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The linearized hydrodynamic equations of motion for a thin, flat, superfluid helium film are

derived in some detail from standard two-fluid hydrodynamics.

Interactions of the film with

both the He vapor and the substrate which are in contract with it are included and discussed

in detail.
rived.
system (gas-film-substrate).

Boundary conditions for both the film-substrate and film-gas interfaces are de-
It is indicated how one may construct the equations of motion for the entire coupled
The equations are actually constructed and solved for the case

when a certain parameter is small, which includes all the third-sound experiments on un-

saturated films.

A dispersion equation is found which is exact in the limit of vanishing fre-

quency, and which is eminently suited to describe both the velocity and the attenuation of third

sound in the regime of unsaturated films.

No hydrodynamic instability is found. Results for

the attenuation are shown to be in good agreement with preliminary experiments on unsaturated

He films.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a result of increasing interest recently in
the properties of third sound in thin He II films, !~%
we have undertaken to reexamine the theory of
that phenomenon with the intention of trying to re-
solve some difficulties that were present in its
original formulation by Atkins.® Those difficulties
had to do with the theoretical expression for the
coefficient of attenuation of third sound, and were
of two types: (i) The attenuation became negative
for films that were too thin, i.e., it changed into

amplification. If this were correct it would imply
that the film was then unstable against perturba-
tions of its shape. Such speculations have indeed
been made.® (ii) Even for thicker films, where
this did not happen, the values predicted for the
attenuation coefficient were much less than those
observed.!’? Since the attenuation effects in Atkin’s
theory® arose from the reciprocal processes of
evaporation and condensation of He atoms between
the film and the gas, we suspected that these pro-
cesses had not been adequately dealt with in that
theory. In this paper, we reformulate the hydro-



188 THIRD SOUND IN THIN He II FILMS 371

dynamic equations for the He film, taking care to
include all hydrodynamic and thermal interactions
with both the substrate and the He gas that are in
contact with it. Because we do this, it is unneces-
sary to make any assumptions about how the evap-
oration depends on variables of the film; it de-
pends, in fact, on variables of both the film and
the gas. Therefore, we have to consider the equa-
tions of motion not only for the film but for the
gas and substrate as well. We also need to know
the boundary conditions at the film-gas interface
and at the film-substrate interface.

In Sec. II, we derive the equations of motion for
the film. In Sec. III, we discuss the equation of
motion for the substrate and its solution, as well
as the boundary condition with the film. In Sec.
IV, we do likewise for the gas. In Sec. V, we use
the results of Secs. III and IV to solve the film
equations explicitly for the case of unsaturated
films. In Sec. VI, we calculate the velocity and
the attenuation of third sound from the results of
Sec. V, and compare the predicted values of the

attenuation with the available experimental results.

In Sec. VII, we discuss and summarize the results
obtained and indicate further avenues of research
to be pursued. In the Appendix, we use kinetic
theory to derive expressions for the mass and
thermal fluxes through the boundary between a
liquid and its vapor that are in mechanical but not
in thermodynamic equilibrium with each other.
This is required to obtain the boundary conditions
at the gas-film interface.

II. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR THE FILM

For simplicity, we will restrict our geometry
to two dimensions, as described schematically in
Fig. 1. (Although it would be straightforward also
to include the third dimension in all of our equa-
tions, it would make the notation cumbersome. )
An imaginary planar surface y =y, has been intro-
duced in the gas, at a distance from the film suf-
ficiently large so that any inhomogeneities due to
surface effects have died out, but sufficiently
small so that the gas there is still in equilibrium
(locally) with the gas at the surface of the film.
This is possible because the van der Waals forces
exerted by the substrate and film on atoms of the
gas - the forces that bring about the inhomogenei-
ties — become negligible at a distance much less
than the mean free path in the gas, over which
equilibrium is assumed to be maintained at all
times.

The equations of motion for the film are derived
from the usual linearized equations of the two-
fluid model, with the help of the following assump-
tions: (a) As in Atkins’s theory, ¢ the liquid film
is assumed to be incompressible, so as to elimin-
ate simple compression waves. (b) The viscosity
is assumed to have a negligible effect on vertical
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FIG. 1. Schematic drawing of a vertical section of
the helium film.

motion, but to be all important for horizontal
motion, because of the thinness of the film (i.e.
the film thickness is assumed to be much less
than the viscous penetration depth in the film).
These last effects are taken into account by as-
suming, also after Atkins, ® that there is no hori-
zontal normal motion in the film, and by otherwise
ignoring the equation of motion for the momentum
density. (c) We neglect thermal conduction in the
horizontal direction (this is so simple to justify
that we even do so explicitly), but not in the ver-
tical direction. (d) Contrary to Atkins,® we do not
neglect thermal conduction out of the film and into
the gas and the substrate, nor do we neglect the
transfer of helium atoms between the film and

the gas. These processes are fully taken into
account in terms of the dynamic variables of the
gas and the substrate, where necessary, so that,
in order to have a complete set of equations, we
will eventually have to consider equations of mo-
tion for variables of the gas and the substrate, too.
These equations are discussed in the following
sections.

Every equation for the film is obtained by inte-
grating a two-fluid equation over the vertical co-
ordinate (the thickness), so that we are finally left
with equations of motion for an effectively two-
dimensional film. In our geometry (see Fig. 1)
this becomes a one-dimensional problem: only
the x coordinate remains in the description of the
film. Throughout the following discussion the
subscript f will identify film variables, the sub-
script g will serve similarly for gas variables,
and the subscript sub for substrate variables.

