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The numerical resolution efficiency of phase-field models is limited by grid friction, grid anisotropy
and pinning. The 1D sharp phase-field model eliminates grid friction and pinning by a global restora-
tion of Translational Invariance (TI) in the discretized phase-field equation (Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
025501, 2018). In 3D global TI restricts the beneficial modeling properties to a finite number of fixed
interface orientations. We propose an accurate scheme to restore TI locally in the local interface
normal direction. At one-grid-point interface resolutions, the new model captures the formation of
isotropic seaweed structures without spurious dendritic selection by grid anisotropy.

Diffuse interface descriptions, such as phase-field mod-
els, are widely used for the microscopic modeling of solid-
ification as well as related microstructure evolution prob-
lems [1–3]. Quantitative simulations require a proper nu-
merical resolution of the diffuse solid/liquid interface, i.e.
the diffuse interface profile has to be resolved by a cer-
tain minimal amount of grid points. In case of numerical
under-resolution, the simulation is subjected to spurious
grid anisotropy as well as grid friction, which in the worst
case leads to the “pinning” of the diffuse interface on the
computational grid. In conventional phase-field models
the minimal number of grid points used to resolve the
profile is about 4 [4]. In our notation this corresponds to
the dimensionless grid resolution number λ̃ = 2. How-
ever, depending on the accuracy demands of the simula-
tion, the double, triple or even quadruple amount of grid
points can be required.

Recently, Finel et al. found a striking new way to elim-
inate grid friction and pinning in one dimension, called
the sharp phase-field model [5]. This method is concep-
tually related to other techniques to improve the per-
formance of phase-field models based on the phase-field
profile function [6–11]. The 1D sharp phase-field model
operates at one-grid-point profile resolutions (λ̃ = 0.5)
and below without the occurrence of grid pinning!

However, beside the profile resolution, there is one
other important aspect that limits the spatial resolution
efficiency of phase-field models in general: They cannot
operate at arbitrarily small interface energy densities Γ.
Consider an interface between two phases at different
bulk free energy density levels. The latter, also called
the driving force µ, induces an interface motion lowering
the total free energy of the system. For too small inter-
face energies or too large driving forces either the high
energy phase turns unstable (phase stability limit) or the
phase-field profile is spuriously altered. The alternation
is accompanied by strong grid friction effects. We define
the dimensionless driving force µ̃ = µ∆x/Γ, which re-
lates to the spatial resolution of the simulation via the
grid spacing ∆x. Imposing constant driving forces, we
consider the simulation of stationary interface motion in
1D at different dimensionless spatial resolution numbers

λ̃, µ̃. Reasonable model operation at the resolution λ̃, µ̃ is
said to require phase stability and less than 10% relative
deviations from the energetically exact interface velocity.
Further details on this study are given in the supplemen-
tary material. In Fig. 1, we compare the resulting param-
eter windows of reasonable model operation for the most
frequently used conventional phase-field model (blue) and
the sharp phase-field model (green). The elimination of
spurious grid friction in the sharp phase-field model al-
lows for orders of magnitude more efficient simulations
than possible with the conventional phase-field model.

During diffusion limited solidification the complex evo-
lution of the solid/liquid interface undergoes a branching
instability [12]. In a fully isotropic system, this leads to
the self-organized formation of so-called isotropic dense
branching or seaweed microstructures [13], as visible in
the inset of Fig. 1. The structure shows a characteristic
distance between branches, which nontrivially relates to
the atomistically small capillary length d0, that is propor-
tional to the interface energy density Γ [1]. A fundamen-
tal challenge in solidification modeling is the fact that
the microscopic distance between branches is typically
several orders of magnitude larger than a central aspect
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Figure 1. Comparison of the parameter windows of reason-
able model operation (stationary interface motion with rela-
tive errors < 0.1) for two different phase-field models: The
most frequently used conventional model (blue area) and the
new sharp phase-field model (green area).
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of its cause, i.e. the atomistically small capillary length.
If, however, the phase-field model is able to stably oper-
ate at a certain small interface energy or, in other words,
a certain large dimensionless driving force, then the grid
spacing ∆x can exceed d0 in a respective proportion [14].

