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In this paper, we describe the diffusive and interconversion properties of a symmetric mixture of two different dynamics,
characteristic for conserved and non-conserved order parameters, in the presence or absence of an external “source”
of interconversion. We show that the interactions of the two competing dynamics of the order parameter (diffusion
and interconversion) results in the phenomenon of “phase amplification,” when one phase grows at the expense of
another one. This phenomenon occurs when the order parameter exhibits even a small probability of non-conserved
dynamics, thus breaking the particle conservation law. Also, we show that the addition of a source of interconversion
drives the system away from equilibrium and creates the possibility for arrested phase separation - the existence of
non-growing (steady-state) mesoscopic phase domains. These steady-state phase domains are an example of a simple
dissipative structure. The change of the dynamics from phase amplification to microphase separation can be considered
as a nonequilibrium “phase transition” in the dissipative system. The theoretical description is used to describe phase
transitions affected by interconversion of an equilibrium and nonequilibrium lattice model.

Solving the problem of condensed-matter systems with a
large number of strongly interacting degrees of freedom - the
problem of phase transitions and critical phenomena - has rev-
olutionized macroscopic physics in the 20th century1. Phase
transitions play a crucial role in condensed-matter physics,
biophysics, biology, high-energy physics, metallurgy, and
astrophysics2,3. Examples include structural, superconduc-
tive, and ferromagnetic transitions in solids, superfluidity in
helium, as well as a variety of phase transformations in mul-
ticomponent fluids4,5. While equilibrium phase transitions
and criticality in simple systems are well studied and under-
stood, the description of phase transformations in the presence
of chemical reactions and in systems far from equilibrium
is much less developed2,5. Under certain conditions, these
transitions can lead to liquid polyamorphism (the existence
of liquid-liquid separation in a single-component fluid4) or
to non-equilibrium microphase separation, an observed phe-
nomenon that we hypothesize occurs during the formation of
membraneless organelles6. Understanding the formation of
these microphases is a precursor to understanding more com-
plex self-organizing structures in non-equilibrium systems.
The onset of non-equilibrium arrested phase separation can
therefore be considered as a simpler version of dissipative
structures described by Prigogine’s theory3 and a precursor
to self-organizing criticality in more complex structures7.

In this paper, we present a general description of phase
separation driven by spinodal decomposition in a binary fluid
with molecular interconversion of the components. Through-
out the paper, we focus on the two primary findings of the
present theory: first, without a “source” of interconversion,
the most stable state of the system will always be macroscopic
phase separation8. The addition of a source of interconversion
drives the system away from this equilibrium and creates the
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possibility for arrested phase separation - the existence of non-
growing (steady-state) mesoscopic phase domains9. Second,
a symmetric, equilibrium interconverting system can be mod-
eled using a mixed lattice gas and Ising model with the same
order parameter. This is possible because these models are
thermodynamically identical, but they differ in dynamics10.
As a result, the interactions of the two dynamically competing
order parameters (the conserved lattice gas order parameter,
density, and the non-conserved Ising model order parameter,
magnetization) results in the phenomenon of “phase ampli-
fication,” when one phase grows at the expensive of another
one.

The developed theory is applied to describe phase tran-
sitions affected by interconversion in an equilibrium and
nonequilibrium lattice model. First, we consider an equi-
librium model with mixed lattice-gas (conserved order-
parameter) and Ising-lattice (non-conserved order-parameter)
dynamics11. Second, we consider a nonequilibrium model
with mixed lattice-gas and Ising-lattice dynamics. This model
was originally formulated by Glotzer et al.12,13, and was a
subject of criticism because the source of dissipation was a
mystery14,15. We resolve this mystery by showing that the
source of dissipation originates from a disbalance in chemical
potentials associated with interconversion and phase separa-
tion.

I. THEORY OF SPINODAL DECOMPOSITION
AFFECTED BY INTERCONVERSION

Consider a symmetric, reversible chemical reaction

A
k−−⇀↽−− B (1)

where k is the forward and reverse reaction rate. cA and cB are
defined as the concentrations of species A and B respectively.
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This system can be described in the mean field approximation
by a Landau-Ginzburg free-energy functional with one order
parameter φ = cA−1/216. This functional reads as

F [{φ}] =
∫

V

(
f (φ)+

1
2

κ|∇φ |2
)

dV (2)

For an isotropic system, κ is the square of the range of in-
termolecular interactions on the order of the molecular size.
In general, throughout this paper κ ≈ 1. Using the Euler-
Lagrange derivative, the chemical potential for this system is

µ ≡ δF
δφ

= αφ +βφ
3−κ∇

2
φ (3)

where α ∝ (T −Tc) and β is a positive constant. For a lattice-
gas system β = 1/3. This equation can be rewritten in the
linearized form

