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Abstract
Monte Carlo simulations in the grand canonical
ensemble were used to obtain critical parame-
ters and conditions leading to microphase sepa-
ration for block copolymers with solvophilic and
solvophobic segments. Solvent selectivity was
systematically varied to distinguish between
systems that undergo direct macrophase sepa-
ration and ones that initially microphase sepa-
rate in the dilute phase. Finite-size scaling was
used to obtain the critical parameters. Inter-
estingly, corrections to scaling increase signifi-
cantly for systems that form aggregates. The
threshold value of solvent selectivity for aggre-
gation was determined for symmetric diblock
chains of varying length. The results suggest
that long diblock copolymers form micelles in
the dilute phase prior to macrophase separa-
tion, even in marginally selective solvents. The
dependence of critical temperature on solvent
selectivity was also obtained for triblock, multi-
block, and alternating chains. For highly selec-

tive solvents, strong structuring in both dilute
and dense phases makes it harder to reach equi-
librium.

Introduction
Formation of finite aggregates in solution, a
special case of microphase separation, is a con-
tinuous structural transition that is not as-
sociated with sharp discontinuities in thermo-
dynamic functions. This is in contrast to
macrophase separation, which is a first-order
thermodynamic transition that occurs when
two or more distinct bulk phases have equal
free energies at specific thermodynamic con-
ditions. Of particular importance for techno-
logical applications are vapor-liquid and liquid-
liquid transitions which are widely used for
chemical separations.1 Such fluid-fluid transi-
tions are associated with critical points, which
correspond to stable limits of stability for the
two coexisting phases and are dominated by
fluctuations.2 Critical points entail universal
features common to all systems, that depend
only on space dimensionality and the type of or-
der parameter characterizing the transition. An
example of such a universal feature is the scal-
ing of the width of the coexistence curve with
distance from the critical point – the relevant
“critical exponent” is β = 0.326 for the three-
dimensional Ising universality class to which all
common vapor-liquid and liquid-liquid critical
points for fluids belong.3 An interesting ques-
tion that has received little prior attention in
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the literature is the connection between mi-
crophase separation on one hand, which has
no “universal” features, and macrophase sep-
aration on the other, which follows precisely
defined scaling relationships. The interplay be-
tween micro- and macrophase separation may
also have a role in biological systems, in which
intrinsically disordered proteins drive formation
of biomolecular condensates.4

Block copolymers in solution are important
systems with applications in areas such as drug
delivery5,6 or synthesis of metal nanoparticles,7

but are also interesting from the fundamen-
tal point of view of understanding molecular
mechanisms and driving forces of self-assembly
and microphase separation. A wide variety of
chemical building blocks are available for their
synthesis,8 which can be accomplished with
fine control of block composition and molecu-
lar weight. The critical micellar concentration
and associated thermodynamic quantities have
been measured for many block copolymers.9 So-
lution structures formed by copolymer micelles
have also been of significant interest.10 Well-
developed molecular field theories are available
for phase transformations in block copolymer
melts11,12 and also for their micellization be-
havior in solution.13

The existence of both macrophase and mi-
crophase separation for a single amphiphilic
system has been observed experimentally for
copolymers with polyethylene oxide blocks in
aqueous solutions,14,15 but that had generally
been considered to originate in the special prop-
erties of water as a solvent. Some triblock
polymers in non-aqueous media have been ob-
served to undergo transitions from micellar
to macrophase-separated states through chain
bridging.16 More recently, a detailed study of
block-random copolymers in two non-aqueous
solvents17 found several examples of systems
that form micelles in solution and also sepa-
rate into macroscopic phases at higher concen-
trations or at lower temperatures.

