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DLS measurements

Present DLS measurements of the minimum solubility temperature of SDS solutions T¢ ¢

were compared to conventional DSC measurements reported in the literature, see Fig. S1.
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Figure S1: Comparison of present DLS measurement of cooling crystallisation with those
reported in the literature using DSC.!

Surface-area to volume ratio

The surface-area to volume ration (SA : V) is estimated for the 1 mL sample in the DLS

cuvette and the < 1 uL sample in the microdroplet experiment as illustrated in Fig. S2.
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Figure S2: Estimation of SA : V in different experimental settings.
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Surface free energy

Surface free energy values were extracted from literature for the different materials used in
this study.?® Both polar and dispersive components of the surface energy are reported in
Fig. S3a. Induction time t; measurements showed a monotonic decrease upon increasing the
total surface free energy (Fig. S3b). This is expected to be mainly attributed to the polar
component of the surface energy since no clear correlation was found with the dispersive

term (Fig. S3c).
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Figure S3: (a) Surface free energy and its components extracted from reports in the literature

for various substrates used in this study. Induction time measurement vs. total (b), polar
contribution (c¢) and dispersive contribution (d) of surface energy.
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Surface roughness

Contact angle measurements for DI water droplets are reported in Fig. S4.

Contact angle, 0 [°]

160
IR
120 ;
: [ ]
80 — 1 [ |
0 20 40 60
R, [um]

Figure S4: Effect surface roughness of PDMS on water contact angle.

Surface roughness measurements are summarised in Table. S1.

Table S1: Surface roughness measurements for PDMS substrates casted on sandpaper.

Grid no. | R, [pm] | R, [pm] | R, [pm] | R, [pm] | R, [pm] | surface area [mm

]

flat PDMS - - - - - 16
3000 5 6 29 25 o4 2121
2000 9 11 40 41 81 14237
1000 11 14 61 23 115 9929
400 11 13 45 69 114 36173
60 60 76 179 334 213 43597
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