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Abstract

Our interest lies in exploring the ability of a coupled nonlocal system of two quasilinear
parabolic partial differential equations to produce phase separation patterns. The obtained pat-
terns are referred here as morphologies. Our target system is derived in the literature as the
rigorous hydrodynamic limit of a suitably scaled interacting particle system of Blume–Capel–type
driven by Kawasaki dynamics. The system describes in a rather implicit way the interaction within
a ternary mixture that is the macroscopic counterpart of a mix of two populations of interacting
solutes in the presence of a background solvent. Our discussion is based on the qualitative behav-
ior of numerical simulations of finite volume approximations of smooth solutions to our system
and their quantitative postprocessing in terms of two indicators (correlation and structure factor
calculations). Our results show many similar features compared to what one knows at the level
of the stochastic Blume–Capel dynamics with three interacting species. The properties of the
obtained morphologies (shape, connectivity, and so on) can play a key role in, e.g., the design of
the active layer for efficient organic solar cells.
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1 Introduction

We are interested in exploring the capability of interacting mixtures of populations of particles, typi-
cally two different solutes mixed within a solvent, to allow for phase separation when evaporating the
solvent. Such situations are rather typical in modern materials science. In particular, we have in mind
two specific materials science applications: the formation of internal morphologies for organic solar
cells (cf. e.g. [20]); and the formation of rubber–based zones in acrylate environments related to the
design of thin adhesive bands (cf. e.g. [11]). The evaporation process plays a key role in both of these
contexts. The presence of such a non–equilibrium process makes this scenario different compared to
the more classical phase separation settings arising in crystal growth, metallurgy, and so on, normally
treated by Allen–Cahn–type or Cahn–Hilliard–type equations. Essentially, by controlling the evap-
oration mechanism one has the possibility to freeze a local equilibrium, i.e. one has the possibility
to actively select specific morphologies as the end configuration. We refer the reader to the recent
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works [5, 26, 32], where this setting has been explored using Monte Carlo simulations for suitable
lattice–based models. With such final and stable morphologies at hand (see e.g. Figure 1 in [5]), one
can then ask key questions about their efficiency with respect to the effective charge transport in the
case of the organic solar cells or their efficiency as a global (effective) measure of stickiness in the case
of adhesive bands.

To this end, it is crucial to have sufficiently rich models posed at the continuum level that inherit,
from the interacting particle systems, the ability to produce physically meaningful phase separation.
This would set the stage for process and shape optimization operations to reach optimal macroscopic
transport and reaction properties, mediated by optimal morphology shapes. However, quite inter-
estingly, in spite of huge efforts in the statistical mechanics and applied mathematics communities,
deriving rigorously the corresponding hydrodynamic limit equations for mixtures of interacting par-
ticle systems having the possibility of evaporation at one of the boundaries is currently out of reach.
The main technical difficulties seems to arise because of the evaporation component of the process.
Therefore, we lay foundation in this manuscript by looking at a simplified case where the evaporation
is not taken into account. The problem remains interesting and relevant, with a rich phenomenology,
for the presence of three coexisting phases undergoing the separation process.

In [5, 26], and follow–up papers, a generalized version of the nearest neighbor Blume–Capel model
in 2D with Kawasaki dynamics powered with the Metropolis algorithm was employed as working tool
to simulate the phase behaviour of a ternary mixture upon evaporation of one of its components.
Here we are genuinely interested in devising the corresponding hydrodynamics limit in absence of
evaporation. The components with spin +1, −1, and 0 in the Blume–Capel dynamics correspond to
two distinct solute phases and, respectively, to solvent1. In particular, in [26] it was used as governing
Hamiltonian the usual nearest neighbor Blume–Capel Hamiltonian with zero chemical potential and
magnetic field, see [9].

