 42]

θ3app − θ3eq = 9 Ca ln

(
α
lo
li

)
, (1)

where θapp and θeq denote the dynamical apparent con-
tact angle and the equilibrium contact angle, respec-
tively. Ca = µUCL/γLV is the capillary number, µ
the dynamic viscosity, and UCL the speed of the mov-
ing contact line. α is a nonuniversal numerical constant,
and lo and li indicate an outer (macroscopic) and an in-
ner (microscopic) length [26, 43]. Fig. 2(c) shows the
dependence of θ3app − θ3eq on Ca and, on the inset, on
UCL, for phase-separating DPnP-water (φ = 0.1, light
green and φ = 0.15, dark green), toluene (dark gray) and
water (light gray) droplets, respectively. Here, for the
DPnP-water mixtures, toluene and water, θeq are ∼ 6.1o

(φ = 0.1), ∼ 6.3o (φ = 0.15), ∼ 5.5o and ∼ 2.7o, re-
spectively. As expected, experimental data of toluene
and water collapse onto a master curve (black straight
line), following the Cox-Voinov law (Eq. 1). Surpris-
ingly, we observe a deviation from the Cox-Voinov law for
the phase-separating binary droplets, evidencing a direct
coupling of phase separation to the spreading process.
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FIG. 2. Active spreading of a 1 µL phase-separating DPnP-water droplet on a substrate heated at ∼ 1.8 oC/s. (a) Image
sequence of the side aspect of the droplet (φ = 0.1) (left) together with the bottom view of the contact line region (right). Scale
bars are 0.25 mm. (b) Droplet radius R versus time t and temperature T as color code. ts marks the onset of spreading. (c)
θ3app − θ3eq versus the capillary number Ca for phase-separating DPnP-water (φ = 0.1 & 0.15, light & dark green, respectively),
compared to simple fluids toluene and water (dark and light grey, respectively). Simple fluids follow the Cox-Voinov law Eq. (1),
collapsing onto a single line of slope 1 (black line). Inset: same data, as function of the physical UCL (also see Supplementary
Information, Fig. S3). (d) High-resolution images of the contact line region. Spreading (direction indicated by the arrow) starts
first, followed by nucleation and growth of microdroplets. Scale bars are 50 and 10 µm for main and zoom panels, respectively.

We find larger capillary numbers during phase separa-
tion, and a power law with an exponent greater than
1 that increases as the glycol-ether mass fraction is in-
creased. Thus, phase separation accelerates spreading
(Fig. 2c).

Of course, there is no single well-defined capillary ve-
locity, Ucap = γLV /µ for a droplet with ongoing phase
separation, since in general, the two phases exhibit dif-
ferent viscosities, and an emulsion may, on top, show
non-Newtonian behavior [44]. Nonetheless, it is instruc-
tive to non-dimensionalize the contact line velocity UCL

with a characteristic value that is representative for the
given situation. We measure surface tensions and viscosi-
ties in water-rich (φ = 0.1 and 0.15) and the correspond-
ing DPnP-rich one-phase regions at the temperature that
droplet starts spreading, obtaining for φ = 0.1 capillary
velocities ∼ 40 m/s and ∼ 6.5 m/s, respectively, and for
φ = 0.15 capillary velocities ∼ 18 m/s and ∼ 4.2 m/s,
respectively. In Fig. 2(c), we use the value for the water-
rich phase, which corresponds to the initial condition for
the abrupt spreading and the volumetrically dominating
phase throughout this process. The presence of glycol
ether-rich microdroplets would increase the apparent vis-
cosity (Supplementary Information, Fig. S2). Thus the
curves are a lower bound for the actual capillary num-
ber. In the Supplementary Information, we also depict
the range of possible capillary numbers (Fig. S3).