Applying the above principles to the mass con-
servation equation div J =0, where J. is the total
mass current in the film, and remembering that
there is no mass flowing into the substrate, i.e
Ity (x,y=0)=0, we write

>

0= ﬂ,h(x)div:ff(x, y)dy =ny(x, h(x))

87 (x)
x
ax

+h(x)

+§—;’j[3x(x>_%(x,h<x))], 1)

where £(x) is the film thickness at the point x, and

=(y. 1 rhx)
1) =5 ko T 6 )y .
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The last term in (1) is of second order in small
quantities (both 8#/8x and Jrare small) and will,
therefore, be neglected, as will be all second-
order terms.

To conserve mass at the film-vapor interface,
the mass current in the film towards the interface
must equal the mass current in the gas flowing out
of the interface, if both of these currents are
measured in a frame of reference that moves with
the interface. In terms of quantities measured in
the laboratory frame, this condition becomes

Tey (x, n(x) - h(x)%a, h(x))
=ng(~c, yy) - h(x)eg(x, v,) - @)

Here, prand p, are the total mass densities in the
film and gas, and J is the mass current in the
gas. The functions on the right-hand side refer
to the gas at the reference plane. Their values
are different from what they would be at y =h(x),
but the combination that appears on the right-hand
side has the same value, due to mass conservation
in the gas. Unless otherwise specified, functions
of the gas will always be taken at the imaginary
reference plane rather than at the interface itself.

In two-fluid hydrodynamics, the mass current
is usually written as a sum of superfluid and nor-
mal contributions

Jf=psvs+ pnvn ,

where pg and p,, are the superfluid and normal
mass densities; Vg and ¥, are the superfluid and
normal velocities. We are assuming vy, =0 (no
horizontal normal flow); hence

fo - psvsx

Combining (1) and (2) and taking this into account,

we get the following equation of motion for %:

. a7 _(x)
h(x)pf(x,h(x))+h(x)i)'s(x) 3

+pg(x, yy)[vgy (x, yr) - h(x)]=0 . (3)

Here we have included detailed reference to the
position variables; pg is the superfluid density
averaged over the film thickness

ﬁs(x)EmlEfoh(x)ps(x,y)dy ,

J. (x)
and 7 )=I*

v (x’ ) =g
g y

Pga:ys

In defining 75, we have again used the assumption
that v,, =0.

The second-film equation is derived from the
linearized entropy equation of two-fluid hydrody-
namics’

vT
8t(fsf)+dw<fsfv -—r;,___{) ,

where sf is the entropy of the film per unit mass,
Kf is the thermal-conduction coefficient for the
film, T is the stationary equilibrium temperature,
and Ty is the oscillating temperature of the film.
When this equation is integrated over the film
thickness, we get

d rhix)
0=Ezf0 Py Spdy = hpf(h)sf(h)+<pfsfvny
_xgar® e [P0y s, - )
T ay)o 0 dx ff T—a—x—

(4)
In order to develop this further, we must look at
the consequences of energy conservation at the
two film boundaries.

At the film-vapor interface, we must have equal
energy currents flowing in and out of the interface,
in a frame of reference moving with it. This
leads to the following equation, in terms of labora-
tory frame variables:

. aT
(;L(ny—hpths)}r f(v -h)- a_;)
y=h
<(u+ng)pg(vgy—h)—Kg?:_g> , (5)
Y y=y

where Sg is the entropy of the gas per unit mass,
To is the oscillating temperature in the gas, «

is the thermal-conduction coefficient in the gas,
and u is the stationary equilibrium value of the
chemical potential. In writing (5) we neglected
terms that are of second order in small quantities.
In this connection, temperature and chemical po-
tential differences between the film and the gas
are taken to be small in the first order. When

(2) is substituted into (5) we can rewrite it as

<ff(v —ﬁ)—xf%c)y:h
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aT

= <Ts (w -h)- Kg-if) . ()
g g 8y v=y,
At the film-substrate interface, energy conser-
vation requires that

sub

=K —_—
9
f ay y=0 sub 8y y=0

aT aT
l ; (7)

where Tgyp is the oscillating temperature of the
substrate, and kgyp is its thermal-condition co-
efficient.

We now write

S
8 rh(x) K (_f)
oT Y PrSpdy =57\ A

- Tf
I=pf(h)5hmpfch—T— ’ (8)

where A is the area of the film, Sr is its total
entropy, ﬁf is the mass density of the film aver-
aged over the thickness (as distinct from pf, which
is taken at the film surface y=#),

S=lp;()A)" (t}jT

is the partial (as distinct from average) entropy
per unit mass of the film, and

€= E]%Z(%> "

is the average specific heat per unit mass of the
film at constant thickness. Substituting (6)-(8)
into (4), and remembering thatv,, =0 and that
vny=0 at y=0, we get

s/ . aT
p. TSh+hp C T + (Ts p(v -h=-«k __g>
g8 &

Pr frf g y=y,
aT
ey asub /‘h(x fd 0. (9
sub 8y | _ 0 f

In order to discuss the magnitude of the last
term, which arises from horizontal thermal con-
ductlon suppose that Ty oscillates periodically
with a frequency w and wave number %, related
to each other by

cs=w/k,

the (complex) velocity of third sound. Then the
last term of (9) is smaller than the second term
by a factor of the order