Although we are using working techniques from [27] to investigate the situation, we are unaware
of the corresponding hydrodynamic limit equations arising from this precise structure of the stochas-
tic model. However, for a modified Hamiltonian structure involving Kac potentials much is known.
Specifically, the authors of [24] rigorously identify the continuum limit model for both the Kawasaki
and Glauber dynamics in the infinite volume case (so, the evaporation processes is not taken into
account). We refer the reader also to [17, 16] for related discussions on the same class of models.

The phase ordering dynamics of the two–field model derived in [24] will be the object of our study.
We remark that studying equilibrium and non–equilibrium properties in connection with phase tran-
sitions for statistical mechanics models with multiple degenerate ground states is a natural extension
of the theories developed for two–state systems, such as the paradigmatic Ising model, which, inde-
pendently from possible real-world applications, has a great theoretical value. In particular, when
dynamical phenomena are concerned, new interesting behaviors emerge. We refer, for instance, to
[9, 7, 8] for the study of metastability and to [28] for the phase ordering problem.

Phase ordering dynamics of Ising–like two–phase mixtures has been widely studied and it is well
understood; compare e.g. [4, 2, 19]. The interval of times in which the domain morphology does not
change is characterized by the dynamical scaling of the correlation function G(~x, t), where ~x and t are
the space and time variable, respectively. This can be expressed, in the isotropic case, by saying that
G(~x, t) = g(|~x|/L(t)), where L(t) is the time dependent length scale, which is interpreted as the typical
size of the growing domains. Both for conservative and non–conservative dynamics, the length scale
is characterized by a power law L(t) ∼ tα. Simulations suggest the approximate value of exponent α
is 1/2 for the non–conservative and 1/3 for the conservative dynamics. While there is evidence that
the scaling hypothesis holds in many situations, it has only been shown to be true for certain models;
see, for instance, [1, 3, 10, 13] as well as [31] for a closely related context.

For systems with multiple phases the understanding of the phase separation processes is far from
being complete. For some specific models, such as the clock and the Potts model with conservative
dynamics, it is well established that the late times growth exponent is 1/2, see, e.g., [28] and references
therein. Note though that some controversies have been more recently pointed out in [21]. What
concerns those dynamics conserving the order parameter, not many studies are available. We mention,
again, [28] for the case of the clock model. Here the authors have shown a crossover between exponents
1/4 and 1/3. A particular version of the nearest neighbor Blume–Capel model was investigated in [26].

1When handling the active layer for an organic solar cell, the mixture is composed of electron–acceptor, electron–donor
and solvent molecules, respectively.
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The reported simulations indicate that the 1/3 growth behavior can be reached, but results are not
yet conclusive.

The main focus of this work is to explore, in the context of the two–field model derived in [24] and
by means of numerical simulations, three main ideas:

– to which extent the two-field continuum model reported in [24] for the Kawasaki dynamics is
able to produce phase separation;

– how the obtained patterns (called here morphologies) relate to what is known for the classical
Ising model in 2D and to what we have observed ourselves in our quantitative study [26] for the
three–component mixture driven by the standard Blume–Capel model

H(σ) =
1

2

∑
x 6=x′∈V :
|x−x′|=1

[σ(x)− σ(x′)]2, (1)

where V ⊂ Z2 is a finite square, with or without the evaporation of one of the phases;

– to which extent the scaling hypothesis holds in this setting.

This work is organized as follows: in Section 2 we define the model and describe the finite volume
scheme we use to compute decent approximations of solutions to the target model. In the main section
of the manuscript, Section 3, we report the observed morphologies for selected parameter regimes
borrowed from [26] so that direct comparisons between the two settings can be done. The analysis of
the growth of morphologies on intermediate and long time scales is done in Section 3.1 using common
measures applied to interacting particle systems modified so they are applicable to problems posed
at the continuum level. We illustrate numerically that such methods are able to approximate the
characteristic length of the domains. Although this is rather common knowledge in the statistical
mechanics–type exploration of patterns obtained e.g. with lattice models, our type of quantitative
analysis of patterns seems to be novel in the context of phase–field models of Cahn–Hilliard type.
In the same section, we present evidence explaining to which extent model (2) satisfies the scaling
hypothesis. Finally, we close the paper with a conclusion and outlook Section 4.