There have been many simulations of phase
separation and aggregation of chains consist-
ing of different monomer types.18 With modern
computational hardware, it is generally fairly
straightforward to reach time scales needed for

formation of aggregates in simulations of chains
in poor solvents.19 However, it remains a chal-
lenge to distinguish between finite-size aggre-
gates that represent the true free-energy min-
imum of a system and formation of droplets
from a bulk liquid phase. This has been a long-
standing topic of research in the author’s group,
that was motivated by the realization that
grand canonical Monte Carlo simulations of
simple chain models can provide precise infor-
mation on self-assembly into micelles.20–22 This
approach was subsequently extended23 to show
that some architectures, specifically chains with
short solvophilic segments, phase separate into
normal liquids, while other sequences form mi-
celles. A follow-up study for linear multiblock
chains24 found that increasing the overall chain
length, or the length of segments of a single
bead type, favors micellization over phase sep-
aration. More recently, a variety of chain se-
quences were determined to undergo aggrega-
tion or phase separation, depending on their
blockiness and overall length.25

Simulations of systems near critical points for
macrophase separation transitions entail spe-
cial considerations, given that the correlation
length for density fluctuations becomes un-
bounded and thus cannot be contained in any
finite simulation box. There is a well-defined
framework for understanding the effects of trun-
cation of correlations26,27 known as “finite-size
scaling.” This requires calculations for a vari-
ety of simulation box sizes and extrapolation
of the results to infinite size, using statistical-
mechanical scaling relationships appropriate for
the universality class of the transition of inter-
est. In general, these scaling relationships are
only valid asymptotically, at the limit of large
simulation boxes. “Corrections to scaling” are
system-specific factors that control how quickly
a certain system approaches the expected scal-
ing behavior.28 These corrections will turn out
to play an important role in the present study.

Until recently, simulated systems had been
observed to display only one type of trans-
formation, either micellization or macrophase
separation. The only prior study that clearly
observed both transformations in a single sys-
tem was Ref. 29, for two short triblock chain
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architectures with the solvophobic segments
at their ends – these can form bulk phases
through chain bridging. The main objec-
tive of the current work is to obtain insights
into how one can observe a continuous evolu-
tion from macrophase separation to aggrega-
tion (microphase separation) and how the two
types of transformation can be found at differ-
ent thermodynamic conditions in a single sys-
tem. The key to this evolution of phase sep-
aration and aggregation behavior turns out to
be the solvent relative selectivity for the differ-
ent bead types, which is a parameter previously
neglected in simulation studies.

Model and Methods

Model
The model used in this study, a modification
of the lattice surfactant model of Larson et
al.,30,31 is summarized here for completeness.
The model consists of linear chains of beads
connected by bonds, each bead occupying a site
on a simple cubic lattice. Bonds between adja-
cent beads can be in the [1 0 0], [1 1 0], [1
1 1] and equivalent lattice directions, resulting
in 26 possible connectivity vectors. There are
two bead types, solvophobic and solvophilic,
respectively labeled “T” and “H”, for “tail”
and “head” groups in the original surfactant-
oriented version of the model. Non-bonded
beads interact along the allowable connectivity
directions with nearest neighbors up to a dis-
tance of

√
3 in lattice length units. There are no

interactions with empty lattice sites, which can
be considered to represent a monomeric solvent.
The model has three independent energy pa-
rameters, ϵTT, ϵHT, and ϵHH, the units of which
also set the temperature scale. In the origi-
nal version of the model, normalized values of
the interaction energies were set to ϵTT = −1
and ϵHT = ϵHH = 0. Here, a generalized ver-
sion with controllable solvent selectivity is used
instead, while keeping the normalization condi-
tion ϵTT + ϵHH = −1:

ϵTT = −1 + c

2 ; ϵHT = ϵHH = −1 − c

2 (1)

Thus, the “old” version of the model uses c = 1,
which corresponds to a high degree of solvent
selectivity for H over T beads. In principle,
c can be assigned any real value. For c = 0,
there is no selectivity and the model reduces
to the lattice homopolymer model studied in
Ref. 32. This is a useful limiting case to serve
as a reference point. Values of c < 0 would
make H more solvophobic than T, reversing the
role of H and T beads, so are not of interest
since they represent just a swapping of labels.
Values of c > 1 would make HT and HH inter-
actions repulsive (positive). For these reasons,
the present study is restricted to solvent selec-
tivity parameter values of 0 ≤ c ≤ 1, covering
non-selective to strongly selective solvents. A
prior study of critical parameters as a function
of sequence for short chains33 used c = 0.5, cor-
responding to a weakly selective solvent.

As already implied in the Introduction, a key
objective is to investigate the behavior of this
family of models as a function of the param-
eter c, using accurate methods for determin-
ing free energies and critical points. The main
questions are the dependence of critical param-
eters and fluid-phase separation boundaries on
solvent selectivity strength, chain length, and
overall chain architecture (e.g., diblock, tri-
block, multiblock, or alternating sequences).

