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The goal of inverse self-assembly is to design inter-particle interactions capable of assembling the
units into a desired target structure. The effective assembly of complex structures often requires the
use of multiple components, each new component increasing the thermodynamic degrees of freedom
and hence the complexity of the self-assembly pathway. In this work we explore the possibility to
use azeotropy, i.e. a special thermodynamic condition where the system behaves effectively as a one-
component system, as a way to control the self-assembly of an arbitrarily number of components.
Exploiting the mass-balance equations we show how to select patchy particle systems that exhibit
azeotropic points along the desired self-assembly pathway. As an example we map the phase diagram
of a binary mixture that, by design, fully assembles into cubic (and only cubic) diamond crystal via
an azeotropic point. The ability to explicitly include azeotropic points into artificial designs opens
novel pathways to the self-assembly of complex structures.

When interactions between particles in a dilute fluid
phase have strength comparable or larger than the ther-
mal energy, the fluid becomes unstable and the particles
condense searching for a lower free energy state. The
spontaneous formation of inter-particle bonds, gives rise
to aggregates whose final state can be either that of an
ordered lattice, a connected percolating structure (e.g.
a liquid), or a collection of finite size clusters. When
finite size or periodic structures are formed, this spon-
taneous search for the lowest free energy state is called
self-assembly [1, 2].
While the computation of the free energy of a struc-
ture is a laborious but solved problem in statistical me-
chanics, several challenges hamper our understanding of
self-assembly and our ability to mimic natural systems.
In the direct self-assembly problem, one starts from a
set of predetermined elementary units with known inter-
particle interactions and is tasked with selecting struc-
tures that correspond to free energy minima. This is
done either with intuition (for simple structures), with
brute force approaches (direct molecular simulations), or
with specialized algorithms [3, 4]. Even more challeng-
ing is the inverse self-assembly problem, where one is
tasked with designing the inter-particle interactions that
will self-assemble a desired target structure [5, 6]. In
this case the problems are two-fold: firstly designing an
interaction-potential, secondly confirming that there are
no alternative structures that preempt the formation of
the target one [7]. So far, two types of approaches have
been explored: optimisation algorithms and geometrical
strategies. Optimisation algorithms allow one to design
a pair potential whose free-energy minima is guaranteed
to be the desired structure [6, 8–16]. However, the inter-
particle interactions that result from such procedures are
often too complex and require a degree of precision that
is out of reach for experimental realization. In geomet-

rical strategies, instead, one matches the geometric fea-
tures of the target structure by tuning some interaction
properties of the building units, e.g. the shape and the
directionality of the bonds, in order to match the geomet-
ric features of the target structure [17–24]. Although it is
an experimentally feasible approach, it is system specific
and it requires a high degree of geometrical intuition.

A different solution strategy to the inverse self-
assembly problem is to extend the number of building
blocks, going from single component systems to multi-
component mixtures, shifting the problem of designing
complex single particle potentials to that of optimiz-
ing simpler (and more geometrical) interactions between
multiple components [7, 25]. Extending the alphabet of
building blocks, i.e. the number of components, lowers
the degree of symmetry in the final structure, allowing
for a considerable reduction in competing structures, and
an easier assembly pathway towards the target design.
Compared to single-component mixtures, and leaving ex-
perimental challenges aside, two major problems are in-
troduced by the increase in the number of components:
a combinatorial problem and a thermodynamic problem.

The combinatorial problem arises from the fact that
each new component increases exponentially the space of
possible solutions, and with that the computational time
required to find a solution. To tackle it, advanced opti-
mization algorithms are necessary, such as genetic algo-
rithms [26] or machine learning techniques [16, 27]. Some
of us have recently introduced a novel approach called
SAT-assembly [25, 28], which encodes the bond topology
of the target structure into a system of Boolean equa-
tions (a satisfiability problem commonly named SAT)
whose solution gives the interaction matrix between dif-
ferent patches. The sophistication of modern SAT solvers
[29] allows to effectively tackle the combinatorial problem
for complex assemblies, including open crystalline struc-
tures, photonic crystals, and clathrate structures.

The thermodynamic problem arises instead because,
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according to Gibbs rule of phases [30], each component
represents an additional thermodynamic degree of free-
dom of the system, extending the phase behaviour phe-
nomenology in ways that can interfere with the self-
assembly pathway. No general strategy to tackle this
problem has so far been proposed. Full phase diagram
calculations are in fact very time-consuming, and are
often avoided in multi-component systems due to their
complexity. The goal of this article is to show how to
overcome the thermodynamic difficulties associated with
the use of multicomponent mixtures, by explicitly en-
coding azeotropic points in the self-assembly designs of
patchy particles. The azeotropic point is a point where
the free-energy of the mixture can be written as that of
an effective one-component system (see Supplementary
Materials I for a concise explanation of azeotropy), a con-
dition that ensures that coexisting phases will have the
same concentration as the parent homogeneous system.
The ability to explicitly include azeotropic points along
the self-assembly pathways of these systems represents
an attractive strategy to tame the complexity in phase
behaviour usually associated with multi-component mix-
tures. Some of the advantages of combining azeotropic
behaviour with self-assembly are listed here. i) The abil-
ity to (considerably) increase the reaction rates of the
self-assembly process by quenching the system in a region
of (liquid-gas) metastability: in fact, it is well-established
that for one-component systems nucleation rates increase
in proximity of density fluctuations like the ones found
near liquid-gas critical points [31] and spinodal loci [32].
ii) Increase the kinetics of the self-assembly reaction: if
the concentration of the azeotropic point is the same as
the crystal composition, one can avoid slow diffusion-
limited process, where the crystal nucleus has to wait
for the concentration of the local environment to match
the one of the target structure [33]. iii) The yield of
the self-assembly process can proceed theoretically until
all components are exhausted (to 100%), as the liquid
phase will form at the same composition of the target
crystalline structure.

In this article we will first show that it is indeed
possible to effectively control the self-assembly of suit-
ably designed patchy particles by exploiting the encoded
azeotropic properties. As a proof of concept, we then in-
vestigate in details a binary mixture that is designed to
form (only) the cubic diamond crystal. This mixture also
shows a very interesting phase behaviour, where phase-
separation only occurs for mixed states, and not for the
pure components.

Results and discussion

Our results pertain to systems whose components ag-
gregate by forming bonds, i.e. to the vast class of asso-
ciating systems [34]. The main assumption is that the
systems are in equilibrium, and that bond formation is
controlled by a mass-balance equation. We will propose

FIG. 1: Patchy particles schematisation. Two
patchy particles with four tetrahedrally arranged patches
(in blue) interacting with the Kern-Frenkel potential de-
fined in paragraph ”Patchy Particles” in Materials and
Methods section.

general design rules that realize azeotropy in any system
that satisfies these conditions. To demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our approach we will give a concrete exam-
ple that considers mixtures of patchy particles (Fig. 1).
For these examples, thermodynamic properties will be
computed both via Wertheim’s first order perturbation
theory[34–43], and via molecular simulations, both con-
firming the presence of the azeotropic point embedded in
the phase diagram by design. In particular, to calculate
the phase behaviour of the studied systems theoretically,
we adopt the isochoric thermodynamic’s framework while
to study it numerically, we implement Monte Carlo sim-
ulations in the Gibbs ensemble. All these techniques are
summarised in the Materials and Methods section.
In the rest of this article energy is measured in units

of the square-well depth (ϵ), distances in units of the
patchy particle diameter (σ), pressure in units of ϵ/σ3

and kB = 1.

Law of mass action

In deriving the azeotropy conditions we will make use
of the law of mass action [36, 39, 42], which quantifies the
probability for a patch α to be non-bonded, and which
we denote by Xi

α, where the index α runs over all patches
of species i

X(i)
α =

[
1 + ϕ

∑
j=1,Ns

x(j)
∑

γ∈Γ(j)

X(j)
γ ∆αγ

]−1

(1)

where Γ(j) is the set of all patches in species j, and ∆αγ

quantifies the strength of the interaction between patches
α and γ. A detailed expression for ∆αγ is reported in
the Methods section, but in the remainder we will con-
sider the following simplification: any pair of interacting
patches forms bonds of the same type (bonding volume
Vb and energy ϵ), so that ∆αγ = ∆ if α and γ interact, or
∆αγ = 0 if they don’t. We call Υ the interaction matrix ,
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whose elements Υαγ = ∆αγ/∆ are ones if patches α and
γ interact, and zeros if they don’t. By construction, Υ is
a symmetric matrix (if patch α binds with patch γ, then
also patch γ binds with patch α).
One possible strategy to compute Υ, i.e. to deter-

mine which pair of patches should interact, such that
the particles will self-assemble into a desired structure, is
the SAT-assembly framework [25]. Here we focus on the
general conditions one needs to impose on Υαγ in order
to obtain azeotropic mixtures, regardless of the desired
target structure.