To identify phase separation near the contact line, we

further record bright-field images at higher spatial res-
olution at ×40 magnification (NA 0.60). As previously
observed for pinned droplets [20], microdroplets nucleate
and grow at the contact line region (Fig. 2d and Sup-
plementary Video S3). However, microdroplets appear
only around 0.44 s after the onset of contact line motion
(Supplementary Information, Fig. S4). We confirm the
generality of this phenomenon in our experimental sys-
tem, using a wide range of heating rates (0.9, 0.3 oC/s),
different mass fractions of DPnP (φ = 0.05, 0.15), as well
as binary mixtures made up of water and different gly-
col ethers (TPnP, DPnB) (Supplementary Information,
Fig. S5). Nucleation is quantified in the images by the
average pixel-wise absolute deviation of the intensity in
the contact line region from a reference image, a signal
that grows rapidly at the point of nucleation (Figs. S4
and S5). This suggests physicochemical changes at the
contact line or outside the main droplet, i.e., in the ad-
sorbed precursor film, before the visible (macroscopic)
phase separation occurs in the main droplet (Fig. 3a,b).

Impact of surface forces on phase separation.—Based
on above observations (Fig. 2d), we hypothesize that sur-
face forces drive an earlier change within the precursor
film by promoting liquid-liquid phase separation. In our
system, surface forces are mainly due to van der Waals
interactions across the three phases, air/liquid/substrate,
which can be quantified in the form of a disjoining pres-
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sure [45]

Π(h) =
A

6πh3
, (2)

where A ∼ −10−20J, the Hamaker constant [45]. Thus,
for Eq. (2) to attain values significant to chemical equi-
librium, h ∼ O(1 nm) is required, a typical thickness of
a precursor film [25]. For complete wetting conditions,
surface forces are repulsive, i.e., Π(h) < 0, giving rise to
a reduced pressure in the precursor film, pf = p∞+Π(h)
where p∞ is the ambient pressure. Pressure is a key fac-
tor in chemical equilibrium and well-known to modify the
location of phase boundaries [46]. To this end, we conjec-
ture that inside the precursor film, the reduced pressure
pf lowers the thermodynamical demixing boundary of
the binary mixture, and therefore promotes phase sep-
aration. Literature data for mixtures of water and 2-
butoxyethanol shows that the LCST decreases with pres-
sure [47, 48].

To demonstrate the impact of the disjoining pressure
on phase separation, we use high-speed in situ ellipsome-
try, which allows for detecting subtle variations of thick-
ness or refractive index in molecularly thin films [49, 50]
(see Methods and Supplementary Information, Fig. S6).
Figs. 3(c-f) show the ellipsometric angle ∆ (symbols) as a
function of time relative to the onset of spreading, t− ts,
at three different heating rates (0.5, 0.25, and 0 oC/min,
panels c-e, respectively). Note that phase separation also
occurs at constant temperatures above the LCST, due to
selective evaporation (panels e & f). For panels c-e, the
measurement spot is located at a distance d ≈ 0.5 mm
away from the macroscopic contact line (see Fig. 3a, and
Fig. S6). For panel f, the distance is around 5 mm.

Long before the onset of spreading (t− ts <∼ −20 s), we
find a fluctuating ∆. We attribute this to the fluctuations
in the evaporation/condensation equilibrium between the
vapor and the hydrophilic surface [35], which is also ob-
served when placing a pendant droplet above a fully
wetted substrate (Supplementary Information, Fig. S7).
Around t− ts ∼ −20 s, we observe an abrupt increase of
∆, which is small but distinguishable from noise and re-
produced in all repetitions of these experiments. Another
∼ 5 − 10 s later, we see a rapid decrease of ∆. On the
contrary, at a large distance to the droplet (comparable
to its radius), we do not observe any measurable change
in the ellipsometric signal (panel f).

Our results clearly evidence the existence of a composi-
tion or morphology variation in the precursor close to the
droplet, ahead of any macroscopically visible effect, most
probably caused by earlier nucleation in the precursor
film. This variation is sensitive to the distance d from the
macroscopic contact line, since the precursor film is, due
to its microscopic thickness, always very close to equi-
librium with the vapor above it, and the vapor density
around an evaporating droplet decays ∼ 1/d [51, 52]. Far
from the contact line, the less volatile DPnP molecules

FIG. 3. Analysis of the precursor film around the main
droplet. (a) Schematic cross-section of the micro/nano-scopic
contact line region. h and d denote film thickness and distance
to the contact line, respectively. (b) High-resolution images
of the contact line region 0.2 s before and 0.8 s after the onset
of spreading at ts (scale bar 20 µm). (c-f) Ellipsometric an-
gle ∆ (symbols) measured at distance d to the contact line,
and temperature T (red lines), vs. t − ts: three different
heating rates of 0.5, 0.25, and 0 oC/min at d ∼ 0.5 mm (c-e,
respectively), and 0 oC/min at d ∼ 5 mm (f). For constant
T ∼ 26.5 oC (panels e & f), phase separation is triggered by
selective evaporation. Vertical (grey) lines are a guide to the
eye.