Here, we propose a new sharp phase-field model, which
captures the 3D formation of isotropic dense branching
even at one-grid-point profile resolutions (λ̃ = 0.5), see
Fig. 1! The absence of any spurious dendritic selection
by the computational grid indicates quite high degrees of
isotropy [15, 16]. In this simulation the driving forces are
largely inhomogeneous. In Fig. 1, we visualize the respec-
tive driving force distribution by a boxplot with whiskers
to the maximal and minimal value. In this work, we show
that the sharp phase-field model provides quantitative in-
terface velocities within the full range of different driving
forces! To achieve a comparable accuracy over a similarly
wide range of driving forces, the conventional phase-field
model would require profile resolutions of λ̃ = 5, as shown
in Fig. 1. In this regard, the new sharp phase-field model
allows for 3D simulations of isotropic solidification with
a 103×more efficient spatial resolution.
The new sharp phase-field model The derivation of

the new sharp phase-field formulation is started from
a discrete Helmholtz free energy functional F [φp] =∑

p fp∆x3, where p denotes the locations of the grid
points within the simple cubic 3D numerical lattice with
a grid spacing ∆x. The discrete Helmholtz free energy
density fp associated with the grid point p is

fp =
Γ

CΓλ

∑
j,k

γjνj

(λ2

2
(∂+
k φp)2+gk(φp)

)
+µph(φp). (1)

We restrict the interaction between grid points to the first
three neighboring shells j = 1, 2, 3, with |rk|j =

√
j∆x

and rk being a numerical lattice vector that connects
two neighboring grid points along the direction k. ∂+

k φp
denotes the discrete directional derivative, which is ap-
proximated by the forward finite difference expression
∂+
k φp≡ (φp+rk−φp)/ |rk|. For a given neighboring shell

with mj neighboring nodes, the coefficients νj = 3/mj

correct for the multiplicity of the shell. Similar to [5], the
ponderation coefficients γj are chosen to get best possible
energetic equality of differently oriented ideal interfaces.

The equilibrium potentials gk(φ) are minimal at φ=0
and φ=1, which corresponds to the two distinct phases of
the system. λ denotes the width of the diffuse interface,
Γ is the interface energy density, and CΓ is the interface
energy calibration parameter. A positive bulk free energy
density difference µp favors the growth of phase φ=0 on
the expanse of phase φ=1. Concerning the interpolation
function h(φ), we focus on the natural interpolation h3 =
φ2(3−2φ) [5] and the most frequently used polynomial
h5 =φ3(10−15φ+6φ2) [17–22].

The functional phase-field derivative of the dis-
crete Helmholtz free energy is given by δφF =

∂φfp −
∑
j,k ∂

−
k (∂+

(∂kφ)fp), where the second direc-
tional derivative ∂−k is approximated by ∂−k (∂fp) ≡
(∂fp−∂fp−rk) / |rk|. The phase-field evolution equation
demands that the time derivative ∂tφp is proportional to
−δφF . We write, 3λΓ∂tφp = −2MδφF , where M is a
kinetic coefficient with the dimension [M ] = m2s−1[23].
During stationary interface motion, driven by a constant
µ, total energy conservation demands vth =−Mµ/Γ. The
phase-field profile function is

φp = (1− tanh 2 (p · n− cn) /λ) /2, (2)

which is an analytic solution of the continuum phase-field
equation, if g(φ) =

∑
j,k gk≡ 8φ2 (1−φ)

2and h(φ) =h3 =

φ2(3−2φ). n is the unit normal interface vector and cn=
vtht denotes the central interface position, moving with
the velocity vth. The profile width of 2λ is understood
as 96.4% of the total transition from φ = 0 to φ = 1
(tanh 2'0.964) [24].