µ = f ′′φ −κ∇
2
φ (4)

where f ′′ = ∂ 2 f/∂φ 2 ∝ 1− T/Tc. For the case of a system
with one order parameter and two different types of dynam-
ics, the most general form of the time evolution of the order
parameter is given by

∂φ

∂ t
= π−Lµ +M∇

2
µ (5)

This equation can be separated into three key terms. First,
π is known as the interconversion energy source or sink that
forces the system into a non-equilibrium steady-state. De-
pending on the model, this term can be written in a variety of
forms, but in this paper it is assumed that π ∝ φ . The second
term describes the relaxation of the nonconserved dynamics
of the concentration to equilibrium17. This As a result, only
one order parameter (with two different dynamics) is used to
characterize the behavior of the system. The Ising spin in-
terconversion behavior corresponds to the chemical equilib-
rium constant being independent of temperature or pressure,
such that lnK = 0, meaning that there is no enthalpy of re-
action (∆Hrxn = 0). In the future, we will expand this theory
to incorporate more complex chemical reactions. Thus, the
interconversion from A to B mirrors the flipping of spins in
the Ising model. In this case, µ is the deviation of the chem-
ical potential difference (µ = µA− µB) from its equilibrium
value - µ = 0, and L is a mobility constant that determines the
rate of interconversion. In equilibrium thermodynamics, the
interconversion and phase separation follows the same equi-
librium conditions4. Therefore, in equilibrium systems, phase
separation (even accompanied by interconversion) should al-
ways reach complete microscopic phase separation. Lastly,
the third term describes the conserved dynamics of the order
parameter8. This component mirrors the diffusion of particles
in the lattice gas model where the total number of particles
is conserved. M is the diffusion mobility (an Onsager coef-
ficient). The interactions between diffusion, interconversion,
and the source of interconversion, given in the general time
evolution of the order parameter can be explained by consid-
ering the following three examples:

Equilibrium diffusion - When there is no interconversion
of any kind (π = 0 and L = 0), Eq. (5) reduces to the classical
Cahn-Hilliard equation8:

∂ ĉA

∂ t
= M∇

2
µ (6)

This equations describes the dynamics of a system where the
total number of particles is conserved, and as such, in the
spinodal region, phase separation into two distinct phases will
occur. A well-known example is the diffusion of particles
in the lattice gas model. In addition, this equation can be
solved to determine the growth rate equation (known as the
“Amplification factor”) of the phase domains, and is given as:
ω(q) =−M∆T q2(1−ξ 2q2), where ξ is the correlation length
of concentration fluctuations - defined as ξ =

√
κ/ f ′′. The

coefficient M∆T is known as the diffusion coefficient, D.
Equilibrium interconversion - In the absence of a source

and a diffusive term (π = 0 and M = 0). Eq. (5) reduces to the
classical Cahn-Allen equation17:

∂ ĉA

∂ t
=−Lµ (7)

As a result, this equation describes the dynamics of a system
where the total number of particles is not conserved. This
system will relax to equilibrium along with the order param-
eter. Thus, this equation describes the dynamics of an “Ising-
like” model; if the system starts in a homogeneous symmet-
ric mixture, then after infinite time only one phase will sur-
vive. The growth rate for this system is determined to be:
ω(q) =−L∆T (1−ξ 2q2). This equation is similar to the am-
plification factor in the classical Cahn-Hilliard theory, but in-
stead, describes the non-conserved dynamics of the order pa-
rameter.

Nonequilibrium diffusion - If we consider the effect of a
source of interconversion on a system with no non-conserved
order-parameter dynamics (L = 0), which corresponds to the
model used by Glotzer et al.12,13. In this model, the reaction
source is constrained to be linearly dependent on concentra-
tion. Therefore, as a simple approximation, π = C − kĉA,
where k is the reaction rate and C is a constant. This type
of source randomly converts one species to another, and is in-
dependent on the thermodynamic properties of the system. In
this case, the mass-balance equation can be written as

∂ ĉA

∂ t
= C − kĉA +M∇

2
µ (8)

Glotzer et al. modeled the dynamics described by this equa-
tion by randomly choosing a spin and forcing it to intercon-
vert independently from the dynamics of phase separation.
They found that the addition of a source term causes chem-
ically arrested microphase separation. This toy model was
later recognized as being a special case only valid far away
from equilibrium14,15. The growth rate for this system can be
determined to be: ω(q) = −k−M∆T q2(1− ξ 2q2). Thus, as
will be discussed in more detail later, the inclusion of a reac-
tion rate term k in the growth rate results in phase separation
to be arrested.
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Nonequilibrium diffusion with interconversion - To solve
the general mass-balance equation, the same interconversion
source used by Glotzer et al. and the chemical potential from
Eq. (4) is used. This gives