Methods
Computational methodologies are similar to
those used previously.29,33 Monte Carlo simu-
lations in the grand canonical ensemble in cu-
bic boxes of varying edge length L were per-
formed to obtain critical points, phase coex-
istence curves, and critical micellar concentra-
tions. The volume fraction when N chains of
length r are present in the simulation box is de-
fined as ϕ = Nr/L3. To facilitate insertion and
removal of chains, an athermal Rosenbluth al-
gorithm34 was implemented as detailed in Ref.
32. Source codes, example input and output
files, and tabulated values of the numerical re-
sults are available online, as explained in the
Data Availability Statement at the end of this
article. Statistical uncertainties were calculated
as the standard deviation of data from four runs
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at identical conditions, each with a different
random number seed.

For phase transitions with a critical point be-
longing to the three-dimensional Ising univer-
sality class, the expected order parameter dis-
tribution has been obtained as a convenient an-
alytical expression by Tsypin and Blöte:35

P(x) = e−(0.7774x2−1)2(0.1228x2+0.776)

2.3306 (2)

Normalization constants have been included in
Eq. 2 – this was not the case in the original
publication. The equation is symmetric about
x = 0 and it can be easily confirmed that
P(x) has unit variance and integrates to unit
area over x. For the Ising model which has
up/down symmetry, the order parameter x is
strictly proportional to the total system magne-
tization. For molecular fluids that do not pos-
sess such symmetry, the mixed-field finite-size
scaling method of Bruce and Wilding36,37 can
be used to obtain a scalar order parameter as
X = N − sE, where E is the system energy, N
the number of chains in the simulation box, and
s is termed the “field mixing” parameter. From
the unnormalized X values, a normalized x or-
der parameter is computed by requiring that
P(x) has zero mean and unit variance, and also
integrates to unit area, same as for the universal
order parameter distribution of Eq. 2.

Histogram reweighting with the Ferrenberg-
Swendsen algorithm38 was used to rescale data
to nearby thermodynamic conditions, resulting
in distributions P(N, E) as a function of the
chemical potential of chains µ and temperature
T . The critical temperature Tc, critical chem-
ical potential, µc, and field mixing parameter,
s, were optimized by minimizing deviations be-
tween the observed distributions and the ex-
pected values from Eq. 2.

There are systematic effects of system size on
the critical parameters.39 To address these ef-
fects, simulations were performed for at least
three different system box sizes L for each case
studied and the critical parameters then extrap-
olated to infinite box size, L → ∞, using the
finite-size scaling relationships for the critical

temperature and volume fraction:

Tc(L) − Tc(∞) ∝ L−(θ+1)/ν

ϕc(L) − ϕc(∞) ∝ L−(1−α)/ν
(3)

In these expressions, the values of the critical
exponents appropriate to the three-dimensional
Ising universality class are θ = 0.54, ν = 0.629,
and α = 0.11.39

Simulation runs consisting of 108 to 5 × 109

insertion / removal attempts were used to de-
termine the P(N, E) distributions near the
expected critical conditions, with longer runs
needed for larger systems in order to keep
the number of Monte Carlo steps per particle
roughly constant and also to ensure good sam-
pling for aggregating systems.

Figure 1: Order parameter distribution, P(x),
versus x at the estimated critical point for
H8T8, L = 34; c = 0 (blue + symbols) and
c = 0.5 (red × symbols). The black line is from
Eq. 2.

Results and Discussion
Typical simulation data for the order parame-
ter distribution are shown in Fig. 1 for two ver-
sions of the H8T8 system with different values
of the solvent selectivity parameter c. There is
nothing special about this particular chain ar-
chitecture, as similar results were obtained for
the other systems studied, but the use of rela-
tively short chains facilitates efficient sampling.
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The analytical expression for the universal or-
der parameter distribution of Eq. 2 is shown as
a line for comparison. In both cases, simulation
boxes had the same size (L = 34) and the runs
consisted of the same number of steps (2×109).