Azeotropy design rules

We consider a Ns-component mixture with all species
having the same diameter σ, the same number (Np) and
placements of patches, and differing only in the patches
type (patches color). We first notice that a sufficient
condition for azeotropy is obtained by imposing that all

probabilities X
(i)
α in Eq. 1 are the same for all patches in

the system, X
(i)
α = X. In this way, all species will behave

like an effective one-component system, where all bonds
have the same probability to be formed. The same con-
dition can be demonstrated to hold within Wertheim’s
perturbation theory: in paragraph ”Wertheim perturba-
tion theory” in Materials and Methods section we notice

that the equality of all X
(i)
α implies that the Helmholtz

bonding free energy (Eq. 15) reduces to that of a one-
component system.

In order to determine whether there is a thermody-

namic point where all X
(i)
α have the same value, we turn

to the mass balance condition, Eq. 1, which is a set of

Ns ×Np equations in the variables X
(i)
α . Looking for the

rules under which all the mass balance equations become
equivalent provides a sufficient condition for the appear-
ance of azeotropy in a multi-component mixture.

In the following we examine three families of rules that
ensure azeotropy:

• the bond exclusivity condition. This rule generates
azeotropic points at equimolar conditions;

• the bond multiplicity condition. This rule allows
for azeotropic points at non-equimolar conditions;

• the fully-connected bond condition. This rule gen-
erates always-azeotropic mixtures, e.g. where the
concentration remains the same during demixing
for every point in the coexistence region.

Bond exclusivity condition

One condition ensuring azeotropy is the bond exclusiv-
ity constraint requiring that each patch has only one
bonding partner (that can be itself in case of self-
complementarity) among all patches of all species in the

mixture. This implies that all patches are different and
thatΥ has a single one for each row, located at a different
column for different rows. This condition, with its sym-
metric bonding rules, can be realized when two species
of particles are functionalized with complementary DNA
strands, a system which has found great success in nan-
otechnology [44, 45].

We consider here the case where all bonds have the
same bonding energy such that azeotropy appears at
equimolar conditions: a Ns-component mixture will be
azeotropic if it is prepared by mixing all the Ns compo-
nents at the equimolar concentration 1/Ns. To see this,
we note that the bond exclusivity condition implies that
the sum over the patches (

∑
γ∈Γ(j)) and the sum over the

species (
∑

j=1,Ns
) in Eq. 1 reduce to a single contribution

since the patch α belonging to species i can interact only
with its partner patch γ belonging to species j (j can be
also equal to i as well as α can be equal to γ). Therefore

the Ns × Np mass balance equations for X
(i)
α reduce all

to equations of the form

X(i)
α =

[
1 + ϕx(j)X(j)

γ ∆αγ

]−1

(2)

which couple only X
(i)
α with X

(j)
γ . Moreover, by de-

signing bonds with the same strength, ∆αγ ≡ ∆ for all
patches α and γ. By considering the pair of equations for

X
(i)
α and X

(j)
γ one obtains, without knowing the exact

patchy particles design, that the Ns × Np mass balance
equations become all equivalent to

X(i)
α + ϕ x(i)[X(i)

α ]2∆+ ϕ(x(j) − x(i))X(i)
α ∆− 1 = 0 (3)

With the equimolarity condition, x(i) = 1/Ns, the Ns ×
Np equations above admit the azeotropic solution X

(i)
α =

X, where X is the solution of

X +
ϕ

Ns
X2∆− 1 = 0 (4)

Thus the bond exclusivity condition generates an
azeotrope at equimolar concentration, which can be ex-
ploited in self-assembly designs where the target struc-
ture is composed of an equal number of all species. An
example of interaction matrix satisfying the bond exclu-
sivity condition is given in the next section, where we will
verify explicitly the presence of an equimolar azeotropic
point not only with Wertheim’s thermodynamic theory,
but also explicitly with Monte Carlo simulation of a
patchy particle realization of the interaction matrix.

The bond exclusivity condition is easily generalized to
cases where multiple-bonding is allowed (one patch capa-
ble of bonding to more than one patch, a case which can
be realized with DNA functionalization, as explained in
Supplementary Materials IV and/or when the patches are
not distinct (when the interaction matrix has repeated
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columns or rows, i.e. when its determinant is zero). In
these cases, to have an equimolar azeotropy conditions
one needs to ensure that every patch has the same total
number (m) of bonding partners (distributed over one
or more species). In this case the mass-balance equa-

tion admits the solution X
(i)
α = X (azeotropy), with X

satisfying the following equation

X + ϕ
m

Ns
X2∆− 1 = 0 (5)

Bond multiplicity condition

A simple generalization of the bond exclusivity condi-
tion allows to move the azeotropic point to off-equimolar
conditions. Considering a binary mixture where the ra-
tio between the two species (denoted as (1) and (2)) is
1 : n, in order to have an azeotrope at x(2) = nx(1) (i.e.
x(1) = 1/(n+ 1) and x(2) = n/(n+ 1)) it is sufficient to
enforce

• bond exclusivity to all patches bonding to species
(2), i.e. each patch has a unique bonding partner
with species (2)

• n-bond multiplicity to all patches bonding to
species (1), i.e. each patch has n bonding partners
with species (1).

With these conditions, all mass balance equations,

Eq. 1, admit the azeotropic solution X
(i)
α = X with X

satisfying the following equation

X +
n

1 + n
ϕX2∆− 1 = 0 (6)

The bond multiplicity rule is a generalisation of the
previous bond exclusivity case, that we recover if n = 1.
This recipe is generalisable to multi-component mixtures
with more than two species: the bond multiplicity con-
dition will require to establish a bond with m patches
belonging to certain species, where m is the least com-
mon multiple between component ratios.
An explicit example of a binary system of patchy parti-
cles with bond multiplicity is reported in Supplementary
Materials II.

In short bond multiplicity provides a way to shift the
azeotropic point at a concentration different from the
equimolar one. However we underline that, with the pre-
sented rules, once the number of species and of patches
is set, it is not possible to design a mixture exhibiting
azeotropy at arbitrary concentration. For instance for a
binary mixture, with four patches tetrahedrally arranged,
there is no design satisfying our bonding rules for the
ratio 1 : 3. More general conditions can be built by
lifting the requirement that all bonds have the same en-
ergy, ∆αγ ̸= ∆, but bearing in mind that a fine control

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: 3D representation of the two patchy par-
ticles species (a) and (b) of the SAT-designed
N2c8s2 binary mixture. Equal patches colors indi-
cate which patches can bind to each other and the col-
ors appearing only once are assigned to self-interacting
patches.

over bonding energies represents a significant experimen-
tal challenge.

