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Directed Self-Assembly of Linear Nanostructures
by Optimal Control of External Electrical Fields

Arash Komaee and Paul I. Barton

Abstract—An optimal control strategy is developed to construct of periodic nanostructures, it is reasonable to ask if thieess
nanostructures of desired geometry along line segments byeans can be externally directed to fabricate nanostructuressifed

of directed self-assembly of charged particles. Such a caml  4a4metry which are not necessarily periodic. Sudtiracted
strategy determines the electric potentials of a set of elgodes If bl is the f f thi
located at fixed points in the line segment. The particles may S€'-aSSEMDIPrOCESS IS the Tocus of s paper.

under the electric forces generated by these electrodes amy the In directed self-assembly, a number of charged nanopesticl
interactions between the particles themselves to form a dged (e.g., DNA tiles) are manipulated by external electricaldie
pattern eventually. Due to technology limitations, the paticle to form a nanostructure of desired geometry. The directing
positions cannot be measured during the course of control,0s  g|ectrical fields are generated and controlled by relatisetall
that the control is open-loop in nature. Such an open-loop arol .
optimally changes the electrode potentials in time in orderto number of _electrode_s (compared to the numbe_r_of pa_rtlcles)
create a desired pattern with the highest probability, desjte the located at fixed locations on the substrate containing thi- pa
inherent uncertainty in the initial positions and the dynamical cles. The dynamics of the particles are primarily governgd b
behaviors of the particles. Two models are proposed to desbe  the interactions between them (self-assembly), and is fieddi
the uncertain dynamics of the particles: a continuous model to some extent by manipulation of the electrical potentils
relying on a set of nonlinear stochastic differential equabns, . . . o

and a discrete Ising model consisting of a large dimensional thes_e electrodes (external direction). The particlesritilly
continuous-time Markov chain. While the first model is more distributed randomly on the substrate and are perturbed by
mathematically tractable, the second one more precisely deribes random disturbances during the assembly process. Since the
particles at the nanometer scale. The control design procegle particle positions cannot be measured during the coursersf ¢

begins with the continuous model and identifies the structug of trol, a feedback loop cannot be established and the elerod
its stable equilibria, which is used later to propose a pieagise ’ tuated onlv b | trol
constant structure for the control and to demonstrate that he /€ actuated only Dy open-ioop controls.

optimal value of each piece is independently obtained from a  The control objective is to direct the particles towards
certain static optimization problem. It is shown next that the formation of a desired pattern despite the uncertainty @irth

design procedure can be applied to the discrete model with &9 dynamics and initial positions. Under an optimal desigiis th
minor modifications. A numerical example of control design § control must maximize the probability of forming the dedire
presented. pattern by the end of the assembly process, and maintain the
Index Terms—Directed self-assembly, Fokker-Planck equation, formed structure under a static control afterward. Suchra co
Ising model, nanostructure, optimal control. stant static control creates a stable equilibrium reprasgthe
desired pattern. In addition to this intended stable eoyiiim,
I. INTRODUCTION the static control inherently creates multiple undesirzdble

Self-assembly is the process of forming an ordered stract@duilibria, and a major challenge of an optimal control is to
from initially disordered components that only interaatdly, Prevent the system falling into sudtinetic traps Given the
without external direction. At the molecular level, thimpess large number of these kinetic traps and the inherent uringrta
is a common technique for fabrication of nanostructured witn the initial distribution and dynamics of the particlebet
periodic patterns [1}5[10]. Due to the important role ofsthisystem will most likely be trapped by an undesired stable
fabrication technique in nanotechnology, several reseasc €quilibrium (formation of a wrong pattern), unless a phase
have studied self-assembly phenomena at a theoreticdl le¥edynamic control (time-dependent) is applied prior to the
based on abstract models [11]-[18]. static control.

Self-assembled nanostructures usually demonstratedierio This paper intends to develop an analytic framework for
patterns that only depend on the nature of their componeftgdy of directed self-assembly, including a systematithoe
and the environmental conditions under which the patteras &0r control design. Rather than focusing on a detailed model
formed. However, several applications require fabrigatd Of the physical process, the main emphasis is on providing a
nanostructures with certain non-periodic geometries{jE3i]. clear understanding of the fundamental concepts such s sta

Given the major role of molecular self-assembly in fabimat control, kinetic traps, and dynamic control. To be consiste
with this approach, the models and control problem coneitier
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case of the more general planar patterns demonstrateinceritathis line segment. Suppose thaidentical charged particles

properties that facilitate exact characterization of theble

equilibria of the system, which in turn, allows for a rigosou particle positions specify the state vecioe (x4, zo, . .
analysis and control design methodology. The concepts andR™. The control vecton = (ug, u1, ug, . . .,

., ZTpn. The

5y Tn)
ue) 1s defined

are located betweep andg. at the pointsey, xo, . .

methods developed here for linear patterns are equallgl irali in such a manner that itsth componentu;, represents the

two dimensions, while generalization of some computationalectric charge of the electrode= 0,1, , ..

.,c normalized to

procedures might not be immediate. Such a generalizattonttze charge of a single particle. It is assumed that at any, time

least approximately, is the subject of our future work.

the value of the control vector can be arbitrarily chosen

This paper adopts two different but closely related modelgthin the control set/ C Re*1.
to describe directed self-assembly. A continuous mode' =

presented in Sectidnl Il which allows the particles to poai
continuously at any arbitrary point in a line segment. T
model is precise for larger particles of micrometer diam:
and its continuous nature facilitates our analysis in 8adfil

Later in Sectior 1V, a discrete model is presented for ne
scale particles, and it is shown how the results of Se fifyr
originally developed for the continuous model, can be taiic
to this discrete model only with minor modifications. Our m.
results on the structure of the kinetic traps, control desimnd
optimization of the electrodes are presented in Sedfidn Il

II. MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

The system of particles considered in this paper is degt!
at the nano-scale~( 10nm) by a discrete Ising model and
master equation [25]=[27]. In this model, the particles
occupy only a finite set of positions along a line segm
in contrast to a continuous model used for larger parti
(~ 1um) in which the particles can position continuously
any arbitrary point along the line segment. The latter mc
is directly derived from the classical Newton’s second
of motion, and Coulomb’s law that governs the interacti
between the particles and the forces applied to the past
by the electrodes. Such a continuous model is more intu
and mathematically more tractable, thus it is a conver
point of departure to explain the concepts and control ae

methodology developed in this paper. We begin with this
continuous model and construct our control design methad
on this basis. Later in Sectidn ]V, we present the discre M
model and show that for the purpose of control design usi|_11I
our proposed method, the two models are mathematical
equivalent and can be interchanged with minor modification
In particular, our control design relies on the steadyest
behaviors of these models which match closely despite th
different dynamical behaviors. It is emphasized that the tv&
models describe different physical phenomena and they 5
not necessarily interchangeable for other purposes such

simulations.

Throughout this paper, the time-dependent state and don

vectors are shown by the boldface lettersand u, so that

x andu are mappings from time into the state space and t
control set, respectively. The values of the state and thir@lo

vectors at time are denoted by (¢) andu (¢) or simply byz

andu as a shorthand. All constant vectors and other functio

of time or other variables are shown in plain letters.

¢+ 1 electrodes are located at the fixed points

O=q<q <--<¢q

do T To T3 1 Ty Ts (2

Tn—1 Tn e

Fig. 1. Geometry of the charged particles and the contraltreldes along a
line segment. The disks represent the particles while thedstand for the
electrodes.