2 The model

Let ∅ 6= Ω ⊂ R2 be a bounded open set with smooth boundary (e.g., ∂Ω Lipschitz) describing the
spatial domain for the processes to take place. Let T > 0 represent the final time of the overall
dynamics. The time T takes a large positive value, which in the current setting2 is picked arbitrarily.
We set β > 0, m0 : (0, T ) × Ω̄ → [−1,+1], and φ0 : (0, T ) × Ω̄ → [0,+1]. We are interested in the
following two-field continuum model: find the pair (m,φ) solving the system{

∂tm = ∇ ·
[
∇m− 2β(φ−m2)(∇J ∗m)

]
in (0, T )× Ω

∂tφ = ∇ · [∇φ− 2βm(1− φ)(∇J ∗m)] in (0, T )× Ω
, (2)

where J ∈ C2
+(R2), symmetric, compactly supported, and

∫
R2 J(r)dr = 1, together with the initial

data
m(t = 0) = m0 and φ(t = 0) = φ0 in Ω̄ (3)

and with periodic boundary conditions. We refer to this system as problem P (Ω).
The problem P (R2) is derived in [24] as the rigorous hydrodynamic limit of the Kawasaki dynamics

with inverse temperature β for the Blume–Capel model with Kac potential with range of interaction
γ−1, magnetic field h1, and chemical potential h2, whose Hamiltonian in a finite square V ⊂ Z2 is

Hγ(σ) =
1

2

∑
x 6=x′∈V

Jγ(x− x′)[σ(x)− σ(x′)]2 −
∑
x∈V

h1σ(x)−
∑
x∈V

h2σ
2(x), (4)

2If the evaporation process is included in the model, then one can relate the value of the final time of the overall
process T to the amount of evaporated solvent.
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where Jγ : R2 → R is such that
Jγ(r) = γ2J(γr) (5)

for all r ∈ R2.
We are studying here the framework offered by P (Ω) and have in view the situation when one can

think of the diameter of the set Ω, say diam(Ω), to be large. However, we are not currently concerned
with the case diam(Ω)→∞.

In [24], m is referred to as magnetization, while φ is called concentration. Their precise physical
meaning seems to be best understood at the level of the stochastic dynamics. In other words, if the
spin variable at the site i ∈ Z2 is denoted by σ(i), then for some set Λ ⊂ Z2 the empirical measures∑
i∈Λ σ(i) and

∑
i∈Λ σ

2(i) would recover in a certain way3 (see Section 3 in [24]) as weak–star limits
the densities m and φ, respectively. In our interpretation of the model for a subset A ⊂ Ω,

∫
A
m(t, x)dx

represents the net spin in the set A and
∫
A

(1− φ(t, x))dx represents the solvent fraction in A. In our
visualizations for φ shown in Section 3, we will make use of the color red to point out the time–
space distribution of the solvent fraction. If the values taken by the image of m are close to −1, and
respectively +1, then we point out the the time–space distribution of the other two competing phases.
We visualize these phases with yellow and blue colors, respectively.

2.1 Finite Volume Scheme

We begin by discretizing the domain with a mesh of sizes ∆x,∆y. We denote the uniformly spaced
nodes of the mesh by the pair (xi, yj) and we denote the mesh cells by Λi,j := [xi− 1

2∆x, xi + 1
2∆x)×

[yj − 1
2∆y, yj + 1

2∆y) with the natural modifications for the boundary. The initial pair (m0, φ0) is
made discrete with the approximations

m0
i,j :=

1

|Λi,j |

∫
Λi,j

m0(x, y)dxdy and φ0
i,j :=

1

|Λi,j |

∫
Λi,j

φ0(x, y)dxdy.