Fully-connected bond condition

The fully-connected bond condition introduces bond-
ing rules that ensure full azeotropy at all concentrations
without the need to tune bonding energies. In this case
the concentration of the two coexisting phases is always
constant during demixing. For a general Ns-component
mixture of patchy particles with Np patches, the fully-
connected bond condition is achieved when each patch
can bind with Ns patches, each located on a different
species. In this case the sum

∑
γ∈Γ(j) in the mass bal-

ance equation (Eq. 1) drops out, as there is only one
bonding partner on each species, becoming

X(i)
α =

[
1 + ϕ

∑
j=1,Ns

x(j)X
(j)
β ∆αβj

]−1

(7)

where the patch β on particle j is the unique bonding
partner of patch α on species i. Now, assuming that all
bonds are of the same type, ∆αγ = ∆, and remembering

that
∑

j x
(j) = 1, we see that the mass balance equation

admits azeotropic solutions X
(i)
α = X where X satisfies

X +X2ϕ∆− 1 = 0 (8)

A possible interaction matrix for a binary mixture sat-
isfying the fully-connected bond condition is reported in
Supplementary Materials III and a DNA implementation
in Supplementary Materials IV.
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Application to cubic diamond crystals

One of the most interesting and challenging bottom-
up realisation of a target structure is that of the cubic
diamond [46, 47]. Realizing a cubic diamond on col-
loidal scale opens up the possibility of creating a photonic
crystal that allows for light manipulation in a controlled
way [48–50]. The self-assembly of a cubic diamond is
complex since its lattice is an open structure which com-
petes with the hexagonal diamond structure, which pre-
vents the cubic diamond from forming without defects
such as stacking faults [51]. Several studies have been
performed to overcome these difficulties [51, 52], includ-
ing solutions obtained within the SAT-assembly frame-
work [25, 28]. Because of the topology of the cubic di-
amond lattice, patchy particles of valence four with a
tetrahedral arrangement of the patches are used to self-
assemble the crystal. The minimal SAT-designed solu-
tion (the one requiring the smallest number of distinct
particles) is the so called N2c8s2 binary mixture [53] that
uses two species (N2), eight patches types (colors) (c8)
and two self-interacting colors (s2) and it is schematised
in Fig. 2 where colors identify the interacting (and not
the different) patches according to the interaction matrix
Υ. Note that the number of self-interacting colors is also
the trace of the matrix Υ.
The N2c8s2 interaction matrix, encoding the design with
2 species and 8 distinct patches (or colors), is

ΥN2c8s2 =



0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


(9)

We notice that having a single one for each row, the bond
exclusivity condition is satisfied, and we thus expect to
find an azeotrope line at concentration x(1) = x(2) = 1/2.
The N2c8s2 mixture is thus an ideal candidate to test the
appearance of azeotropy, and to investigate in detail its
self-assembly properties.
In order to verify the effective presence of an azeotrope
when the two species are mixed at equal ratio, we first use
Wertheim’s theory [35] to determine the binodal curve in
pressure-concentration and density-concentration phase
diagrams. The thermodynamic conditions for a stable
state of the mixture at constant pressure and temper-
ature are found when the Gibbs free energy per parti-
cle g has a minimum. g, the Laplace transform of the
Helmholtz free energy per particle f , is defined as

g =
P

ρ
+ f (10)

0 0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1
x

10
-6

10
-5

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

P

azeotropic point

(a)

0 0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1
x

10
-6

10
-5

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

P

azeotropic point

(b)

FIG. 3: Wertheim pressure-concentration (a) and
density-concentration (b) phase diagrams for the
N2c8s2 SAT-designed binary mixture. The (a)
phase diagram is computed at temperature T = 0.07
while the (b) one at temperature T = 0.08. In A cir-
cles and squares, connected by red tie-lines, represent
the coexistence points obtained from the common tan-
gent construction on the Gibbs free energy curve. Blue
lines indicate the binodal curve computed by numerically
integrating Eq. 24. Triangles are at the location of binary
critical points. In (b) the only vertical tie-line is the one
at the azeotropic concentration: only a binary mixture
prepared in a homogeneous phase at the azeotropic con-
centration retains the original ratio between components
when it phase separates. Tie-lines are not straight since
the density axis is in logarithmic scale.

where P is the pressure and ρ is the total number den-
sity. Since the same total density can be achieved by
mixing species at more than one pair of concentrations
x1 ≡ x and x2 = 1 − x1, firstly we must minimise g
for each fixed concentration x with respect to the den-
sity ρ. In this way the Gibbs free energy becomes only
a function of concentration. Coexisting phases having
the same temperature, pressure and chemical potential
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0 0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1
x

10
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10
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10
-4

10
-3

10
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P

T=0.084
T=0.08
T=0.07

FIG. 4: Comparison of Wertheim pressure-
concentration phase diagrams for the N2c8s2
SAT-designed binary mixture at temperatures
T = 0.07, T = 0.08 and T = 0.084. Circles represent
points belonging to the dew point curve. Squares repre-
sent points belonging to the bubble point curve. Trian-
gles indicate critical points.

can be obtained by searching those points on g(x) that
are connected by a common tangent [37]. Starting from
a single pair of coexistence points found with the com-
mon tangent rule, we use the isochoric thermodynam-
ics equations (paragraph ”Isochoric thermodynamics” in
Materials and Methods section) to trace the coexistence
lines as a function of concentration and pressure. For all
the following numerical calculations we fix the potential
parameters to the values cos θmax = 0.98 and δ = 0.2.
This choice follows from previous studies demonstrating
that the nucleation is facilitated at small apertures of the
angle θmax [34, 51, 54].

The pressure composition phase diagram obtained at
T = 0.07 is shown in Fig. 3a. This phase diagram con-
firms that the N2c8s2 has an azeotropic point at con-
centration equal to x = 0.5: it is exactly at x = 0.5
that the bubble point curve (where the vapour phase first
appears when pressure is lowered starting from a point
greater than the total vapour pressure [55]) and the dew
point curve (where the liquid phase first originates when
pressure in increased starting from a point in the vapour
phase [55]) are tangent and the coexistence region re-
duces to a point. Moreover since the azeotrope is at the
lower extremum in the pressure-concentration phase dia-
gram, the N2c8s2 binary mixture is a negative azeotropic
binary mixture [55, 56].

In Fig. 3b we plot the coexistence region in the density-
concentration phase diagram. The azeotropic nature of
the solution with x = 0.5 is evident from the slope of
the tie-lines: only at x = 0.5 the tie-line is a vertical line
indicating that only if the binary mixture is prepared
by mixing together an equal concentration of the two
species, then the coexisting phases will preserve the same
concentration.

(a) (b)

FIG. 5: In single component systems only chain
aggregates can form. If the SAT-designed N2c8s2 bi-
nary mixture becomes a single component system, com-
posed either just by patchy particles of the first species
(a) or just by patchy particles of the second species (b),
patchy particles can aggregate only forming chains, i.e.
they behave like patchy particles with valence two.

Unexpectedly, the shape of the coexistence regions in
the P − T plane (sometime called the phase diagram
”topology” [55, 56]) indicates that the N2c8s2 mixture
belongs to new type of binary phase diagram, in which
the pure components (x = 0 and x = 1) do not have
a liquid-gas transition but their mixture does. Fig. 4
shows that decreasing temperature the coexistence re-
gion becomes larger without ever crossing the limit con-
centrations x = 0 and x = 1. The topology of the phase
diagram is equivalent to that of an ordinary azeotropic
binary mixture, but in which the binary critical point line
goes to (P, T ) → 0 as the concentration goes to x → 0 or
x → 1.
This unconventional behaviour is originated by the fact
that patchy particles of the same species can bind to
each other with no more than two bonds, as encoded in
the interaction matrix (Eq. 9). Hence, in pure compo-
nent conditions, particles can aggregate only into chains
as depicted in Fig. 5. Therefore even if particles have
four patches, when x = 0 or x = 1 they behave like bi-
functional particles and hence have no liquid-gas phase
separation [38]. We note that the idea that systems with
two-patches have a hidden critical point at P = 0 and
T = 0 has been recently revisited in Ref. [57], and gen-
eralized to colored patches in Ref. [58].
Going beyond Wertheim’s theory, we study the numer-

ical phase behaviour of the N2c8s2 mixture via Monte
Carlo simulations in the Gibbs ensemble. Simulations
are performed at different temperatures (T = 0.1, T =
0.09, T = 0.08) and, for each temperature, at different av-
eraged (over the two boxes) densities and concentrations
in order to compute the binodal curve in the density-
concentration phase diagram, as shown in Fig. 6a. Sys-
tem size is fixed at N = 500 particles for all simulations.
Equilibration of these systems at the (low) tempera-

tures where phase separation is located is particularly
challenging [59]: this is reflected in the non-negligible er-
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MC simulations T=0.09

MC simulations T=0.08

(a)

0 0,1 0,2 0,3 0,4 0,5
x
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10
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10
-1

10
0

ρ

Wertheim T=0.084

Wertheim T=0.08

Wertheim T=0.07

(b)

FIG. 6: SAT-designed N2c8s2 binary mixture
density-concentration phase diagrams for differ-
ent temperatures. Comparison between the binodal
curves obtained from Monte Carlo simulations (a) and
the binodal curves computed within the Wertheim first
order perturbation theory (b). Circles represent points
belonging to the dew point curve, while squares represent
points belonging to the bubble point curve. Triangles in-
dicate critical points.

ror bars in Fig. 6a. Nevertheless, the trend of the numer-
ical computed binodal curves as well as the topology of
the density-concentration phase diagrams are the same of
the Wertheim ones as shown in Fig. 6b. As commonly ob-
served [34], Wertheim’s theory tends to overestimate the
size of the coexistence region. Still, Monte Carlo simula-
tions confirm the phase diagram topology with the pres-
ence of an azeotrope at concentration 1/2 in the N2c8s2
binary mixture.