The total energy associated with the statef the particles
and the control value: is given by sV (z,u), where the
normalized energy functiofr : R x R°*! — R is given by

1 n n 1 n C Ui
V@gu)=5d Y ) > —
2 =1 =1 |lz; — x3| =1 =0 |lz; — qj|
=1 7= =1 7=
J#i
Here,x > 0 is a constant defined as

e2

(1)

4mege’
wheree denotes the charge of a single particlg,stands for
the permittivity of free space, and the dimensionless @orst
is the relative permittivity of the environment containitige
particles. The negative gradientxV,V (z,u) of the total
energy V., denotes the gradient operator with respect to the
first argument) is a vector iR™ whosekth component is the
total force applied to théth particle by the remaining — 1
particles (first term on the right-hand side bf (1)) and by the
r+ 1 electrodes (second term on the right-hand sidé bf (1)).
Assume that the particles start from the initial stateat
et =0 and their statex (t) € R” evolves in time under a
e-varying controlu (¢) € Y. The dynamics of the particles
is determined by three factors: the Coulomb forces caused by

the interactions between the particles and the electrodds a
e interactions between the particles themselves, theaofni

a%?tween the particles and their surrounding fluid (dragd, an

e Brownian motion. In the absence of the Brownian motion,
rpg particles accelerate under the Coulomb forces and the
ogg)osing resistance of the surrounding fluid. By Stokesydra
law [28], such resistive forces are negatively proportidna

ﬁtbe velocity of the particles with a proportionality consta

1> 0. In response to a sudden change in the control Coulomb
Qrees, the particles accelerate for a short period of time
efore the opposing drag forces balance this change in the
control forces. In a large friction regime, this accelerati
Rgriod is short and negligiblé [29], so that it is a reasoeabl
approximation to take the drag and the Coulomb forces as
ﬁg{Jal. Then the velocity of each particle will be proporébn
to its applied Coulomb force (Smoluchowski approximation)
By normalizing time tou/k, the proportionality constant is
unit and the equation of motion of the particles can be simply



written as at a final timet;. This must be achieved despite the inherent
x(t) ==V,V(x(t),u(t)). (2) uncertainty in the system dynamics and the initial state and

Th tributi f the B . ton is | ¢ y means of an open-loop control since the particle pogtion
. € contribution of the brownian motion 1S Incorporate components of the state vector) cannot be measured during
into the equation of motion using a-dimensional standard

. ; ~ . the course of control due to technology limitations. Theref
Wiener process{w (t)} as described by the Itd stochasu(ihe objective is to obtain an open-loop controlt) € ¢/ on
differential equation[[30]

t € [0,1] to form a desired patterR; at the final timet ; with
dx (t) = =V,V (x(t),u(t))dt + odw (t). (3) the highest possible probability, and to maintain this nmaxi
probability under the constant contral, £ u (ty) afterward

Here,o = v/2rkpT is a constant depending on the Boltzmanyy, -, ; ) These requirements are mathematically expressed by
constant:z, the temperatur@’ in Kelvin, and the normalizing maximizing the payoff function

factor x of the energy function. It is assumed that the initial
statex (0) = x is a random vector with the known probability J=Pr{x(ty) € Zo (Pa)} (4)

density functionpo (z) safisfying under the inequality constraint

Po (x) =0, z ¢ [QO7QC]n'

The stochastic differential equatidd (3) represents thregegin
equation for the particle positions [31], 32]. i _ )
Suppose that the intervalo, ¢.] is partitioned into N for all't >ty and some smaﬂ < e < 1. The final timet; >0
subintervals.#,, .7, ..., .#x of the equal lengthd. It is is a free parameter that is preferred but not constraineato b
assumed that the numbat of these subintervals is larger thar{easqnably s.horF. )
the numben of the particles. Further, assume that the distance | NiS Optimization problem can be formulated as an optimal

gk — g1 between the electrodes is an integer multiple of tHeontrol problem with deterministic but infinite-dimensain
grid sized, dynamics. It is well known that the probability density fioo

A pattern? € {0,1}" is defined as a binary vector of? (z,t) of x (t) solves the Fokker-Planck equation [33]

dimension N with exactly n ones ('s) and N — n zeros dp 1 5
(0's). The total number of patterns is given by the combinatiofg; (,1) = Vo | VoV (2, u(t) p (2, 1) + 30 VaP (1)
S = (). Each binary component of a pattern represents one of

the subintervals7;,. It is said that a patter® is formed by the \t’;’]'th (’;he initial condmo?p (I"(t)r)w = Po (I)t* ‘t"’hi:evf?ﬁ' (tjenotes .
particles, if exactly one particle is inside the subintés\asso- € divergence operator with respect to the Tirst argument.

ciated with the components of valudn P. Notice that every Then, subject to this infinite-dimensional dynamics, an iadm

state of the particles does not necessarily define a paitera ss'ble controlu (t_) € U is sought ont € [0, ] to maximize
it is possible that more than one particle belong to a certatme payoff function

subinterval. FiglR illustrates a nanostructure created by8 J— / p(2,t5) da
particles in a grid ofV = 16 cells withc+ 1 =5 electrodes. Doy !
The binary vecto® = (0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1)
represents this nanostructure (pattern) in such a manaer
each occupied cell corresponds td @ this vector.

il c - - XIK3 - - KRS - R3R) - Y -
%0 T« 0 03 ¢« under the constant contral(ty) for ¢ > t;.
This new formulation represents a standard optimal control

Figu- 2. .thNanol-Svucsturle iregted %= Stfartiqles in a gritddofé\f ; lg problerﬂ although its solution is complicated by the infinite
cole W 41§ oo, The pter i represertcd by ne Safimensions of the Fokker-Planck equation. In Seciah I
is corresponding to 4 in this vector. The boxes mark the locations of theve obtain a solution to this optimal control problem within
electrodes and the disks show the locations that the pEstithn occupy in g certain class of piecewise constant controls. This smiuti
the discrete model of SectignV. exploits a certain structure of the nonlinear systém (3) to

convert the optimal control problem above to a sequence

Each patterrP is uniquely mapped into a subset, (P) of of static optimization problems with tractable computatib

the state spacio, ¢.]" such that the formation of that patterncomplexity.
at timet occurs ifx (t) € & (P). Let u, k = 1,2,...,n
denote the indices of thigh 1 in the binary vector (patterriy.
Then the value of the mapping, (P) is defined as the union

Pr{x(t) € Py (Pa)} — t’E)IJIrloo Pri{x(t') € Py (Py)}| < ¢

t\‘\_{hile maintaining the terminal condition

<€

p(x,ty)der — lm p(x,t)dx
/g%md) t=too S 20 (Pa)

IIl. CONTROL DESIGN

Our control design procedure consists of two steps: design
Po (P) = U Ty X Iig X0 X I, of a static control, and design of a dynamic control. Theistat

taken over the set of all! permutations of 1, i, . . ., 1n). controlugs € U is a constant control intended to create a stable

The control goal i.S to move the. particlgs in such a ManNeliThe payoff function consists of only a terminal payoff ane:si@ot include
that they form a desired pattefty with the highest probability an integral over time of the state.



equilibrium zss € &, (Py) inside the subset?, (P;) of the
state space that represents a desired paRgrin the absence
of the Brownian motion, a stable equilibrium is a point of the
state space with a sustainable balance of forces under whic
the particles are at rest, i.e., the state vest(r) settles at this
point in the steady-state so tha{¢) = 0. In the presence of
the Brownian motion, the state vector moves towards théestab
equilibrium and eventually reaches a stationary regimesund
which it randomly jitters in the vicinity ofrys. The desired
pattern is formed in this regime as; is inside 2, (P;) and
the state vector remains close to this point. The optimabdes

depth

potential well

state-space

Fig. 3. Multiple equilibria, regions of attraction, and potial wells: (a)

of the static control. is discussed in Sectidn T[1B.
The static controli,s and the corresponding equilibrium;

must jointly satisfy the conditiods

V.V (25, uss) = 0 (6a)
H (zgs,uss) = 0 (6b)
Zss € Po (Pa) (6¢)
uss €U, (6d)

where H (zgs, uss) € R™*™ is the Hessian matrix
oV

H(Issvuss) - m (

Tss uss) .