∂ ĉA

∂ t
= C − (k+L f ′′)ĉA +(Lκ +M f ′′)∇2ĉA−Mκ∇

4ĉA (9)

This differential equation has a solution of

ĉA =
C

(k+L f ′′)
+∑

i
AeR(qi)t cos(qir) (10)

where A is a constant determined by the initial conditions at
t = 0, and R(q) is the general growth rate amplification factor
defined by

ω(q) =−(L f ′′+ k)− (M f ′′+κL)q2−Mκq4 (11)

This equation, in a slightly different form, was also obtained
by Lefever et al.15. This equation is best expressed through
the correlation length, ξ ; re-writing it in this from gives

ω(q) =−k− f ′′(L+Mq2)(1−ξ
2q2) (12)

This equation describes the characteristics of domain growth
in both phase amplification and microphase separation.

II. PHASE AMPLIFICATION VS. MICROPHASE
SEPARATION: ORDER PARAMETER CHARACTERISTICS

As shown in Eq. (12), there are two competing rates that
dictate the behavior of the system. The first is found from
ω(q = 0), where the reaction rate term k competes with the
diffusion-interconversion coupling term (L f ′′). The second
is determined from ∂ω/∂q2|q=0, where the diffusion (M f ′′)
and interconversion (Lκ) rates compete with each other. The
results of these competitions will either produce phase ampli-
fication or microphase separation as shown in Fig. (1) and
depicted in Table (I). To achieve arrested phase separation,
the source of interconversion must overcome the diffusion-
interconversion coupling term, k > L f ′′, while M f ′′ > κL
such that the diffusion rate is faster than the reaction rate.
Meanwhile, phase amplification occurs when the diffusion-
interconversion coupling term is greater than the reaction rate
L f ′′ > k, and the rate of amplification is enhanced when
M f ′′ < Lκ .

TABLE I. Conditions for phase amplification and arrested phase sep-
aration as illustrated in Fig. (1). The left column corresponds to the
solid lines and the right column corresponds to the dashed lines.

M f ′′ > Lκ M f ′′ < Lκ

f ′′L > k Phase Amplification “Ising-like” Growth

f ′′L < k Arrested Phase Sep. No Growth

As will be mentioned in more detail later, Eq. (12) has
three characteristic wavenumbers: qm, the wave number of the

FIG. 1. The growth rate factor for different interactions between
diffusion, interconversion, and the source of interconversion. L, M,
and k were varied to represent the conditions of Table (1). The
solid curves corresponds to M| f ′′| > Lκ , where phase amplification
(purple) and microphase separation (green) are shown, and and the
dashed curves correspond to M| f ′′|< Lκ , where “Ising-like” ampli-
fication (purple) and no growth (green) are shown. The red line rep-
resents classical Cahn-Hilliard spinodal decomposition where L = 0
and k = 0.

fastest growing inhomogeneities; q+c , the upper cut-off wave
number; and q−c , the lower cut-off wave number. The exis-
tence of a non-zero q−c indicates that arrested phase separa-
tion will occur; such that, after infinite time, the observable
domain size will not exceed 1/q−c . As a result, we predict that
q−c is the order parameter that characterizes microphase sep-
aration. When the system experiences phase amplification,
shown by the purple curve in Fig. (1), q−c is imaginary and
microphase separation doesn’t occur. Only by increasing the
strength of the racemizing source (given by k) will the ampli-
fication factor be shifted down until q−c becomes non-zero as
illustrated by the green line in Fig. (1). Meanwhile, we predict
that the Cahn-Hilliard result (when there is only a conserved
order parameter so π = 0 and L = 0) is a critical line distin-
guishing microphase separation from phase amplification and
marked at the point where q−c = 0. Thus, we predict that a
system going from the equilibrium phase amplification region
to the nonequilibrium microphase separation region will ex-
perience a large “jump” in its internal energy. This transition
will be similar to a first order phase transition, and it indicates
the formation of a dissipative structure.

III. STRUCTURE FACTOR: DEMONSTRATION OF
MICROPHASE SEPARATION

The central prediction that the domain size will be arrested
in the presence of an external source can be proven through
the structure factor for the system. Cahn-Hilliard theory is
limited in that it is only applicable in the early stages of spin-
odal decomposition. Thus, to understand how the system tran-
sitions from the later stages of spinodal decomposition, where
domain coarsening occurs, to the nucleation regime, the origi-
nal theory is expanded to allow for concentration fluctuations.
Then, by approximating the crossover from the later stages
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FIG. 2. The structure factor for a conserved order parameter system
(where π = 0 and L = 0) exhibiting crossover from Cahn-Hilliard
spinodal decomposition, t = 5 (blue) to the coarsening regime, t = 50
(green) and t = 150 (red), the nucleation limit, t → ∞ (black). The
maximum of the structure factor saturates at Sm(q, t) = 1/2ξ 2 = 5
for ∆T =−0.1.