Next, we study the self-assembly process through the
azeotropic point. We prepare disordered configurations
at equimolar composition for different state points on
a regular grid, with ρ ∈ [0.1, 0.5] and ∆ρ = 0.05,
T ∈ [0.920, 0.104] and ∆T = 0.002. For each (ρ, T ) state
point we run 5 independent trajectories in the NVT en-
semble with AV B biased moves [60] (paragraph ”Monte
Carlo simulations: AVB moves and Gibbs ensemble” in
Materials and Methods section). The state points con-

(a)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
ρ

0.085

0.09

0.095

0.1

0.105

T

(b)

FIG. 7: Nucleation plots. (a) Snapshot from a fully
self-assembled solution, prepared from a random config-
uration at T = 0.1 and ρ = 0.3, with patchy parameters
fixed at θmax = 0.98 and δ = 0.2. Patchy particles are
colored red or white according to their species. (b) T −ρ
phase diagram obtained from Gibbs ensemble simulations
(black lines). The red circles are drawn in correspondence
of the state points which nucleated. The radius of the red
circles is proportional to the fraction of runs that success-
fully assembled within the simulation time of up to 5 108

MC sweeps.

sidered are enclosed in the green shaded area in Fig. 7b,
and each trajectory is run for 5 108 MC sweeps or until
crystallization. The centers of the red circles in Fig. 7b
represent the state points which crystallized within the
simulation time. The diameter of each circle is propor-
tional to the fraction of simulation runs (out of a total
of 5 runs) that have crystallized at the corresponding
state point. To understand why crystallization occurs
only at selected state points, we superimpose (black line)
the results from Gibbs Ensemble simulations that have
been initialized at equimolar conditions. Error bars are
computed on 10 independent runs for each temperature,
and the black lines connecting the points are guides to
the eyes to help identifying the gas and liquid branches.
We confirmed that once phase separation has occurred,
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FIG. 8: Nucleation events at T = 0.1 super-
imposed to a schematic representation of the
density-concentration phase diagram. The binodal
line is obtained from fitting the Gibbs ensemble results
of Fig. 6a. The formation of crystals with a fraction of
particles in the cubic diamond phase )equal or greater
than 0.7 occurs mostly near the liquid branch around
x = 0.5 (azeotropic condition). The blue grid defines
all the state points considered; those showing no nucle-
ation event are crossed out, while state points where at
least one trajectory nucleated are represented with red
circles. The radius of the circles is proportional to the
fraction of trajectory that have nucleated within 3.5 108

MC sweeps. The yellow circle indicates the critical point
located at the intersection of the bindoal curve and the
rectilinear diameter line, i.e. the (dashed) straight line
passing through the mid-point of the tie lines connecting
each pair of coexisting points.

both boxes (liquid and gas) are still found at equimolar
concentration for all temperatures, i.e. we are always at
azeotropic conditions. From Fig. 7b it is clear that the
self-assembly of the diamond cubic (red circles) occurs in
correspondence of the phase separation boundaries. Self-
assembly is aided by the formation of dense liquid regions
during the phase-separation process. Interestingly, some
state points in Fig. 7b have nucleated outside the binodal
boundaries, but close to the critical temperature. The
system thus represents an interesting example of nucle-
ation aided by critical fluctuations, as first predicted in
Ref. [31] for isotropic interactions.

To summarize, the self-assembly pathway at the
azeotropic point is the following: an equimolar disordered
solution first generates equimolar critical fluctuations or
first demixes in an equimolar dense liquid, which then
crystallizes in a equimolar crystalline structure. Self-
assembly at azeotropic conditions has the advantage of
bypassing the difficulties associated with concentration
fluctuations, which could otherwise severely limit the nu-
cleation rate.

We further analyse the self-assembly process by studying

FIG. 9: Nucleation rate and final configuration
snapshots. Nucleation rate (black dots) as a function
of concentration for systems of 1000 particles at temper-
ature T = 0.097 and density ρ = 0.3. The two snapshots
display the last configuration of a trajectory at x = 0.35
and at x = 0.5. Red and blue colors indicate the species
to which a particle belongs: blue for the minority com-
ponent, and red for the majority component.

the nucleation of solutions prepared at different densi-
ties and concentrations at temperature T = 0.1. The
considered state points are located on the regular grid
ρ ∈ [0.15, 0.4] and x ∈ [0.15, 0.5] with ∆ρ = 0.05 and
∆x = 0.05, as shown with blue lines in Fig. 8. For
each of these state points we run 10 independent Monte
Carlo simulations in the NVT ensemble with AVB dy-
namics and 500 patchy particles for 3.5 108 MC sweeps.
We look for state points exhibiting at least one nucle-
ation event that gives rise to a cubic diamond with 350
or more patchy particles. In Fig. 8 we mark these state
point with red circles with a radius proportional to the
fraction of trajectories that have nucleated. The frac-
tion of particles in the cubic diamond phase are identi-
fied with local bond-order analysis [61]. By superimpos-
ing the grid to the density concentration phase diagram,
we can see that crystallisation occurs exclusively within
the liquid-vapour coexistence region. Fig. 8 confirms ex-
tended crystals are formed only close to the azeotropic
point. Indeed it is exactly at azeotropic condition that
the ratio between the two components in the liquid phase
is the same of that of the cubic diamond crystal.

In Fig. 9 we show the nucleation rate computed, for
each x, from 56 Monte Carlo trajectories ran at temper-
ature T = 0.097, density ρ = 0.3 and with N = 1000
particles for three concentrations: x = 0.35, x = 0.4,
and x = 0.5. The nucleation rate is estimated as the
number of trajectory that successfully nucleate within
3.5 108 MC sweeps, per unit of time and volume. Also at
this temperature we observe that the nucleation rate in-
creases towards the azeotropic concentration. The snap-
shots display the last configuration of a mixture prepared
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at the azeotropic condition (x = 0.5) and one away from
it (x = 0.35). A visual inspection of these snapshots
highlights that crystal growth is limited when the concen-
tration of the liquid phase is different from the stoichio-
metric ratio of the the target crystal components. Nu-
cleation at the azeotropic point is advantageous as self-
assembly can proceed up to 100% without one component
depleting before the other and an extended crystal can
form. On the contrary, at off-azeotropic conditions, the
self-assembled cubic diamond coexists with a gas phase
composed of the majority component, that can only ag-
gregate in chains. Going toward the azeotropic point,
the density of the majority component diminishes until
eventually all particles belong to the crystalline phase.
Finally, regarding the quality of the crystals we observe
nuclei free from defects. The interaction matrix was in-
deed designed to avoid the hexagonal diamond phase, and
this also forbids the formation of stacking faults that are
the most common type of defects in diamond cubic crys-
tals.

Conclusions

Self-assembling complex structures requires designing
complex interaction potentials, that not only need to
have the target structure as a free energy minimum, but
that also have to avoid competing local minima that
can kinetically frustrate the assembly process. In re-
cent years it has become increasingly clear that using
multi-component mixtures can shift the problem from
the need to accurately design the shape of the potential
(e.g. introducing torsional interactions to assemble cu-
bic diamond and avoid hexagonal diamond [23]) to the
optimization of a generic interaction matrix between dif-
ferent components. This last problem is amenable to
an effective numerical solution via the so-called SAT-
assembly framework [28], where the interactions between
the different components are found by solving satisfia-
bility problems. But adding components increases the
thermodynamic degrees of freedom, which considerably
complicates the phase behaviour and the assembly path-
way.

In this work we have shown that much of the ther-
modynamic difficulties can be removed by preparing the
self-assembly pathway on an azeotropic point, where the
system behaves effectively as a one-component mixture.
We have then shown under which conditions we can in-
clude azeotropy in self-assembly designs.