For a fixeduss, the solutionzy of the algebraic equatioh (6a)

is a stationary point of the energy functién( -, uss), and if
this stationary point is a strict local minimum &f (-, uss),
it is a stable equilibrium of the deterministic dynamicabsy
tem [2). As noted in[{8b), if the Hessian matfik (zss, uss) iS
positive definite, the stationary point is a strict local miom.

For any given static contral, the algebraic equatioh (6a)

can have multiple stable solutions fatg,

the fact that the energy functidd (-, uss) can have multiple
strict local minima (see Fi@]3(a)) that allow for the forioat
of multiple stable patterns. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the eper
function consists of severpbtential wellswith a single stable
equilibrium (a strict local minimum) at the bottom of eacteon
Each potential well specifiesragion of attraction(ROA)—an

multiple potential wells of a dynamical system of one dimens(b) the state
space is partitioned by the ROAs. The depth of a potential iseiarked
in (a) as the energy difference between the deepest poirhabfwell and
the lowest energy level on its boundary. In (b), each ROA @osta single
stable equilibrium represented by a dot and the shadedrrespecifies the
ROA containing the desired equilibrium. Without a dynamamizol, only the
initial states inside this ROA lead to a desired pattern.

space is partition&by the set of ROAs as illustrated schemat-
ically in Fig.[3(b). However, only a certain equilibrium fos
the desired pattern, and only those initial states belangpn
the ROA of that equilibrium end up with the desired pattern
(see FiglB(b)). Thus, before starting the phase of statitrah

it is necessary to bring the initial state inside the desREW.
This task is performed by a dynamic control, a time-varying
open-loop control that drives the state vectoft) towards
the desired ROA regardless of the inherent uncertaintyén th
initial state. Notice that the state vector—particle |omas—

is not known to the controller during the course of control.
It is shown in Sectior_IlI-D that the dynamic control can

not necessarily : :
U : o be decomposed into a sequence of static controls, so that a
inside #, (P4) to form a desired pattern. This is caused b P .

}Siecewise constant structure is proposed for this control.
Before proceeding with the control design in Sectibns11I-B
andl-D, the structure of the ROAs and their stable equib

% studied in SectioR TI=A.

A. Structure of the Regions of Attraction

open subset of the state space containing exactly one stabl# the deterministic systeni](2) under the constant control
equilibrium and marked by the property that if the statg) u(t) = ug, the state vector remains in the same ROA that
of the dynamical systeniJ(2) is initially inside a certain ROAIt takes its initial value. This property does not generally
it remains inside that ROA and moves towards its equilibriurhold for stochastic systems perturbed by a Wiener process.

This property is demonstrated by the inequality

iV (x (), uss)

dt

xT (t) V.V (x (t) , Uss)

=~ |IVaV (x (1) uss) |
<0,

where the equality holds if and only i (¢) is an equilib-

rium. This implies that the total energy inside a single RO

monotonically decreases before the system settles atahke st
equilibrium at the bottom of the potential well. Since th

energy level inside a ROA can never exceed its initial valu

the state vector cannot escape its initial ROA.
For a static control with multiple stable equilibria, thatst

2The notationH > 0 indicates thatff is a positive definite matrix.

For such stochastic systems, the random disturbance causes
the state vector to jitter around one of the equilibria, ofte
inside the same ROA. Occasionally, the deviations from the
equilibrium are large enough to drive the state vector detsi
that ROA, allowing other stable equilibria to attract it.igh
migration from one potential well to another can be viewed
as being caused by a high level of energy absorbed from a
Risturbance that exceeds the depth of the departure paltenti
well. As illustrated in Fig[B(a), the depth of a potentiallle
éiefined as the energy difference between its deepest palnt an
%’ue lowest energy on its boundary. In the stochastic sysm (
owever, the state vector cannot leave its initial ROA (amo
surely), even though the system is disturbed by a Wiener

3This means that the ROAs are disjoint subsets of the statesphose
union is the entire state space excluding the boundarieseoRDAs.



process. This unusual property is a consequence of thetenfini These subsets are disjoint and their union is equal to the

depth of the potential wells in this system. state space”;, excluding a zero-measure s, containing
To show this property, consider an electrode charged withe boundaries of the open se#(v) in %%, i.e.,

the same polarity as the particles (assumed positive), and a

particle that is pushed towards the electrode by an external U S (v) = S0\ %o.

force. For example, in Fidl] 1 suppose that the particle &xtat el =n

at z; is pushed left towards the electrode @t = 0. The Theorenfl in this section states that each sulséét) of the

external force required to maintain the particle at theamise state space”;, contains exactly one stable equilibrium bf (2)

x; from the electrode is proportional fig’z3 which increases and that the energy function is convex ov&r(v), concluding

unboundedly asr; tends to0. This implies that the particle that each (v) is a ROA of the dynamical systerfl (2).

cannot reach the electrode using a bounded external farde, a Theorem 1:For any constant controli (t) = ug with

clearly cannot pass through it. With a similar argument, twgositive components, the energy functiBn( - , uss) is strictly

particles cannot hit each other under bounded externaé$orgonvex over each convex subsef (v) (with v satisfying

that squeeze them together. lv|l; = n), the dynamical systeni](2) has exactly one equilib-
Assume that all electrodes have constant positive chargesn in . (v), and that equilibrium is stable.
(same polarity as the particles), i.e.(t) = ugs IS a vector of Proof: See Appendix. ]

positive components. Let,, k = 1,2,...,c be the number of Formation of a patter® at timet is confirmed if the state
particles in the intervalgx—1, qx) So thaty + 12+ - -+1v. = n.  vectorx (t) is in the subset” (P) of the state space. On
Based on the above argument, the integgrsemain constant the other hand, the definition o” (P) and the structure of the
over time, i.e., at any time after applying the constant dnt ROAs imply that each¥? (P) is entirely inside a single ROA.
u (t) = ugs, the number of particles in the interv@l;_1,qx) That specific ROA is characterized as follows. Assume that
is equal to its value just before application of this continl the patternP hasv, (P) particles in the intervalgi_1, gx)
addition, the order of the particles is preserved over time and letv (P) denote a vector iflN§ containing the integers
the particles cannot jump over each other. v (P),k=1,2,...,c. ThenZ (P) is a subset of” (v (P))
Since the particles are identical and their order does ras defined in[({8). Thus, to form a pattef it is necessary
change over the course of control, it can be assumed withéatfirst bring the state vector inside the RQX (v (P)). For
loss of generality that they are labeled by, ..., n from left simplicity of notation in the rest of the pape# (v (P)) is
to right, as shown in Fig.l1. This requires the initial distiion abbreviated into” (P) to represent the ROA containing the
of the state vector to satisfy patternp.

po(z) =0, z¢ S B. Optimal Static Control

where the simplified state spac4, is defined as Suppose that a dynamic control has been applied to the
stochastic systeni](3) during the time intervag [0,¢,) to
bring its state inside the ROA (P,) that contains the desired
In addition, the fixed order of the particles allows the magpi pattern?,. In Section1II-D, it is shown how to design such
P, (P) to be simplified to#? (P) defined as a dynamic control to maximize the probability of hitting the
target set¥ (Py). At t = t4, the constant static contraly,
P (P) =Ty X Iy X0 X Sy, is gpplied tcE th)e system and the system gradually reaches
where,, £ = 1,2,...,n denote the indices of theth 1 in the steady-state as— +oo. In the steady-state regime, the

