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Nucleation of chemically active droplets
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Driven chemical reactions can control the macroscopic properties of droplets, like their size. Such
active droplets are critical in structuring the interior of biological cells. Cells also need to control
where and when droplets appear, so they need to control droplet nucleation. Our numerical simu-
lations demonstrate that reactions generally suppress nucleation if they stabilize the homogeneous
state. An equilibrium surrogate model reveals that reactions increase the effective energy barrier
of nucleation, enabling quantitative predictions of the increased nucleation times. Moreover, the
surrogate model allows us to construct a phase diagram, which summarizes how reactions affect the
stability of the homogeneous phase and the droplet state. This simple picture provides accurate
predictions of how driven reactions delay nucleation, which is relevant for understanding droplets

in biological cells and chemical engineering.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Droplets forming by phase separation are crucial to
spatially structure the interior of biological cells, e.g., to
separate molecules, control reactions, and exert forces [I-
[5]. Cells control phase separation using actively driven
chemical reactions, which often include enzymes that
modify biomolecules involved in phase separation [6HS].
Theoretical work showed that such reactions can control
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droplet sizes and their general macroscopic behavior [9-
[I5]. In contrast, how these droplets emerge is little un-
derstood. Experiments suggest that droplets form by nu-
cleation [I6], but to what extent reactions can regulate
nucleation is unclear.

Nucleation is a stochastic process that relies on ther-
mal fluctuations to create a sufficiently large nucleus that
can grow spontaneously [T7HI9]. This is because creating
the droplet interface costs energy, so tiny droplets gen-
erally dissolve. Classical nucleation theory predicts that
the typical nucleation time scales exponentially with the
energy barrier associated with the critical nucleus. While
this theory is well-understood for passive systems, it is
unclear how it can be extended to active systems, where
free energies are generally unavailable. To overcome this
challenge, we use an equilibrium surrogate model to re-
veal how driven reactions controlling droplet size sup-
press nucleation substantially.

II. MODEL

We study an isothermal fluid comprised of precursor
material A that can convert into droplet material B by
chemical reactions. For simplicity, we consider an incom-
pressible fluid where both species have equal molecular
volume v, so the state of the system is characterized by
the concentration ¢(r,t) of species B, while the concen-
tration of A is v~! — ¢(r,t). The dynamics are governed
by the continuity equation

detV-j=s, (1)

where 7 denotes the diffusive exchange flux and the
source term s describes chemical transitions.

The passive diffusive flux j is driven by the gra-
dient of the chemical potential, 5 = —AgqVu + n,
where Aq is the diffusive mobility and n is the dif-
fusive thermal noise, which obeys (n;(r,t)) = 0 and
the fluctuation dissipation theorem (n;(r,t)n;(r’,t")) =
2kgTA46;j6 (r — )5 (t —t') [20]. The exchange chemi-
cal potential, u = §F[c]/dc, follows from the free energy
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functional
+ g\VCﬂ dr , (2)

where f(c) is the local free energy density and x penalizes
compositional gradients. For simplicity, we consider

f(c):alc—az<c—1>2—|—a4<c—1)4 (3)
2 2v 4 v) 7

where a1, a2, and a4 > 0 are phenomenological coeffi-
cients. Without reactions (s = 0), Egs. (1)-(3) descr1be
passive phase separation with a cr1t1cal point at cepiy = Z
for a; = 0. For as > 0, the spinodal line is given by
Cp = i + y/a2/(3a4) and the binodal is defined by co-
existing equilibrium concentrations cout = % —Vaz/ay
and ¢, = i +
spectively.