2

iwk_/p (9

ffh3

For lack of better experimental information, we
approximate k/Cj by 7 1 the shear-viscosity
coefficient of the film, whose value is known. We
thus find that (9’) is very small compared to 1 in
all of the experiments conducted to date on third
sound!~3; therefore, we will ignore it. What re-
mains of (9) may be combined with (3) to yield

g o _
y=y,
oT
sub 0 (10a)
sub dy ’
=0
=\ 97 hC
or izp +hp <1+E vs—%——@.
f s L/ox L °f
Kk 9T K aT
£ gI __sub sub’ -0, (10b)
L oyl _ L 3y -0
y yy y=
where L=T(s -9)

is the latent heat of evaporation from the film per
unit mass. This is the equation of motion for T,.
The third equation for the film is obtained by
integrating the x component of
¥V +9V[u, - J;sps dlv(vs- vn) -¢

< e leVn] =0, (11

1

where £, and ¢, are coefficients of bulk viscosity, ’
and Kf is the oscillating chemical potential of the
film, to get

d hx) d o i
7t Jo fo(x,y)dy Eg[[h(")p (x)vs(x)] - fo g,
(x y) 32(1) -v )
SX nx
,y)( a0 (x, y)__a?_.
) h(x)
‘Unx 2 sy ny avn )
1 bx )+( S ax +§ Ps ox 0

"l Pm) s
s + 1 ox dy
(12)
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We can show that all the terms in this equation
that involve ¢, or &, are negligible: Using the
symbol ~to denote equality in order of magnitude,
we note that v =v =~h. From (3), we then find
that sy

9y
ha—h—ZEx—ihby <v (127)
ox Sx Sx

where & is again a typical wave number of a peri-
odic disturbance in the film. The last inequality
presupposes that the wavelength of the disturbance
is always much larger than the film thickness.

We assume, again for lack of better information,
that £y zpsz,'3:17f/pf, and also that pg is nearly
constant across the thickness of the film except
over a distance ! from the surfaces, where it
varies as

0 P
ey S

-

The healing or correlation length ! is of the order
of 1 atomic layer,® and this is always less than half
the film thickness, 3 h. Applying these considera-
tions, we find that all of the terms of (12) that in-
volve either ¢, or ¢, are of order

2
nfw/pfc3 ,

as compared to the left-hand side. As we have
seen, this quantity is very small compared to 1,
in all of the experiments conducted to date on
third sound, !~ hence these terms will be ignored.

In order to deal with the one remaining term on
the right-hand side of (12), we now turn to the
other component of (11), focusing our attention on
the phase relationships of the different terms. In
doing this we assume that derivatives of quantities
along y are in phase, while derivatives along x are
out of phase with the quantities themselves. Time
derivatives are, of course, out of phase. Asa
consequence, the equation for z}sy can be split up
into two separate equations:

EYT
B —
sy 9y ’
] 92 - 2 _
uO _¢ (vsx Un ) ¢ 2 (vsy vny
oy "3Ps T axay 3Ps ay?
8%y 9%y
nx ny _

“8 Bxay "ty 70

where we have written Kf as a sum of an equilib-

rium part [, an in-phase part g; (in phase with
vgy), and an out-of-phase part p1,. From the first
of these and from (12’), it is clear that

ap.i aui aui
—_ =7 ) == —_— L —
dy Zhl%sx thie ax ax ’

and it is also clear that what is involved in the x
component of (11),i.e., in (12), is essentially p;.
Therefore, we can neglect the y dependence of u
and take it outside the integral in (12), thus getting
the following equation of motion for 7g:

au ()

B+ gx -0 . (13)

For a description of the thermodynamic proper-
ties of the film we use the variables 7¢ and £, 8 in
terms of which we can write a differential equa-
tion of state:

duf=—Sde+fdh . (13")

In this equation f is the van der Waals force ex-
erted by the atoms of the substrate on atoms of the
film, per unit mass of the film. Using (13’), (13)
takes the following form:

oT
7 -5-L ., p2_
v,-S5r+f5 =0, (14)

which is the equation of motion for 7.

Equations (3), (10a) [or (10b)], and (14) are the
equations of motion for the film, and should be
compared with Atkins’s equations (8), (9), and
(12), respectively, of Ref. 6. The differences that
appear are: (i) the evaporation term K(T¢~ T) is
replaced in our equations by pg(vgy - R); (i) we
have additional terms in (10a) describing thermal
flux to the gas and to the substrate; (iii) the
thermodynamic description of the film is different
(e.g., the pressure is not an independent vari-
able), leading to a different form for the #g equa-
tion; and (iv) the dependence of film entropy on
film thickness is taken into account, leading to
the appearance of S instead of sf-

We will be looking for wave solutions to these
equations, i.e., solutions of the form

Tf=T+Tfle-wt+ikx ) (15)

This is a harmonic wave propagating through the
film in the positive x direction with a (complex)
velocity
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cg= w/k .

III. EQUATION OF MOTION AND SOLUTION
FOR THE SUBSTRATE

The only substrate variable appearing in any of
the film equations is Tgyp, which satisfies a dif-
fusion-type equation

T = 2 . 1
psubcp sustub Ksubv Tsub (16)

Here pgyp is the mass density of the substrate and
Chsup is its specific heat at constant pressure.
Since we are interested in solutions that corres-
pond to a wave traveling through the film in the x
direction, we look for a solution to (16) of the
form

T STAT -iwt +ikx +qy

sub sub 1¢ y an

where Reg>0 ,

and where k£ and w are the same as in (15). The
condition Req >0 ensures that any disturbance in
the substrate dies out as one moves away from the
film. The substrate is assumed to be infinitely
thick (i.e., compared to g~!) so that there are no
reflections to worry about. We find for g the
following dispersion equation:

2 g2/ w2 =i
‘3 2-q*/w zpsubcp sub/wxsub ’ (18)

The boundary condition at the film-substrate in-
terface is

aT

sub
-K =B (T .-T,) ,
sub 8y y=0 17"sub " f y=0

(19)

where B,”! is the Kapitza resistance (thermal
boundary resistance) at the interface. Substituting
(17) and (15) in (19), and using (18), we can solve
for Tgypy in terms of T¢;. We can then write,
instead of (19),

9
Tsub

~¥sub oy

=-B(T,-T) , (20)
y=0 4
where

’

(Y, o V2
"B, cs “K subPsub p sub

| =

(21)

and the real part of the square root is taken to be
positive.