Fo={zlgpp <z <x2< - < < (qet-

the patterrp. probability of forming the desired pattern remains constan
Let v = (v1,10,...,v.) be a vector inN§ whose kth i.e., the event ok (¢) € & (P;) has a constant probability.

componentis the number of particles in the intefval 1, qz). The objective of the static control is to maximize this camst

Since the total number of particlesristhis vector must satisfy probability assuming that at = ¢; the state vector is

the constraint|v||, = n. The total number of such vectors isinside the desired ROA, i.ex (t;) € % (P4). This goal is
the “weak compositions of into ¢ parts’ [34] Thm. 5.2] and mathematically represented by the optimization problem

is given by the combination max  lim Pr{x(t) € 2 (Py)|x(ta) €. (Pa)}. (9)

n+c—1 (n+c—1)! Uss ClUss tr+00
R= c—1 - (c—1) @ In practice, the system can get arbitrarily close to thedstea

Each i & uniauel i b state within a bounded but long enough settling titpe- ¢4.
daf(': |(rj13£nce ob uniquely specifies a convex subset.gj Since the problem statement in Sectign Il does not constrain

etine the final timet, this quantity can be chosen sufficiently large

S (V) = {2 qro1 < Tip41 < < T < Qs to ensure that the conditional probability

zk:Z;:ll vj, ke{l:1,2,...,c|1/17é0}}. (8) Pr{x(ty) € Z(Pq)|x(ta) € ¥ (Pa)}

The convexity of this set is straightforward to show. is close enough to its final value if] (9). Under this value of

the final time, the static control that solves the optimizati
4For k = 1, the sumz;?;f v; is taken equal ta@. problem [®), nearly maximizes this conditional probailit



Here and in the rest of this paper, the static contrglis In this optimization problem, it is computationally ex-
chosen from the control sét,; defined as a subset &' pensive to determine’ (uss) from (I3), since numerical
with positive control charges at two end poigtsandq., and approximation of this expression requires computation of
nonnegative charges for the rest of the electrodes, so that the energy functionV (¢, uss) at a large number of poaints.
The computational complexity can be significantly reduced

Uss = {uluo > 0,u1 2 0, ey 2 O,ue > 0} (10) by saddle point approximation35], [36] of the integrals
Under this assumption, Theordm 1 is applied to the ROAs ¥ (13). This approximation relies on the fact that the nizgat
the system. Notice that in the statement of Theofém 1, &kponential integrands i (113) take their significant valire
control charges are assumed positive, whild (10) allowsesoifie ROA.7 (P;) only around the unique minimizer (uss)
electrodes to be inactive with zero charges. This providesem of the energy function. Hence, without significant loss of
flexibility to the control vector without jeopardizing theser accuracy,V (£, uss) can be replaced with a simpler function
of Theorem[l: when some electrodes are inactive, still tHigat approximates it well only around (us). A reasonable
theorem is applied, albeit to a system with smaller numbehoice for such an approximation is the truncated Tayldeser
of electrodes (with a control vector of smaller dimension{./ 1 T
In (X0), only the electrodes at two end poimgtsand g. are (&, uss) 3 (§ = ss) H (s, uss) (§ — ss)

constrained .to be active to ensure that the particles Canﬂ%vhich the dependence at. on us, is not explicitly shown
escape the line segment. for the sake of simplicity.

~V (Issv uss) +

< , i .
Fort > ta, definep(z,t) as the conditional probability Substituting this approximate expression irital (13) and-mul

dens_lty func_t|0n ok (¢) givenx (ta) € # (Pa). The evolution tiplying both its numerator and denominator by an appraeria
of this function fort > t; is governed by the Fokker-Planck : :
constant,Py (uss) iS approximated by

equation

ap 1 9 Pss (uss) = Pss (:Ess (uss) 7uss) (15)
- (@,1) =V, <V1V (T, uss) p (2, ) + 50" Vyp (x,t)) - . = .

ot 2 in terms of the mappin@s : R" x R°*! — R defined as
The definition of p implies that att = ¢, this function is L o1

identically 0 for everyz ¢ . (P4). Since the state vector B /@(P )‘I’ (&, 502 H™! (z,u)) dg

is almost surely inside” (P;) att = t, and almost surely ~ Ps (7,u) = . (16)
cannot leave this ROA, it stays i#f (P,) for everyt > t; with / P (&, 0?H 1 (z,u)) dE

S (Pa)

probability 1. This impliesp (x,t) = 0 for everyz ¢ .7 (P4)
and everyt > ty;. Based on this analysis, the steady-statdere, ® (-;m,Y) denotes a multivariate normal distribution
solution of this Fokker-Planck equation is given byl[33]  with the mean vector and the covariance matriX. Using
9 the payoff function [(I6)E(A6), the optimization probled)1
exp (—2072V (2, ugs)) : o
p(xz,4+00) = (11) can be reformulated as the constrained optimization proble
| exp (20 () de
S (Pa)

PSS SS9 SS 17a
(rss,uss)rg;)gpd)xuss (x “ ) ( )

for 2 € 7 (P4) and byp (x, +o0) = 0 for z ¢ . (Py). Note st — VoV (s, tgs) = 0. (17b)
that the normalizing factor in the denominator is an integra

over.” (Py) rather than the entire state space following the |t s shown next that the approximate formulal(16) can be
fact that the conditional probability distribution is iderally 0 girectly derived from a linearized model around the unique

outside this ROA. stable equilibrium of the ROAY (P,). Such a linear model
Using the conditional density function {I11), the conditibn is later used to provide an intuitive explanation for thetista
probability control design. Letuss € Uss be a fixed control and assume

o that 2 is its associated equilibrium iy’ (P;). If the distur-
P (uss) = lim Prix(t) € #(Pa)[x(ta) € #(Pa)}  bance strength is small compared to the norm of the Hessian
(12) matrix H (zss, uss ), the dynamical systerql(3) can be linearized

is expressed as around(zs, uss) to approximate the state vector as
/ exp (—20 72V (&, ugs)) d€ X (t) o~ wgs + 0% (t) (18)
Py (ugs) = =2 P2 . (13) in which the small deviatiodx (¢) is the solution of the linear
/ exp (=207 2V (€, uss)) d€ stochastic differential equation
S (Pa)

The condition Py (uss) < 1 on probabilities is reflected in dox () = —H (s, tss) 0x (1) dt + odw (1) (19)

this expression by the fact tha? (P,;) C . (P4). Using the
explicit form (I3), the optimal static contral?, is obtained
from the optimization problem

The linearity of this equation indicates that (¢) is a zero-
mean Gaussian random vector with the steady-state coearian
matrix ]
ul, € arg max P (ugg) - (14) Yo = 5 o?H™ (245, Uss) (20)