The system becomes active when phase separation is
augmented by driven chemical reactions. We first con-
sider a reaction flux s comprising passive conversion of A
and B as well as an active conversion involving chemical
energy Ap provided by a fuel [I4],

as/ay in dilute and dense phases, re-

S(C) = _AF/J' - A?C (M + A,u) + nr(c) ) (4)
where AP and A? determine the rates of the respective
reactions and 7, models thermal fluctuations. Moti-
vated by enzymes that co-localize with the droplet, we
scale the rate of the active reaction with the concentra-
tion ¢ of the droplet material. This choice allows sta-
tionary states where droplet material B turns into pre-
cursor A inside droplets, while B is replenished outside,
thus controlling droplet size [14]. The reactive thermal
noise 7, obeys (n.(r,t)) = 0 and (n.(v,t)n,(v', ")) =
2kgTAS (r — ") 6 (t — 1) with A.(c) = AP + A%c. Ac-
tive droplets are only stable if reactive fluxes are weak
compared to diffusive fluxes [14]. Consequently, the re-
active noise 7, is much weaker than the diffusive noise n
and we neglect it in the following. Fig. shows that
the reaction flux s given in Eq. is a non-monotonous
function of the composition ¢. In particular, there are
two stable homogeneous stationary state, which corre-
spond to (meta-)stable dilute and dense systems. The
main question in this paper concerns how active droplets
nucleate from the dilute homogeneous state ¢(r) = co.

III. RESULTS
A. Chemical reactions hinder nucleation

To investigate nucleation, we first perform numerical
simulations of Egs. 7 in two-dimensional system
with periodic boundary conditions [21]; see Fig. [Lp. Re-
peating the simulations many times, we observe that the
first droplet nucleates at random times tp,.1; see Fig. .

FIG. 1. Chemical reactions increase nucleation times.
(a) Reaction flux s as a function of the concentration c of a
homogeneous system for the full (solid blue line, Eq. ) and
linearized model (dashed orange line). The spinodal concen-
tration csp of the passive system (dotted green line), the two
stable fixed points (filled disks), and the unstable fixed point
(open circle) are marked. (b) Snapshots of the concentration
field ¢ of droplet material obtained from stochastic numeri-
cal simulation in two dimensions. The time between snap-
shots is 10/ko and the interaction strength is ax = 200 vksT.
(c) Distribution of measured nucleation times tnuel in the lin-
earized model for various reaction rates k for ap = 150 vkpT.
Black lines show exponential distributions of equivalent mean
T = (tnuel). (d) Nucleation time 7 as a function of k for the
full model (disks, k = —s’(co) x A?) and the linearized reac-
tions (triangles) for various interaction strengths az2/(vkgT).
Solid lines show predictions of Eq. with A as a single fit
parameter for all curves. (a—d) Additional parameters are
arv = —1.34az, as = dazsv, AL /A? = 0.0311, Apv = 1.46 a2,

v=w? w= V2K /a2, and ko = Aqasw™2.

Assuming an exponential distribution of #,,., we de-
fine the nucleation time 7 as the ensemble average of
thucl- Fig. shows that 7 increases for stronger inter-
actions (larger as), as expected for nucleation of passive
droplets [22]. More importantly, larger reaction rates A?
lead to longer nucleation times 7, indicating that active
chemical reactions hinder nucleation. This result can be
understood intuitively since the reactions stabilize the
homogeneous state; see Fig. [Th. They thus help to dis-
solve a small accumulation of droplet material B, reduc-
ing the probability that a critical nucleus forms.



FIG. 2. Reactions increase free energy barrier AF of
surrogate equilibrium model. (a) Radial concentration
profiles ¢(r) minimizing the free energy F given by Eq. @
at various fixed values of reaction coordinate x (colors corre-
spond to panel b). (b) F as a function of z with AF indi-
cated. (¢) F(z) for various reaction rates k (colors correspond
to panel d). (d) AF as a function of k. (a—d) Model param-
eters are cv = 0.18, L = 100w, a2 = 250vksT, k = 0.0025 ko
(for panels a and b) and given in Fig.