The discrepancies between observed data for
the case c = 0.5 (red × symbols) and the Ising
universal distribution are not due to insufficient
sampling, as the observed curve is fully con-
verged with respect to run length at the scale of
the graph, with statistical errors smaller than
symbol size. Instead, these discrepancies are
due to the formation of finite-size aggregates
in both phases, which “distort” the order pa-
rameter distribution in a manner that mixed-
field scaling cannot remove. As will be shown
shortly, c = 0.5 is just beyond the threshold for
formation of micellar aggregates prior to macro-
scopic phase separation in the H8T8 system.
Differences between observed data at a finite L
and the universal distribution are termed cor-
rections to scaling,28 as described in the Intro-
duction. They are expected to vanish at the
limit of infinite box size. Corrections to scaling
were indeed observed to become smaller as sys-
tem size L was increased. However, we cannot
reach the limiting behavior for the order param-
eter distribution for this system, as it becomes
impractical to sample much larger systems: the
number of particles and therefore the number of
required Monte Carlo steps for adequate sam-
pling of the P(N, E) distributions scale as L3.

The appearance of stable micellar aggregates
in systems such as H8T8, c = 0.5, can be con-
firmed in multiple ways. One, already seen,
is the discrepancy between the order parame-
ter distribution and the Ising universal curve.
More directly, the untransformed P(N) dis-
tribution develops two low-density peaks, as
seen in Fig. 2 (red curve) for the same condi-
tions as the transformed P(x) (red points) in
Fig. 1. The first (highest) peak at N ≈ 60 cor-
responds to a dilute phase consisting primar-
ily of monomers and oligomers, with no micel-
lar aggregates. The second peak at N ≈ 130
corresponds to states with micellar aggregates
in the dilute phase. The high-density peak at
N ≈ 800 is very broad for this system and corre-

Figure 2: Probability distribution of the num-
ber of chains in the simulation box, P(N), ver-
sus N for H8T8, L = 34; blue line corresponds
to c = 0 (multiplied by a factor of 3 for visual
clarity) and red line to c = 0.5. These distri-
butions are at identical conditions to the trans-
formed order parameter distributions (points)
in Fig. 1.

sponds to a structured bulk liquid. Transforma-
tion of the data using field mixing (s = −0.017)
to obtain the red points in Fig. 1 masks the dou-
ble peak at low densities, but is unable to com-
pletely symmetrize the distribution. By con-
trast, data for c = 0 (blue line) show a nearly-
symmetric distribution of occupancies already
at the P(N) level, and are fully symmetrized
(s = −0.0051) to obtain the blue points in
Fig. 1 that are a close match to the universal
order parameter distribution.

Fig. 3 displays a representative cluster size
distribution for this system (c = 0.5) at the ex-
trapolated infinite-system critical temperature
and a volume fraction a factor of 7 below the
critical value. There is a clear micellar peak
with favored aggregation number M ≈ 90. Vi-
sual inspection of the corresponding configura-
tions also shows clearly defined aggregates (in-
set of Fig. 3), with somewhat irregular, non-
spherical shapes because of the proximity to the
critical point point. Based on prior studies of
related systems,23 micellar aggregates are ex-
pected to become more spherical and increase
in size at lower temperatures.

The threshold value for appearance of finite-
size aggregates in the low-density phase is des-
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Figure 3: Cluster size distribution, P(M), ver-
sus cluster aggregation number M , for H8T8,
c = 0.5, L = 60, at T = 4.855 and < ϕ >=
0.025. The inset shows a representative simula-
tion snapshot, with H beads in blue color and
T beads in red.

ignated from this point onwards as “cm”. For
any given chain architecture, it is obtained op-
erationally by gradually increasing c while test-
ing for existence of a second low-density peak in
the P(N) distribution at the estimated critical
point for the largest size studied.