Uss EUss



that solves the algebraic Lyapunov equation [37] For every¢ € 7 (Py), the valueV (£, uy) of the energy
function tends totoo as||uss|| — +oo since the components
—H (55, 1s5) Bos = s H (s, 1) + 0”1 = 0. of ugs are nonnegative. LHJnd!r this limit, the ratio(21) tends to
It is concluded thak (t) is approximately a Gaussian randongither0 or 1, depending on which of the set§ (Py) \ & (Pa)
vector with the mean vectar,, and the covariance matriz,.. 0r & (Pq) containz (uss). In particular, the limiting value
For this approximationP,, (zs, uss) defined in[IB) representsOf P (uss) is explicitly given by
the conditional probability on the right-hand side bf](12). 1 2 (1) € P (Pa)
Based on the linear modél (18)-{19), an approximate design lim P (uss) = { AT d
method is introduced below to provide further intuition ket [lvssll=+o° 0 2 (uss) € 7 (Pa)\& (Pa) -
optimal static control: To facilitate the discussidn, (uss) IS This implies thatu, in (I4) can be unbounded if under this
expressed as the ratio control the equilibriumes (u) remains inside? (Py).
P (1) = A (ugs) (21) Assume that the desired pattefly at least in one of the
ss \Uss) = A (ugs) + B (uss) intervals(qr—1, gx) has two or more particles. Any unbounded
_ ) control, necessarily squeezes these particles togetieitwa
with A (uss) and B (uss) defined as particles closer than a grid length cannot form a valid pajte
_ P i.e., the probability of formingP; under an unbounded control
Aluss) = /g,(pd) exp (=207 (€, 1)) d is identically0. It is concluded that the optimal contraf, can
be potentially unbounded only for the sparse patterns with a
B (uss) = / exp (=20 72V (€, ugs)) dE. most one particle in each intervé,_1, ¢x). Thus, except for
Z(PaN\Z(Pa) such sparse patterns (that are not of much practical irtjeres
To achieve the maximum afy, the valueA (uss) must be it is not necessary to impose an upper bound on the control
kept as large as possible comparedtous ). This requires to seti/,, to secure a well defined solution for the optimization
shift the concentration of probability towards the cenpraint problem [(1%).
of the desired se#” (P,) and push it away from the forbidden | theory, an unbounded control can achieve the probability
set.” (Pa) \ & (Pa). Let {a € R™ be a vector containing the p_ () = 1 for a sparse pattern. In this degenerate case,
mid points of the intervals#, corresponding tol’s in the the number of particles is smaller than the number of costrol
desired patterf®;. Then the problem is to keep the state VeClqh, < c+1) so that the algebraic equatierVv,V (£4; uss) = 0
x (t) at steady-state as close as possiblgtavith respect to can have multiple solutions far,, including a solution with

some appropriat_e norm. _ an infinite magnitude. Such an unbounded control leads to a
Since the desired se¥ (Pa) is a hypercube, a reasonableqessian matrixH (¢4, us) with an unbounded norm, which

choice of the distance measure is in turn, results in a zero covariance matrix accordingd.(20

t_lffflooE [l () — €all ] ~ t_lffflooE [|zes — €a + 0x (1)[| ] - 1) Numerical Computation of a Stable Equilibriunfwo

numerical techniques are proposed here to compute thesstabl
However, this measure is not mathematically tractablessnleequilibrium inside each ROA. The first method relies on the
the disturbance powef 0% is small enough to justify the numerical solution of the ordinary differential equatid).(
approximationdx (t) ~ 0. In this case, an approximation forStarting from any arbitrary initial state inside the dediROA,
the optimal static control is given by the optimization pesh  the solution to[(R) asymptotically approaches the unigablst
equilibrium of that ROA. Although the exact equilibrium is

(Ismuss)len}?pd)xuss s = €allo approached only as— +oc, after a bounded but long enough
st = VoV (e, i) = O. time, the solution of[{(2) will be close enough to the equililom

to provide an acceptable approximation for it.
Such a suboptimal static control places the stable equifior  The second method makes use of the proof of Theddem 1
s as close as possible g that represents the desired patterfisee Appendix). This method starts from an initial veattre
When %(;—2 is not negligible, one can alternatively adopt the~ () and generates the sequence of vectdrsz?, =3, ...
mean squared distance measure from the recursive equation**! = g(2*), k = 0,1,2,...
lim B[ [|x(£) - fdllﬂ ~ e — € ”2 bt {5} unt_il the distance between two succesgive yectors dromvbel

t—+o0 = [I%ss T 5d ss a given threshold. Then the last vector in this sequenc&énta
as an approximation for the equilibrium. At each stephe
ith component of;(z*) is computed by numerically solving
|2ss — &all” + L 0%tr {H " (255, uss)}  (e.g. using Newton’s method) the algebraic equation

which leads to the optimization problem

min
(1ssvuss)6y(7)d)><uss
k .k k k k
s.t. —VwV(:vss,uss):O. fi(‘rlax27"'1xi—17y1xi+1""1‘rn7uss) =0

It is reasonable at this point to ask whether the optimiratidor ¥, as explained in Theorefd 1.
problem [I4) has always a bounded solution or it is possible2) Approximate Settling TimeDetermining an estimate for
for the optimal static control to be unbounded. An informéahe settling time ;—¢, is the last step to complete the design of
treatment of this problem comes below. gt be a constant the static control. This quantity closely depends on theséc
control in U with a stable equilibriumes (uss) € 7 (Py).  smallest eigenvalue (in absolute value) of the FokkerdKan



operator[[38] Moreover, technology limitations do not allow to fabricate

1 the electrodes closer thady N, imposing the inequality
L()=V,- (VwV (x,uss) (+) + 502vm (-)) constraintsNy, Na, ..., N, > N, for some integeiV,,iy,.
Substituting [(ZB) into the energy functionl (1), the depen-

Note that the first eigenvalue of this operator (smalleshi t dence of the probabilitf (13) on the energy functioh (1) hssu

absolute value) i9 associated with the steady-state solutiof an explicit expressionPy (uss, N1, No, ..., N,) for this

of the Fokker-Planck equation. Léf(£) < 0 be the second probability. Then the joint optimization of the static cait

smallest eigenvalue of (-) in the absolute value. Then a ruleand the electrode positions can be formulated as the mixed

of thumb for computation of the settling time is given by  integer nonlinear program (MINLP) [39]. [40]

tr—tg~5ll (L)', max Py (tgs, N1, Na, ..., N.)
Uss,N1,N2,...,N¢
Direct computation ofs (£) is generally a difficult task. In s.t. Uss € Uss

the case of this paper, the settling time can be approximated
using an alternative method. This approximation is based on
the observation that the settling time—t, is the time required Ny,Na,...,N. > Nnin.
for the state vectoxk (t) to reach a stationary regime starting
from an initial state inside the ROA” (P;). The temporal
evolution of the state vector is governed by the stochas
differential equation{3) under the constant contt¢t) = .. At the initial timet = 0, the state vectox (0) is randomly
The sample trajectories af(t) almost surely remain inside thedistributed in the state spacé, according to some probability
same ROAY (P,) and tend towards the equilibrium,. The density functionp,. The dynamic control is an open-loop
large energy gradient near the boundary (large repulsieeéo control applied to the system of particles durifigz,) to
between closely placed point charges) of the ROA stronglying the random initial state inside the desired ROAP;)
pushes the trajectories towards the equilibrium so tha theith the highest probability. The dynamic control propoged
rapidly move away from the boundary and spend most of thélris paper consists of a sequence of static controls, eaeh on
transition time near the equilibrium. This justifies linkarg designed through a procedure similar to Secfion JII-B. The
the nonlinear dynamicg](3) around the equilibriury and concept of a multistage control for directed self-assenhialy
computing the settling time from the linear modell(19) rathdeen established in [26] and is illustrated in Fijy. 4.
than the original nonlinear modéll(3). Then the approximate Consider a constant control vecto}, whose first and last
settling time is expressed in terms of the smallest eigeevalcomponents are positive and the rest of its component8 are
I (-) of the positive definite Hessian matrff (s, uss) as (only the electrodes @t andg. are active). Under this control,
. all particles are distributed inside a single large intefyg, q.)
ty—ta =5l (H (s, uss)) - (22)  and the system has a single ROX] covering the entire
state space”;. Application of this constant control at= 0
C. Optimal Electrode Positions drives the state vector towards the unique equilibriuna7f