The question of whether an equation of the type
(16) is applicable, is answered by comparing the
mean free path for thermal conduction,

lf = 3Ksub/ p subcp sub®sub ’

with the thermal diffusion length,

/2

ldE(K Jwp

1
sub subcp sub)
Here cgyp, is the phonon velocity in the substrate.
Putting in the numbers for a glass substrate at
1.5 °K, we find that even at a frequency of 20 kHz
(the highest used in experiments to date?) /; is 50
times greater than I/, which means that (16) can
safely be used. However, for the low frequency
(100 Hz) used in some experiments,'/; becomes
a few millimeters, in which case it may be com-
parable to the thickness of the substrate. In that
case the detailed geometry of the substrate would
have to be considered, as well as boundary con-
ditions on its other surfaces, and one would not be
able to assume the simple form (17) for the solu-
tion of (16).

IV. EQUATIONS OF MOTION AND
SOLUTION FOR THE GAS

The equations of the gas that are required are
the linearized equations of hydrodynamics includ-
ing thermal conduction and viscosity; namely,

ap

_£ ive =
ot +pgd1vvg o,
an -
—2 VP -0 VH - (¢ +3n )¥divy =0,
Pear * Py MgV = 5my) g
(22)
as
p T g _x VT =0;

g ot g g

and the equation of state, which we take to be that
of an ideal gas,

P =p k. T . (23)
g pr g/m

Here P, is the pressure of the gas, m is the mass
of one He atom, kg is Boltzmann’s constant, and
ng and ¢, are the shear and bulk viscosity coeffi-
cients o{g the gas. From considerations similar
to those made in Sec INI, we look for a solution to
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(22) where all the variables have the form
e-iwt+ikx- A4 , where Reg>0.

T =T+T
£ (24)

g1

Substituting this form in (22) leads, of course, to
the general dispersion equation for small ampli-
tude waves in the gas:

0=(x- ipg/wng) {x 1~ (iw/Pg)(§g+§77g)]

ip C C K ip C
_x[tpg Pg sz (z_g_+§ oin >}+ Pg Pf}’
C c
ng Kgc b g g ng )

(25)

where x=cg 2-q%/w? ,

c is the velocity of ordinary sound in the gas, Cpg
and Cvg are the specific heats of the gas at con-
stant pressure and constant volume, and

=C C .
7=Che/Cog

In view of (23), c is given by
c? ='kaT/m

Equation (25) implies, besides ordinary acoustic
waves, a viscous wave and a thermal-conduction
wave. Which of these are excited in any given
situation depends, of course, on the specific de-
tails of the situation. In our case, a general
linear combination of the three modes will be as-
sumed to begin with, since it is not clear a priori
that any of them can be ignored in the final solu-
tion. The three modes have the following disper-
sion equations:

. — / 3
M:x = ng/ wng (viscous mode) |,

. —(; 1 2
My: %, (tngpg/ng)[ +O(ng/pgcpgc )]

(thermal-conduction mode) , (26)

My x3=1/c"’+(iw/pgc4)[('y—l)xg/C +£ +§~ng]

Pg 8

2 .
[1+ O(ng/pgc g )] (acoustic mode)

Rather than write the exact solutions of (25), we

have expanded the second- and third-mode solu-
tions in powers of the parameter

C. ¢* 27)
Kg/PeCrg® (

which is of the same order as

17gw/pgc2 . (28)

Both are very small for all the frequencies that
have ever been used in thin-film experiments,'—3
and we will henceforth always ignore terms of
this order as compared to unity.

The hydrodynamic equations are applicable
whenever the wavelengths involved in the various
modes are large compared to the mean free path
for thermal conduction in the gas:

1 =(3 3 v
g ( Kg/pgcpg)(m/ kBT)

The wavelengths involved are the viscous penetra-
tion depth (ng/2wpg)*/2for the mode M ,, the ther-
mal-conduction length (Kg/prngg)”"’ for M,, and
k™ for M,. All three are much greater than 7.

In each of the three gas modes the amplitudes of
the various oscillating quantities are related to
each other in a definite way, so that one can ex-
press any variable of the gas in terms of three in-
dependent amplitudes. We will denote by suffixes
1,2, and 3 amplitudes that belong to one of these
modes, while primed variables will denote the
sum of all three contributions. In terms of the
amplitudes vgy, Ty, and T,3, some of the gas
variables which we shall need are written as fol-
lows:

P p C
tr__ 8 pr, & pg
p = T T + T W Tg3 y (29)
aT! Kk w 1 1
-k —E-8 11y w<—~———>T , (30)
g 9%y Coo & & \Cos Coa/ 83
. ' K
. oy Tg ‘ (001—002)w
Vo = o Yoy * T \ oo+t (5 o5
8y 3 88X ch3

KgT/Cz+§g+§7)g— (§g+%ng)/(y_ 1))
1-7C
T]g Pé/xg
T ic,, TC
23 < iy 01 pg>
+ ICOBTCpgu o=z ) (31)