B. Surrogate equilibrium system reveals additional
energy barrier

To quantitatively understand the effect of driven reac-
tions on nucleation, we next map our system to an ap-
proximate equilibrium system. To do this, we linearize
the reaction flux s around the dilute homogeneous sta-
tionary state cg,

Siin(€) = k(cg — ) with
where k > 0 for a stable state; see Fig. [Th. Fig.
shows that the linearized reactions influence the nucle-
ation time 7 similarly to the full reaction flux s. The
linearization allows us to map the dynamics given by
Eq. to a passive system, d;c ~ AgV?6F[c]/dc, with
the augmented free energy functional

k=—s'(co)  (5)

Fld = Fld + % / [e(r) — o] W(r)dr,  (6)

where ¥ obeys the Poisson equation V2¥ = ¢y — ¢(r)
and thus mediates long-ranged, Coulomb-like interac-
tions [23H25].

We use the equilibrium surrogate model to investigate
the energy landscape of nucleation. In particular, we use

Eq. @ to map the minimal energy path connecting the
metastable homogeneous state with the equilibrium state
containing one droplet using a proxy for droplet size as
a reaction coordinate x; see Appendix I. For each value
of x, we use a constrained optimization to determine the
spherically symmetric composition ¢(r) that minimizes
the energy F' given by Eq. @ Fig.|2a shows that the re-
sulting profiles feature an increasing density peak, analo-
gous to passive systems [19]. However, the nucleus is also
surrounded by a depletion zone originating from chemical
reactions. The sequence of profiles defines the minimal
energy path, from which we obtain the energy barrier AF
as the difference between the maximal energy and the
energy F'(x = 0) of the homogeneous state; see Fig. .
Fig. shows that the energy barrier AF depends on
the reaction rate k and this dependence is approximately
linear (Fig. [21), suggesting that the long-ranged term in
Eq. @ could explain the suppressed nucleation caused
by reactions.

We hypothesize that the increasing energy barriers ex-
plain how larger reaction rates k lead to longer nucleation
times 7 (see Fig. [Id). Nucleation theory predicts that 7
increases exponentially with the energy barrier AF' [22],

T = Aexp (kA};) ) (7)
B

where A is a kinetic prefactor. Fig. shows that
this relation explains the numerical data, particularly for
larger AF at higher k£ and as. The deviation at smaller
k are expected since the assumptions leading to Eq. @
break down for smaller AF' [I9]. We conclude that the
energy barriers derived from the equilibrium surrogate
model explain how nucleation times increase with reac-
tion rates.

C. Classical nucleation theory leads to phase
diagram extended by chemical reactions

Motivated by the success of nucleation theory, we next
approximate the minimal free energy path using the ra-
dius R of a droplet as a reaction coordinate. Assuming
that the droplet with homogoneous concentration ¢, is
embedded in an infinite system of concentration cg, the
free energy F' can be separated into contributions of bulk
phases, interface, and chemical reactions,

F(R)~ —gV + YA+ Freact(R) , (8)

where V = 7R? and A = 27R in two dimensions. Clas-

sical nucleation theory implies the free energy difference

g = f(co)—f(cin)+p(co)(cin—co) between the phases and

surface tension vy = \/8kc3/(3c4) [13], which is a good ap-

proximation for ¢y & cout. We show in Appendix II that

the free energy associated to reactions is approximately
7(Cin — 00)2

Frcact(R) ~ WkRZl 9 (9)