FIG. 3. In the presence of a sufficient source that shifts the growth
rate curve down, the maximum of the structure factor saturates before
1/2ξ 2 and the corresponding q value saturates at q−c .

of spinodal decomposition to the nucleation regime, it can be
shown that the inclusion of an external interconversion source
causes the phase domain sizes to be arrested.

To characterize the late stages of spinodal decomposition
and the transition to the coarsening regime, the theory of
spinodal decomposition is expanded to allow concentration
fluctuations. Defining the fluctuation variable as u(r, t) ≡
c(r, t)− c0, the Structure factor is given by the correlation
function for the concentration fluctuations of the system. Such
that

S(q, t) =
∫

dr < u(r, t),u(r0, t)> eiq·r (13)

As suggested by Langer et al.18, the equation of motion of
S(q, t), is found by multiplying the key differential equation -
Eq. (5) - by u(r)u(r0) and integrating over the space of func-
tions u. The resulting differential equation was first presented
by H. E. Cook19 and modified for the case of mixed diffusion-
interconversion dynamics as

dS(q)
dt

= 2R(q)S(q)+2M
(

1+
L
M

κ

)
q2 (14)

The structure factor immediately after the quench (which has
the form of the well known Ornstein-Zernike structure factor)
is defined as

Sχ =− (M+Lκ)q2

R(q)
(15)

It can be seen that in the case when L = 0 and k = 0, this equa-
tion reduces to the Ornstein-Zernike - SOZ = ξ 2/(1+ξ 2q2).

FIG. 4. The development of the maximum wavenumber for the
structure factor during the crossover from spinodal decomposition,
q ∝ t1/4 (red, dashed), to the nucleation regime, q ∝ t1/3 (green,
dashed).

Using this factor, the above differential equation can be in-
tegrated, using the condition that as t→∞, the structure factor
takes the form of Sχ(q), to get

SCHC(q, t) = Sχ(q)
(

1− e2R(q)t
)

(16)

Where SCHC(q, t) (representing the Cahn-Hilliard-Cook struc-
ture factor) is valid from the initial quench to the late stages of
spinodal decomposition. To expand this equation to account
for the coarsening regime after decomposition has finished, a
time dependent f ′′ is adapted into Sχ as suggested by Binder
et al.20. The exact form of the time dependence of f ′′(t) is
empirically estimated to have the form

f ′′(t) = f ′′0

(
e−
√

t/τ

1+ e−
√

t/τ

)
(17)
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FIG. 5. Domain growth, given by R(t) = 1/qmax, at constant L, M,
and f ′′ for no source (black), a small source (k = 0.001, blue), and
a slightly larger source (k = 0.005, green). The initial curvature is
determined by the magnitude of M and τ (used for the crossover).
The infinite time domain size R(t→ ∞) is proportional to the choice
of L and k.

Where τ controls the transition rate from spinodal decompo-
sition to coarsening.

As suggested by Binder et al.20, a crossover term is in-
troduced to connect the coarsening regime with the nucle-
ation regime. As depicted in Lifshitz-Slyozov theory for
Oswald ripening, the nucleation regime is characterized by
an Ornstein-Zernike structure factor that scales with time as
S(q, t) ∝ t and a domain size that goes as q ∝ t1/320. For
reference, the domain size grows as q ∝ t1/4 in the classical
Cahn-Hilliard theory21. To account for the transition from
t1/4 to t1/3, the same scaling relation as used by Binder et
al. is adopted. That in the nucleation regime, the exponential
growth rate scales with time as tq20. Thus, the following Padé
approximant is used in the exponential factor of Eq. (16), such
that the time, t, is replaced by the crossover time, t×, given by

t× = t
τ(1+ t/τ)

1+ t/q
(18)

Where τ is the same crossover parameter used in f ′′(t).
Therefore, the crossover between spinodal-decomposition
growth and nucleation growth is phenomenologically intro-
duced as

S(q, t) = SOZ(q)
(

SCHC(q, t×)

SOZ(q)+SCHC(q, t×)

)
(19)

Where now, SCHC(q, t) = Sχ(q, t)
(

1− e2R(q)t×
)

. Therefore,
S(q, t) is the complete crossover structure factor. Using this
equation for the crossover, the structure factor for the case
of only diffusive order-parameter dynamics is compared to
the case of the same system when an external interconversion
source is introduced. It can be shown that the behavior of
these systems through all three regimes: spinodal decomposi-
tion, coarsening, and nucleation in Figs (2 & 3). It is observed

that the introduction of a small source to the system causes the
structure factor curve to be arrested around a minimum value
given on the growth rate curve as q−c . Lastly, the crossover be-
havior for a system following the transition of classical Cahn-
Hilliard theory to the nucleation limit is shown in Fig. (4).
The behavior of the maximum q value goes to zero according
to the two limits: q ∝ t1/4 (initial time, spinodal decompostion
regime) and q ∝ t1/3 (long time, nucleation regime).