3

where u”"’E(l/csa— 1/¢®¥2;  Reu'/2>0 , (32)
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and 1/c..=(1/c.2—x )*2: Rec..>0 ; theory arguments that the net mass flux from film
" /¢0;= 1/ 3 i 07 to gas, Jyy, is given by

i=1,2,3 . (33)

J (1-p /p,) =2p (m/2nk _T)/?
When not only (27) and (28), but also the param- M g f g B

eters
x[u, - (s -k /2m(T, -T )], (38)
L= g+ (sg = kp/2m)(T - T ,
k w/p C, ca% M w/pgc;. (34)
pg g while the net thermal flux from film to gas JQ is
given by
are small, we can write more explicit expressions
for some of the gas variables. In this way, in- <kBT )1/ 2 o kg
stead of (30) and (31), we get JQ -3p S [I-Lf-ﬂg+ (Sg_§7>
X (T, - . 3
aT' . ( f Tg)] (39)
e & =-ie”/4(x wp C )1/2T,
g 9y g g rg g
[k wu1/2 . ieiﬂ/‘l(x wp C )1/2],1, 5 (35) Here p ’ﬁ‘is the oscillating chemical potential of the
g g bg & gas. e two boundary conditions are obtained by
. , setting Jyf = pg(vg - %) and JQ=—KgdT /ay at the
€41 in/4 kK w \1/2 Tg film-gas interface. Using the dlfferentlal equation
v! = - vg'x+ie <p—C—> - of state for the gas,
&y 3 g pg
1/2 1
K w dyp =—s dT _+— dP
+[z'u1/2TC -'Z”/‘l(——) g &g, g
bg PeChe
k kT dp
-(s+ B)dT +-—B g ( ')
w\1/2 TC Ve m m p_ 39
i/ / ~re ) £ £ Pe
- :r , (36
pg C3

and the analogous equation of state for the film
Eq. (13), we find that for small deviations from

equilibrium the following equations must hold at
where terms, like (34), have been neglected as the gas-film boundary:

compared to 1.
Since the gas variables depend on three independ-

ent amplitudes, we need three boundary conditions p 4 k
X . - . m L B
at the film-gas interface in order to determine (1 P >pg(vg -k =35 A [(—T— o ) T 1
them. One of these is a condition on the horizontal f Y B f
velocity in the gas v 'x The horizontal superfluid
flow in the film is assumed to take place without kg kgT p g,'
any impediment from either the substrate or the ~ o Té—T r +f 1] ) (40)
gas. Consequently, there is no restriction on
Vox— Vgx- But the horizontal normal velocity in
the film must join continuously with the horizontal 3Tg'r L 9 kB
velocity in the gas. Since we have assumed in -k =2 =-Al\7m -5 —) T
. g 9y T 2m/ f1
Sec. II that v,, =0, we must now also require
k R _Tp'
: 7" B’ Pg }
vgsz (37) i R TI—TE;”%I , (41)

at the interface.
The other two boundary conditions arise from
conservation of mass and energy at the interface.
In the Appendix, we show from simple kinetic- where A= %pg(kB T/2mm)*’? . (42)
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V. THIRD-SOUND SOLUTION IN UNSATURATED FILMS

In order to look for the third-sound solution, we assume the form (15) for variables of the film and use
the expressions (29)-(31) for variables of the gas. We must consider the equations of motion for the film
(3), (10b), and (14), as well as all of the boundary conditions with the substrate and the gas. The boundary
condition at the substrate (20), as well as one of the boundary condltlons with the gas, i.e., (37), can be
incorporated in the other equations very easily to determine Tgyp and vgx We are thus left w1th five nontri-
vial homogeneous linear equations for the variables 2y, vg1, Tfl, Tg and Tg3 In general these equations
are too complicated to warrant the effort needed to get an explicit analytic solution. Moreover, once ob-
tained, that solution would in general be so complicated as to lack any practical value. But when c; is
large enough so that

Kw C c2<<1 and 2x1 43
/0,C g nw/pcq , (43)

the equations can be sufficiently simplified to make an explicit solution worthwhile. This condition is
satisfied when w/c,? is small enough, which it always happens to be in the unsaturated film experiments
of Rudnick’s group. 2,3

Under these conditions the equations become

_ z1r/4 1/2 1/2
(l—pg/pf)hl—(hps/cspf)vsl- /TC f)(PnggKg/ ) —(u é/w)(p /pf 1 g3 =0 , (44)
_ = . in/4 1/2,, , _
hy - (hps/cspf)(1+TS/L)vs 1= (l/pr)(zB/w+ﬁthh)Tf— (e /pr)(ngpglcg/ w) (Tg—JzTgs)—O ,  (45)
+(_/c3 1 (f/c3)h1=0 , (46)

[1- GoP /AA7)(1=p /o D) fhy +(L/T =k /2m)T ,  + (kg /2m)[1 - (1w /24C pg)e“’/ 4 (b, pgicg/w)l/ 2

1 _ (7,112 _ _ 43 1/2 _
x(l—pg/pf)]Tg (iu chp g/4A)[J1(1 pg/pf) 4zA/Pgu ]Tg3_0 (47)

’

Sy +(L/T =4 kg/mIT, | ok by /ml1=% (iwm/AkB)eiﬂ/‘l(ngpgKg/w)l/z] T

in/4( 1/2

‘Cpg[l‘(i“"fz/“‘cpg Py pgxg/ o )T 3 =0, (48)
where J =1- (l/csz)eiﬂ/4(wng/pgu)1’2— (Tcpg)‘1 ZTr/‘l(w g/p (o) u) 172 +O(x w/p cpg 32) , (49)
7,=1-4 ox 10, G,0) 172, o« 9/0,Cpesd) (50)