are outnumbered by the more volatile water molecules,
which are abundant in the atmosphere due to the nat-
ural humidity. As such, the phase boundary is hardly
ever reached far from the droplet, even though the pre-
cursor film becomes much thinner [53]. We note here
that no visible increase of ∆ could be observed for large
heating rates >∼ 1.2 oC/min (Supplementary Information,
Fig. S8), for which the effect is probably beyond the sam-
pling period (∼ 0.8 s) of our ellipsometer.

Preferential wetting in the two-phase region.—Finally,
to rationalize on which surface (solid-liquid or liquid-
vapor) nucleation first emerges, we test the wetting pref-
erence of water-rich and glycol ether-rich droplets on ei-
ther surface. Here, mutually saturated water-rich and
DPnP-rich phases are extracted from bottom and top
phases of a well equilibrated DPnP-water mixture at 1:1
mass ratio, respectively (Methods). A water-rich droplet
in a DPnP-rich outer phase (green, Fig. 4a) preferentially
wets the clean glass, spreading to small contact angles.
Exchanging droplet and outer phases (red, Fig. 4b), the
contact angle remains large, close to 180 degrees. In both
cases, buoyancy is used to push the droplet against the
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FIG. 4. Preferential wetting of the two mutually saturated liq-
uid phases at the interface with glass and air: contact angle vs.
time (main panel) and side aspects of the immersed droplets
(insets). (a) Water-rich droplet spreading on hydrophilic glass
in a DPnP-rich ambient phase (green circles). (b) DPnP-rich
droplet dewetted from hydrophilic glass (located above the
droplet to have buoyancy pushing the drop against the glass)
in a water-rich ambient phase (red square). (c) DPnP-rich
droplet spreading at the free surface of a water-rich ambi-
ent phase (blue diamonds). Red dashed lines represent the
surface location, and scale bars are 0.5 mm.

substrate, which is thus located above the droplet in the
latter case. The opposite behavior is observed at the
liquid-air interface, where the DPnP-rich phase spreads
along the free surface (blue, Fig. 4c, see also Supplemen-
tary Information, Fig. S9 for additional cases on fully and
partially wetted substrates). These observations suggest
that the glycol ether-rich phase nucleates initially at the
liquid-air interface, before microdroplets appear in the
bulk of the main droplet or at the substrate surface.

Although these observations can not readily be trans-
ferred to the precursor region, where the presence of
three phases in close proximity leads to strong surface
forces that may alter wetting preferences, it renders a
“leaking-out” [54] of DPnP rather unlikely. Instead, an
increased water fraction in the precursor film would be
expected. Yet, there the phase change appears well be-
fore the spreading or visible microdroplet nucleation.

Discussion and conclusions.—In contrast to binary or
ternary droplets on partially wetted surfaces with pinned
contact lines [20, 21, 36, 37, 55–60], here we report un-
expected spreading of phase-separating binary-mixture
droplets on fully wetted surfaces with free contact lines.
Interestingly, we find that Cox-Voinov law is not appli-
cable anymore for such droplets, because phase sepa-
ration accelerates the speed of moving contact line. A
closer inspection of the contact line region reveals that
the nucleation in the main droplet occurs later than the
advancing motion of contact line. We argue that sur-
face forces inside the wetting precursor shift the thermo-
dynamic phase boundary considerably, promoting phase

separation well in advance to the observed spreading or
bulk droplet behavior, which we verify by ellipsometric
measurements. We demonstrate that the nucleating (gly-
col ether-rich) phase has a strong wetting preference for
the liquid-air interface. We therefore conclude that, when
the binary mixture is pushed into the two-phase region,
surface forces facilitate phase separation at the free sur-
face, in nanoscopic proximity to the contact line. It is
this earlier phase separation that drives the contracted
droplet away from stationary state and changes the force
balance at the three-phase contact line [27, 28], thus caus-
ing the active spreading. It is worth noting that no ap-
parent spreading motion can be seen when starting with
droplets on the glycol ether-rich side of the miscible re-
gion, such as DPnP with φ = 0.8 (see Supplementary
Video S4). Here, the free surface would already be ether-
rich, and no abrupt change in surface energies is expected
upon phase separation. Further, the molecular autopho-
bicity of glucol ethers on glass may prevent the droplet
from spreading over its own adsorbed film, causing con-
tact line pinning [35, 53].