As a proof of concept, we have focused on the case
of patchy particles, which represent a convenient model
for systems whose interactions can be described by an
isotropic repulsion and strong directional attractions.
Exploting the laws of mass-action we have shown that in
these systems azeotropy can be directly included in the
interaction matrix. Different cases have been considered.
The simplest condition, named bond exclusivity, asserts
that an equimolar azeotropic point can be obtained by

imposing that each patch has a unique interaction part-
ner. The equimolar condition can be relaxed and the
azeotropic point can be located at a desired concentration
vector x, by considering the bond multiplicity condition,
which requires some patches to have more than one possi-
ble interaction partner. Finally, the fully-connected bond
condition, where each patch has one interaction partner
on each of the species in the system, corresponds to a
always azeotropic mixture.

We have then provided a fully worked example of a
binary mixture designed to self-assemble colloidal dia-
mond while avoiding the hexagonal form, and that obeys
the bond exclusivity condition. We have explicitly de-
rived its phase diagram, both within Wertheim’s pertur-
bation theory and via Gibbs ensemble simulations, and
shown that it contains the predicted negative azeotrope
at equimolar conditions. The class of this phase dia-
gram has never been reported to our knowledge. It is
unique in the sense that the binary critical point line
tends to (P, T ) → 0 for x → (0, 1), meaning that the sys-
tem phase separates only upon mixing. Finally we have
analyzed the self-assembly pathway for systems prepared
at azeotropic conditions, and shown that the pathway is
the same as in one-component systems: more precisely an
equimolar mixture condensates into an equimolar liquid,
which, given the coincidence in concentration between
the crystal and the melt, then nucleates into a crystal
that grows without concentration defects.

We believe that the ability to explicitly include
azeotropic points into artificial designs represents an ex-
citing step towards a fully consistent framework for the
self-assembly of arbitrary structures. Efforts are now
geared toward experimental realization of these designs,
for example through wireframe DNA origami [2, 44, 46,
62], that naturally encode binding specificity.

Methods

Patchy particles

We consider multi-component mixtures of patchy par-
ticles. Patchy particles are spherical colloids whose
surface is decorated by attractive site, named patches
and different species of patchy particles can differ ei-
ther by the number, the arrangement, and/or the type
of the patches. To model their interaction we choose
the Kern-Frenkel [63, 64] potential which describes hard-
core spherical particles of diameter σ, interacting with
an additional square well potential VSW of depth ϵ and
width δ, modulated by a term F depending on the patchy
particles orientation. Two patchy particles attract in a
strongly directional way if they are at distance between
σ and σ + δ. More precisely, the interaction potential V
between particle i and j, with a center to center distance
rij is
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FIG. 10: Sketch of two patchy particles realised
through DNA origami. The four patches tetrahe-
drally arranged are mapped in single-stranded overhangs
at each vertex of a tetrahedron made by nanoscale folding
of DNA. Different interacting patches correspond to com-
plementary single DNA strands and the self-interacting
ones to palindromic DNA strands.

V (rij , r̂α,i, r̂β,j) = VSW (rij)F (rij , r̂α,i, r̂β,j) (11)

where r̂α,i (r̂β,j) indicates the position of patch α (β) of
particle i (j), and

F (rij , r̂α,i, r̂β,j) =

1 if
r̂ij · r̂α,i > cos (θmax)

r̂ji · r̂β,j > cos (θmax)

0 otherwise

(12)
For identical patches, the Kern-Frenkel potential is char-
acterised by the two independent parameters δ and θmax

that specify the range and the angular width of the
patches respectively (see Fig. 1) and that can be tuned
giving rise to different phase diagrams [54].

DNA-based implementation

Patchy particle models are particularly suited to tackle
the inverse self-assembly task since it is possible to con-
trol the valence and to encode the desired topology in the
number, the placement, and the type of patches. Apart
from their computational convenience, patchy particles
are also experimentally viable systems: short ranged
anisotropic interactions between colloidal particles have
in fact been achieved via chemical patterning of their
surfaces [65–68], and via modelling of their shape [69].

The most promising approach to realize specific inter-

actions uses DNA nanotechnologies to create a selective
binding between particles: matchable colors [70] corre-
spond to complementary single DNA strands, equal col-
ors to self-complementary sequences. Multiple color in-
teractions can also be realized as discussed in Supplemen-
tary Materials IV. Popular systems include DNA func-
tionalised colloids [71] or DNA origami [46, 72–75] where
single strands of DNA are attached to well-defined posi-
tions on the particle surface [72, 74, 76–79]

Fig. 10 shows a possible realisation of a binary mixture
of patchy colloids with eight different patches (colors).
The decorated hard-sphere colloidal model (which can be
closely experimentally realized [80]) is displayed together
with a DNA-origami implementation [46]. The tetrahe-
dron vertices are functionalised with DNA strands, ex-
ploiting DNA addressability to encode patch-patch in-
teractions. In Supplementary Materials IV we describe
in full details an algorithm which allows us to determine
the sequences of DNA strands that satisfy predefined
bonding rules, applicable to both same- , distinct- and
multiple-color interactions. To apply the algorithm one
needs to select the total length ns of the oligomer grafted
on each patch (for example an oligomer composed by six
bases) and a rule quantifying the binding strength be-
tween any two oligomers (for example the melting tem-
perature, estimated according to SantaLucia [81] or the
number of consecutive paired bases). See Supplementary
Materials IV for a full description of the algorithm.

Wertheim perturbation theory

Here we report the results of the Wertheim first or-
der perturbation theory [35] that was originally devel-
oped to derive a mean-field theory of associating flu-
ids and that can be easily generalised to patchy parti-
cles [36, 37]. Recently [34, 38–43], the theory has been
adopted to study in detail the static (e.g. percolation)
and thermodynamic (e.g. phase behaviour) properties of
patchy particle systems, both in pure components and in
mixtures, showing excellent qualitative agreement with
numerical simulations. The main assumptions are that
each attractive site cannot be engaged in more than one
bond at the same time (one-bond-per-patch condition)
and that a new bond occurs only between particles be-
longing to different clusters (loop formations are forbid-
den). Wertheim developed a perturbative method that,
applied to patchy particles, estimates the effect of the at-
tractive patches on the Helmholtz free energy of the ref-
erence system of hard spheres. The power of this theory
is the chance to provide a good estimate of the Helmholtz
free energy of a multicomponent system of patchy parti-
cles by only knowing the structure of the reference system
and the interaction potential characterising patchy par-
ticles. Here we follow the conventions of Refs. [39, 42].
The Helmholtz free energy per particle in units of kBT
of a n-component mixture can be expressed as:
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βf = βfreference + βfbonding (13)

The reference free energy is the sum of the ideal gas
contribution βfideal and of the hard spheres excess term
βfHS. This hard spheres contribution takes into account
the excluded volume of the patchy particles and it is given
by the Carnahan-Starling formula [82] since the different
species have all the same diameter.

βfreference = βfideal + βfHS with

βfideal = ln ρ− 1 +
n∑

i=1

x(i) ln (x(i)Vi)

βfHS = 4ϕ−3ϕ2

(1−ϕ)2

(14)

where ρ is the density, x(i) is the molar fraction of species
i, Vi is the thermal volume and ϕ is the packing fraction
equal to ρVs where Vs = σ3π/6 is the volume of a single
particle.
The bonding contribution contains the sum over the
species (

∑n
i=1) and the sum over the patches of a certain

species i (
∑

α∈Γ(i)); the number of patches of species i is

denoted as n(Γ(i)).

