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Figure 3. Sequence of uniformly collapsed tubes containing a single meniscus. As the tube’s collapse
increases, the meniscus develops a long finger along the tube’s centreline. The contact angle is
⇥ = 10�. (a) vctrl = ⇥0.450, pext = 3.41; (b) vctrl = ⇥0.720, pext = 4.06; (c) vctrl = ⇥0.833, pext = 4.46;
(d) vctrl = ⇥0.875, pext = 4.65. A lengthscale is provided by the circumferential lines on the tube
wall which are spaced �z = 0.526 apart.

the external pressure beyond the buckling pressure leads to a rapid collapse of the
tube: for pext = 4, the control point has collapsed radially inwards by about 70% of
the tube’s undeformed radius; for pext = 5.15 the opposite walls come into contact
when vctrl = ⇥(1 ⇥ h/(2R0)) = ⇥0.975. The computation could only be carried out
up to the first occurrence of opposite wall contact since the contact problem is not
included in the present numerical model.

Figure 3 shows how the shape of the meniscus, which meets the tube wall at
a constant contact angle of ⇥ = 10�, varies with the tube’s deformation. For an
axisymmetric tube (not shown), the meniscus is a spherical cap which meets the tube
wall along the line z = ⇥0.818. During the early stages of the tube’s post-buckling
deformation, when the cross-sections are approximately elliptical, the contact line
moves in the negative z-direction in the plane x = 0 where the wall curvature is
higher; it moves in the positive z-direction in the plane y = 0 where the tube wall
is relatively flat. If the tube’s cross-sections were to remain elliptical throughout the
deformation then this trend would continue and two long thin ‘tongues’ would develop
in the two regions of high wall curvature.

Figure 3 shows that this trend is reversed when the tube’s cross-section begins
to change to a dumb-bell shape: in the plane x = 0, the contact line moves in the
positive z-direction and a narrow meniscus finger begins to develop in the most
strongly collapsed part of the tube. This finger grows very rapidly along the tube’s
centreline in the negative z-direction as the tube’s collapse increases.

The development of this finger is closely related to the fact that the meniscus
is a surface of constant mean curvature. To explain this, we express the meniscus’
curvature in terms of its principal radii of curvature on the tube’s axis, i.e. ⌘ =

the balance beam. The beetle was then hung by its hook from the
sensing element of the force transducer and lowered until its feet
contacted the substrate. To ensure that it clamped down, light
stroking motions were administered to its front end with a fine
brush. This stimulus was discontinued when the pull was initiated.

To determine adhesive strength, 10 beetles were tested per
each of the four substrates used. To determine adhesive endur-
ance, 10 beetles (on glass) each were subjected to 14 loads,
ranging from 0.0 to 3.4 g, tested in ascending sequence (at least
2 min intervened between consecutive tests with the same
beetle).

Statistics. Except where otherwise indicated, values are given as
mean ⇥ SE.

Results and Conclusions
Observations in the field indicated that the beetle ordinarily is
not strongly fastened to the substrate. If it was abruptly stroked
with a brush it was usually swept from its frond. It clamped down
only if first stimulated by gentle strokings with the brush. The
beetle was evidently able to secure its hold on demand, in
response to disturbance. A simple technique, by which weights

Fig. 2. (A) Beetle withstanding a 2-g pull; brush strokes are causing the beetle to adhere with its tarsi. (B) Ventral view of beetle, showing yellow tarsi. (C) Tarsus
(numbers refer to tarsomeres). (D) Tarsus in contact with glass (polarized epi-illumination). (E) Same as preceding, in nonpolarized light; contact points of the
bristles are seen to be wet. (F) Bristle pads, in contact with glass. (G) Droplets left on glass as part of a tarsal ‘‘footprint.’’ (H and I) Apparatus diagrammed in Fig.
1. In H, beetle is on platform, before lift is applied (horizontal trace on oscilloscope); in I, the lift has been applied (ascending green trace) to point where beetle
has detached (return of trace to baseline). [Bars � 1 mm (B), 100 �m (C), 50 �m (D), 10 �m (F), and 50 �m (G).]
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spreading of oil onto the bristle tips may be facilitated by the
terminal bifurcation of the shafts. In fact, the bristle endings, by
being bunched, could act in the manner of a physical sponge that
draws the oil and ensures that the bristles are terminally wetted.
Addition of a droplet of oil (lubricant oil, from a vacuum
diffusion pump) to a tarsus that had been cleaned beforehand
with solvent caused the wetted bristles to become clumped again
(Fig. 4G). Another role of the bifurcation is that it bestows
stability on the bristles when the tarsus bears down, preventing
the bristles from being deflected.

The mechanism by which we presume the tarsal bristles to be
wetted with oil is illustrated in Fig. 5. When the tarsus is lifted,
the bristles clump together and oil f lows to the clustered tips,
wetting the bristle pads. When the tarsus then touches down, the
bristles are splayed, and the prewetted pads make contact with

the substrate; because of the splaying, additional oil is prevented
from seeping to the bristle tips and spilling onto the substrate.
When the tarsus is then lifted up again, the bristles clump
together and the pads are rewetted.

An additional observation was made on tarsi that were
submerged in water. First, it was noted that the contact surface
of the tarsi was water repellant. But in places in which water did
seep into the spaces between clustered bristles, the clusters were
seen to be wetted by a fluid that did not mix with water. Again,
we presume that fluid to be tarsal oil.