We then approximate the solution to (2) by a fully explicit finite–volume (difference) scheme given by

mk+1
i,j −mk

i,j

∆t
=

1

∆x2
D2
i [m

k
i,j ] +

1

∆y2
D2
j [m

k
i,j ]

− β

∆x
D1
i [(φ

k
i,j − (mk

i,j)
2)J̃kx,i,j ]−

β

∆y
D1
j [(φ

k
i,j − (mk

i,j)
2)J̃ky,i,j ]

φk+1
i,j − φki,j

∆t
=

1

∆x2
D2
i [φ

k
i,j ] +

1

∆y2
D2
j [φ

k
i,j ]

− β

∆x
D1
i [m

k
i,j(1− φki,j)J̃kx,i,j ]−

β

∆y
D1
j [m

k
i,j(1− φki,j)J̃ky,i,j ]

,

where
D2
l [fl] := fl+1 − 2fl + fl−1, D1

l [fl] := fl+1 − fl−1,

and J̃kx,i,j (respectively, J̃ky,i,j) denotes the approximation of ∂xJ ∗ mk(xi, yj) (respectively, ∂yJ ∗
mk(xi, yj)) using a fast Fourier transform method similar to [34] with modifications for the periodic
domain. We note that the periodic boundary conditions are implemented implicitly during the cal-
culations. Since the scheme here is fully explicit, we make use of a Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL)
condition similar to standard conditions for advection–diffusion processes, β∆t

∆x∆y <
1
4 . We do not claim

this choice of CFL condition is sharp, but it has held up through numerical experiments. Further
rigorous analysis of the scheme studying its convergence and stability will illuminate more optimal
conditions of relevance particularly when the parameter β varies (i.e. when there are temperature
changes in the system). There are many choices of numerical schemes for such equations. Since we
are not interested in the particular geometry of the domain, we opt for the case where Ω is a square
with periodic boundary conditions. Therefore, the choice of finite volume schemes is natural due to
the conservative nature of the model. We also have in mind to eventually follow existing literature
where schemes of similar flavor are used in the study of Cahn–Hillard equations (see e.g. [22, 23, 12]).

3To obtain the structure of our continuum model, a scaling similar to [15] is employed in the arguments presented in
[24].
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3 Observed Morphologies

We use the finite difference scheme described above to simulate the phase separation process according
to the dynamics of (2). In all simulations, the initial conditions are chosen in a random manner such
that m0

i,j ∈ {−1, 0, 1} with φ0
i,j = |m0

i,j |. The proportion of positive spin (m = 1) and negative spin
(m = −1) particles is kept equal in each simulation, while the proportion of zero spin solvent particles
(sometimes denoted by c0) varies over the ranges 0%–80%. In all simulations, we take the parameter
β = 10 and J is taken to be a standard ‘bump’ function such that

∫
R2 J(r)dr = 1.

In this section, we present the heat maps of the solutions m and φ at different times and different
solvent concentration levels in Figures 1 and 2, respectively. Interestingly, one can see that if the
solvent concentration c0 is close to zero, then the produced bi–connected morphologies resemble to
what one would obtain when simulating numerically the Ising model. The resemblance to the Ising
model is best seen in Section 3.3, where we study the domain growth at large characteristic timescales.
The growth exponents that we obtain in the case c0 = 0 are around 1/3 as for the Ising model in 2D,
see, e.g., [4, 2, 19].

If the level of solvent increases, then the connectivity in the system decreases. Finally, a different
type of morphology arises (ball–like structures). This happens when the solvent concentration is so
large (approximatively larger than 0.5) that the solvent component percolates in the lattice: in this
regime a unique connected solvent component is observed in the lattice [18]. In particular, looking at
our simulation results shown in Figures 6, 7, and 5, we see that indeed the growth rate of morphologies
is decreasing with increasing c0. A solvent fraction at the level c0 = 0.4 seems to offer some kind
of separating threshold: If c0 lies below 0.4, then both the morphologies and their growth rates are
somewhat similar to what we would expect from the classical Ising scenario; If c0 takes values greater
than 0.4, then the morphologies and their growth rates resemble more to what we would expect from
standard percolation scenarios.