The Eqs. (44)-(48) were derived from Eqgs. (3), (10b), (14), (40), and (41), respectively, by straightfor-
ward substitution from (15), (20), (29), and (35)-(37). When their determinant is set equal to zero, the
following dispersion equation results for cg:

1_hfﬁs <l+1§>2_(T_§>2+(_J_3><TS _g)(l 1§_>+ﬁfg_T__<1+_T$>
g\ L L Ty ML ey Bl Tapp BROE

cgzpr L )2 L s 2T L 5 . * * s~
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J p C. Kk \1/2 L I3 4
RN e R [ (0 T'Tm“” v
pr Pr b 3
where J3 J - (o /u”zf) /p ,
= 126)(_ S S
J4—J8+(wJ7/u1 2)( (pf/pg)TS/L+1+TS/L) )
J
sy=a 411 2@)“"“[_9_1‘_(1_"_5*)_‘@”_&] w1 7y (im 0 )|
5 “6) "\ "2 L T6A7 L7, p, L A b, 1" T6ALJ, hC
1/2
x 11 iﬂﬂ[ﬁp_fﬁ(l p_g>_ﬁ+1_i€] iwl eiﬂ/4(pgcﬁg'<g)
32 L Af Iy ng ps Iy ps 16AL w
-1
x[(l__f__<1+§)>ﬁ+_£__(1_ﬂg__4_0§g_)]} ,
TC,. L))y, "1c, p; " kp/m
—1_2(; in/4 12
Jg=1-% (zwm/AkB)e (ngpgKg/w) ,
=1-G in/4 1/2
J.=1 (szz/ACpge (ngpgKg/w) ,
12y, i/4 1/2
Jg=d (1+TS/L)+(wJ /p Cpgu L)e (ngpgKg/w)
i . (o) 1/2 4wd 1/2
; E<1_fg>{J1+_;or[1_fJ_zezﬂ/4<pg ey ]}+Pc 2 oin/t(eoe)
)\El—hfb‘s/c32pf—pg/pf . (52)

Over the whole region of unsaturated films investigated by Rudnick’s group? 2 all the J’s are very
nearly 1, while A is of the order 1. Consequently, an excellent approximation to (51) is then

(hfp /C l-})(l + T§/L) =1 +(Tf/pL )i B/w +p_kC +e”/4(p C. Kk /w)

. 53)
f Tk g g g (

It is not difficult to convince oneself that this is also the correct dispersion equation in the limit w~0. No
inconsistency is involved in taking this limit, because even though ¢, ~0, the ratio w/c,? also tends to zero,
[according to (53) and (21)] so that (43) is satisfied in the limit.

Because ReB >0 [see Eq. (21)], it is clear that Im(1/c.2)>0. Consequently, since Re(1/c,) has to be posi-
tive, we find that wherever (53) is valid,

Im(1/cg) >0 ,

which means that the third-sound wave is attenuated. This is in contrast with the expression obtained by
Atkins,® and modified slightly by Goodstein,* which predicts that Im(1/c,)< 0 for sufficiently thin films.
There have been speculations that the latter result may indicate an inherent hydrodynamic instability of
the film when it is thin enough, thus explaining the abrupt disappearance of third sound or superfluid flow
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that has been found to occur in such films as soon as their thickness is reduced below some critical
value. »%° What we have shown here is that hydrodynamically the film is perfectly stable against small,
low-frequency perturbations of its shape.

The amplitudes of the various oscillating variables in the third-sound wave are related to each other as
follows:

vsl/c3=(hf/c32)(1+T§/L)h1/h , (54)
Tfl/T:—(hf/L)hl/h , (55)
iprl—pg/p = . . pC, «k 1/2 =
, B f ARE v [z_zg s in/a( P pe"s _ 4L 1+75/L
Te=Tr17T5 16Af<1+TS‘7L> % L sl PhCy +e ( r > (1 EpT/m 1_pg/pf'> ,
(56)
. 1/2
w L P 1 | 15 Pg 15\ 17 [iB _ in/4 pgcpgxg>
Te3=Tr1%W%F TC__p_ 1+73/L }'T*B‘(“-L')*p Lz[w +PehCy e ( w
rg g I f
L TS
L (1,18 57)
(o (B )] <

The first of these is nearly the same as the relationship found by Atkins,® since it depends mainly on the
mass conservation equation. The second one is quite different from Atkins’s® result, however, and it
means that the amplitude of the temperature oscillations inherent in a third-sound wave will be much
larger than his expression would lead us to believe. The third and fourth relationships are of interest
mainly in order to show that

’_ d T ,<T,, .
Tg Tf1<<Tf1 an 3<Trq (58)

Let us now calculate p

f

~Hg=fhy +(L/TIT!~C

— g using (13'), (39’), and (29)

m - 5(

. Tfl—T;r) . (59)

T
pg &3
Keeping only the leading terms in the coefficients of (48) and vsing the fact that Tz Tg, we now find that
kf=Hg, too. With this hindsight we now know that instead of (38) and (39) we could have used

Tp=Tg Hp=hg (€0

as boundary conditions to get the solution that we got.