To summarize, we have demonstrated that the strong
coupling between phase separation, moving contact lines,
and surface forces results in forced spreading on complete
wetting surfaces, well beyond the capillarity-dissipation
balance of Cox-Voinov spreading. Our work shows ex-
perimentally the crucial roles of phase separation and
surface forces in dynamic multi-phase systems, motivat-
ing future studies to reveal the molecular processes and a
theoretical understanding of these observations [61]. We
expect these findings to enrich also the fundamental un-
derstanding of active wetting transitions in tissue mor-
phogenesis [62], phase separation nano-engineering appli-
cations [63–65], or liquid-liquid phase separation dynam-
ics in cell biology [10, 11].
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for Complex Fluid Dynamics. Y.C. acknowledges sup-
port through an Alexander von Humboldt Fellowship.
We also would like to thank L. D. Rodriguez, A. Barthel,
W. Keiderling, K. Hantke, J. Chateau and H. Jeon for
assistance with the experiments.

Methods

Preparation of the substrates.—Microscopy coverslips
(VWR, 24 × 24 mm, thickness 0.17 mm) or one-side
frosted microscopy slides (Corning, 75 × 25 mm, thick-
ness 0.96–1.06 mm) were treated with either ethanol,
plasma, or piranha solutions before use. For ethanol
cleaning, the substrates were sonicated in ethanol for 20
min, and then stored in fresh water (“Milli-Q”, resistiv-
ity 18 MΩ cm). For plasma cleaning, the substrate was
cleaned in an acetone solution in the ultrasonic bath for
15 min, sonicated in ethanol solution for 15 min, and then
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rinsed with deionized water, dried in the oven, and finally
treated with oxygen plasma (Harrick Plasma) for ∼ 3
min. For piranha cleaning, the substrates were treated
in piranha solutions (hydrogen peroxide 30% and sulfu-
ric acid 95%, VWR, mixture 1:3 by volume) for 20 min.
Then, the substrates were rinsed with fresh water for five
times, sonicated in hot water (∼ 80 oC) for 10 min, and
stored in fresh water. The ethanol and piranha cleaned
substrates were used on the day of preparation, and dried
with a nitrogen drying gun in a laminar flow hood imme-
diately before each measurement. The plasma-cleaned
substrate was used immediately after preparation.

Preparation of the binary mixtures.—For binary solu-
tions, we prepared a mixture consisting of water (“Milli-
Q” water, resistivity 18 MΩ cm) and one of the following
glycol ethers: di(propylene glycol) propyl ether (DPnP,≥
98.5%), tri(propylene glycol) propyl ether (TPnP, 97%),
and di(propylene glycol) butyl ether (DPnB, ≥ 98.5%)
or a typical glycol: propylene glycol (≥ 99.5%). For
spreading of pure liquids, we use “Milli-Q” water and
toluene (≥ 99.9%). All chemicals were purchased from
Sigma-Aldrich. The corresponding experimental phase
diagrams of water and glycol ether mixture (data from
Ref. [66]) are shown in Fig. S1 (Supplementary Informa-
tion), and the basic physicochemical parameters of gly-
col ethers at room temperature (∼ 25 oC) from existing
literatures [66–68] are summarized in Table S1 (Supple-
mentary Information).

Preparation of two mutually saturated phases.—The
immiscible DPnP-water solution were prepared by first
mixing DPnP and water with a weight ratio of 1:1. The
well-mixed solution was then centrifuged in a laboratory
centrifuge (Centrifuge 5804R, Eppendorf) at 4000 r.p.m
for 2 hours and allowed to phase-separate for more than
48 hours. Finally, the two mutually saturated phases,
i.e., water-rich and DPnP-rich solutions, were collected
from the bottom and top layers of the well equilibrated
mixture, respectively.

