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Abstract 

Stochastic and dynamical processes lie at the heart of all physical, chemical, and biological 
systems. However, kinetic and thermodynamic properties which characterize these processes have 
largely been treated separately as they can be obtained independently for many systems at 
thermodynamic equilibrium. In this work we demonstrate the existence of a class of relations 
between kinetic and thermodynamic factors which holds even in the hydrodynamic limit, and 
which must be satisfied for all systems that obey detailed balance. We achieve this by proving that 
for systems with inhomogeneous equilibrium states governed by gradient flow dynamics such as 
the Cahn-Hilliard (CH) dynamics, the chemical potential and self-diffusivity must mutually 
constrain each other. We discuss common issues in the literature which result in inconsistent 
formulations, construct the consistency requirement mathematically, develop a class of self-
diffusivities that guarantee consistency, and discuss the requirement originates from detailed 
balance and Boltzmann distribution.  
 

The hydrodynamic limit of many physical processes can be understood in terms of systems 

of PDEs, which have the general structure of 

𝜕𝜙

𝜕𝑡
= 𝐿 {𝑀 , 𝑀 , … }, 𝐹[𝜙 , 𝜙 , … ] , 1 

where 𝐿  is a differential operator, 𝑀 = 𝑀 𝜙  is the mobility of field 𝜙 , {𝜙 } is the set of 

scalar fields evolving in time, and 𝐹[{𝜙 }] is a thermodynamic free energy functional. A specific 

instance of this, also known as the 𝐻  gradient flow [1], is equivalent to the phenomenological 

continuum diffusion equation [2], 

𝜕𝑐

𝜕𝑡
= 𝛁 ⋅ 𝐷(𝑐)𝛁𝜇, 2 

where 𝐷(𝑐) is the self-diffusivity coefficient, 𝜇[𝑐] =  is the variational derivative of the free 

energy functional, 𝑐  is the concentration, and any temperature dependence is suppressed for 

notational simplicity.  

 

Now consider that for any function(al)s 𝐷(𝑐) and 𝜇[𝑐], there always exists an effective 

chemical potential function(al), 𝜇 [𝑐], which satisfies 𝛁𝜇 ≡ 𝐷(c)𝛁𝜇 such that 



∂c

∂t
= 𝛁 ⋅ 𝛁𝜇 = 𝛁 ⋅ 𝐷(𝑐)𝛁𝜇. 3 

Equation (3) highlights a constraint on 𝐷(𝑐) which arises from the fact that there are two ways to 

describe the equilibrium state of the system. The first equality states that the composite chemical 

potential, 𝜇 [𝑐], completely determines the bulk phase behavior of the system. On the other hand, 

as we show later, equilibrium thermodynamics—namely the assumption of detailed balance and 

Boltzmann statistics—also requires that 𝜇[𝑐] alone fully specify the phase behavior. In other 

words, the assumptions behind equilibrium thermodynamics require that 𝜇 [𝑐] and 𝜇[𝑐] predict 

the same equilibrium phases, which in turn induces a relationship between 𝜇[𝑐] and 𝐷(𝑐). 

 

A mathematical statement of this constraint may be obtained by considering the common 

tangent construction of the binodal condition 

𝐺(𝑐 ) − 𝐺(𝑐 )

𝑐 − 𝑐
= �̂�(𝑐 ) = �̂�(𝑐 ), 4 

where 𝑐  and 𝑐  are the binodal points. Here, �̂�(𝑐) represents the homogeneous chemical potential, 

i.e., 𝜇[𝑐] ≈ 𝜇(𝑐, (𝛁𝑐) , 𝛁 𝑐, … ) and �̂�(𝑐) = 𝜇(𝑐, 0,0, … ), and 𝐺 is the homogeneous free energy, 

i.e., = �̂� . Note that eq. (4) reflects the fact that only the homogeneous component of the 

chemical potential is responsible for setting the position of the binodal envelope. An equivalent 

condition for 𝜇 [𝑐] is given by 

𝐺 (𝑐 ) − 𝐺 (𝑐 )