The second inequality in (58) serves to motivate a reexamination of the roles of the various external
modes in the makeup of the third-sound wave. Making use of (57) we find that, a posteriori, all of the
Tg3 terms in Egs. (44) and (45) are very small. Likewise, Mj only makes a contribution that is implicit
in the coefficient J7, where it only amounts to a small correction. If we completely ignore all of the Tg3
terms and if we set Tg=Ty, Eqs. (44)-(46) become a complete set of equations for k1, vs1, and Ty 1,
whose solution again leads to the result (53), albeit in a less tortuous way. From the final result (53), it
is also clear that the only external modes that play a significant role in determining the dispersion equa-
tion for third sound are M9 in the gas and the thermal conduction mode in the substrate. We wish to
stress very strongly that this does not imply that M1 and M3 are not excited in a third-sound wave. They
have to be excited in order to satisfy the various boundary conditions. In Table I, we list the principal
contributing modes to amplitudes of some of the gas variables in the third-sound solution presented here.
This listing describes conditions near the gas-film interface. Further away, the relative importance of
different contributions changes of course, since My and My decay over a much shorter distance than M3.
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VI. COMPARISON OF THEORY WITH EXPERIMENTS

If we substitute some numbers into (53), we find first that, in the experiments by Atkins’s group on nearly
saturated helium films,* all of the terms on the right-hand side are very small except for the unity. Since
TS/L is small, we find for the velocity of third sound nearly the same result as Atkins.® The result for
attenuation is entirely different, however, even in its frequency dependence. In absolute value it is about
two orders of magnitude less than the experimentally observed attenuation,! and, besides that, it increases
for decreasing film thickness, also in contradiction with experiment.! In view of some of the approxima-
tions we have made to get (53), it is probably not applicable to most of the saturated-film experiments, so
that the disagreement may not be significant.

When (53) is applied to the thin unsaturated films that were used by Rudnick’s group,? the situation looks
much better. Since the frequencies used are higher and the films thinner, we calculate larger values for
the attenuation. Also, for the thinnest films observed, the calculated velocity is considerably different
from what one would expect if one neglected the interactions of the film with the gas and substrate.

Since we do not wish to discuss here the problem of what pg should be for thin films,® we present our
results in a way independent of pg. We neglect the term (kgypw/c3)? in (21) [it gives a rather small con-
tribution in the experiments we are citing], as well as the term hCpp7(Tf /L*py) in (53) [it is negligible],
and write (53) as follows:

hfﬁs (1+T_§>2= 1. Tf ein/4%< Kgpgcpg> 1/2+<Ksubpsubcpsub> 1/2

% L szf w w
XBI[BI _ iweiﬂ/‘l ( Ksubps:bcpsub> 1/2] -1} ‘ 61)
We define cgq by
(hfb's/c302pf)(1+T§/L)2=l . (62)

Then the right-hand side of (61) is enough to determine the ratio cgg/c3, while c3q itself depends on py.
Since the (real) velocity of third-sound u, is given by

-1 ¢
ug = [Re(1/cg)] ™= gorty

while the coefficient of attenuation a is given by
a=2wIm(cg™t) =507 X 2w Im(cye/cy)

we present our results by plotting the two quantities u,/c,,=1/Re(c,,/c,) and acy,=2wIm(c,,/c;) as functions
of the film thickness %. This has been done in Fig. 2 for T=1.51 °K and for two frequencies 1 kHz and

5 kHz. Despite the appearance of B, in (61), which cannot be neglected, a is still approximately propor-
tional to w2, except for the thinnest films.

We can compare our calculations to measurements published in Ref. 2 if we take into consideration the
fact that the results given there are for the coefficient of attenuation of the amplitude of third sound,°
rather than the energy or amplitude squared, which is the form of our results. In order to compare with
our results, therefore, we double the results from Ref. 2 to get

o‘ex;:d:=0.6 cm™! for v=1kHz , (v=w/27)

o =3.6 cm™! for v=20KkHz
expt

’

when the film is six atomic layers thick and T=1.5°K. Since u,= 3000 cm/sec under these conditions,?3
we find from Fig. 2(b) that our calculation gives, under the same conditions,

= -1 —
atheoret =1lcm for v=1KkHz
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From the approximate proportionality to v/ we get also

=4.,5 cm-! for v=20KkHz

atheoret

These are in good agreement with the experimental results.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have derived the linearized hydrodynamic
quations of motion for a thin superfluid (i.e.,
atisfying the equations of two-fluid hydrodynamics)
ilm in contact with its own vapor on one side and
rith a flat solid substrate on the other side. These
quations were solved explicitly for the case of a
eriodic wave propagating horizontally in an un-
aturated film. Inclusion of the interactions with
he substrate and the gas was found to be absolutely
'ssential in order to get a stable solution. A
imple dispersion equation [Eq. (53)] was derived
hat is valid in the regime of unsaturated He films,
.nd over a wide range of frequencies, including
hose used in all the unsaturated-film experiments
to date.? This equation becomes exact in the

imit of zero frequency. Some numerical results
»btained from this equation were presented and
‘ound to be in agreement with preliminary mea-
surements of the attenuation in unsaturated films.?!
Equation (53) was found to disagree with experi-
mental results on the attenuation in saturated
films.! However, in the experiments described
in Ref. 1, the assumptions of (43) are not always
satisfied and, even when they are, some of the
other assumptions made to get (53) are not (e.g.,
not all the J’s are equal to 1). As a consequence,
the algebra becomes much more complicated, and
it is probably unprofitable and unilluminating to
seek an explicit solution. Rather than do that, one
should go back to the original equations (3), (10b),
(14), (40), and (41), and use (30) and (31), rather
than (35) and (36), to substitute for the gas vari-
ables. The resulting equations should then be
solved numerically in the regime of saturated
films.