βfbonding =

n∑
i=1

x(i)

[ ∑
α∈Γ(i)

(
lnX(i)

α − X
(i)
α

2

)
+

+
1

2
n(Γ(i))

] (15)

X
(i)
α is the probability that a patch α on a species i is not

bonded and it is defined by the mass balance equation:

X(i)
α =

[
1 + ϕ

∑
j=1,n

x(j)
∑

γ∈Γ(j)

X(j)
γ ∆(ij)

αγ

]−1

(16)

where ∆
(ij)
αγ does not depend on the species, since the

diameter is always the same, and it is given by

∆(ij)
αγ = ∆αγ =

1

Vs

∫
Vαγ

gHS(r)(e
βϵαγ − 1)dr (17)

where gHS is the radial distribution function of hard
spheres, Vαγ is the bonding volume and ϵαγ is the bond-
ing energy both related to a bond between patches α
and γ. As for any short-ranged patchy potential (in the
single-bond per patch condition), the static properties
are controlled by the bonding volume [34], i.e. the vol-
ume in which a particle can move while being bonded
to another particle, which for the Kern-Frenkel potential
assumes the following simple expression

Vb =
4π

3
((σ + δ)3 − σ3)

[
1− cos (θmax)

2

]2
. (18)

∆αγ characterises the bond between the patch α on
the patchy particle of species i and the patch β on the
patchy particle of species j. Patches are in general dif-
ferent and therefore they can interact following different
potentials (Kern-Frenkel in our case). In the following
we consider that all bonds have the same bonding volume
and we approximate the radial distribution function with
an expansion around its value at contact, as detailed in
Ref. [83, 84]. With these approximations, affecting the
results only quantitatively, but not qualitatively, equa-
tion 17 becomes:

∆αγ =
1

Vs
4πχ2

{[
(1 + δ)3 − 1

3
A0

]
+

+

[
(1 + δ)4 − 1

4
A1

]}
(eβϵαγ − 1)

(19)

with

A0 =
1−ϕ

2 + 9ϕ
2 (1+ϕ)

(1−ϕ)3

A1 =
− 9ϕ

2 (1+ϕ)

(1−ϕ)3

χ = 1−cos θmax

2

(20)

The theory allows the computation of the Helmholtz
free energy for any state point. Notice that solutions

of the type X
(i)
α = X in Eq. 15 (remembering that∑

j x
(j) = 1) formally reduce the free energy of the mix-

ture to that of a single component, i.e. the solutions
correspond to azeotropic points.

Isochoric thermodynamics

One way to calculate the binodal curve for a single
component system is offered by the integration of the
Clausius-Clapeyron differential equation. Also in the
case of multi-components mixtures it is possible to define
a set of differential equations that if integrated provides
the binodal curve. Here we carry out the integration
of these differential equations in the isochoric thermody-
namics framework [85, 86]. We provide here a short sum-
mary of this framework. In the canonical ensemble, the
thermodynamic state of a n-component mixture is speci-
fied by temperature T , molar density ρ and mole fractions
xi. However the mole fractions have some disadvantages:
they are not independent variables and, conversely to
density, they are dimensionless causing the density mole
fractions space to have an ill defined metric. On the con-
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trary, in the isochoric thermodynamics the independent
variables are molar densities ρi and the fundamental ther-
modynamic potential is the Helmholtz energy density Ψ.
They are defined as:

ρi = xiρ

Ψ(ρ, T ) = A
V = aρ

(21)

where A is the Helmholtz energy and a is the mo-
lar Helmholtz energy, ρ is the molar density of the n-
component mixture ρ =

∑n
i=1 ρi while ρ is the vector of

molar densities ρ = (ρ1, ρ2, . . . ρn).
The local curvature of the Helmholtz energy density is
encoded in the hessian matrix:

H =



(
∂2Ψ
∂ρ1

2

)
T

(
∂2Ψ

∂ρ1∂ρ2

)
T

· · ·
(

∂2Ψ
∂ρ1∂ρn

)
T(

∂2Ψ
∂ρ2∂ρ1

)
T

(
∂2Ψ
∂ρ2

2

)
T

· · ·
(

∂2Ψ
∂ρ2∂ρn

)
T

...
...

. . .
...(

∂2Ψ
∂ρn∂ρ1

)
T

(
∂2Ψ

∂ρn∂ρ2

)
T

· · ·
(

∂2Ψ
∂ρn

2

)
T


(22)

If it is positive defined, then the state is a stable state.
We know that two phases (labeled ′ and ′′ in the follow-
ing) coexist in equilibrium at constant temperature if,
along the phase boundary, the pressure and the chemical
potentials of each component are equal for both phases.
This means that the variation of the pressure and of the
chemical potentials along the phase boundary must be
the same for both phases:

dµ
′

i = dµ
′′

i with i = 1, 2, . . . n

dP
′
= dP

′′
(23)

having defined the chemical potentials and the pressure
as µi = ∂Ψ/∂ρi and P = −Ψ+

∑n
i=1 ρiµi.

Integrating this system of first order differential equa-
tions allows us to numerically evaluate the coexistence
region. For the isothermal phase equilibrium of a binary
mixture we must solve:

H ′

Ψ,1 · ρ
′′

H
′

Ψ,2 · ρ
′′

H
′

Ψ,1 · ρ
′

H
′

Ψ,2 · ρ
′

(
dρ
dP

)′

T,σ

=

[
1
1

]

H
′′

Ψ

(
dρ
dP

)′′

T,σ

= H
′

Ψ

(
dρ
dP

)′

T,σ

(24)

where HΨ,i indicates the i-th row of the Hessian matrix
with n = 2 in Eq. 22 and the subscript σ indicates that
derivatives are calculated along the phase boundary.

By starting from available accurate initial values, the
integration of the derivatives of the molar densities in
the coexisting phases over the desired range of pres-
sure predicts how molar densities of vapour and liquid
change with pressure. This enables the construction of
the binary mixture pressure-concentration and density-
concentration binodal curves. In summary by knowing
one pair of coexisting points it is possible to determine
the entire coexistence region by calculating how these
coexisting points move along the binodal curve. Inte-
gration gets stiff and does not proceed further close to
critical points, as the step-size of the adaptive step-size
integrator [86] progressively decreases as the hessian de-
terminant vanishes at the critical points. Hence critical
points, indicated in Fig. 3A by triangles, are computed
by imposing the hessian determinant to be zero and the
stability conditions.

Monte Carlo simulations: AVB moves and Gibbs
ensemble

When simulating patchy particle systems interact-
ing via anisotropic and short-ranged interactions, roto-
translation moves are not always sufficient to ensure a
good sampling of the phase space. Indeed patchy par-
ticles self-assembly occurs when the thermal energy is
much smaller than the bonding energy ϵ, which makes
the Metropolis acceptance probability of a MC move that
breaks a bond extremely low. Thus almost all moves that
try to break a bond are rejected not allowing the system
to equilibrate. To overcome this drawback, we have in-
troduced aggregation-volume-bias-moves (AVB) [59, 60]
that facilitate bond breaking by enhancing the accep-
tance probability. In particular, there are two types of
AVB moves: the AVB-B move and the AVB-U move.
The AVB-B move attempts to create a bond by moving
one patchy particle in the bonding volume (Vb) of an-
other patchy particle, thus giving rise to a bond between
two patchy particles that were not bonded to each other.
Conversely, the AVB-U move tries to break a bond by
taking one bonded patchy particle outside the bonding
volume (Vo = 4πV − Vb) of the patchy particle to which
it is bonded, thus eliminating an existing bond between a
patchy particles pair. These moves are biased, and their
acceptance probabilities are

AAV B−B = min

{
1, (N−Ni−1)Vb

(Ni+1)Vo
e−β∆E

}
AAV B−U = min

{
1, NiVo

(N−Ni)Vb
e−β∆E

} (25)

where Ni is the number of particles that are bonded to
particle i. Importantly, the acceptance probability of
breaking a bond is enhanced respect to the one of simple
rototranslation move, as the ratio Vo/Vb is much larger
than one since the bonding volume Vb is much smaller
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than its complementary volume Vo = 4πV −Vb, where V
is the volume of the simulation box.

In order to study the coexistence between two phases at
a certain temperature, we employ Gibbs ensemble sim-
ulations [87, 88], where coexistence occurs between two
simulation boxes that virtually interact among each other
without an explicit interface. In addition to rototrasla-
tional moves, the Gibbs ensemble incorporates volume
moves (which alter the size of the two boxes keeping the
total volume fixed), and particle transfer moves (where a
particle is moved from one simulation box to the other).
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and P. Šulc, arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.10680 (2022).

[54] F. Smallenburg and F. Sciortino, Nature Physics 9, 554
(2013).

[55] J. M. Smith, H. C. Van Ness, M. M. Abbott, and M. T.
Swihart, Introduction to chemical engineering thermody-
namics (McGraw-Hill Singapore, 1949).