𝑐 − 𝑐
= �̂� (𝑐 ) = �̂� (𝑐 ), 5 

where 𝐺  is defined by = �̂� . Consequently, eq. (3) and the assumption of equilibrium 

thermodynamics requires that  

𝑐 , = 𝑐 , . 6 

The constraints on 𝐷(𝑐) implied by eqs. (5) and (6) are then given by  

�̂� (𝑐 ) − �̂� (𝑐 ) = 𝐷(𝑐)
𝜕�̂�

𝜕𝑐
𝑑𝑐 = 0, 7 



and  

1

𝑐 − 𝑐
𝐷(𝑐)

𝜕�̂�

𝜕𝑐
𝑑𝑐 𝑑𝑐 = 𝐷(𝑐)

𝜕�̂�

𝜕𝑐
𝑑𝑐 . 8 

Analogous relations for non-conserved gradient dynamics (e.g., via the Allen-Cahn equation) are 

included in the SI. 

 

We now illustrate how the constraints imposed by eqs. (7) and (8) are generally violated in 

practice by commonly assumed chemical potentials and diffusivities. Specifically, we consider a 

regular solution model,  

�̂�(𝑐) = ln(𝑐) − ln(1 − 𝑐) + 𝛼(1 − 2𝑐), 9 

and diffusivity of the form 𝐷(𝑐) = 𝐷 𝑐(1 − 𝑐), which, when substituted along with eq. (9), into 

eq. (2) gives 

𝜕𝑐

𝜕𝑡
= 𝛁 ⋅ 𝐷 𝑐(1 − 𝑐) 𝛁 ln(𝑐) − ln(1 − 𝑐) + 𝛼(1 − 2𝑐) + 𝜅𝜙 , 10 

where 𝜙 represents all gradient contributions in 𝜇(𝑐, (𝛁𝑐) , 𝛁 𝑐, … ) and 𝜅 is a scaling parameter 

such that 𝑘 → 0 corresponds to the sharp interface limit [3]. Eq. (10) is widely employed as a 

workhorse model for describing diffusion in concentrated binary solutions, including spinodal 

decomposition [4], Li intercalation [5], and particle segregation [6]. Moreover, under certain 

conditions eq. (10) is the hydrodynamic limit of Kawasaki exchange dynamics on a lattice [6], and 

a series of papers on coarse-graining models for various exchange dynamics [7, 8] have shown 

that a broad class of microscopic diffusive processes are also well approximated in the continuum 

limit by eq. (10) and its variants. Next, following eq. (3), eq. (10) may be readily rearranged into 

the form 

𝜕𝑐

𝜕𝑡
= 𝛁 ⋅ 𝐷 1 − 2𝛼𝑐(1 − 𝑐) 𝛁𝑐 = 𝛁 ⋅ [𝐷 𝛁(�̂� ) + 𝜅𝜙], 11 



where �̂� =  𝑐 − 𝛼𝑐 + 2𝛼𝑐 /3. It is evident that while �̂� and �̂�  predict the same spinodal points 

(i.e., 𝐷(𝑐) = = 0), they predict different binodal points as shown in Fig. 1, violating the 

condition in eq. (6).  

 

Fig. 1. Illustraion of how the binodal points predicted by �̂�(𝑐) and �̂�  differ. The blue curve 

corresponds to �̂�(𝑐), with the two blue dots corresponding to the predicted binodal points based 

on the chemical potential alone. The red curve corresponds to �̂� , with the two red dots 

corresponding to predictions of the binodal points based on the PDE. The latter is clearly displaced 

from the true binodals, which illustrates how eq. (10) can break down. 

 

 The question now remains—what, if any, are the allowable concentration-dependent 

diffusivities that guarantee binodal invariance while also accommodating direct experimental or 

simulation measurements [9]. Obviously, a constant diffusivity satisfies the binodal constraint but 

this is a poor description for many diffusive processes [10–12]. To show that in fact the binodal 

constraint is not as restrictive as it may initially seem, consider the class of homogeneous chemical 

potentials that is antisymmetric about 𝑐 = 0.5  in the interval 𝑐 ∈ [0,1] , i.e., �̂�(0.5 + 𝛿𝑐) =

−�̂�(0.5 − 𝛿𝑐) . By the antisymmetric condition, the binodal compositions, 𝑐  and 𝑐 , satisfy 

�̂�(𝑐 ) = �̂�(𝑐 ) = 0. For this class of chemical potentials, self-diffusivities of the form 

𝐷(�̂�) = 𝛼 �̂� , 12 

where 𝑛 is a non-negative integer, and {𝛼 } are constant coefficients, guarantee binodal invariance. 