For vanishing driving forces µ = 0 and no phase-field
motion ∂tφ=0 and the phase-field equation reduces to∑

j,kγjνj{λ
2(φp+rk−2φp+φp−rk)/r2

k − ∂φgk} = 0, (3)

where ∂φ = ∂/∂φ denotes the partial phase-field deriva-
tive. The condition holds, if all individual k−components
are simultaneously satisfied. Those can be satisfied at
any real time during the propagation of the interface
using the addition property of the hyperbolic tangent
profile (2) φp±rk = (1±ak)φp/(1± (2φp−1)ak), where
the grid coupling parameters ak(n) are defined as ak =
tanh (2rk ·n/λ) . Inserting this property into the phase-
field equilibrium condition, we obtain the k−th compo-
nent of the modified equilibrium potential

gk(φ)
r2
k

λ2
= φ(1−φ) +

1−a2
k

4a2
k

ln

(
1−a2

k

1−a2
k (1−2φ)

2

)
, (4)

which further satisfies gk(φ = 0,1) = 0, to allow an
easy calculation of the system’s total interface energy
by Fint(φp) =

∑
p fµ=0 using an arbitrary phase-field

[25, 26]. In the continuum limit |rk| → 0, Eq. (4) con-
verges to the conventional Continuum Field (CF) poten-
tial g∞k =8φ2 (1−φ)

2.
Translational Invariance (TI) in the phase-field equa-

tion is restored based on properties of the profile function
(2). Without TI, the system integral over Eq. (3) oscil-
lates, when the ideal profile (2) is moved on the grid, as
plotted in Fig. 2. To determine the grid coupling parame-
ters ak(n) Finel et al. proposed to represent the interface
normal vector n by a constant unit vector u, perpendic-
ular to a properly chosen lattice plane [5]. This globally
restores TI for interface orientations that agree to one of
the equivalent lattice orientations 〈u〉, as shown in Fig. 2
for different TI〈u〉-models. Further details are given in
the supplementary material. The newly proposed TI〈n〉-
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Figure 2. Test of Translational Invariance (TI) of the ideal
profile (2) within the equilibrium condition (3). We plot the
oscillation amplitude A of the system integral over Eq. (3)
during profile motion for different interface orientation angles
ϑ[001] and ϑ[011]. Profile resolution λ̃ = λ/∆x = 0.5; system
size 300×1×1.

model (green curve) uses grid coupling parameters cal-
culated from the local interface normal direction, leading
to very small oscillations regardless of the interface ori-
entation.

For the sufficiently accurate determination of ak(n),
we proceed as follows: First, we calculate preliminary
grid coupling parameters by âk=(â+

k +â−k )/2, where

â±k =
± (φp±rk − φp)

φp − 2φp±rkφp + φp±rk
. (5)

Using the modified equilibrium potentials the explicit de-
pendence of the phase-field equation on the profile width
λ cancels out. Then, λ is solely controlled by the prelim-
inary grid coupling parameters, which also contain the a
priori unknown interface normal vector n̂. Thus, without
length control of n̂ the profile width λ wouldn’t be defined
in the model. Thus, we locally calculate all components
of the interface normal vector n̂k = λarctanh(âk)/ |2rk|,
restore unit length via n= n̂/ |n̂| and calculate corrected
grid coupling parameters ak (n).

The advancing solidification is accompanied by a re-
lease of latent heat at the solid/liquid interface [27].
Thus, the dimensionless temperature field Up = C(Tp−
TM )/L is introduced, where TM , L and C denote the
melting temperature, latent heat and heat capacity, re-
spectively [28]. The driving force for solidification is
given by µp =−UpΓ/d0, where d0 = ΓTMC/L

2 denotes
the capillary length. The temperature obeys a diffusion
equation, ∂tUp =D∇2Up+R(φp)∂φh∂tφp, with equal dif-
fusion coefficients D in the solid and liquid phase. For
small phase-field widths, λ/∆x≤2, and R=1, we observe
spuriously inhomogeneous releases of latent heat, when-
ever a grid point is close to the interface center. The spu-
rious heat release provides oscillations in the solidifica-
tion velocity as well as some degree of kinetic anisotropy.
Therefore, we propose the regularization R(φp) in the
diffusion equation