IV. EQUILIBRIUM MODEL: PHASE AMPLIFICATION

In 1952, Lee and Yang showed that the Ising model for an
anisotropic ferromagnet and the lattice gas model for a fluid
are mathematically equivalent22. It was later proven that all
fluids exhibiting phase separation, whether simple or com-
plex, belong to the same class of critical-point universality
in thermodynamics as the Ising model23. Within the same
universality class, systems demonstrate the same critical sin-
gularities and the same critical equation of state, provided that
the appropriately defined order parameter has the same sym-
metry. The one-component-vector order parameter (the mag-
netization) in the Ising model and the scalar order parameter
(the density) in the lattice gas posses the same symmetry, Z2
up-down symmetry24,25.

FIG. 6. (a) The spontaneous equilibrium order parameter (φ = φ0)
in the lattice gas / lattice binary mixture along the liquid-vapor phase
coexistence (red domain). One of the two alternative magnetizations
(φ0 > 0 and φ0 < 0) in the Ising ferromagnet in zero field are shown
in the red domain with blue arrows. The solid curve is the crossover
from mean-field behavior (dashed) to the asymptotic scaling power
law φ ∝ ∆T β with β = 0.32626,27, while the crosses are our simula-
tion data. (b) The amplification factor given by Eq. (12) for the initial
growth of the order parameter for three conditions: conserved L = 0,
non-conserved M = 0, and mixed L/(M+L) = 0.01 after quenching
the system into the unstable region at ∆T =−0.1.

However, while the lattice gas and Ising model are equiv-
alent in thermodynamics, they are fundamentally different in
dynamics. The order parameter in the lattice gas is conserved,
while the order parameter in the Ising model is not. Thus, the
two order parameters belong to different universality classes
in dynamics10. As a result, the density relaxes to equilibrium
by spatial-dependent diffusion, while the relaxation of magne-
tization in the lowest approximation is not spatial-dependent.
An important consequence of this contrast in dynamics is in
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the difference in the equilibrium states as illustrated in Fig.
(6a). In the lattice gas, below the critical temperature, two
equilibrium fluid phases must coexist to conserve the total
number of particles (occupied cells), while in the Ising fer-
romagnet only one of the alternative magnetizations, positive
or negative, will survive11. Since the interface between the
two alternative magnetic phases is energetically costly, even-
tually, one phase will win over the other. This is the striking
phenomenon of “phase amplification”, as originally coined by
Latinwo, Stillinger, and Debenedetti28.

FIG. 7. Phase amplification - the growth of the order parameter for
different probabilities of Ising dynamics. (a) Full-time behavior, T =
4.4 and 100 realizations, pr = 1; (b-d) initial time behavior, T = 4.0
and 1,000 realizations: (b) pr = 1.0, (c) pr = 0.1, and (d) pr = 1.0×
10−7. The solid horizontal line, φ = 0, corresponds to lattice-gas
dynamics, pr = 0.

The growth rate equation for a system with a mixture of
conserved and non-conserved order-parameter dynamics is
found to be the combined growth rate of the Cahn-Hilliard
equation8 and the Cahn-Allen equation17, but it can also be
shown as the solution to Eq. (12) when there is no intercon-
version source (k = 0):

ω(q) =− f ′′(L+Mq2)(1−ξ
2q2) (20)

As shown in Fig. (6b), when M = 0, the order parameter
grows according to Ising dynamics17, while when L = 0, the
order parameter grows according to lattice gas dynamics8.
From Eq. (20), the probability that the system will exhibit
Ising-model spin interconversion is defined as pr = L/(M +
L). If pr = 1, the system always relaxes to equilibrium
through fast amplification to one of two alternative phases
with either positive or negative order parameter. If pr = 0,
the system always demonstrates phase coexistence (no phase
amplification), and if 0 < pr < 1, the rate of phase amplifica-

tion depends on the Ising-dynamics probability, the distance
to the critical temperature, and the system size11.

The competition between the two types of dynamics of the
order parameter determines the initial growth of the phase do-
mains generated in the unstable region. In a mixed lattice-gas
and Ising system, this competition eventually results in one
phase amplification the other. However, the rate of amplifica-
tion depends on the probability for the system to follow Ising
(non-conserved) order-parameter dynamics, see Fig. (7b-d)
where the phenomenon of phase amplification is shown for
different probabilities from pure Ising, pr = 1, to extremely
low probability pr = 1.0×10−7. For the extremely low proba-
bility most realizations just fluctuate around < φ >= 0. How-
ever, it is remarkable that even for this probability phase am-
plification still occurs11. The phenomenon of phase amplifi-
cation can also be seen in the more complicated models that
follow (provided that there is a weak interconversion energy
source, k < L f ′′).