In the procedure proposed in SectionIlI-B for design degardless of its |r_1|t|al yalue. After a settling time ¢f, the
the static control, the positions, g1, ..., g. of the electrodes CONStant controli; is switched to another constant contrgl
are assumed fixed and given in advance. However, the specjfiih more than two positive components (e.g. the electrade i
choice of these positions, that are directly involved inghape the middle is activated). Under this new control, the system
of the energy functioni{1), can affect the performance of tfhas more than one RQOA while a specific one of these multiple
static control for better or worse. To maximize the prokigpil ROAS (denoted by7;) is the target set of the state vector at

: ) e O ; i . , ’
of forming a desired pattern, the electrode positions can bg 4+ The optimal value of.; at the first stage is determined

optimized simultaneously with the static control, of caursto maximize the probability of the state vector being indhie

within certain physical constraints. target ROA att = g, i.e., x (tg) € /7. This procedure is

As mentioned before, the electrode positions are integ&Peated inD stages by activating more controls at each stage

multiples of the grid sizel,. Let N, be an integer quantifying while getting closer to the final desired equilibrium. Thegtt
the distance between the electrodeand k — 1 as set.7P*! of the last stage is the ROA containing the desired

pattern in the static control problem, i.ez”"! = .7 (Py).
qk — qr—1 = doNg. At the end of the last stage of the dynamic control, the static
controlugs activates all electrodes to create the desired pattern.
Design of the target ROAs”?,.73, ..., 7P is explained
below by an example using Figl 2. In this figure, a system
k of n = 8 particles withec + 1 = 5 controls andN = 16
@ = qo + do Z Nj, k=12,...c (23) grid cells is illustrated. The dynamic control is designeithw
J=t D = 2 stages and the following sequence of controls: in the
Since the lengthy. — ¢o of the line segment is fixed andfirst stage, only the electrodes @t and ¢4 are active, while
includes exactlyN grid cells, the integersVi, No,..., N. in the second and last stage the electrodg,dt turned on.
must satisfy the equality constraint + N, +---+ N. = N. The electrodes at; andgs are simultaneously activated in the

Ni4+Ny+--+N, =N

E)C Dynamic Control

Then, in terms ofVy, N», ..., N,, the electrode positions are
given by



defined as

Ui = {ujug > 0,u; =0,...,u. 1 = 0,u, >0},

and with the property that the controls Mf;“ can possess
at least one more nonzero component than thosg(jinlt
is assumed that at each stage- 1,2,..., D, the constant
controluf, is in the control set(}, while the static controli,
belongs tal/ss.

The goal is to obtain within the class of contrdls](24), the
one that solves the optimal control problem of Secfion lle Th
controls in this class consist of a static part appliedtforty
and a dynamic part during < t < t4. Optimization of the
static part was discussed in Sectlon 1lI-B and the procedure
for optimizing the dynamic part is presented below.

Consider the sequence?,.73,...,.7P of ROAs associ-
ated with the sequendd},u(3,...,.U? of control sets, and
fori=1,2,..., D define the conditional probabilities

Fi(ug) = lim Prix(t) € 7" x (f; ") € Z3}. (25)

wherex (t) is the state of[(3) under the constant contul
Fig. 4. Multistage dynamic control consisting of a sequesfcstatic controls. gpplied att = tfi_l_ As discussed in Section IlIB, these
The large squares represent the entire state space andlithdires inside e ..
these squares show the boundary of the ROAs. In the first &agthe entire prObab"Itles are epr|C|tIy expressed as

state space is a single ROA with a unique stable equilibritarked by a small )

disk. The state vector can be initially any point in this #nOA (marked / exp (—20_2V (57 Ufi)) d¢
by the asterisks), which moves towards the stable equitibrand eventually i/ Tt

stays near this point (shown as a circular region) with a Ipigibability. The Pd (ud) = ]

stable equilibrium is designed to be inside the desired R€#aded region) / exp (_QU—QV (57 Ufi)) dé
of the next stage (b) so that the state vector will be insidedhsired ROA at i

the end of the first stage. This procedure is repeated initi@n$rom (b) to ¢

(c) and from (c) to (d). The static control in (d) eventuallgates the desired |t s assumed that the time duratiotgs— tfi_l between the

patern. switching times are long enough for the system to reach the
steady-state before application of a new segment of theaont
(as discussed in Sectidn I1I-B2). Under this condition, the
following approximation holds:

Pr{x (t}) e ;T x (t7") € S5} ~ Pi(u}).

At the initial timet = 0, the state vector belongs 1] = .7
with probability 1. Thus, the probability of formation of a

static control phase. According to this sequence, the otntr
ub, u3, andugs have the structure

uh = (©,0,0,0,®)

ug = (©,0,%,0,0) desired patter®P, under the control(24) at= t; is given in
Uss = (B, %, %, %, D), terms of the conditional probabilitieBys (uss) and Pj (u}),
. . i =1,2,...,D by the product
where® andx denote positive and nonnegative components,
respectively. The target ROA¢? is a subset of the state space D D
with 5 particles on the left side aof, and 3 particles on its Pri{x(ty) € & (Pa)} = P (us) de (ug) - (26)
right side, and is explicitly given by =1

) Note that this approximation tends to exact@as-tq — +oo
Si =H{zlqo <z <o <@ <gp<we <27 <@y <1} ands, — 5! 400, i=1,2,...,D.

Similarly, 7 is a subset witf8, 2, 1, and2 particles in the 1 mayimize the probability[(26), each multiplicative term
intervals (qo, 1), (41, 42), (42, 43), and(gs, qs), respectively. st he maximized independently with respect to its argumen
Consider the family of piecewise constant controls For the static control term, the optimization probldm] (14sw

i tefe), i1 D alre_ady discussed in Section Tl-B. For the rest of the teth_fs
u(t) = {“d’ d otd)s P HS (24) optimal controlsu’, i = 1,2,..., D are obtained by solving

Uss, t € [ty,+00), the optimization problems
where the constan3 =4 <t} <2 < ... <tD =t; <t ulf € arg max Py (u}) - (27)
are the switching times of the control angis the final time. N
Fori=1,2,..., D, define the increasing sequence of contrdh terms of these optimal controls, the maximum probabdity

setsi} c U3 C --- CUP C Uy with Uss given by [I0),14; forming a desired patter®, at a large final time ; achieved
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by a control in the class of controls{24) is given by 5.93

D
maxPr{x(t;) € & (Pq)} =~ Pss (ul) H P (uf). (28)
i=1 % 0.00 0.00 0.00

The activation sequence of the electrodes is not unique t M M
can be regarded as an additional optimization variable. .DﬂﬂD“D‘EﬂDDE
any specific activation sequence, the maximum probabiit (b)
form a desired pattern is obtained from](28). Then in a hig 191
level of the optimization process, the maximum of these-o

mized probabilities is determined over all possible atitra 070

sequences. For the small size problem of Elg. 2 with ¢ 047 T
13 possible activation sequences, this level of optimizal T o 0
can be performed by simply enumerating all sequences.
a problem of larger size, more advanced techniques ca I.ﬁ“ﬂ. ﬂ.“ﬁ-m
developed based on the outer approximation [39] or bra (c)
and bound([40] methods. b
E. Numerical Results 195
We applied the design procedure developed in this sec T 002 %" 0.29

to the example of Fid.]2. In this figure, self-assembly.cf 8

PN ¢
particles using:+ 1 = 5 electrodes is considered along a li D‘"ED“” H ‘-‘ + ‘-Dl

segment. The line segment is partitioned idfo= 16 cells

and the distance between the electrodes is assumeditarie F9- - . ; oot .
second stage of the dynamic control; (c) static control. Féwtical lines with

of length. Throughout the design procedure and its foll@w..q number on their top represent the components of the comdaibr. The

simulations the disturbance power is setrat 0.45. The goal illustrated pattern at each stage represent the most Ijgatiern generated at
is to generate a desired pattern of the end of that stage. The small boxes mark the locations eoelbctrodes

and the disks show the equilibrium of each stage.
Py =(0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,1,0,1).