We have evidence that what we call tarsal oil is indeed an oil.
Chemical extracts of tarsi, or of glass surfaces to which H. cyanea
had clung, yielded mixtures of saturated and unsaturated linear
hydrocarbons, of C20 to C28 chain length, with (Z)-9-pentacosene
as the principal component (A. Attygalle and T.E., unpublished
data).

Fig. 4. (A–C) Normal tarsus, and details thereof; the pads are stuck together in clusters (C), which are arranged in rows (A). (D–F) Comparable with
preceding, but of a tarsus cleaned of oil by treatment with methanol�chloroform solution. (G) Comparable with E but with some of the bristles clustered
where a droplet of oil has been applied. (H) Portion of tarsus where tips of bristles have been cut off, showing how bristle shafts are stuck together in
groups; a substance, presumed to be oil, is seen between the bases of the bristles (upper arrow). Lower arrows point to pores from which tarsal oil is
presumed to be secreted. (I) Bristles, in profile view, showing the component parts (shaft, bifurcated tip, pads) and oil pores between their bases. [Bars �
100 �m (A), 20 �m (B), 5 �m (C), 10 �m (I).]
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The amazing climbing ability of geckos has attracted the interest of
philosophers and scientists alike for centuries1–3.However,only in
the past few years2,3 has progress been made in understanding the

mechanism behind this ability,which relies on submicrometre keratin
hairs covering the soles of geckos.Each hair produces a miniscule force
≈10–7N (due to van der Waals and/or capillary interactions) but millions
of hairs acting together create a formidable adhesion of ≈10 N cm–2:
sufficient to keep geckos firmly on their feet,even when upside down on
a glass ceiling. It is very tempting3 to create a new type of adhesive by
mimicking the gecko mechanism. Here we report on a prototype of
such ‘gecko tape’ made by microfabrication of dense arrays of flexible
plastic pillars, the geometry of which is optimized to ensure their 
collective adhesion. Our approach shows a way to manufacture self-
cleaning, re-attachable dry adhesives, although problems related to
their durability and mass production are yet to be resolved.

In principle, any submicrometre object—whether it is the tip of an
atomic force microscope (AFM), a small piece of dust or a single gecko
hair—sticks to a solid surface with an adhesive force in the range 10 to
1,000 nN, depending on the exact geometry and materials involved2–6.
In the case of hydrophilic materials, it is often an atomic layer of
absorbed water (capillary force) that is responsible for the adhesion4,5.
The capillary force decreases with decreasing a characteristic size Rof an
object, and can be estimated as Fc ≈ σR where σ is the surface tension of
water. On a submicrometre scale, van der Waals interaction is also no
longer negligible and can compete with the capillary force. A typical
value of van der Waals forces for a submicrometre object is ≈100nN,and
this force becomes dominant in the case of hydrophobic surfaces2–5. It is
interesting to note that diameters of gecko foot-hair (0.2 to 0.5 µm) 
fall exactly in the range where the two forces become comparable3.
This probably indicates that, in the course of evolution, geckos have
developed their foot hairs to be of the most appropriate diameter to
exploit both the van der Waals and capillary forces,and to climb surfaces
of various hydrophilicities.

Based on the understanding of the gecko’s climbing mechanism,an
AFM tip has been used to produce a set of dimples on a wax surface,
which was then used as a mould for making a number of mesoscopic
polymer pyramids3.With the help of another AFM cantilever with a flat
tip,the adhesive force to an individual pyramid was measured.The force

Microfabricated adhesive mimicking 
gecko foot-hair
A. K. GEIM*1, S. V. DUBONOS1,2, I. V. GRIGORIEVA1, K. S. NOVOSELOV1, A. A. ZHUKOV2
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2Institute for Microelectronics Technology,142432 Chernogolovka,Russia
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Figure 1 Scanning electron micrographs of microfabricated polyimide hairs.
a,A small area near the edge of a 1 cm2 array of polyimide hairs.This array was later
used to evaluate macroscopic adhesive properties of the mimetic material.b, Bunching
is found to be one of the mechanisms responsible for the reduction of adhesive strength
of the artificial hair.This micrograph also demonstrates the high flexibility of polyimide
pillars. Both scale bars are 2 µm.
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Capillary induced snap-through: against gravity
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PDMS strip 
dimensions: 34 microns by 1 mm  by 3.5 mm
time interval between frames: 5 ms

Capillary induced snap-through: against gravity
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Capillary induced snap-through: against gravity
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 L = 24 cm   (width 8 cm)

Elastocapillary snapping of a long metallic strip with a bubble

Snap-through with soap bubble
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Snap-through: dynamics
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near the unstable solution

we fit and find 
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Is the dynamics ruled by:

- inertia of drop (m) ?
- gravity (g) ?
- other effects (e.g. viscous) ?
- or just beam bending dynamics ?

Snap-through dynamics: the wet case
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Snap-through dynamics

⌧snap = 1/µ
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fin
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rotate hinged joints for the
self-assembly of 3D microstructures

re-solidification

melting of solder

Elastocapillarity in Industry: Microfabrication

samedi 15 mars 14



0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 P

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4
Y

P = P1

Buckling

P Y

Y P

P 

samedi 15 mars 14



Capillary induced snap-through
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