V. NONEQUILIBRIUM MODEL: MICROPHASE
SEPARATION

The diffusion (conserved order-parameter) and interconver-
sion (nonconserved order-parameter) dynamics employed in
the previous section, may also be used to describe a nonequi-
librium model. By writing f ′′ ∝ 1−T/TC in the equilibrium
chemical potential, given by Eq. (4), we may choose a source
of interconversion that cancels with the temperature and spa-
tial dependent components of the equilibrium chemical po-
tential. For example, the source of interconversion may be
chosen as

π =−L
(

T
TC

φ −κ∇
2
φ

)
(21)

As a result, this creates a disbalance in the equilibrium chem-
ical potential for the nonconseved dynamics of the mixed lat-
tice gas /Ising-lattice model. Thereby, the time evolution of
the order parameter, given by Eq. (5) may be rewritten in the
form

∂φ

∂ t
=−Lφ +M∇

2
µ (22)

Thereby, we have created a disbalance in the equilibrium
chemical potential. This nonequilibrium time evolution equa-
tion for the order parameter is the same as the one considered
by Glotzer et al12,13. As a result, the steady-state growth rate
given is given by the solution of this equation as

ω(q) =−L−M f ′′q2(1−ξ
2q2) (23)

As discussed previously, the order parameter for the nonequi-
librium system is given by the existence of q−c . If we solve
this equation for the root q−c , we obtain

(q−c )
2 =

1
2ξ 2

1−

√
1+

4Lξ 2

M f ′′

 (24)
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FIG. 8. The amplification factor, given by Equation 12, at constant
temperature The red-dashed line corresponds to the inverse maxi-
mum size of the observable phase domain on the length scale of the
simulation box. The existence of a non-zero q−c > q∗ indicates kinet-
ically arrested microphase separation.

This equation can be simplified if we apply the first order bi-
nomial expansion under the condition that M f ′′ξ 2 > L. Doing
so gives the simple relation that

(q−c )
2 =− L

M f ′′
(25)

In this model, due to the disbalance in chemical potentials,
q−c is always nonzero (provided L 6= 0 and that the system is
quenched in the spinodal region where f ′′ < 0). Thus, phase
amplification is impossible in this system. In addition, by
writing the mutual diffusion coefficient Dm =−M f ′′, it is also
observed that the order parameter for the system q−c depends
on the ratio of L and Dm. Such that if q−c > 1, then no growth
will occur (meaning that interconversion is faster than phase
separation so no phases are able to grow), and if q−c < 1, then
microphase separation will occur because the rate of phase
separation will be faster than interconversion.

It should be noted that the growth of the domain size is
controlled by the fastest growing wavenumber qm = 1/ξ

√
2,

which is also predicted from Cahn-Hilliard theory8. However,
as discussed in Sec. III, due to the crossover from spinodal
decomposition to nucleation, qm → q−c at infinite time. As a
result, the domain size of the system will be limited by the
order-parameter q−c .

VI. FINITE SIZE EFFECT ON THE NONEQUILIBRIUM
MODEL

Within the nonequilibrium system, a unique situation arises
for small systems sizes. If the system attempts to develop a
domain size that is greater than the characteristic size of the
simulation box, the simulation box will restrict the size of the
domain such that phase separation will occur on the length
scale of the simulation box. Thus, the observer will find that
two phase separation (as predicted by Cahn-Hilliard theory)
will occur. In this case, the order parameter is restricted by the
inverse size of the box, which we call q∗. Thus, it will appear

like a phase transition between two phase separation (charac-
terized by q−c < q∗) and microphase separation (characterized
by q−c > q∗). Since the typical variables that characterize the
dynamics of phase separation and interconversion are b (the
probability for a reaction to occur), T , and TC, which are con-
tained within M, L, and f ′′, then we can characterize the point
of this transition by solving for the location where q−c = q∗,
thus from Eq. (25) we would obtain

q∗ =
L(b,T )

Dm(T,TC)
(26)

Therefore, by solving this equation when T = T ∗, the tem-
perature obtained when q−c = q∗ and defined as the onset of
microphase separation temperature, and b = b∗, (likewise the
onset of microphase separation reaction probability) a transi-
tion line in T ,b-space that separates these two regions.