Designed optimal control: (a) first stage of the dyitacontrol; (b)

For design of both static and dynamic controls, the con- ] ) N
strained optimization problerfi{lL7) was utilized to appnaate | e trajectory of the particles start at random positiomsals
the original problems[{34) and{R7). This constrained Opll;)_oxes) and end at the optlmal final equilibrium (small disks)
mization problem, was converted to an unconstrained pnobldhat represents the desired pattern shown on the top. The
by solving the constraintC{IVb) for. using the second vertical axis in this figure shows progress in time while the
numerical procedure proposed in Secfion1-B1. The résylt horizontal axis stands for the line segment on which the
unconstrained problem was solved using theinsearch particles move. The heavy vertical lines represent thegsner
function of MATLAB®. barriers created by the electrodes which cannot be crossed b

The designed optimal control consists of a static contr§}€ Particles. Note that the specific sample path illustrate
and a two-stage dynamic control as illustrated in Elg. 5. THad: [ succeeds to create the desired pattern; howeverjinot a
optimal values of the control vector are shown for the twd2MPle paths of the stochastic system end up with the desired
stages of the dynamic control and for the static control R@ttern. For example, the sample path of Elg. 6 could faief t
Figs.[5(a)[B(b), andl5(c), respectively. Further, the riikely dewatlo_n marked by t_hg dashed ellipse \_/vould occur shortly
patterns formed at the end of each stage are illustrated!dt€r- With the probability of success estimated(easi, the
these figures. The small boxes in these figures represent $REPle paths fail to form the desired pattern at an average

locations of the electrodes, while the disks mark the optimite of6%.
equilibrium of each stage. Using the approximation method
of Section[1l[-B2, the switching times of the control were V. CONTROL DESIGN FOR ADISCRETEISING MODEL
computed as} = 0.67, t7 = 0.98, and¢; = 1.13. Also, In the prior work on directed self-assembly, the system of
the highest probability of success at each stage was obitaip@rticles has been described by a discrete Ising madel [41]
asP) (ul*) ~1, P? (u2*) ~ 1, and P (uZ,) = 0.94, which rather than the continuous model of this paper [25]-[27]. In
lead to the total probability of success such a discrete model, the particles can occupy only a finite
1/, 1%\ p2 (, 1 *\ set of positions along the line—at most one particle in each
By (ug") Pi (ua’) Pes (uls) = 0.94. position. As shown in Figl]2, these positions are located at
the centers of the intervalg.. In this model, the discrete
Under this control, the deterministic dynamical systéin (Zfate of the particles is a vectér(t) in R™ taking its value
and its stochastic versiohl(3) were numerically simulafdte in the discrete state spadé,&,...,&s} C R™ at any time
results of these simulations are shown in Hi§j. 6 for both> 0. Each vectog; in this discrete state space corresponds
deterministic (thick line) and stochastic (thin line) mtde to a patternP;, and itsn components represent the discrete
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_ | - | . | .:. whereA (u (t)) is a.S x S matrix with off-diagonal elements

Aij (u(t)) and diagonal elements

5
i (u(t) = =Y i (u(t).
j=1
i
For any fixedt > 0, the transition rate\;; (u (¢)) from a
pattern;j to another pattera exponentially decreases with the
difference between the enerdy (¢;,u(t)) of the pattern;j
and the energy barrieE;; (u (t)) between the two patterns.
The mapping\;; : R°T! — RT that maps the instantaneous

value of the control vector into the instantaneous valuéhef t
transition rate has the form df [43]

Nij (u) = exp (=202 (Bjj (u) =V (&,0))), i # ],

where%a2 = kkpT is a constant increasing with the absolute
temperaturél’, and the energy barrier satisfies the conditions

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0
40

Fig. 6. Simulation results for deterministic (thick linejdastochastic (thin
line) models. The vertical axis represents time while thezioatal axis stands
for the line segment on which the particles move. The heavticad lines

represent the energy barriers created by the electrode$wannot be crossed Eij (u) = Eji (u) =V (fjv u) , uwel.

by the particles. Not all sample paths of the stochasticesystnd up with L .

the desired pattern; on averagds of them fail to form this specific pattern. ~ For the explicit form of £;; (u), the reader is referred

The sample path of Fidl] 6 could fail if the deviation markedtbg dashed to [27]. For the analysis of this paper, it is enough to know
ellipse woulld occur shortly later. that the energy barrier between two patterns is positivd, an
it is of infinite magnitude if in transition from one pattera t
another a particle has to jump over an active electrode. This
latter property is caused by the unbounded level of energy
locations ofn particles along the line. The numb#rof the at a point charge that represents an active electrode. Due to
elements in the discrete state space is the same as the nurtibisrproperty, the transition rates between two such pstter
of patterns that can be formed by placement.garticles in are identically0 which parallels the property observed in the
N > n positions and is given by the combinatiéh= (I¥). continuous model that a particle cannot jump over an active
Equivalently, the discrete state of the particles at timzan electrode.
be described by an integer(t) € {1,2,...,S} such that Because of this property, the central role of the ROAs in the
x(t) = Ex(t)- continuous model has an analogue in the discrete model. Each

Similar to the continuous modéll(3), the discrete stag is ROA contains a certain subset of the pattefnst,, ..., s,

characterized by a stochastic process, namely by a contiaud@nd similar to the continuous model, the ROAs partition the

time Markov chain[[42]. For a continuous-time Markov chairfiSCrete state spaci:, &, ..., {s} into R subsets R is the
the evolution of probability is described bynaaster equation Number of ROAs given by[{7)). The ROAs are marked by

the analogue of the Fokker-Planck equation in the contiauogPounded energy barriers encircling them, and such iefinit

model. Fori = 1,2, ..., S define the probabilities energy barriers block the transition of a pattern inside @&ARO
B to any pattern outside it. This implies that for any pair of
mi (t) = Pr{x(t) = &} = Pr{z (t) = i}. patterns and; inside two different ROAs, both othe transition

rates);; (u(t)) and \;; (u(t)) are identically0. As a result,
the state-space equatidn29) is decomposedintiecoupled
smaller state-space equations

These probabilities evolve in time according to the setrofdir
differential equations

S S
() == A (u(®)m (8)+ > Aij (w(t) 7w (1) AROM (8) = AFOM (u(t) 7 OM (1), i=1,2,...,R,
;2 %2 whererRO4 (¢) is a column vector containing the probabilities

; ; ROA i
defined fori = 1,2,...,S. The initial state of these equationsOf the patterns belonging to théh ROA andA,™" (u (1)) is

(the initial probability distribution) is assumed knowncatine Its correspo_ndmg square pIOCI.( Af(u (). Equivalently, the
. S : Markov chainz (t) is reducible intoR smaller Markov chains
nonnegative scalars;; (u(t)), i # j = 1,2,...,S describe

the transition rates from pattejrto patterni. The contribution 21 (t),2(t), ..., 2r (t) which are statistically independent

. . chnditioned on the initial value (0). Each of theR decoupled
of the control to the system dynamics is reflected in the mo 6l te-space equations has a steadv-state solution whicido
through the dependence of the transition rates on the donfto P q y

vectoru (t). By collecting the probabilities; (¢) in a single a G|b_bs probability d|str|but|on._ . .
vector (1) = [m1 () 2 (£) --- 75 (t)]T' the master equation This property helps to determine a simple expression for the

: - discrete counterpart of the conditional probability] (12t P,
can be written in the compact form be a desired pattern inside the ROA (P;) and assume that