R(φp) =
3CR

4

a〈100〉λ

∆x

(
1− a2

〈100〉 (1− 2φp)
2
)−2

, (6)
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Figure 3. Plot of the different calibration parameters CΓ

(solid green), CCF
Γ (dashed green), CR (red) and the ponder-

ation coefficients γ2 (violet) and γ3 (blue) as a function of the
phase-field width λ̃. γ1 =1−γ2−γ3

where the grid coupling parameter is a〈100〉=tanh 2∆x/λ
and CR denotes a calibration constant, which is required
to maintain total energy conservation during solidifica-
tion. The dependence of CR as a function of the dimen-
sionless profile resolution is plotted in Fig. 3.
Model calibration The interface energy calibration CΓ

is calculated via CΓ =
∑

p[100]
e[100] · nf(φp(n))µ=0/Γ,

where e[100] denotes a unit vector pointing in the
[100]−direction of the computational grid,

∑
p[100]

de-
notes the sum in the [100]−direction, n is again the di-
rection normal to the interface, and the phase-field values
φp(n) are given by the ideal profile (2) with orientation n.
For the determination of CΓ we chose the [100]−direction
as interface orientation. The determination of the en-
ergy calibration factor is independent from the choice
of the ponderation coefficients. Fig. 3 shows the phase-
field width dependence of the different calibration factors.
The continuum limit for the calibration factor, C∞Γ =2/3,
is indicated by the solid black line in Fig. 3. For sharp
diffuse interfaces with a phase-field width below λ̃ < 2,
we obtain substantially smaller values for the calibration
line integral as compared to the limiting value.

For the determination of the ponderation coefficients
an optimization procedure similar to the one proposed by
Finel et al. [5] has been developed. The ponderation coef-
ficients γj should be chosen such that the interface energy
becomes as isotropic as possible, i.e. the discrete interface
energy integral Γ(n) =

〈∑
p[100]

e[100] ·nf(φp(n))µ=0

〉
rn

should dependent on the interface orientation n as little
as possible. Since at least some of these line integrals
may not be Translationally Invariant, we further average
over a number of different values obtained for different
positions rn of the interface center, as denoted by the
angle brackets with index rn. Given a starting set for
the ponderation coefficients γj , we calculate the following
three different interface energy densities: Γ([100])=Γj=1,
Γ([110]) = Γj=2 and Γ([111]) = Γj=3. As a measure for
interface energy isotropy and as the minimization target,
the square root of the sum of the deviations from the
average interface energy value in square of these three
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Figure 4. Comparison of the heat release range of the source
term S(φ)=∂φh∂tφ∼∂φh2(φ) with (λ̃=0.4) and without (λ̃=
2) the regularization factor R(φ) Eq. (6). The comparison is
based on the ideal phase-field profile function (2)

energy densities is chosen. i.e.

{γj} : min
√∑

j(Γ− Γj)2, (7)

with Γ =
∑
j Γj/3. The optimal choice for the pondera-

tion coefficients {γj}, with respect to this minimization
target and under the constraint

∑
j γj =1, has been cal-

culated by a simple steepest decent algorithm. In Fig. 3,
the optimal ponderation coefficients are plotted as func-
tion of the phase-field width for the TI〈n〉-model (solid
curves) as well as for the TI〈100〉-model (dashed curves).
The ponderation coefficients obtained for the CF-model
are nearly identical to those of the TI〈100〉-model.

The idea behind the source term regularization R(φ)
Eq. (6) is to distribute the latent heat release over a
slightly enlarged range, involving more than just a sin-
gle grid point. The different ranges of heat release of
different source term variants are compared in Fig. 4.
The regularization requires a phase-field width depen-
dent calibration procedure. For a given phase-field width
the calibration parameter CR has to take a specific value
in order to ensure the conservation of the total energy
in the system. Using some arbitrary starting value for
CR, we perform a long term simulations of solidification
until quasi two phase equilibrium in a small, thermally
isolated, one-dimensional system with an initially homo-
geneous undercooling temperature of U0 =−0.7. Then,
based of the deviation of the measured solid phase frac-
tion from the expected outcome of 0.7, we successively
optimize the CR value.
Quantitative stationary solidification In Fig. 5a), the