This is readily shown by noting that  



𝐷(�̂�)
𝜕�̂�

𝜕𝑐
=

𝜕�̂�

𝜕𝑐
𝛼 �̂� =

𝜕

𝜕𝑐

𝛼

2𝑛 + 1
�̂� =

𝜕

𝜕𝑐
�̂� , 13 

which is still antisymmetric and satisfies �̂� (𝑐 ) = �̂� (𝑐 ) = 0 . A practical example of the 

diffusivities represented by eq. (12) is 

𝐷 (�̂�) =
𝐴

exp −𝜇 + exp 𝜇
, 14 

where 𝐴 is a fitting parameter. As shown in Fig. 2, for a regular solution model with 𝛼 = 2.6, 

setting 𝐴 = 0.085 , eq. (14) approaches 𝐷 = 𝑐(1 − 𝑐)  in the limits 𝑐 → 1,0  while enforcing 

binodal invariance and thus thermodynamic consistency.  

Fig. 2. An example of self-diffusivity in the class given by eq. (13) that satisfies binodal invariance 

for the regular solution model. 

 

Finally, we investigate the microscopic origins of the binodal invariance constraint and its 

relationship to detailed balance and Boltzmann statistics. We begin with the master equation 

𝜕𝑃[𝐶]

𝜕𝑡
= (𝑊[𝐶 , 𝐶]𝑃[𝐶 ] − 𝑊[𝐶, 𝐶 ]𝑃[𝐶]) , 15 

where 𝑃[𝐶] is the probability functional of state 𝐶, 𝑊[𝐶, 𝐶 ] is the transition rate from state 𝐶 to 

𝐶 , 𝐶 is a compositional profile with 𝐶 = … . , 𝑐 , … , 𝑐 , … . , 𝐶 = … . , 𝑐 − 𝜖, … , 𝑐 + 𝜖, … . , 𝜖 

denotes the change in 𝑐 at site 𝑖. For any master equation satisfying eq. (15), the transition rate 

can be written as 𝑊[𝐶, 𝐶 ] = exp{𝛽𝛺[𝐶, 𝐶 ]}, where 𝛺[𝐶, 𝐶 ] is a functional of 𝐶 and 𝐶  and is 

specified by an assumed kinetic model. With respect to the transitions from 𝐶 → 𝐶  and 𝐶 → 𝐶, 

there is a unique symmetric and antisymmetric decomposition in state space, 



𝛺𝑠/𝑎 𝐶, 𝐶′ = ±𝛺𝑠/𝑎 𝐶′, 𝐶 =
1

2
𝛺 𝐶, 𝐶′ ± 𝛺 𝐶′, 𝐶 , 16 

which, substituting into eq. (15), gives 

𝜕𝑃[𝐶]

𝜕𝑡
= exp(𝛽𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ]) (exp(𝛽𝛺 [𝐶 , 𝐶]) 𝑃[𝐶 ] − exp(𝛽𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ]) 𝑃[𝐶]) . 17 

Next, we will relate eq. (15) to the diffusion equation following the approach of [13]. We 

generalize the arguments by showing how 𝛺  relates to the chemical potential, 𝛺  to a general 

mobility term and interpret the thermodynamic constraint on diffusivity in the context of 

stochastic processes.  

We first discuss how 𝛺  corresponds to a free energy difference of two states. Since 

various accounts of this relationship are used in literature with either no justification or simplified 

derivations, we provide an updated derivation and clarify all the underlying assumptions involved. 

We begin by invoking the detailed balance assumption, i.e.,  

𝑊[𝐶, 𝐶 ]𝑃 [𝐶] = 𝑊[𝐶 , 𝐶]𝑃 [𝐶 ], 18 

where 𝑃 [𝐶] is the probability of the system being in state 𝐶 at equilibrium. We further assume 

that 𝑃 [𝐶] follows a Boltzmann distribution, i.e.,  

𝑃 [𝐶] ∝ exp(−𝛽𝐹[𝐶]) , 19 

where 𝐹[𝐶] is the free energy associated with state 𝐶. Substituting eq. (19) into eq. (18) gives 