Once the critical parameters have been ob-
tained for a given chain architecture, value of
the solvent selectivity c, and system size L, it
is desirable to extrapolate the results to infinite
system size, L → ∞. Fig. 4 shows the criti-
cal temperatures of H8T8 chains with varying
c, plotted against the relevant scaling function
of L. Relative uncertainties for Tc(L) are better
than 3 × 10−4, much smaller than symbol size
in this figure. Detailed numerical results for
all systems are broadly similar and are avail-
able online as explained in the Data Availabil-
ity Statement. As seen in the figure, the scaling
relationship for the critical temperature is fol-
lowed quite closely. For non-selective (c = 0) or
weakly selective solvents (c = 0.2), the system-
size dependence is not perceptible at the scale
of the figure. However, for selective solvents
(c = 0.4) and especially for solvents with suffi-
cient strength to induce microphase separation
(c = 0.5), there is a much stronger system size
dependence, with the critical temperature drop-
ping in the latter case by approximately 4%

Figure 4: Scaling of the critical temperature
Tc(L) with system size L for H8T8 chains, fol-
lowing Eq. 3. Lines are linear-least-squares fits
to the points, with text labels giving the value
of the solvent selectivity parameter c. Open
symbols are systems with no aggregation in the
dilute phase, while filled symbols are systems
showing aggregation in the dilute phase. Error
bars are much smaller than symbol size.

from L = 20 (smallest system studied, to the
right of the figure) to the extrapolated value
for L → ∞ (intercept of the fitted lines with
the ordinate axis).

The extrapolated infinite-system-size values
of critical parameters for H8T8 chains are plot-
ted in Fig. 5 as a function of the solvent selectiv-
ity parameter c. The lines in this figure are only
to guide the eye. Points marked by filled sym-
bols correspond to systems for which aggregates
form in the dilute phase prior to macrophase
separation, while open symbols correspond to
non-aggregating systems. The critical temper-
ature Tc is initially an almost-linear function
of c, but the slope increases in the range of c
corresponding to aggregation. The critical vol-
ume fraction ϕc and field mixing parameter s
behave in a similar way, being relatively un-
changed initially when the solvent is weakly
selective but changing faster as the aggrega-
tion limit is approached. For this system, the
threshold solvent selectivity parameter for ag-
gregation is cm = 0.48 ± 0.01.

The phase and micellization behavior just be-
yond the threshold value of c for aggregation
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is illustrated in Fig. 6 for the H4T4 system,
c = 0.66, L = 32. This system has a thresh-
old value of solvent selectivity for micellization
of cm = 0.64 ± 0.01. Shorter chains facilitate
sampling of binodal curves below the critical
point, but the qualitative features also apply
to other systems forming micelles in the dilute
phase. Note the logarithmic ϕ axis to allow for
clear depiction of low volume fractions.

Figure 5: Dependence of (a) the critical temper-
ature Tc, (b) the critical volume fraction ϕc, and
(c) the field mixing parameter s on the solvent
selectivity parameter c for H8T8 chains. Open
symbols are systems with no aggregation in the
dilute phase, while filled symbols are systems
showing aggregation in the dilute phase. Data
have been extrapolated to infinite system size,
L → ∞. Lines are for guiding the eye. Error
bars are smaller than symbol size.

To construct the phase diagram and micel-
lization curves, simulations at subcritical con-
ditions were necessary in addition to the runs
near the critical point. The critical micellar
concentration (cmc) line was obtained from the
osmotic pressure versus concentration curves,29

while the coexistence lines were obtained from
the equal-area condition for P(N) on the two
sides of the transition. The relatively large er-
ror bars for the coexistence volume fractions
are due to the large system size used, neces-
sary in order to observe aggregates in the dilute

phase when performing the equal-area construc-
tion for the binodal. For smaller boxes, the
binodal would be erroneously placed closer to
the cmc line, because there is no opportunity
for micelles to form. The cmc line has error
bars smaller than symbol size because it only
requires equilibration of the dilute gas phase
with no micellar aggregates present.

The scaling relationship for the coexistence
curve width is ϕl − ϕg = a(Tc − T )β, where
ϕl and ϕg are the volume fractions of the two
phases, a is a fitted constant, and β = 0.326 is
the scaling exponent. This was used together
with the approximate “law of rectilinear diam-
eters,” ϕl + ϕg = b(Tc − T ) + 2ϕc, where b is
another fitted constant, to obtain analytical ex-
pressions for ϕl and ϕg as functions of T , using
the known values of Tc and ϕc for each system
and separate optimizations of parameters a and
b for ϕl and ϕg. These are shown in the figure as
the continuous line through the critical point.