TABLE I. Principal contributors to various gas
variables.

Gas variable Principal contributing modes

o

M.
T, o, oy 2
vy M,, M,
vy My, M;
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APPENDIX: KINETIC THEORY OF MASS AND
ENERGY TRANSFER BETWEEN LIQUID AND GAS

Consider the case of a one-component system
which includes a liquid and a gas phase separated
by a stationary interface. The liquid and the gas
both move perpendicularly to that interface with
the velocities #; and ug, respectively (see Fig. 3).
Suppose further that the mechanical pressure is
the same on both sides of the interface (other-
wise a shock wave would develop), but that there
is a discontinuity in the temperature and the chem-
ical potential. Our problem is to calculate the
net mass and energy fluxes, Jys and Jg, respec-
tively, through the interface.

To that end we will calculate separately the out-
going currents from each phase. The currents
flowing out of the gas, Jy,& and Ji&, are given
by simple kinetic theory as

g 1/2_,

Iy -Pg(m/anBTg) 2P, 5 (A1)
g _ 1/2

JE —2Pg(kBTg/21rm) _a}pgug, (A2)

when . is small. Here Pg, pg, and T, are the
actual pressure, density, andg temperaﬁure of the
gas. For the liquid, simple kinetic theory is not
directly applicable. We will assume, however,
that the currents out of the liquid are unaffected by
variations in the pressure, and are the same as
they would be if the liquid were in equilibrium with
its vapor at the same temperature. This leads us
to expect the following forms forJ Ml and J El , the
mass and energy currents out of the liquid, when
uj is small:
l

JM =Pv(Tl )(m/21rkBTl)

1/2
/ +%pg[Tl,Pv(Tl)]ul,

(a3)

Stationary
_~Interface
LIQUID GAS

—_—

P Toouy I Pg. Tq. ug

FIG. 3. Schematic drawing of a single component
gas-liquid system not in thermodynamic equilibrium.
Both mass and energy are transferred across the phase
boundary, and both phases are drifting in a direction
perpendicular to the interface. The interface itself is
assumed to be stationary.

JEl =2PU(TZ)(kBTl/21rm)1/ 2+:;L P U(Tl}ul . (a4)
Here the subscript I refers to the liquid, Tjis
the temperature of the liquid, P,(7;)denotes the
saturated vapor pressure at the temperature 7y,
and p [T}, P,(T;)] is the gas density at tempera-
ture °7T; and pressure P, (T,) .

We now calculate the net mass and energy
fluxes from liquid to gas:

=7 ! g
JM’JM Iy
71 g
=g =I5

noting at the same time that #; and ug are given by
ul =JM /pl 2
ug =JM/pg R

where Py is the mass density of the liquid. Using
these expressions and expanding to lowest order
in (T7 - Tg) and Py(T7) - Pg, we find

(-2 gr) (e,

P
- _
57 (Tl Tg)> , (A5)
1/2
;g 58" __l<kBT)/
Q@ 'E 2 M~ 2\2mm

P
x (PU(TZ)— pg+52’- —Tg(Tl - Tg)> , (A6)

where the subscriptless variable T refers to
either T_or T;, which are assumed to be very
close to'each other. As defined by (A6), Jg is
just the thermal flux from liquid to gas.

When we replace the liquid phase by a thin ad-
sorbed film, the only difference, besides replac-
ing T7 and p; with Tf and p, is that instead of
Py(Tl) we have Pg( T, 1 )’appearing in the equa-
tions [for a given T, afilm can exist in equilibri-
um with its vapor at any pressure up to P, (T/)].
It is convenient then to rewrite (A5) and (A6) in
terms of the chemical potentials u e and u - of the
gas and the film, rather than in tefms of “the

pressures, by using the differential equation of
state of the gas

du _=-s dT -)dp_ .
Mg == 54T + (o " )dE,

In this way we get
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( 'p—g)JM ”"g(ﬁrrzjff/z[“f’ te
< :m )(Tf

P g)], (A7)
1/2
Q ~ Tg(sz [ Mg

. <s --g-k—rf-> (1, - Tg)] ,  (a8)

to first order in (Tf— Tg) and (uf— ug).
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Low-Temperature Densxty and Solubility of He3
in Liquid He* under Pressure*
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The molar volumes of liquid mixtures of He® in He! up to 10 molar % have been measured to
22 atm pressure and to 50 mK using a dielectric technique. The single-phase measurements
provide a determination of the Bardeen-Baym-Pines (BBP) parameter o under pressure. A
weaker pressure dependence is found than in the measurements of Boghosian and Meyer. The
ground-state kinetic energy for pure He! is deduced from a. The two-phase measurements
indicate that the solubility at 50 mK of He® in He! rises from (6.6£0.1)% at P=0 to a maxi-
mum of (9.5 +0.12)% at 10 atm; it then drops to (8.3 +0.14)% at 22.5 atm. This behavior is
found to be consistent with the BBP effective interaction theory using the Ebner potential.

I. INTRODUCTION which is part of an oscillator tank circuit. We

In this experiment, we have measured the molar
volumes of dilute mixtures of He® in He* and of
pure He* at pressures above the saturated vapor
pressure and at temperatures down to 50 mK. The
molar volumes are determined by measuring the
dielectric constant of the helium with a capacitor

then use these molar volumes to determine the
solubility of He® in He* at 50 mK and the relative
excess volume of He® in He* at pressures up to 22
atm. The latter differs considerably from the
measurement of Boghosian and Meyer.'

Dilute mixtures of He® in He* have been the sub-
ject of very intense study, both experimentally and