In the next section, we will see that the indicators of the characteristic length scale oscillate during
early times. To observe how these patterns initially form, we also present the heat maps of the
simulation at early times in Figures 3 and 4. For these early time simulations, one can see that neither
the magnetization function, m, or the concentration function, φ, are well organized. This demonstrates
that there are at least two different time regimes under consideration in the continuum model. One at
the early times before the morphologies are well formed and one at later times after the phases become
separated. Multiple time regimes have been observed both experimentally and theoretically [4]. One
also sees the beginnings of the morphologies for small concentrations (e.g. c0 = 0.2) while for larger
concentrations (e.g. c0 = 0.8), the mixture is still cloud like in resemblance. This behavior seems to
indicate different concentrations require different amounts of time for phases to separate into robust
morphologies. As one can see from Figure 4, the solvent concentration increasingly slows down the
formation of morphologies.

3.1 Analysis on Domain Growth

In this section, we analyse the domain growth of the simulations presented in Section 3. Common
measures of the characteristic length of the domains include the two–point correlation function and
the structure factor [4]. Since we are interested in a continuous setting, we present the continuous
formulation of these metrics here. Their discrete counterparts can be found in [26]; see also [33, 14].
The two–point correlation function is given by the equation

G(t, s) =
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

m(t, x, y)m(t, x+ sx, y + sy)dxdy,

where s = (sx, sy) and |Ω| denotes the volume of the set Ω. In particular, the horizontal and vertical
two–point correlation functions are defined as Gx(t, sx) = G(t, (sx, 0)) and Gy(t, sy) = G(t, (0, sy)),
respectively. These functions generally have a maximum at s = 0, decrease below some cut–off value
where the function begins to oscillate before returning back to the maximum (due to the periodic
boundary conditions on the model). We can then estimate the horizontal and vertical diameters by
calculating the horizontal intercept of Gα(t, ·) (α ∈ {x, y}) using standard methods.

The structure factor of m(t, ·) is defined as

C(t, (kx, ky)) =
1

|Ω|

∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

m(t, x, y)ei(kxx+kyy)dxdy

∣∣∣∣2 ,
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Figure 1: Morphologies produced by m on a domain Ω := [−10, 10]2 with 512 nodes in both the x and
y axes. From top to bottom, each row represents an initial solvent concentration (c0) of 0, 0.2, 0.4,
0.6, and 0.8, respectively. Regions where m is positive are colored blue, negative regions are colored
yellow, and regions m is near zero are colored red.
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Figure 2: Morphologies produced by φ on a domain Ω := [−10, 10]2 with 512 nodes in both the x and
y axes. From top to bottom, each row represents an initial solvent concentration (c0) of 0, 0.2, 0.4,
0.6, and 0.8, respectively. Regions where φ is near one are colored blue whereas regions near zero are
colored red.
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Figure 3: Morphologies produced by m on a domain Ω := [−10, 10]2 with 512 nodes in both the x and
y axes. From top to bottom, each row represents an initial solvent concentration (c0) of 0, 0.2, 0.4,
0.6, and 0.8, respectively. The color scale is as in Figure 1.
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Figure 4: Morphologies produced by φ on a domain Ω := [−10, 10]2 with 512 nodes in both the x and
y axes. From top to bottom, each row represents an initial solvent concentration (c0) of 0, 0.2, 0.4,
0.6, and 0.8, respectively. The color scale is as in Figure 2.
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where (kx, ky) ∈ [−π, π]2. Notice the quantity inside the absolute value is the two–dimensional Fourier
transform of m(t, ·). We then estimate the horizontal and vertical diameters of the domains by calcu-
lating

Rα(t) =

∫
[−π,π]2

C(t, (kx, ky))dkxdky∫
[−π,π]2

|kα|C(t, (kx, ky))dkxdky
,

where α ∈ {x, y}.
In Figure 5, we use the above indicators G(·, ·) and C(·, ·) to plot the domain sizes in time for all

concentrations presented in Figures 1–4. In these plots, we observe an early time oscillatory behaviour
and a later time linear (in a log scaling) growth which corresponds to the power laws of the scaling
hypothesis. We observe in Figure 6, that these two time regimes correspond to the time intervals
where the domains are ill formed and well formed, respectfully. We analyse these two situations in
more detail in the next section.