FIG. 9. Phase separation onset temperatures T ∗ (solid black) and
T ∗∗ (dashed black). For any given value of b and T , the light region
above T ∗∗ is a homogeneous region (only fluctuations are present),
the region in the middle depicts microphase separation, and the dark
region below T ∗ is the two phase region.

Example: L ∝ T 2b2 As an example of this effect, let us
consider a hypothetical system where L = MT 2b2. In this
case, the line separating the two phase region (q−c < q∗) and
the microphase region (q−c > q∗) would be found from evalu-
ating:

(q∗)2 =
1

2ξ 2

1−

√
1+4

(T ∗)2(b∗)2ξ 2

f ′′

 (27)

If we also assume that κ ≈ 1, so that ξ 2 ∝ −1/∆T , then this
equation can be expanded to second order to get

(q∗)2 =
(T ∗)2(b∗)2

(−∆T ∗)

[
1− (T ∗)2(b∗)2

(∆T ∗)2

]
(28)

which can be solved for the onset temperature T ∗ or (equiva-
lently) for the onset probability b∗ as

(b∗)2 =
1
2

(
∆T ∗

T ∗

)2
[

1−
√

1+
4(q∗)2

∆T ∗

]
(29)
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The figure below demonstrates how this line would separate
a system between the two phase region and the microphase
region.

Scaling Adjustments to the Amplification Factor - The
mean field approach does not incorporate the effects of diverg-
ing fluctuations near the critical point. To adapt the proposed
theory to account for the dynamics near the critical point, the
theoretical equation for the amplification factor needs to be
adjusted. As the system approaches the critical point, the
mutual diffusion coefficient will diverge in two ways. First,
the susceptibility (given as 1/ f ′′) diverges as (∆T )−2ν (where
ν = 0.63) and, second, as the system gets much closer to the
critical point, the mobility also diverges proportionally to the
correlation length (ξ ∝ (∆T )−ν ). The net effect is that the
mutual diffusion coefficient asymptotically close to the criti-
cal point becomes Dm ∝ (∆T )ν 29,30. It is our assumption, in
accordance with Eq. (25), that if the mobility M diverges pro-
portionally to the correlation length, then the interconversion
Onsager coefficient L must also diverge similarly to keep the
ratio of L/M independent of the distance to the critical point.
Therefore, in a first-order approximation to scaling theory, we
can adopt this prediction into the proposed theory by keeping
M constant and changing the susceptibility in Eq. (23) accord-
ing to scaling theory. Thus, f ′′ ∝ (∆T )2ν and ξ 2 ∝ (∆T )−2ν .
Repeating the calculation of q∗ assuming that L = MT 2b2

(where M is a constant independent of the correlation length),
it is found that

(q∗)2 =
1

2ξ 2

1−

√
1+4

(T ∗)2(b∗)2ξ 2

f ′′

 (30)

After expansion to second order using the scaling theory cor-
relation function becomes

(q∗)2 =
(T ∗)2(b∗)2

(−∆T ∗)2ν

[
1− (T ∗)2(b∗)2

(∆T ∗)4ν

]
(31)

Solving for the onset probability b∗ gives

(b∗)2 =
(∆T ∗)4ν

2(T ∗)2

[
1−
√

1+
4(q∗)2

∆T ∗

]
(32)

In the case when ν = 1/2, this indeed reduces to the mean
field result as given in Eq. (29). A more detailed descrip-
tion of microphase separation would need to account for the
crossover between the mean field approximation far away
from the critical point to scaling theory in the critical region.

VII. THE POINT WHERE GROWTH STOPS

In addition to q∗, there is another point that affects or-
der parameter for the domain growth, q−c . This point occurs
when the racemizing source of interconversion becomes so
strong that the entire amplification factor is shifted down. In
this case, when the growth rate becomes entirely negative, no
growth will occur and the system will remain homogeneous.

FIG. 10. Amplification factors for different source strengths. As
the source increases, the amplification factor is shifted down starting
from the onset of phase separation where q−c = q∗ (red), to the mi-
crophase region (green), to the termination point of domain growth
(blue) where q−c = qm = q+c = q∗∗, and to the no growth regime (or-
ange).

This is an indication that system is racemizing to a state of
50/50 concentration, phase separation is too slow to occur.

Just like with the case of the onset temperature T ∗ and the
onset probability b∗, we can characterize a system through
the termination temperature T ∗∗ and the termination proba-
bility b∗∗. These points can be found at the location where
ω(qm)= 0. At this location, the three characteristic wavenum-
bers merge into a single point (qm = q+c = q+c = q∗∗). See the
figure below For the case of the nonequilibrium model, this
occurs where

L≥ Dm

4ξ 2 (33)

Therefore, whenever L exceeds this ration, microphase sepa-
ration will not occur and a homogeneous solution will remain.