FIG. 3. Extended phase diagram accounting for reac-
tions. (a) Free energy F of the surrogate equilibrium model
approximated by Eq. as a function of the nucleus radius R
for decreasing concentrations co of the homogeneous state
(bottom to top) and azv/as = 0.25. (b) Extended phase dia-
gram indicating the stability of the homogeneous and droplet
state as a function of ¢y and agu/a4 in a passive (orange
lines, k& = 0) and active system (blue lines, k = 10" 3ko).
The droplet state is (meta-)stable right of the solid (binodal)
lines, while the homogeneous state is stable left of the dashed
(spinodal) lines. Behavior of numerical simulations (symbols)
for k = 10 3ko corroborate the results. Inset shows zoomed
in region around the spinodal. (a—b) Additional model pa-
rameters are given in Fig. [T]

where we neglected terms proportional to k(cout — co)?.
Without reactions (k = 0), F(R) given by Eq. has
a single maximum at the critical radius RLY; = /g
with a corresponding energy barrier AF = 7y2/g; see
Fig. Bp. Once nuclei exceed this critical size (by nu-
cleation), they grow indefinitely. In contrast, Eq.
predicts that reactions (k > 0) increase the free en-
ergy of large droplets, implying a minimum at finite
radius Rgap = (Co — cin) 2[8gAq/k]'/? corresponding
to stable droplets [I0]. Concomitantly, the energy bar-
rier AF' is elevated, consistent with increased nucleation
times. Approximating the barrier by F(RYS), we find

crit

7T’Y2

20 2
AF~ ™|y g2 e — o)
g

oAy | (10)
which explains the linear dependence of AF on k ob-
served in Fig.[2d. Taken together, this simplified picture
demonstrates how large rates k gradually disfavor the
droplet state until only the homogeneous state remains
stable at k > kpax With kmax = 32A49° /2772 (cin — c0)?]-

Finally, we use the simplified free energy of the equi-
librium surrogate model to study the influence of the
concentration ¢y of the homogeneous state. In particu-
lar, we determine the minimal value of ¢y beyond which

the droplet state can be stable as a function of the in-
teraction parameter as. In passive systems (k = 0), the
resulting line corresponds to the binodal curve. In active
system (k > 0), this line is shifted to larger concentra-
tions, thus enlarging the region where the homogeneous
system is stable. The homogeneous system becomes un-
stable at the spinodal line, which can be determined from
a linear stability analysis of Eq. ; see Appendix III.
Fig. shows that these predictions based on Eq.
agree with numerical simulations probing the stability
of the homogeneous and droplet state. Both predictions
illustrate how driven chemical reactions destabilize the
droplet state.

IV. DISCUSSION

In summary, we illuminated how driven chemical reac-
tions affect the phase diagram of phase separating sys-
tems. To do this, we exploited the equilibrium surro-
gate of the active system to show how reactions favor the
homogeneous state relative to the droplet state, which
explains the suppressed nucleation qualitatively. Simi-
lar behavior was found for equilibrium system with true
long-ranged interactions [25]. Although the modified
phase diagram was derived from the surrogate model, it
is not a thermodynamic phase diagram of the phase sep-
arating system with driven reactions. For instance, the
compositions of the coexisting phases at the interface are
still governed by the binodal and tie lines of the passive
phase diagram [13]. The energy barrier associated with
reactions depends linearly on their rate k, likely because
reactions are weak and the system is dominated by phase
separation. This implies that k decreases nucleation rates
exponentially. We showed that this dependence persists
for thermodynamically consistent reactions and expect
that it is a general feature of phase separating systems
with reactions that have a stable dilute phase. Moreover,
since our derivation of the influence of the reactions is
independent of the details of the free energy density, we
expect that reactions suppress nucleation in a wide range
of phase separating systems.

We presented results for the simple case of a binary
fluid in two dimensions. While we expect that active
reactions also slow nucleation in more complicated situ-
ations, it will be vital to extend our theory to three di-
mensions (e.g., to capture spontaneous divisions [11]) and
many components (allowing for additional stable station-
ary states [I4, [15]). For better quantitative agreement,
it might also be necessary to improve our treatment of
nucleation theory, e.g., by describing how reactions affect
the curvature of the surrogate free energy, which affects
nucleation rates via the Zeldovich factor [26]. However,
the ultimate test of our theory will come from experi-
ments, either from existing active droplets in biological
cells [27] or in promising synthetic systems [28] 29]. Ex-
periments in cells also suggest that more complex be-
haviors are possible, including periodic nucleation [30]