configuration of stationary solidification is shown. An
animation of this figure is provided in the supplementary
material. Far in front of the solid/liquid interface the
temperature is U(L) =−2.0. When the system reaches
a stationary state, the solid phase is found at the mini-
mal undercooling temperature of Uint =−1.0. Then, the
theoretically expected solidification velocity is given by
vth =MUint/d0, where M denotes the kinetic coefficient,
and d0 is the capillary length [29]. We restrict to the
comparison with the sharp interface equation and omit
more sophisticated thin interface corrections [30]. The
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Figure 5. Stationary solidification using (i) the Continuum
Field model (CF+h5) for λ̃= 2 in blue, (ii) the Translation-
ally Invariant model (TI+h3) for λ̃= 0.4 in red and (iii) the
TI-model with regularization (TI+h3+R) in green. a) Exem-
plary simulation results and a plot of the velocity as function
of the interface center (µ̃int = 100). The temperature U is
given by colored lines and the phase-field values by black full
symbols. b) Plot of the interface velocity error as function of
the dimensionless driving force µ̃int =µint∆x/Γ.

ratio between the total system length and the theoretic
stationary diffusion length lD = 2D/vth is chosen to be
L/lD = 5. The system is resolved by 200 grid points,
i.e. L/∆x=200, with a solid phase fraction of 12%. The
fraction is kept constant by incremental shifting of the
whole system [31].

In Fig. 5b) the relative error in the solidification ve-
locity is plotted as function of the dimensionless driving
force µ̃int =µint∆x/Γ. The CF+h5-model (blue color) is
subjected to strong spurious grid friction for both small
as well as large dimensionless driving forces. In case of
µ̃int = 100, the observed solidification velocity is 90 %
smaller than the expectation. The TI-models are limited
by phase stability only. This limit is indicated by the
vertical dashed line in Fig. 5b). The TI+h3-model (red
curve) provides large oscillations in the interface velocity.
These result from spuriously inhomogeneous heat release
at the solid/liquid interface, as visible in Fig. 5a). It can
be avoided by employing the newly proposed source term
regularization R Eq. (6), see the green curves in Fig. 5.
Diffusion limited solidification For dimensionless un-

dercooling temperatures U smaller than unity, we obtain
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initial state time tM/∆x2: 5 50 ≥ 100

TI〈n〉+h3+R

λ̃ = 0.5
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λ̃ = 0.5
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Figure 6. Time series of phase-field simulations of diffusion limited solidification using four different models: The TI〈n〉+h3

model (i) with and (ii) without regularization R, (iii) the TI〈100〉+h3 model each with λ̃=0.5, and (iv) the CF+h5-model with
λ̃= 2.0. The temperature U is visualized by the coloring and the phase-field is represented by the φ= 1/2−contour. Further
parameters: d0/∆x=2 · 10−3, D/M=5·10−3, domain size 120×60×60.

diffusion limited solidification. Four comparable simula-
tions are performed using four different phase-field mod-
els, as shown in Fig. 6. An animation showing the full
courses of all four simulations is provided in the sup-
plementary material. The simulations are started from
the same initial state at U = −0.3. All boundaries
are thermally insulating, except for the boundary at the
[100]−end of the simulation domain on the right hand
side, which is held at Umax = −0.3. The initial quasi
planar solid/liquid interface has small bumps at regular
intervals of 10∆x. In the beginning, the interface de-
velops the Mullins-Sekerka instability [12], since the di-
mensionless capillary length is chosen to be sufficiently
small d̃0 =0.002 (µ̃max =Umax/d̃0 =150). As soon as the
most advanced point of the solid/liquid interface exceeds
the fraction of 0.7 of the simulation domain along the
[100]−direction, the whole system is shifted back by one
grid point [31].