As shown in the figure, there is a region of
temperatures between T = 3.4 and 3.6 for this
system, for which micellization occurs at vol-
ume fractions between the cmc line and the
low-density phase boundary. Micellization is
a continuous structural (not first-order) tran-
sition and becomes less distinct at higher tem-
peratures than the ones shown on the figure.
There is also no clear distinction between an
aggregated phase and the dense fluid at tem-
peratures above the critical. This qualitative
behavior is expected to occur for all systems
that microphase separate in the dilute phase.
However, for strongly aggregating systems, the
macrophase separation critical point may be
pushed to such low temperatures that equilibra-
tion of the relevant phases is not feasible. This
is the reason that in most prior studies, this be-
havior was missed and systems were reported to
be either micro- or macrophase separating.

It is clearly of interest to examine how the for-
mation of aggregates depends on chain length.
This key result from the present study is shown
in Fig. 7. The threshold solvent selectivity pa-
rameter for formation of aggregates in the di-
lute phase, cm, is plotted in the figure against
the inverse square root of block size, 1/

√
r, for

symmetric diblock chains of architecture HrTr.
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Figure 6: Temperature T versus volume frac-
tion ϕ for H4T4, c = 0.66, L = 32. The bin-
odal (equilibrium) points are shown as blue ×
symbols, with associated error bars. The lines
through the binodal points were obtained as ex-
plained in the text. Critical micellar volume
fractions are shown as red diamonds. The red
line through them is a guide to the eye. Error
bars for the critical micellar volume fractions
are smaller than symbol size.

Note that 1/
√

r is the dominant term for the
scaling of the critical temperature with chain
length according to the Schulz-Flory relation-
ship40 – including the 1/2r second term in
the Schulz-Flory relationship increases the non-
linearity of the plot. The quantity

√
r is pro-

portional to the radius of gyration of the cor-
responding blocks in a Θ solvent. A good de-
scription of the data within their respective un-
certainties is obtained using a quadratic poly-
nomial fit.

At any given block size (abscissa in Fig. 7),
values of c greater than the threshold cm re-
sult in formation of micelles in the dilute phase
prior to bulk phase separation. Conversely,
values below the threshold cm result in phase
separation between a dilute phase lacking ag-
gregates and a dense bulk liquid. From the
quadratic fit shown, the intercept at r → ∞ is
cm = 0.00±0.02, which suggests that diblocks of
infinite chain length aggregate to form micelles
prior to phase separation even for weakly selec-
tive solvents. Recall that c = 0 corresponds to
a completely non-selective solvent. This result
is complementary to the conclusion reached in

Ref. 25, through an entirely different line of rea-
soning, that only a small fraction of sequences
aggregate prior to phase separation for increas-
ingly long chains. Diblock and “nearly-diblock”
sequences are the most aggregation-prone, but
represent a minute fraction of all possible se-
quences for long chains with a fixed number of
solvophilic and solvophobic beads.

Figure 7: Solvent selectivity threshold for mi-
cellization, cm, as a function of the inverse
square root of block size, 1/

√
r, for diblocks of

type HrTr. The values of r for the points from
left to right are 64, 32, 16, 8, and 4, respec-
tively. The line is a quadratic polynomial fit to
the data. Error bars are indicated on the data
points as well as on the extrapolated intercept
of the line with the ordinate axis.

For systems at much higher value of c rela-
tive to cm, it becomes impractical to fully equi-
librate the bulk liquid at temperatures near
or below the critical point of the fluid-fluid
transition, as also suggested earlier when dis-
cussing Fig. 6. The existence of highly struc-
tured, tightly bound aggregates renders inser-
tion and removal moves less likely to be ac-
cepted. Even when they are accepted, these
moves do not substantially change the over-
all morphology of the already-formed aggre-
gates. Non-equilibrium structures are also
likely present over experimental time scales
for block copolymers in strongly selective sol-
vents.5,41

Up to this point, the systems analyzed have
all been symmetric diblock chains, consist-
ing of two equal segments of solvophobic and
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solvophilic beads. It is of interest to investi-
gate how these results carry over to other chain
architectures. From prior studies,25 it is clear
that sequence strongly affects the tendency of a
system to form finite-size aggregates. In order
to keep the focus on sequence effects (as op-
posed to chain length or composition effects),
all chains studied in this part of the work con-
sisted of 128 total beads and contained an equal
number of solvophilic and solvophobic groups
(50:50 overall composition). The architectures
studied were the diblock H64T64 for which cm
has already been shown as the left-most data
point in Fig. 7, the triblock H32T64H32 that
has solvophilic groups on the outside of the
chain, its “mirror image” triblock, T32H64T32
that has solvophobic groups on the outside of
the chain, the octablock [H16T16]4, and the al-
ternating copolymer [HT]64.