and multi-step nucleation for fiber formation [31], which
might involve secondary nucleation [32]. In these situa-
tions, heterogeneous nucleation is likely relevant [33, [34]
and there are examples where nucleation is controlled
by catalytically-active nucleation sites [9] [35]. Taken to-
gether, our approach of an equilibrium surrogate model
will likely prove vital for studying nucleation in these
more challenging situations.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Kristian Blom and Aljaz Godec for help-
ful discussions and Gerrit Wellecke for a critical reading
of the manuscript. We gratefully acknowledge funding
from the Max Planck Society and the German Research
Foundation (DFG) under grant agreement ZW 222/3.

Appendix A: Constrained optimizations to uncover
minimal energy path

The minimal energy path comprises a sequence con-
centration profiles that connects the homogeneous state
to a stationary droplet. We determine the path us-
ing a measure for the mass concentrated in the nucleus,
z[d) = [ 1[1 4 tanh(B(c — 5))]dV with 8 = 10, as a re-
action coordinate z. We determine the minimal energy
path by minimizing the free energy F' (given in Eq. 6)
with constrained values of . We impose a value z( of
the reaction coordinate using a Lagrange multiplier A and
minimize

Fle, A = Fld = Male] — o) (A1)

by evolving corresponding partial differential equations

oF
_ 204"
Oic = ApV 5o (A2a)
6F
at>\ - 7ALE ) (A2b>

which corresponds to conserved and non-conserved dy-
namics with mobilities Ap and Ay, respectively. We use
Ap =1 and Ay = 100, which proved a good compromise
between speed and stability. Using this procedure, we
determine the radially symmetric profile ¢(r) that mini-
mize F for each value zo of the constraint, which yields
the minimal free energy path. The profile with the largest
energy F' corresponds to the saddle point and thus the
critical nucleus.

Appendix B: Approximation of the non-local free
energy

We here approximate the non-local term in the free
energy, which describes the effect of the reactions in

the surrogate equilibrium model. We consider a spher-
ical droplet of radius R and constant concentration c;i,
embedded in a large dilute phase with a spherically-
symmetric concentration profile cout(r), which we will
determine approximately for small cous — ¢g. The time
evolution of the concentration field ¢(r, t) is given by the
Cahn-Hilliard equation with an additional source term
taking into account the linearized reaction rates:

e = MNqgV3u —k(c—cp) (B1)
where p is the exchange chemical potential, ¢y the back-
ground concentration, and k the linear reaction rate.
Since ¢(r — 00) = ¢, we linearize p(c) around ¢ = cout,

by =pletr) = 4 () com)

C=Cout

(B2)

assuming ¢y — Cout is small. Inserting this in Eq. we
find the reaction-diffusion equation

e = A/ Ve — k(e — cp), (B3)
where p/ = % . In the stationary state,
C=Cout
0=V?c—&(c—c), (B4)

where €2 = k/(Ay') is the inverse of a reaction-diffusion
length scale. Using the boundary conditions ¢(R) = cout
and ¢(00) = ¢, we find

(Cout — co)Ko(&r)

C(r) = Ko(fR) + o ,

(B5)

where Ky denotes a modified Bessel function of the sec-
ond kind. Note that the limit £ — 0 is not applicable
since the passive steady state concentration profile is not
compatible with the chosen boundary conditions. In the
numerical solution of the concentration profile it becomes
apparent that the boundary concentration c,,; depends
on ¢ which is not captured by our approximation. We
will be therefore limited to parameters ¢ > e. Taken
together, the approximated concentration profile of the
droplet reads

Cin TSR

(Cout - CO)KO (f’l")
Ko(¢R)

e(r) = (B6)

+c T>R.