In later stages, the disordered seaweed or dense-
branching morphology develops [13, 32, 33], if the resid-
ual grid anisotropy is sufficiently small. For super ef-
ficient one-grid-point profile resolutions of λ̃ = 0.5, this
requires the local restoration of TI in the local interface
normal direction as well as the inclusion of the source
term regularization Eq. (6), as shown in first row in
Fig. 6. Without regularization the simulation shows a
spurious dendritic selection in the 〈110〉−directions of
the computational grid, which originates from the in-
homogeneous temperature release via the source term
in the diffusion equation. The simulations using the
TI〈100〉- and CF- model show spurious dendritic selection
in the 〈100〉−directions. For the TI〈100〉 model, the selec-
tion originates from anisotropic interface kinetics [15, 16],

which result from residual grid friction for interface ori-
entations that differ from the 〈100〉−directions [34]. In
case of the CF-model, it results from strong grid friction.

Conclusion A new sharp phase-field model is pro-
posed: Instead of using global grid dependent equilib-
rium potentials (4), that restore the Translational In-
variance (TI) for a finite amount of fixed interface ori-
entations, the newly proposed model restores TI locally
for the local interface normal direction n. Furthermore,
we propose a source term regularization Eq. (6) to ef-
fectively suppress spurious inhomogeneous temperature
releasees by diffuse interfaces as sharp as λ̃ = 0.4, see
Fig. 5. Compared to the conventional phase-field model
with the resolution limits λ̃ > 2.0 and µ̃ < 1.0, the sharp
phase-field model allows for super efficient quantitative
simulations of stationary solidification with phase-field
profile resolutions of λ̃ = 0.4 and dimensionless driving
forces up to µ̃= 7200! The new sharp phase-field model
with source term regularization (TI〈n〉+h3+R) provides
extremely high degrees of isotropy. It provides the ex-
pected isotropic seaweed or dense-branching morphology
using extraordinary efficient spatial resolutions: λ̃= 0.5
and µ̃max =Umax/d̃0 =150!
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Supplementary material for: Sharp phase-field modeling of isotropic solidification
with a super efficient spatial resolution”

In the supplementary material, we provide additional technical information about the modeling and the simulations
presented in the manuscript.

1. Description of the supplementary animations

1. Supplementary_material_1_stationary_-
solidification.mpg: This movie is an animation
showing the different simulations of stationary
solidification presented in Figure 5. It shows
the time evolution of three different simulations
of stationary solidification, for a dimensionless
undercooling temperature of Umax. = −2 and a
dimensionless driving force of µ̃min =100.

2. Supplementary_material_2_diffusion_-
limited_solidification.mpg: This animation
shows the four different simulations of diffusion
limited solidification presented in Figure 6 using
the four different models: (i) TI〈n〉 + h3 + R

with λ̃ = 0.5, (ii) TI〈n〉 + h3 with λ̃ = 0.5, (iii)
TI〈100〉 + h3 with λ̃ = 0.5 and (iv) CF+h5 with
λ̃ = 2.0. The temperature U is indicated by the
coloring and the phase-field is visualized via a
φ = 1/2−contour plot. The capillary length is
d0/∆x = 0.002, undercooling: U(x, 0) = −0.3,
kinetics: D/M=0.01.

2. Stationary interface motion

We consider the constantly driven stationary motion of
a planar interface in one dimension. In Fig. 7, we com-
pare mean errors in the interface velocities and widths
(solid lines) as well as their relative oscillation ampli-
tudes (colored areas) for different models. As illustrated
in the lower panel of Fig. 5a), the colored areas start
from the oscillation amplitude value and end at the mean
value. When the colored area is found above the mean
value, we have the “healthy” situation that the measured
value oscillates around the theoretic expectation. In con-
trast, colored areas below the mean value denote the “un-
healthy” case, when the theoretic expectation is located
outside the oscillation interval. While the conventional
Continuum Field (CF) model is subjected to pinning, the
sharp phase-field model allows for arbitrarily small driv-
ing forces.