[56] W. J. Moore, Physical Chemistry (Prentice-Hall, 1962).
[57] D. Stopper, H. Hansen-Goos, R. Roth, and R. Evans,

The Journal of Chemical Physics 152, 111101 (2020).
[58] J. Tavares and P. Teixeira, The Journal of Chemical

Physics 153, 086101 (2020).
[59] L. Rovigatti, J. Russo, and F. Romano, The European

Physical Journal E 41, 59 (2018).
[60] B. Chen and J. I. Siepmann, The Journal of Physical

Chemistry B 104, 8725 (2000).
[61] H. Tanaka, H. Tong, R. Shi, and J. Russo, Nature Re-

views Physics 1, 333 (2019).
[62] J. Bohlin, M. Matthies, E. Poppleton, J. Procyk,

A. Mallya, H. Yan, and P. Šulc, Nature Protocols pp.
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Supplementary Materials

I. AZEOTROPY

In systems of two or more components, both the pressure-concentration and the temperature-concentration phase
diagrams exhibit a coexistence region. The presence of a coexistence region implies that the relative concentrations in
the vapor and liquid phases are not the same. Supplementary Fig. S1 shows a qualitative pressure-concentration phase
diagram for both an ideal (a) and a non ideal (b) binary mixture. In both cases, the coexistence pressures reduce to a
single value when the first component concentration is equal to zero and to one, i.e. when the binary mixture becomes
a one-component system. However, if the mixture strongly deviates from ideal behaviour, it can exist another point,
named azeotropic point [55, 56], at concentration different from zero and one, where the coexistence region reduces to
a single point. A multi-component mixture at the azeotropic point will separate into phases at the same azeotropic
concentration, therefore behaving as a pure system.

(a) (b)

FIG. S1: Pressure-concentration phase diagram for an ideal binary mixture (a) and for a binary
mixture with a negative azeotrope (b). The azeotropic point is located at the lowest pressure at which the
liquid and the vapour phases can coexist at the specific temperature T. The inset highlights that at the azeotropic
point the bubble point curve and the dew point curve are tangent; the bubble point curve is the locus of points
where the first bubble of vapour appears when pressure is lowered starting from a point greater than the total vapour
pressure, and the dew point curve is where the first liquid drop originates when pressure is increased starting from a
point in the vapour phase.

II. 1:2 AZEOTROPIC MIXTURE EXAMPLE

We analyse the example of a binary mixture of patchy particles, with four patches tetrahedrally arranged, whose ratio
is 1 : 2. An interaction matrix satisfying the bond multiplicity rules is:
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ΥN2c6s3 =



0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1


(S1)

Notice that the naming convention of ΥN2c6s3, which refers to the fact that there are two different species, six
independent patches (colors) (six distinct rows or columns) and three self-interacting colors, is not unique, i.e. there
are different ways of arranging 6 colors over two species. For the design in the matrix above, we look at the number
and the placement of each 1 at each row. Patches under bond exclusivity constraint have a single one for each row,
whereas patches obeying the bond multiplicity condition have two one for each row, as expected being the components
ratio 1 : 2, i.e. n = 2.

In this case, in the mass balance equations for X
(i)
α the sum over the species (

∑
j=1,2) still drops out while the sum

over the patches (
∑

γ∈Γ(j)) reduces to one or to two terms depending if patch α satisfies the bond exclusivity condition

or the bond multiplicity condition, respectively. Together with the condition ∆αγ ≡ ∆ for all patches α and γ, this

implies that the coefficient in front of X
(i)
α is the same for all species i. Patches belonging to the same species and

characterised by the same row in the interaction matrix are equal and therefore they share the same probability

X
(i)
α . Hence, unlike the bond exclusivity case, not all patches are different and the number of distinct mass balance

equations is smaller than Ns ×Np. In our example, X
(1)
1 = X

(1)
2 and X

(1)
3 = X

(1)
4 and with simple algebraic steps we

obtain the four following types of equations:

if α = 1, 2

Xα + 2ϕx(1)Xα
2∆+ ϕXα∆(x(2) − 2x(1))− 1 = 0

if α = 3, 4

Xα + 2ϕx(1)Xα
2∆− 1 = 0

if α = 5

Xα + ϕx(2)Xα
2∆+ ϕXα∆(2x(1) − x(2))− 1 = 0

if α = 6, 7, 8

Xα + ϕx(2)Xα
2∆− 1 = 0

(S2)

We notice that if x(2) = 2x(1) all the equations in Eq. S2 become equal to:

X +
2

3
ϕX2∆− 1 = 0 (S3)

indeed x(1) + x(2) = 1 and therefore x(1) = 1/3 and x(2) = 2/3. Hence the binary mixture displays an azeotrope
behaving as a one component system at the specific non equimolar concentration of x(1) = 1/3 and x(2) = 2/3.

III. FULLY-CONNECTED BOND EXAMPLE

In the case of a binary mixture of patchy particles with four patches that differ only for their patch type, a possible
interaction matrix satisfying the fully-connected bond recipe is:
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ΥN2c6s2 =



0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1


(S1)

Differently from the bond exclusivity interaction matrix that exhibits a single one for each row, this matrix has two
ones for each row: the first is located among the first four columns (first species) and the other among the last four
columns (second species). For a Ns-component mixture of patchy particles with Np patches we will have a Ns ×Np

matrix with Ns ones for each row: the first among the first group of Np columns, the second among the second group
of Np columns, and so on.

In the following we demonstrate that with this binary mixture azeotropy is achieved without requiring equimolarity.
Even better we show that this binary mixture exhibits azeotropy not only if the system is at a particular concentration,
but whatever ratio the two species are mixed together.

In this case, in the mass balance equations for X
(i)
α the sum over the species

∑
j=1,2 does not drop out while the sum∑

γ∈Γ(j) X
(j)
γ ∆αγ still reduces to one term as for the case where each patch can make a bond only with another patch.

Indeed now, even if each patch makes a bond with two other patches, the patches involved in the bonds are located
one on the first species and the other on the second species. Hence, for each patch α, ∆αγ is different from zero only

for two patches, γ and δ, not belonging to the same patchy particle species. Therefore X
(i)
α is recasted as

X(i)
α =

1

1 + ϕ

[
x(i)X

(i)
γ ∆αγ + x(j)X

(j)
δ ∆αδ

] (S2)

Now we impose the equal bonding energy condition that allows to set ∆αγ , for whatever α and γ, at the same value

denoted as ∆. In this way, for each patch α, X
(i)
α becomes of the form

X(i)
α =

1

1 + ϕ

[
x(i)X

(i)
γ + x(j)X

(j)
δ

]
∆

(S3)

In particular, considering the interaction matrix in Eq. S1, we have eight equations. For instance, the ones for the
patches 1 and 2 are:

X
(1)
1 = 1

1+ϕ

[
x(1)X

(1)
2 +x(2)X

(2)
5

]
∆

X
(1)
2 = 1

1+ϕ

[
x(1)X

(1)
1 +x(2)X

(2)
6

]
∆

(S4)

We notice that X
(1)
1 = X

(2)
6 ≡ X and that X

(1)
2 = X

(2)
5 ≡ X

′
. This implies that

X = 1
1+ϕ[x(1)+x(2)]X′∆

= 1
1+ϕX′∆

X
′
= 1

1+ϕ[x(1)+x(2)]X∆
= 1

1+ϕX∆

(S5)

By replacing the expression for X
′
in the equation for X and vice-versa we obtain the two equal equations:
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X +X2ϕ∆− 1 = 0

X
′
+X

′2ϕ∆− 1 = 0
(S6)

Therefore, satisfying the same equations, X
(1)
1 = X

(2)
6 = X

(1)
2 = X

(2)
5 . We are left to demonstrate that also

X
(1)
3 , X

(1)
4 , X

(2)
7 , X

(2)
8 are defined by equations equal to the ones in Eq. S6. Firstly we notice that if X

(2)
7 = X

(2)
8 then

X
(1)
3 = X

(1)
4 and this would imply that X

(2)
7 = X

(2)
8 = X

(1)
3 = X

(1)
4 ≡ X

′′
. Hence we can write

X
′′
=

1

1 + ϕ[x(1) + x(2)]X ′′∆
=

1

1 + ϕX ′′∆
(S7)

which can be rewritten as

X
′′
+X

′′2ϕ∆− 1 = 0 (S8)

i.e. the same equation as the ones reported in Eq. S6. Therefore if X
(2)
7 = X

(2)
8 then all the Xα, for whatever patch

α, are equal. The equalities of all the Xα are valid for whatever value x(1) (and so x(2)) takes. This means that this
binary mixture is always an azeotropic binary mixture.

Finally, the equality X
(2)
7 = X

(2)
8 holds because, since the physics does not change if patch 7 is replaced by patch 8

and patch 3 is replaced by patch 4, then the equations must be invariant under these exchanges satisfying equalities

X
(2)
7 = X

(2)
8 and X

(1)
3 = X

(1)
4 .