() =A(u(@)n(t), (29) it is represented in the discrete state space by the végtor
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Similar to [12), define the conditional probability the assembly process. Two models have been proposed to
. . . describe the uncertain dynamics of the particles. The first
s (uss) = t£+moo Pr{x(t) = &alx (ta) € 7 (Pa)} model which is mathema{ically more tractlzlble consists of a
set of nonlinear stochastic differential equations andisble
for larger particles of micrometer scale. The second maslel i
a discrete Ising model consisting of a continuous-time Mark
chain and is more accurate for nanometer scale particles. A
€xp (—20_2‘/ (§d,uss)) class of piecewise constant controls has been proposed for
Z exp (_20__2‘/ (€ )) ' these models andi the optimal vaIL_Jes of the cpnstant .pie<_:es
1S have been determined as the solutions to certain optiroizati
&x& (Pa) problems.

under the constant contral (t) = us applied att = t,.
Using the analysis above, this conditional probability ¢emn
explicitly expressed as

Hss (uss) -

Similarly, the discrete counterpart ¢f {25) is defined as
o . ) ) APPENDIX
) 7\ 3 S i+1 g i—1 7

I (uf) = t~1i+moo Pr{x(t)e L |x(ty ") € L}

PROOF OFTHEOREM[I]

Consider. (v) with ||v||; = n. The goal is to show that

under the constant contral (t) = u}, for ¢t > ¢/ ', and is : :
the algebraic equation

explicitly expressed as

Z exp (—20_2V (§k,ug)) f @ uss) & ViV (2,u5) = 0 (31)
il gresy ! has exactly one solutionss in . (v) and that the Jacobian
a (ua) = y i matrix of the vector fieldf (-, uss) is negative definite over the
> e (=207 (&, ug)) set.7 (v). To that end, denote thigh component off (, uss)
&€y by fx (z,uss) and letul, be thejth component ofi, where

Finally, the probability of successful formation of a patt@, by hypothesisul, > 0. Then using [{(1).fx (z,uss) can be
at timet = ¢ under the contro[(24) is approximately given a@/ritten as

0
D . . fk (.T,USS):——V(.T ubb)7
Pr{% (tg) = &a} ~ Ty (uss) [ 105 (ufy) . (30) 8xk

Evidently, the procedure of control design for the discrete N (99% 1 |xp — x| Oz — |2k — g5’
model parallels the one proposed for the continuous motel: i j‘ !
is enough to maximize the payoff functidn[30) instead 0})(26 sign (a2 — IJ) . uisign (o — ;)
Further, each of these payoff functions closely approxasat = Z ) + Z ﬁ 5
the other one as the sums [n{(30) are discrete approximations (w% — j=0 Tk =4

- . . . . J;ﬁk

of the integrals in[(26). The only major difference in the (32)
control design procedure is in computation of the practical . _
values of the settling times; — ¢, and ti! — t%,. For the wheresign () denotes the signum function. Further, fore

continuous model, these quantities are determlned in tefms”” (), the partial derivatives of}. (-, uss) with respect tary,
the eigenvalues of the Fokker-Planck operator as explamedndz;, i # k exist and are given by

Sectior{1-B2. For the discrete model, the settling time-t4 n c j
Ofk 2 2u
is determined in terms of the smallest nonzero elgenvaluea— (T, uss) = —Z —3 — Z ——, (33a)
of the matrix AROA (us) (smallest in the absolute value), =1 |z — 4" T ek — g4
where the subscrlpi refers to the ROA containing the desired Y #2
? k — L4
V. CONCLUSION Givenz € . (v), for eachk = 1,2,...,n, let ¥’ denote

Directed self-assembly of charged particles along line sethe smallest integer satisfying, < ¢, and define
ments has been considered. In the assembly process, a number I

of particles move in one dimension along a line segment xi = o,

under the repulsive forces experienced from interactioitis w ry =max (Tp_1,qp-1), k=2,3,...,n
qther particles_, and the process is directed towar(_JIs forma- ka =min (vp11,q1), k=1,2,...,n—1,
tion of a desired pattern by external forces applied from U _

charged electrodes located at fixed points in the line segmen n = e

The potentials of these electrodes are precisely contrafie Fix all components ofr € . (v) except for z; which
time so that the formation of a desired pattern is secured allowed to vary in the segmer(trk,:ck) The negative
with the highest probability despite the inherent uncettai derivative [33h) implies thaf, (-, uss) is strictly decreasing in
in the initial position and the dynamical behaviors of the; € (:ck,:ck) with all other variables fixed. In additior, (32)
particles. A challenging aspect of such a control is that thmplies that this function tends teroo and —oo as xy
actual positions of the particles are not measurable duritends toz’ andzY{, respectively. Thus, it is concluded that
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fx (z,uss) = 0 has one and only one solution far, in Because this inequality holds for eveky=1,2,...
the intervalz, € (xf,2y), with all other variables fixed. concluded that

,n, itis

This solution depends omn;,...,zx_1,Tk+1,--.,2, and is
where
gk () = gk (T1, - Bhe1, Tt 1y -+ X)) -

K= max [[Vig (¢(sp)l, <1
Let ¢ : R* — R™ be a vector-valued function with the_ o T _
This verifies thaly is a contraction map.

componentg, k = 1,2,...,n. Then,z. is a solution to[(311), i . : .

if and only if it is a fixed point of the mapping, i.e., if it Finally, it is shown thatV(-,.uss) IS strlctly.convex on

solves . (v), and thereby the solutions to (31) is a stable
v =g(z). equilibrium. The Gersgorin circle theoreim [45] appliecthe

Jacobian matrix of the vector fielfl( -, us) implies that the

It is proven next that (31) has exactly one solutionfi(v) eigenvalues of this matrix are inside the circles of the form

by showing thay is a contraction map o (v), and thereby
it has exactly one fixed point in this set.

The gradientV g, of the scalar functiony, is obtained as
follows. Based on the definition afy, the identity

Ji (x’uss) ’Ik:gk(zl-,---7Ik71-,1k+1-,---796n)
holds true for any(xy,...,Tk—1,Tkt1,---,Tn) € L (V'),
where the components of’ are similar tor except forv,

which is equal toy, — 1. Differentiating this identity with
respect tar; # x; leads to

o Ofx 09
8xi

Solving this equation foflg;, /0x; results in

-1
g (z) = — (g_i‘: (:v,uss)> Of

=0

[1]
0. [2]

(x, uss) + (2, uss)

(3]

(2, uss) - (34)

(4]
(5]

ox; Ox;
Since g, does not depend omy, its partial derivative with
respect tary, is identically0 so that
g
— =0.
92; P

Substituting the explicit expressioris133) infol(34) andnm
thatul, > 0, it is straightforward to verify that

(6]

(7]

n

IVage (@)l =)

=1

g, 8]

8171'

()| <1, k=1,2,..

SN

[
Let z,y € . (v) and consider the line segment

L(s)=sz+(1—9)y, se€]0,1].

[10]
Since . (v) is a convex set, all points on this line segment
are inside the set. Applying the mean value theorem [44] toy
the scalar functiory, o £ implies that there exists; < (0, 1)
such that

gr ol (1) —grot(0)

[12]

dgrol ,
= T(Sk)

= (Vagr (C(sp)) " 2 (57) -

Substitutinggy o £(1) = gx (x), gx 0 £(0) = gx (y), and [14]
V' (s}) = x — y into this equality and taking absolute values
of its sides lead to [15

gk () — gk (V)| = | (Vag (C(sp) T (z —y)
< Vagr (CSIIL lz =yl -

[13]

[16]

A fx - O fr
7" . < @
’Q Oxy, (@ uss) | < Zi:l Oz; (@, ss)

Sincedfr/dxi, < 0 according to[(3B) and the right-hand side
of the inequality is smaller thafp f/0z|, the eigenvalues
of the Jacobian matrix have negative values.
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