𝑊[𝐶, 𝐶 ]/𝑊[𝐶 , 𝐶] = exp −𝛽(𝐹[𝐶 ] − 𝐹[𝐶]) , 20 

or, 

𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ] =
1

2
(𝐹[𝐶 ] − 𝐹[𝐶]). 21 

The r.h.s. of eq. (21) can be expressed as the difference of free energy variational derivatives 

1

2
(𝐹[𝐶 ] − 𝐹[𝐶]) =

1

2

𝛿𝐹

𝛿𝑐(𝐫)
𝛿𝑐(𝐫)𝑑𝑉 + 𝑂((𝛿𝑐) ) ≈

1

2
𝜖

𝛿𝐹

𝛿𝑐
−

𝛿𝐹

𝛿𝑐
, 22 

or equivalently, 

𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ] ≈
1

2
𝜇 − 𝜇 , 23 

where the chemical potential 𝜇 ≡ 𝜖  is the change in total free energy due to addition of one 

atom at site 𝑖 . In other words, assuming only detailed balance and Boltzmann distribution at 



equilibrium, we see that Ω [𝐶, 𝐶 ] cannot alter the equilibrium distribution. This derivation also 

holds under a relaxed version of eq. (19) as long as 𝑃 [𝐶] only depends on 𝐶.  

 The final step is to establish a connection between the Master equation and the 

phenomenological diffusion model. Inserting eq. (23) into eq. (17) gives 

𝜕𝑃[𝐶]

𝜕𝑡
= exp(𝛽𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ]) exp

𝛽

2
𝜇 − 𝜇 𝑃[𝐶 ] − exp

𝛽

2
𝜇 − 𝜇 𝑃[𝐶]

,

. 24 

This expression is related to a Langevin formulation of the form [XXXRisken] 

𝜕𝑐

𝜕𝑡
= 𝐷 exp(𝛽𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ]) 𝜇 − 𝜇 + 𝜉 (𝑡), 25 

where 𝐷  is a constant prefactor, and 𝜉 (𝑡) is a stochastic noise source [13]. Since the equilibrium 

state of the system is given by 𝜇(𝐫) alone, the choice of 𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ] cannot affect the equilibrium 

profile. This is the microscopic origin of the constraint we have pointed out in the continuum 

diffusion equation as neglecting the noise term and assuming nearest neighbor exchanges only, in 

the limit of 𝜖 → 0, equivalence of eq. (1) and (24) gives 

log 𝐷(𝑐) ∝ 𝛽𝛺 [𝐶, 𝐶 ] + log(𝐷 ) , 28 

and  

∇𝜇(𝑐, ∇ 𝑐) ∝ 𝛺 . 29 

Therefore, the thermodynamic constraint on diffusion originates from the symmetric and 

antisymmetric arguments of the corresponding transition rates of the master equation whenever 

detailed balance is satisfied, and the diffusion equation is the mean field approximation of the 

stochastic process. 

Finally, having established the existence of thermo-kinetic relations in the case of gradient 

flows, we consider the more general class of constraints which arise from detailed balance. 

Assuming that the dynamics of a system is governed by free energy minimization and the bulk 

equilibrium phases are given by {𝜙 }. The rate at which the system evolves towards these minima, 

which is given by a set of mobilities {𝑀 }, cannot affect the equilibrium phases. This relation, 

which appears at first sight to be a statement about the independence of {𝑀 } and {𝜙 }, can give 

rise to a whole range of relations between these two types of quantities. This can be understood 

graphically as shown in FIG. 3. 



 

 

Fig. 3. A graphical depiction of how mobility and chemical potential is related. The relation holds 

for both conserved and non-conserved dynamics 

 

While there has been great interest in establishing relations between diffusivity and free 

energy/entropy, such as empirical scaling laws proposed in the context of hard sphere and colloidal 

systems [14–17], there has been only limited success in their applicability. In this paper, we have 

demonstrated that it is necessary to develop a thermodynamically self-consistent formulation of 

self-diffusivity and argued that this can be understood in the dynamical context of the master 

equation and statistical mechanics. Furthermore, we provide a natural formulation of self-

diffusivities which guarantee thermodynamic self-consistency by treating them as functions of 

chemical potential. Finally, by demonstrating that the relationship between mobility and chemical 

potential comes from the detailed balance and Boltzmann distribution assumptions, we point out 

that there exists a large class of relations that relate mobility and chemical potential (including but 

not limited to Cahn-Hilliard and Allen-Cahn dynamics)  
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