We next use this profile to evaluate the non-local part of
the free energy density F' given by Eq. 6,

k

Frenct = I, /[c(r) — co]\ll(r) dr , (B7)

where U obeys the Poisson equation VZ¥ = ¢q — ¢(7).
Using the definition of ¥, we find

k

v 2
ox; | V(VEwydr.

(B8)

F react —



Integrating py parts and dropping the boundary term,
we obtain

k
T /(V\IJ)(V\I}) dr

For the radial-symmetric system in two dimensions that
we consider, we find

(B9)

Frcact

Fleact = Lk / (ar\ll)z rdr (BlO)
Aq
with V20U = 02U + 19, ¥ = — (¢ — ¢p). Defining Q =
0.V, we get
Q
GTQ + ? = *(C(T) — Co). (Bll)

J

kR ko[t
Freact = %d / QizanT + %d/ Q(Q)utrdr
0 R

Using Eq. , we obtain

_em —co)r r<R
. 2
PN ek PP
r §Ko(ER) 7

where d; is an integration constant. Denoting the two
branches by €, and Qgyu, we find from Eq.

7k (Cin —c0)? 4, Tk / 2 /
= A 16 R* + A —dr dl

where L denotes the radius of the spherical system. Since
the integrals must converge in the limit L — oo, we con-
clude d; = 0. Hence, the second term of Eq. re-
duces to

Fout ]{1(60 — cOut)2R2 1 + K, (§R) . K (gR)Q
react ™ Ag&2 REKG(ER)  2Ko(ER)?
(B14)

in the limit of large systems, L — oco. For large droplet
radii (R — 00), this contribution scales as R and can
thus be neglected compared to the contribution from in-
side the droplet, which scales as R*. Additionally, the
prefactors are different, (co — cin)? > (cg — Cout)?. Since
critical radii become large close to the binodal concentra-
tion (where classical nucleation is valid), we can neglect
the contribution from the outside to find Eq. 9.

Appendix C: Spinodal line from linear stability
analysis

We perturb the dynamic equation given by Eq. 3
around the homogeneous state using the ansatz

c(r,t) = co + ee?tT7 (C1)

To linear order in €, we find

3Aqasq® (2cov — 1 2
w = Agasg® — 4(V2 )

— Agrg* — k. (C2)

§Ko(ER)

R EKo(ER)

cout)Kl(gr)dr+/L ((co—cout)Kl(fr))Qrdr> . (B13)

(

The maximal growth rate wya.x reads

Ageo (4a21/2 — 12a4c(2)1/2 + 12a4cov — 3a4)
K12

3Aacsdd (4a21/2 —12a4c3v? + 12a4cov — 3a4)
B K12

3Aacado (4agr?® — 12a4c3v? + 12a4cov — 3ay)
+ NI Z

3Aqcq (4a21/2 —12a4c3v? + 12a4cov — 3a4)
B 32K12

Aq (4a2V2 - 12a4cgy2 + 12a4cov — 3a4)2 i

64k1%
(C3)

Wmax =

The spinodal is given by the concentration ¢y where the
Wmax becomes zero. We thus solve Eq. [C3|for ¢ and find

c :i 2_2\/[\(1]6% (04)
5P 2v 3a4 3Ada4 '



[1] C. P. Brangwynne, C. R. Eckmann, D. S. Courson,
A. Rybarska, C. Hoege, J. Gharakhani, F. Julicher, and
A. A. Hyman, Germline p granules are liquid droplets
that localize by controlled dissolution/condensation, |Sci-
ence 324, 1729 (2009).

[2] A. A. Hyman, C. A. Weber, and F. Jiilicher, Liquid-liquid
phase separation in biology, Annu. Rev. Cell Dev. Biol.
30, 39 (2014).

[3] S. F. Banani, H. O. Lee, A. A. Hyman, and M. K.
Rosen, Biomolecular condensates: organizers of cellular
biochemistry, Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology 18,
285 (2017).