Measurements of liquid viscosity, surface tension and
contact angle.—The viscosity µ of liquid mixture was
measured by a temperature-controlled rheometer (An-
ton Paar MCR 502). The surface tension γLV was mea-
sured with a goniometer (DataPhysics OCA 20) using
the pendant drop method. For each mixture, at least ten
droplets were measured and analyzed to obtain the sur-
face tension, with an average error of 0.16 mN/m. The
static apparent contact angle θapp (Fig. 1e) was measured
with this goniometer, using the sessile drop method.

Observation of the main droplet.—The recording of
main droplet was performed in a custom-built chamber
(∼ 10 × 10 × 5 cm), mounted on the top of an inverted
(epi-fluorescence) microscope (Nikon Eclipse Ti2E). A
computer-controlled heating system was built into the
chamber, allowing set a well-defined temperature and
heating rate at the substrate. The heating system com-
posed of a transparent ITO glass (28 × 28 mm, thickness

0.7 mm, CEC020B, Praezisions Glas & Optik GmbH), a
custom-built PID controller, and a Python-based control-
ling interface, which was also calibrated by an IR thermal
imaging camera (Laserliner). Droplets composed of mix-
tures of water (“Milli-Q”) and a glycol ether or a propy-
lene glycol, with initial volumes Ω = 0.5–2 µL, were gen-
tly deposited onto the cleaned microscope coverslip with
a glass syringe (Hamilton GasTight). Afterward, droplet
behavior was observed simultaneously by two cameras:
one high-speed camera (Phantom VEO 4K-L, 50–500 fps)
for the bottom-view recording, and another cmos camera
(Point Grey Grasshopper2, 27 fps) attached to a macro
lens (Thorlabs Bi-Telecentric lens, 1.0X, W.D. 62.2 mm)
with a collimated light source for the side-view record-
ing (also see Fig. 1d) [69]. The bright-field microscopy
was performed with either a ×2 Plan Apo objective for
observing the whole droplet or a ×40 (numerical aper-
ture 0.60) Plan Fluor objective for observing the contact
line region. The relative humidity RH and ambient tem-
perature were stable during the experiments, (30 ± 5)%
and (21 ± 1) oC, respectively. All images were analyzed
by custom-made matlab codes and/or the open-source
software imagej. The dynamical apparent contact angle
θapp (Fig. 2c) was obtained from the side-view images as
θapp ' 2h0/R, where h0 and R are the maximal height
and the foot radius of the droplet, respectively [69].

On-site ellipsometric measurements of the precur-
sor film.—The variation of precursor film was de-
tected in separate experiments using a high-speed phase-
modulated ellipsometer (NeHe laser beam, diameter 0.63
mm, wavelength λ = 633 nm, sampling period ∼ 0.8
s) [49]. To regulate the substrate temperature, the el-
lipsometer was equipped with a temperature controller
(Eurotherm), which was sampled by a thermal sensor.
Furthermore, to minimize the light reflection from the
bottom side of glass substrates, one-side frosted micro-
scope slides, instead of coverslips, were applied, and ad-
ditionally a half part of the substrate were untreated so
as to fix the droplet during measurements. The angle of
incidence αi was adjusted so that the value of ellipsomet-
ric angle ∆ was near 135o. Typically, low heating rates
(<∼ 1.2 oC/min) were applied in order to efficiently cap-
ture the fast dynamics of precursor film, and additionally,
droplets with large size Ω = 5–10 µL were adopted to re-
duce the evaporation-induced volume shrinkage. During
ellipsometric measurements, the main droplet was simul-
taneously recorded by a camera (Point Grey Grasshop-
per2, 10 fps) from the top-view, accompanying with a
green light (λ = 550 nm, KL 1500 LCD) as illumina-
tion from the side (Supplementary Information, Fig. S6).
Here, the green light was applied to avoid its interference
with the HeNe laser light (λ = 633 nm). Under this con-
dition, the value of ∆ was assumed to be most sensitive
to the variation inside the precursor film. Measurements
were also performed in an atmospheric control chamber
to minimize external disturbances in the vapor field due
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to ambient air currents. For all experiments, each mea-
surement begun when the deposited droplet reached a
steady state (∼ 1–3 min). During this period, droplets
were assumed to form an effective θapp as well as to de-
velop a stable precursor film.
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