Figure 5: Structure factor (left) and correlation function (right) calculations for the simulations pre-
sented in Figure 1 during the time interval (0, 9]. Each marker represents 4, 000 time steps in the finite
volume scheme. Lines of the form y = Ct1/p are plotted to demonstrate the approximate growth law
of each concentration. The value of p of each line is places in the legend underneath its corresponding
solvent ratio level.

3.2 Domain Growth at Intermediate Time Scales

In this section, we examine the behavior of domains during the early stages of the simulation, i.e.
before morphologies are well developed. Initially, close to the starting moment of the overall process,
the randomness of the initial distribution of phases is robust. As time elapses, morphologies tend to
form, while their precise shape still evolve until stable shapes are reached. In both the structure factor
and correlation function calculations, an oscillating behavior is observed during these early stages
in simulations where the morphologies are ill-formed; we emphasize particularly Figure 6 as well as
Figure 7. This behavior has been observed experimentally as well and is discussed in [25].

3.3 Domain Growth at Large Time Scales

We examine now the domain growth during a time frame where the morphologies are well formed. In
this time frame, we observe from the indicator functions the domains are growing in accordance with
power laws. In other words, we observe evidence that the simulations obey the scaling hypothesis [4].
The accuracy of these power laws is demonstrated in Figure 8 by rescaling the correlation functions as
discussed in the introduction. The observed behavior for accurate scaling regimes would be a ‘collapse’
of these curves into a single curve in the variable z := |s|/tα, as shown in Figure 8. In other words,

10



Figure 6: Demonstration of the different time regimes. Notice at early times (top/blue box), the m
and φ fields have not yet manifested well formed morphologies and so the growth of the structure
factor does not fit a power law structure. On the other hand, for later times (bottom/red box), the
growth is more consistent with a power law.

Figure 7: A zoomed in view of Figure 5 at early times. Here, each marker represents 1,000 time steps
in the finite volume scheme. Note how each concentration level has different peaks indicating the
dynamics are slowed by the solvent.
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this visualization suggests there exists a value of α so that the function G(t, z) is independent of time.
We particularly point out from Figure 8 the power 1/3 from the Ising model appears to be close to
the true scaling power of the c0 = 0 case. This type of demonstration has been used for other phase
separation models, see e.g. [4, 6] and the references within.

As illustrated in the right-hand plot of Figure 5, the late time behavior of the system at solvent
fraction c0 = 0, 0.2 is very much compatible with the typical 1/3 growth exponent characterizing
conservative two–state systems dynamics. This is confirmed also by the morphologies shown in the
first two rows of Figure 1, where the bicontinuous phase typical of Ising–like systems is observed.

The situation is very much different at large values of solvent concentration, that is to say for the
case c0 = 0.6, 0.8 where the growth exponent is much smaller. Correspondingly, the growth process is
much slower, and hence, the morphology is characterized by approximately spherical domains inside a
percolating sea of solvent.

Finally, at the intermediate value c0 = 0.4 of solvent fraction, a sort of crossover between the
small and large solvent fractions is observed. Figure 5 suggests an exponent droping from 1/4 to 1/12
around time t = 3. The corresponding morphologies are coherent. Indeed, the initial bicontinuous
phase progressively transforms into a picture characterized by well separated domains inside the sea
of solvent.

Figure 8: Correlation functions for the time interval [6, 9] plotted against the numerical spacial steps
scaled according to the power law t1/p, where p = 3 for c0 = 0 (left) and p = 18 for c0 = 0.8 (right).
The colors of the plots represent the time of the simulation with green representing t = 6 and red
representing t = 9. All other concentrations are similar with their respective powers.