[4] G. L. Dignon, R. B. Best, and J. Mittal, Biomolecu-
lar phase separation: From molecular driving forces to
macroscopic properties, Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 71, 53
(2020).

[5] Q. Su, S. Mehta, and J. Zhang, Liquid-liquid phase sep-
aration: Orchestrating cell signaling through time and
space, Molecular Cell 81, 4137 (2021).

[6] M. Hondele, R. Sachdev, S. Heinrich, J. Wang, P. Vallot-
ton, B. M. A. Fontoura, and K. Weis, Dead-box atpases
are global regulators of phase-separated organelles, Na-
ture 573, 144 (2019).

[7] W.T. Snead and A. S. Gladfelter, The control centers of
biomolecular phase separation: How membrane surfaces,
ptms, and active processes regulate condensation, Mol.
Cell 10.1016/j.molcel.2019.09.016 (2019).

[8] J. Soding, D. Zwicker, S. Sohrabi-Jahromi, M. Boehn-
ing, and J. Kirschbaum, Mechanisms for active regula-
tion of biomolecular condensates, Trends in Cell Biology
, 50962892419301795 (2019).

[9] D. Zwicker, M. Decker, S. Jaensch, A. A. Hyman, and
F. Jilicher, Centrosomes are autocatalytic droplets of
pericentriolar material organized by centrioles, Proceed-
ings of the National Academy of Sciences 111, E2636
(2014).

[10] D. Zwicker, A. A. Hyman, and F. Jilicher, Suppression
of ostwald ripening in active emulsions, Physical Review
E 92, 012317 (2015).

[11] D. Zwicker, R. Seyboldt, C. A. Weber, A. A. Hyman,
and F. Jiilicher, Growth and division of active droplets
provides a model for protocells, Nature Physics 13, 408
(2017).

[12] J. D. Wurtz and C. F. Lee, Chemical-reaction-controlled
phase separated drops: Formation, size selection, and
coarsening, Physical Review Letters 120, 078102 (2018).

[13] C. A. Weber, D. Zwicker, F. Jilicher, and C. F. Lee,
Physics of active emulsions, Reports on Progress in
Physics 82, 064601 (2019), arXiv: 1806.09552.

[14] J. Kirschbaum and D. Zwicker, Controlling biomolecular
condensates via chemical reactions, Journal of The Royal
Society Interface 18, 20210255 (2021).

[15] D. Zwicker, The intertwined physics of active chemical
reactions and phase separation, Curr. Opin. Colloid In-
terface Sci. 61, 101606 (2022), arxiv.org/2202.13646.

[16] S. F. Shimobayashi, P. Ronceray, D. W. Sanders, M. P.
Haataja, and C. P. Brangwynne, Nucleation landscape of
biomolecular condensates, Nature 599, 503 (2021).

[17] R. P. Sear, Nucleation: theory and applications to pro-
tein solutions and colloidal suspensions, J. Phys. Con-
dens. Matter 19, 033101 (2007).

[18] X. Xu, C. L. Ting, I. Kusaka, and Z.-G. Wang, Nucleation
in polymers and soft matter,/Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 65,
449 (2014), pMID: 24689799.

[19] V. Kalikmanov, Nucleation theory, [Lecture Notes in
Physics 860, 1 (2013).

[20] S. R. De Groot and P. Mazur, Non-equilibrium thermo-
dynamics (NY: Dover Publications, 1984).

[21] D. Zwicker, py-pde: A python package for solving partial
differential equations, Journal of Open Source Software
5, 2158 (2020).

[22] S. Arrhenius, Uber die reaktionsgeschwindigkeit bei der
inversion von rohrzucker durch sduren., Zeitschrift fur
Physikalische Chemie 4U, 23 (1889).

[23] F. Liu and N. Goldenfeld, Dynamics of phase separation
in block copolymer melts, Physical Review A 39, 4805
(1989).