The condition of phase stability demands the driving
force to be small enough to guarantee meta-stability of
the high energy phase: The two local minima of the po-
tential energy density at φ = 0, 1 have to be separated
by a maximum. The TI+h3-model provides a phase-field
width dependent stability limit, which can be surpris-

ingly high. For instance, imposing the phase-field width
λ̃ = 0.4, then the limiting driving force is ˜|µ|λ̃=0.4 . 7200!
The theoretic stability limits for the different profile res-
olutions λ̃ = λ/∆x = 4.0, 3.0, 2.5, 0.5 have been indi-
cated by the vertical dashed green lines in Fig.7. These
theoretical limits nicely reflect the behavior of the sharp
phase-field model.

Switching the interpolation function changes the phase
stability limits. The most common choice for the interpo-
lation function is h5 = φ3(10− 15φ+ 6φ2). The CF+h5-
model provides phase stability for infinitely large driving
forces! However, using interpolation functions other than
the natural one leads to altered nonequilibrium phase-
field profiles. The resulting deviation of fitted phase-field
width λfit from the theoretic expectation λ is plotted in
the middle row of Fig. 7. The profile alternation increases
with increasing driving force. Increasingly stronger alter-
nations lead to increasingly stronger grid friction effects.
Consider the phase-field width λ̃ = 3.0 and µ̃ = 100,
then the diffuse interface is compressed down to 22% of
its original width. Grid friction drops the interface veloc-
ity down to about 5% of the theoretic expectation. Thus,
for large dimensionless driving forces the CF-model h5 is
effectively limited by spurious grid friction. In the lower
part of Fig. 7, we plot the parameter window of reason-
able model operation. We define the range of reasonable
operation to end when the relative velocity error exceeds
0.1.

3. Translational Invariance of the ideal profile

Testing the Translational Invariance (TI), we calcu-
late the system integral over the equilibrium condition
(3). We consider a discrete 3D system with a phase-
field as represented by an array of 64bit floating point
numbers, each associated with a grid point within the
simple cubic numerical lattice of size 300 × 1 × 1 (ex-
cluding the one stencil boundary halo). The phase-field
values are initialized according to the ideal profile func-
tion (2), such that the interface is sitting in the middle of
the system. Then the total grid friction forces are defined
as the system integral over (3). This integral value may
oscillate, when the ideal profile is moved in such a way
that the interface center cn passes several grid points.
In Fig. 2, we plot the oscillation amplitude A of these
forces for different interface orientations. Large oscilla-
tion amplitudes indicate broken Translational Invariance
(TI). The conventional model without restoration of TI
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Figure 7. Errors plots of the stationary interface velocity (top row) and the fitted interface width (middle row) as a function
of the dimensionless driving force µ̃ = µ∆x/Γ, for different phase-field widths: λ̃ = λ/∆x = 4.0, 3.0, 2.5, 0.5. Two models are
compared: (i) Continuum Field (CF) model with h5 (blue) and (ii) the sharp phase-field model with Translational Invariance
(TI+h3) (green). Solid lines denote the mean relative errors and the oscillations are indicated as transparently colored areas.
The time resolution is Mµ∆t/(Γ∆x) = 1.6 · 10−7.

is shown by the black curve. Restoring TI using con-
stant grid coupling parameters ak(u) based on a glob-
ally constant unit vector u, as proposed by Finel et al.,
provides vanishing force oscillations for those interface
orientations, that match with one of the equivalent nu-
merical lattice directions 〈u〉: When the grid coupling
parameters are, for instance, chosen based on the unit
lattice vector u parallel to the [110]−direction (TI〈110〉,
see dark blue curve in Fig. 2), then vanishing force am-
plitudes are found for interface orientations with normal
vectors pointing in all the 〈110〉−directions. The vanish-
ing force amplitudes are restricted to very sharp interface
orientation windows, as visible in Fig. 2. The new TI〈n〉-
model (green curve) uses grid coupling parameters, that
are determined by means of the local interface normal di-
rection. This leads to very small oscillation amplitudes,

regardless of the interface orientation.