As already seen in Fig. 5(a), there is a signif-
icant decrease in the critical temperature for a
given chain architecture as c is increased. This
is because HH and HT interactions in the model
are identical and less attractive than TT inter-
actions for all c > 0. The critical temperature
goes down with increasing c because there are
more HH and HT interactions than TT ones,
both intramolecularly and intermolecularly. To
highlight the effects of varying architecture, the
temperature can be normalized by the linear
factor 2−c, which eliminates most of the varia-
tion of Tc with c for the alternating copolymer
[HT]64, as shown in Fig. 8. Unnormalized crit-
ical temperatures for this sequence vary by a
factor of 2 in the c range from 0 to 1, while the
normalized ones differ by less than 3%.

The normalized critical temperature curves as
a function of c for all sequences are shown in
Fig. 8. Contrary to the behavior of the alter-
nating copolymer, there is a strong dependence
of the normalized critical temperature on c for
the other sequences studied. All curves start at
the same point for c = 0, since at that limit
H and T beads become identical and chain se-
quence becomes irrelevant.

For any given value of c, the trends in the
critical temperatures are consistent with what
has been previously observed for short chains33

based on the accessibility of blocks for interac-

tions. Chains with solvophobic groups at their
ends have higher critical temperatures than
chains with uniform distribution of segments.
Conversely, chains with solvophilic groups at
the chain ends have lower critical temperatures.
Diblock chains have critical temperatures close
to the average value of uniformly distributed
sequences, except when they approach the re-
gions for which aggregation takes place in the
dilute phase (filled points in Fig. 8).

Figure 8: Normalized critical temperature,
Tc/(2 − c), versus c, for a range of chain archi-
tectures indicated by the text labels and corre-
sponding colors. The lines through the points
are to guide the eye. Open symbols are systems
with no aggregation in the dilute phase, while
filled symbols are systems showing aggregation
in the dilute phase. Statistical uncertainties are
smaller than symbol size

There is significant variation in the propen-
sity of different sequences to form micellar ag-
gregates. Triblocks with external solvophobic
chains (THT-type) require more selective sol-
vents than triblocks with external solvophilic
chains (HTH-type) to form micelles. This is
because external solvophilic groups protect mi-
celles from aggregation, while external solvo-
phobic groups promote bulk phase separation.
In addition, HTH-type chains can form tradi-
tional star-like micelles, whereas at low con-
centration the THT-type chains need to form
flower-like micelles, more thermodynamically
unfavorable because the H blocks need to form
loops. For highly selective solvents, THT-type
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or multiblock systems form strongly structured
bulk liquids in which domains of nearly pure
solvophobic beads are connected via bridging
chains, again leading to sampling difficulties.
For such systems, formation of aggregates in
the dilute phase prior to macrophase separa-
tion is observed at a relatively high value of the
solvent selectivity parameter relative to diblock
or HTH-type systems. For alternating copoly-
mers, no aggregation is observed at any value
of c, which is reasonable given that chain con-
nectivity brings H segments into any incipient
cluster of T beads.

Conclusions
In the present work, a quantitative anal-
ysis was performed for the effects of sol-
vent relative selectivity, chain length, and
chain sequence on the microphase aggregation
and macrophase separation behavior for block
copolymers. Specifically, it was determined
that in weakly selective solvents, macrophase
separation between polymer-lean and polymer-
rich phases takes place directly, in a single step.
However, above a threshold value of the solvent
relative selectivity, aggregation into micelles oc-
curs in the dilute phase prior to phase sep-
aration. For solvent selectivities significantly
higher than the threshold value, strong seg-
regation in both dilute and condensed phases
leads to slow equilibration. Symmetric di-
block copolymers of increasing length require
decreasing solvent selectivities to form micelles
in the dilute phase prior to macrophase sepa-
ration. The extrapolated infinite-chain-length
limit suggests aggregation in the dilute phase
prior to phase separation for long diblocks even
in marginally selective solvents. Copolymer
chains with solvophilic blocks at the ends show
a decrease in their critical temperature with sol-
vent selectivity, while chains with solvophilic
blocks in the middle show the opposite effect.