[24] J. J. Christensen, K. Elder, and H. C. Fogedby, Phase
segregation dynamics of a chemically reactive binary mix-
ture, Physical Review E 54, R2212 (1996).

[25] C. B. Muratov, Theory of domain patterns in systems
with long-range interactions of coulomb type, [Physical
Review E 66, 066108 (2002).

[26] J. Zeldovich, Theory of nucleation and condensation, Sov.
Phys. JETP 12, 525 (1942).

[27] J. D. Wurtz and C. F. Lee, Stress granule formation via
atp depletion-triggered phase separation, New Journal of
Physics 20, 045008 (2018).

[28] C. Donau and J. Boekhoven, The chemistry
of chemically fueled droplets, Trends Chem.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trechm.2022.11.003 (2022).

[29] K. K. Nakashima, M. H. I. van Haren, A. A. M. André,
I. Robu, and E. Spruijt, Active coacervate droplets are
protocells that grow and resist ostwald ripening, Nat.
Commun. 12, 3819 (2021).

[30] V. T. Yan, A. Narayanan, T. Wiegand, F. Jilicher,
and S. W. Grill, A condensate dynamic instabil-
ity orchestrates actomyosin cortex activation, Nature
10.1038/s41586-022-05084-3| (2022).

[31] E. W. Martin, T. S. Harmon, J. B. Hopkins,
S. Chakravarthy, J. J. Incicco, P. Schuck, A. Soranno,
and T. Mittag, A multi-step nucleation process deter-
mines the kinetics of prion-like domain phase separation,
Nat. Commun. 12, 4513 (2021).

[32] C. Weber, T. Michaels, and L. Mahadevan, Spatial
control of irreversible protein aggregation, Elife 8,
10.7554 /eLife.42315| (2019).

[33] Y. Qi and B. Zhang, Chromatin network retards nucleoli
coalescence, [Nat. Commun. 12, 6824 (2021).

[34] M.-T. Wei, Y.-C. Chang, S. F. Shimobayashi, Y. Shin,
A. R. Strom, and C. P. Brangwynne, Nucleated tran-
scriptional condensates amplify gene expression, Nature
Cell Biology 22, 1187 (2020).

[35] D. Zwicker, J. Baumgart, S. Redemann, T. Miiller-
Reichert, A. A. Hyman, and F. Jiilicher, Positioning of
particles in active droplets, Physical Review Letters 121,
158102 (2018).


https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1172046
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1172046
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm.2017.7
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm.2017.7
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physchem-071819-113553
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physchem-071819-113553
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2021.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1502-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1502-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2019.09.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2019.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2019.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1404855111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1404855111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1404855111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.92.012317
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.92.012317
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3984
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3984
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.078102
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab052b
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ab052b
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2021.0255
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2021.0255
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cocis.2022.101606
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cocis.2022.101606
https://arxiv.org/abs/arxiv.org/2202.13646
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03905-5
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physchem-032511-143750
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physchem-032511-143750
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-3643-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-90-481-3643-8
https://doi.org/10.21105/joss.02158
https://doi.org/10.21105/joss.02158
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/zpch-1889-0416
https://doi.org/doi:10.1515/zpch-1889-0416
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.39.4805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.39.4805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.54.R2212
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.66.066108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.66.066108
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aab549
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aab549
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trechm.2022.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24111-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24111-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05084-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24727-z
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.42315
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-27123-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41556-020-00578-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41556-020-00578-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.158102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.158102

	Nucleation of chemically active droplets
	Abstract
	 Contents
	I Introduction
	II Model
	III Results
	A Chemical reactions hinder nucleation
	B Surrogate equilibrium system reveals additional energy barrier
	C Classical nucleation theory leads to phase diagram extended by chemical reactions

	IV Discussion
	 Acknowledgments
	A Constrained optimizations to uncover minimal energy path
	B Approximation of the non-local free energy
	C Spinodal line from linear stability analysis
	 References