Translational Invariance (TI) of the ideal planar front
solution can also be tested with regard to oscillations
in the total interface energy. Then the system integral
over the interface energy density (1) has to be evaluated
instead. However, in contrast to the forces, theoretically,
only the total interface energy, i.e. the density integral
over the full, infinite profile, provides a TI value. The
interface energy density alone does not need to show this
property. For a single direction k, the new sharp phase-
field formulation provides TI total interface energies for
arbitrarily oriented ideal phase-field profiles, as long as
the full profile function is evaluated in that direction.
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4. Construction of the models

Here, we explain how the different models are con-
structed from the given finite difference equations. A
overview over all the different models is given in Tab. I.
The models differ by different choices for the equilibrium
potentials gk(φ) and for the interpolation function h(φ).
Further, the source term regularization factor R(φ) can
be either imposed or otherwise set to unity. All mod-
els are separately calibrated. Thus, the imposed calibra-

tion parameters, CΓ, γj , can be different for the different
models. The Continuum Field (CF) model is obtained
in the limit lim|uk|→0. In this limit the equilibrium po-
tentials (4) converge to the classical quartic double-well
potential. For the CF-model, we impose the equilibrium
potentials g∞k = ν̄8φ2(1−φ)2, where the multiplicity cor-
rection ν̄= 1/3 equilibrates for the overweighting by the
sum in the equilibrium potentials within each neighbor-
ing shell j.

Table I. The construction of the different models.
model equilibrium potential interpolation function regularization calibration

CF+h5 g∞k = ν̄8φ2(1−φ)2 h5 =φ3(10−15φ+6φ2) – CCF
Γ , γCF

j

TI〈100〉+h3 gk: Eq. (4), ak(u〈100〉) h3 =φ2(3−2φ) – CΓ, γ
TI〈100〉
j

TI〈n〉+h3 gk: Eq. (4), ak (n) h3 =φ2(3−2φ) – CΓ, γ
TI〈n〉
j

TI〈n〉+h3+R gk: Eq. (4), ak (n) h3 =φ2(3−2φ) R : Eq. (6) CΓ, γ
TI〈n〉
j , CR

Translational Invariance (TI) is obtained when the new
equilibrium potentials Eqs. (4) are imposed in conjunc-
tion with the natural interpolation function h3. When
all the grid coupling parameters ak in the equilibrium
potentials are set as fixed, based on the globally fixed
lattice vector u=[100], then TI is restored for all equiv-
alent 〈100〉−directions of the computational grid. This
model is denoted as TI〈100〉 + h3. A combination of the
new equilibrium potentials with the other interpolation
function is not useful, because the nonequilibrium phase-
field profile alternation destroys the carefully restored TI
again. In case of the TI〈n〉-models, the locally calculated
and length corrected grid coupling parameters ak (n) (see
Eq. (5) ff.) are used in the equilibrium potentials gk(φ)
Eq. (4).

5. Additional information on the modeling

The phase-field equation of motion is given as

∂tφp =
2M

3CΓ

∑
j,k

γjνj

(
∂−k
(
∂+
k φp

)
− 1

λ2
∂φgk(φp)

)
− 2M

3λΓ
µ ∂φh(φp), (8)

whereM is a kinetic coefficient comparable to a diffusion
coefficient with dimension [M ] = m2s−1. We know that
the phase-field equation promotes solution of the form of
Eq. (2). The hyperbolic tangent function provides the
following addition property,

tanh (p± q) =
tanh (p)± tanh (q)

1± tanh (p) tanh (q)
. (9)

This property can be reformulated in terms of the phase-
field profile function, and we obtain the relation

φp±rk =
(1± ak)φp

1± (2φp − 1) ak
, (10)

where the grid coupling parameter ak has been intro-
duced as ak = tanh (2rk · n/λ) .The equilibrium condi-
tion (3) holds, if all 1D k−components are simultaneously
satisfied. The individual k−component can be satisfied
at any real time during the propagation of the interface
by using the addition property of the hyperbolic tangent
profile. Inserting (10) into the k−th component of the
equilibrium condition (3) yields

∂φgk(φ) = a2
k

λ2

r2
k

4φ (1− φ) (1− 2φ)

1− a2
k (1− 2φ)

2 . (11)
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