In conclusion the bonding Helmholtz free energy of Eq. 15 is

βfbonding =x(1)

[
4

(
lnX − X

2

)
+

(
M

2

)]
+

+x(2)

[
4

(
lnX − X

2

)
+

(
M

2

)]
=

=

(
x(1) + x(2)

)[
4

(
lnX − X

2

)
+

(
M

2

)]
=

=4

(
lnX − X

2

)
+

(
M

2

)
(S9)

where n(Γ(i)) = M = 4 (with i = 1, 2) since we deal with patchy particles species having both four patches. As
expected, we notice that, for whatever concentration, βfbonding is equal to the free energy of a single component
system.

IV. AN ALGORITHM TO GENERATE DNA STRANDS FROM THE INTERACTION MATRIX

In the article we introduced the interaction-matrix Υ, encoding the binding rules which must be satisfied by the
patchy particles mixture. We also alluded to the possibility to use single-strand DNA sequences to encode the the
binding rules, exploiting either wireframe origami [46] or DNA-functionalized patchy colloids [47].

In this appendix we present an algorithm to select sequences of single strands of DNA to satisfy the desired
interaction-matrix Υ. We remember that DNA is a sequence of four types of nucleobases: adenine A, guanine G,
thymine T and cytosine C. The nucleobases can selectively bind to each other forming hydrogen bonds and the only
possible base pairs are A−T and C−G. We also recall that the melting temperature of a DNA oligomer is a function
of the length of the DNA complementary sequence. For example, at a temperature at which DNA complementary
sequence of length four are bonded, DNA complementary sequence of length two rarely bind.

We focus here on the case relevant for this article, but the method can be generalized to arbitrary binding rules.
Specifically, we focus on a binary mixture of particles with four patches each (see Supplementary Fig. S2), interacting
with the interaction matrix in Eq. S1 that satisfies the fully-connected bond condition.
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FIG. S2: 3D representation of patchy particles. A and B are two patchy particles species with four patches
indicated by numbers. They interact establishing bonds through patches according to the interaction matrix in Eq. S1.



0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1


(S1)

The interaction matrix can also be represented as a list of nodes (the eight patches, labeled from 1 to 8 in Fig. S2
) connected by lines representing the 1s in the interaction matrix, resulting in the connected graph in Supplementary
Fig. S3. We note that in the ”ring” forming graph (left graph in Supplementary Fig. S3), each patch binds to two
different patches, while in the ”chain” graph (right graph), the first and the last node binds to one identical patches
and to a different patch.

FIG. S3: Bond topology. The patch connections according to the color interaction matrix in Eq. S1 correspond
to two disconnected bonded ”clusters”: a ring of four patches and a chain of four patches.

For this specific case, one need to find DNA strands that represent, as close as possible, the interaction matrix in
Eq. S1 or equivalently the bond topology in Supplementary Fig. S3. Specifically, a strand must be able to form bonds
with up to two different other strands. This ”double bonding” condition can be realized by defining a bond as a
sequence of nb consecutive base pairs (a realistic value could be nb = 4) and a number of nucleotides in the DNA
single strand ns larger than nb. An example of this type of double bonding, for ns = 6, is shown in Supplementary
Fig. S4.

To identify eight DNA single strand of length ns which satisfy the interaction matrix in Eq. S1, we propose the
following algorithm
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FIG. S4: Schematic example of the double bonding of a single DNA strand. Three single-strands DNA
in which the central one is able to binds with four consecutive nucleotides with two other strands (reversed in their
3’-5’ order).

• we generate all the 4ns different oligomers of length ns and evaluate, for each pair of them the maximum number
of consecutive bases nmax that bind to each other. It is important to remind that DNA has directionality and
the two complementary strands that form it have opposite directions: one goes from the five-prime end to the
three-prime end 5

′ −→ 3
′
and the other one from the three-prime end to the five-prime end 3

′ −→ 5
′
. We

then construct a 4ns × 4ns matrix whose elements are the strength of the binding between the two strands.
For clarity, we identify here the strength with the nmax value. A more elaborate formulation could use the
binding Gibbs free energy or the strand pair melting temperature, calculated for example with the SantaLucia
nearest-neighbor model [81].

• Set a threshold nthreshold for the largest value of nmax which can be safely assumed as non-bonding. In the case
of nb = 4, this can be chosen as 2. Indeed at the melting temperature of sequences of length 4, the binding
probability of sequences of length 2 is negligible. Put zero in the 4ns × 4ns matrix of nmax for all elements
nmax ≤ nthreshold. In this way, the 4ns × 4ns matrix has non-zero elements only for pair of sequences which bind
to each other.

• Eliminate from the set of all possible strands (randomly) one of the two strands for which nmax is larger than
nb (nmax = 5 and 6 in our example). This eliminates, among others, one of each pair of complementary strands
and one of the two self-complementary sequences (palindromic in the DNA nomenclature). To eliminate the
strand, it is sufficient to fill with zero the row and column associated to that strand. This makes sure that,
among the remaining set of strands, the strongest binding is indeed the ones with nmax = nb.

• By now, the 4ns × 4ns matrix contains, weighted by their strength, all possible bonds between all possible
strands, with values of nmax from nthreshold + 1 to nb (from 3 to 4 in the specific case). This matrix can also
be seen as a network of bonds (links) between the 4ns strands (nodes). We then run a search on this network
to identify the desired bonding clusters. In the specific case (Supplementary Fig. S3) we first identify all rings
of four nodes connected by links with nmax = nb. We then eliminate the rings which can be short-cut by a
intra-ring bond and all rings in which one of the node is able to self-bind.

• For each of the remaining ring, we eliminate from the list of all possible DNA strands, the strands (i.e. the
nodes) which are connected to the ring strands. This guarantee that the four strands defining the ring do not
interact with any other remaining strand. Among the remaining nodes, we search for all chains of length four
(in this specific case) on the network starting and ending with a node which is able to self-bind. As for the ring,
we eliminate all chains in which intra-chain bonds are present.

• Iterating this procedure for each ring results in a list of DNA strands, all good candidates to experimentally
realise the required interaction matrix. In a more refined treatment, each of these possible solutions can be
examined to select the smallest variance in the ∆G of binding between different patches (compensating the
different strength of the A-T and G-C pairing), and further restrict sequence selection so that ∆G distance
between pairs with nb and pairs with nthreshold is as large as possible to minimize crosstalk. ∆G of binding
between any pair of sequences would be calculated using SantaLucia’s model, and can be obtained from with
available strand analysis and optimization tools such as NUPACK [89].

In Eq. S2 we report one of the possible sets of 6 bases to originate 8 sequences that bind according to the request
topology in Fig. S3.
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① = AAGGGG

② = CCCCCC

③ = ACACAA

④ = AAGTGT

⑤ = CCCTCA

⑥ = AGGGGA

⑦ = AATTGT

⑧ = CACTAG

(S2)

This sequence correspond to the following matrix of maximum number of paired base pairs.

0 4 1 1 4 0 2 2
4 0 0 1 0 4 1 1
1 0 0 4 1 1 4 1
1 1 4 1 2 1 2 4
4 0 1 2 1 4 2 2
0 4 1 1 4 0 1 2
2 1 4 2 2 1 4 2
2 1 1 4 2 2 2 4


(S3)

Considering as bonded only the elements filled with a 4 (i.e. neglecting pairing of one or two nucleotides), this
matrix coincides with the matrix in Eq. S1.

For the interested reader, we call attention on the fact that Eq. S1 has two identical row/columns. This makes
it possible to reduce, if needed, the number of distinct colors from eight to six without altering the connectivity

table. Strand ⑤ in Eq. S2 can be substituted with strand ② and strand ① can be substituted with strand ⑥ (or
viceversa).


	
	Results and discussion
	Law of mass action
	Azeotropy design rules
	Bond exclusivity condition
	Bond multiplicity condition
	Fully-connected bond condition

	Application to cubic diamond crystals

	Conclusions
	Methods
	Patchy particles
	DNA-based implementation
	Wertheim perturbation theory
	Isochoric thermodynamics
	Monte Carlo simulations: AVB moves and Gibbs ensemble
	Acknowledgement 

	Supporting Information Available
	Author information
	Author Contributions
	Notes

	References
	Supplementary Materials
	Azeotropy
	1:2 azeotropic mixture example
	fully-connected bond example
	An algorithm to generate DNA strands from the interaction matrix