Example: L ∝ T 2b2 - Returning to our previous example,
where L = MT 2b2, we can solve the equation for ω(qm) = 0,
to determine the characteristics of the line that defines the ter-
mination temperature. The solution to this equation in terms
of the termination probability can be determined as

b∗∗ =
∆T ∗∗

2T ∗∗
(34)

The termination line is shown on Fig. 8 along with the onset
phase separation line.

VIII. PHASE TRANSITION: PHASE AMPLIFICATION TO
MICROPHASE SEPARATION

So far, we have only discussed scenarios where the system
could exhibit phase amplification or microphase separation.
However, we can also consider a model that allows for the
free transition between these two phenomenon. Such a model
would be characterized by the general time evolution given
by Eq. (12). The nonequilibrium source of interconversion
within this model could be generated through the interactions
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of “massless” particles that react with the two species A and
B with a reaction probability, b and energy E. Depending on
the frequency of their interactions and the magnitude of their
energy, these particles could cause interconversion of species.
We note that a similar study was conducted where these parti-
cles caused diffusion of species within an immiscible alloy31.

Considering the particles as an interconverting source, we
characterize this system in accordance with the amplification
factor given by Eq. (12). For the system, the wave number
corresponding to the fastest growing inhomogeneties is found
as

q2
m =

1
2ξ 2

(
1− Lξ 2

M

)
(35)

which (depending on the strength of the nonconserved order-
parameter dynamics L) is slightly smaller than the previous
predicted qm. In addition, the order parameter for microphase
separation can be solved for and written as

(q−c )
2 =

1
2ξ 2q2

m

(
k

Dm
− L

M

)
=

1
2ξ 2

(
qk

qm

)2

(36)

where q2
k is given by k/Dm − L/M. qk is the central com-

ponent that determines the order of the system as it contains
the two conditions outlined in Table (I) that the source must
be stronger than the nonconserved order parameter dynamics,
given by k > L f ′′, and the diffusion rate must be greater than
the interconversion rate, given by M f ′′ > κL. Thus, it can
be shown that if either of these conditions is violated then qk
(and consequently q−c ) becomes imaginary, meaning that the
system will be in the phase amplification regime. In addition,
the order parameter is inversely proportional to the correla-
tion length. Thus, as the system approaches the critical point
and fluctuations become more pronounced (provided that the
system doesn’t reach the termination point first), the order pa-
rameter will go to zero, and the dissipative structure formed
in the microphase separated regime will not be able to form.
Lastly, the other solution to the amplification factor given by
q+c is calculated as

(q+c )
2 = 2q2

m− (q−c )
2 (37)

This could be used to characterize phase amplification as it
will not disappear if q−c becomes imaginary.

IX. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

We have developed a mean field theory of phase transitions
affected by molecular interconversion that describes the ef-
fects of interconversion on phase separation. The theory is
applicable to any system where the order parameter possesses
both conserved and non-conserved dynamics, such as a mix-
ture of a phase separating symmetric lattice gas model and the
Ising model for an anisotropic ferromagnet. We have shown
that the introduction of an external interconversion source will
cause arrested microphase separation, and the competition be-
tween order-parameter dynamics results in the phenomenon of

phase amplification, when one phase grows at the expense of
another one. These phenomena are all derived from the gen-
eral mass-balance equation, Eq. (5), and they can be used to
characterize the behavior of two different atomistic models.

Although the initial results are promising, there is still a lot
of work left to do on this project. First, the present theory will
need to be adapted to account for fluctuations near the critical
point. Second, the applications of the current theory have been
primarily to systems with interconverting molecules. How-
ever, the theory could also be applied to larger more complex
interconverting structures. One example is the formation of
membraneless organelles. Just like molecular interconversion
in the presence of an external energy source, the interconver-
sion of proteins from a folded to unfolded state can be treated
with a similar approach. Previous studies of the formation
of such subcellular structures have used Flory-Huggins’ the-
ory of phase separation in polymer solutions to describe the
self-assembled state at equilibrium6. However, Flory theory
only predicts liquid-liquid macro-phase separation, and re-
cent studies have shown that the spontaneous self-assembly
of these organelles is an example of non-equilibrium micro-
phase separation6,32. A detailed theoretical understanding of
the kinetic and diffusive characteristics leading to the forma-
tion and growth of these microphase droplets has yet to be
developed.

In addition, arrested microphase structures caused by the
influence of interconversion can be considered as a simple
type of dissipative structure, and it would be interesting to
connect my theory with the general theory of dissipative struc-
tures like that of Prigogine et. al.3. It could also have interest-
ing cross-disciplinary applications; for example, it would have
parallels with other nonlinear phenomena like hydrodynamic
instabilities33, phase transitions in bifurcation theory, catas-
trophe theory, and dissipative cellular structures in conditions
far from equilibrium.
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