Macrophase separation between polymer-rich
and polymer-lean phases is a first-order phase
transition that belongs to the three-dimensional
Ising universality class. The universal order pa-
rameter distribution at the critical point of the

transition is closely followed for copolymers in
weakly selective solvents that show little seg-
regation in the dense phase. However, as sol-
vent selectivity increases, corrections to scaling
become larger, leading to significant deviations
from the universal order parameter distribution
at simulated system sizes for which it is possible
to adequately sample these distributions. For
more strongly selective solvents, formation of
aggregates prevents the accurate determination
of critical points using grand canonical Monte
Carlo sampling.

The connection between solvent selectivity
and micro- or macrophase separation was most
clearly elucidated experimentally in the very re-
cent work of Taylor et al.,17 who obtained “mi-
crophase separation into crew-cut micelles and
macrophase separation into unimer and concen-
trated micelle phases [through] delicate tuning
of the solvent/block compatibilities.” While the
specific numerical data obtained in the present
study are for a generic lattice model of chains
with solvophilic and solvophobic segments, it
can be reasonably hypothesized that the qual-
itative findings are of general validity for syn-
thetic or biological polymers with varying se-
quence, monomer chemical character, and sol-
vent quality. For example, as seen in Ref. 17,
the critical temperature increases for solvophilic
segments in the interior of chains and decreases
for solvophilic segments at the ends of chains,
in agreement with the findings from the present
study. In an ongoing project, we are using the
model from the current work to obtain quanti-
tative comparisons with experimental data for
block-random copolymers, with results to be re-
ported in a future publication.

The findings from the present study have im-
plications for the design of synthetic polymers
with desired properties, specifically when ag-
gregation in solution is a property of interest.
For intrinsically disordered proteins in biologi-
cal systems, liquid-liquid phase separation be-
havior is also an important consideration. The
results suggest that there is a strong sensitiv-
ity of the overall phase separation and aggrega-
tion behavior to residue character, which effec-
tively changes the solvent selectivity, as well as
to protein sequence. In addition, results from

10



the present work provide a conceptual frame-
work explaining the recent discovery42 of clus-
ters in sub-saturated solutions of biomolecules
that can undergo liquid-liquid phase separation.
Solvent character, changed through addition of
different anions, is found to play a role in con-
trolling cluster formation and properties.43
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(35) Tsypin, M. M.; Blöte, H. W. J. Probabil-
ity distribution of the order parameter for

the three-dimensional Ising-model univer-
sality class: A high-precision Monte Carlo
study. Phys. Rev. E 2000, 62, 73–76, DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevE.62.73.

(36) Bruce, A. D.; Wilding, N. B. Scaling fields
and universality of the liquid-gas critical
point. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1992, 68, 193–196,
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.193.

(37) Wilding, N. B.; Bruce, A. D. Den-
sity fluctuations and field mixing in
the critical fluid. J. Phys.-Condens.
Mat. 1992, 4, 3087–3108, DOI:
10.1088/0953-8984/4/12/008.

(38) Ferrenberg, A. M.; Swendsen, R. H. Opti-
mized Monte Carlo data analysis. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 1989, 63, 1195–1198, DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.1195.

(39) Orkoulas, G.; Panagiotopoulos, A. Z.
Phase behavior of the restricted primitive
model and square-well fluids from Monte
Carlo simulations in the grand canoni-
cal ensemble. J. Chem. Phys. 1999, 110,
1581–1590, DOI: 10.1063/1.477798.

(40) Flory, P. J. Principles of Polymer Chem-
istry; Cornell University Press: Ithaca,
NY, 1953.

(41) Mok, M. M.; Thiagarajan, R.; Flores, M.;
Morse, D. C.; Lodge, T. P. Apparent
Critical Micelle Concentrations in Block
Copolymer/Ionic Liquid Solutions: Re-
markably Weak Dependence on Solvo-
phobic Block Molecular Weight. Macro-
molecules 2012, 45, 4818–4829, DOI:
10.1021/ma300399c.

(42) Kar, M.; Dar, F.; Welsh, T. J.; Vo-
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