3.4 Behavior for Small Concentrations

It is natural to contemplate the behavior of the growth power laws discussed in the previous sections
as the limit of the solvent concentration tends to 0. We plot the results of the structure factor and
correlation function indicators in Figure 7. We observe that the limiting behavior of the simulation
non–monotonically tends toward the behavior of the two state model with 0 solvent concentration
level. Assuming the behavior changes continuously with the initial solvent concentration, this would
imply the existence of an optimal initial solvent proportion maximizing the power, 1/p. We will also
point out that since the mesh size ∆x,∆y is fixed for all simulations, there may be issues tracking the
solvent at small (relative to the mesh size) concentrations.

4 Conclusion and Outlook

Taking into consideration the results presented, it is clear that the behavior of model (2) is rich
with complex dynamics and possesses the aptitude for phase separation. In particular, as the model
was derived as the hydrodynamic limit of the Blume–Capel model with Kawasaki dynamics and Kac
interactions, it may prove to be a useful continuum model for the Monte–Carlo simulations addressed
in [26, 32] without evaporation. Of course, the model currently has no machinery to capture the
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Figure 9: Structure factor (left) and correlation function (right) calculations for solvent concentrations
c0 = 0.1, 0.05, 0.01 during the time interval (0, 9]. Each marker represents 4, 000 time steps in the finite
volume scheme.

evaporation effect on the solvent particles and there is less flexibility (with respect to the Monte–Carlo
simulation) in the tuning of interaction parameters. To mend these differences, potential modifications
to the model, including for example the addition of an evaporation boundary or interaction tensor,
must be investigated.

From a mathematical perspective, the well–posedness and regularity of solutions to this model
remains to be studied. While [24] provides existence of solutions via a hydrodynamic limiting process
and uniqueness in L∞, the parabolic structure of the equations in (2) suggests that more regularity is
expected. Once a suitable space for solutions is established, convergence of the finite volume scheme
can be rigorously shown. Numerical simulations point out that we can also expect certain properties
on the relationship between m and φ (e.g. |m| ≤ φ for all t > 0). Showing these relationships hold for
model (2) may have strong implications for the different applications.

The analysis on the domain growth done throughout Section 3.1 suggests this model satisfies the
scaling hypothesis presented in [3]. Moreover, it appears that solvent can behave as a type of catalyse
in the growth of the morphologies. This behavior has also been observed in the stochastic model
[26]. It remains to be shown if the powers presented in Section 3.1 can, under some assumptions,
be analytically calculated from model (2) as a function of the initial solvent concentration. One may
follow some of the arguments in [4] to formulate potential ideas for calculating approximate expressions
of the growth laws, i.e. to get insight into the so–called coarsening rates at least for simple ball–like
morphologies. It is worth noting that our numerical simulations indicate that for c0 = 0, the model
recovers domain growths as expected in the two–species Ising model in two–space dimensions. As
c0 increases up to some value around 0.5 a percolation regime is noticed, while if c0 takes relatively
high values, then the growth of morphologies is slowed down accordingly, as in fact expected from the
physical point of view.

Last but not least, the continuum model is superior to its stochastic microscopic description in
terms of computation time. This feature keeps open the possibility of fast estimation of model param-
eters especially if one thinks of involving more complex physics, like accounting for solvent evaporation,
transport and recombination of charges along the obtained morphologies, polycrystallization, degra-
dation – typical scenarios encountered, for instance, in the case of organic solar cells; see [29, 30] for
recent related works.
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[21] M. Ibáñez de Berganza, E.E. Ferrero, S.A. Cannas, V. Loreto, and A. Petri. Phase separation of
the Potts model in the square lattice. The European Physical Journal Special Topics, 143:273–275,
2007.

[22] J. Kim, K. Kang, and J. Lowengrub. Conservative multigrid methods for Cahn–Hilliard fluids.
Journal of Computational Physics, 193(2):511–543, 2004.

[23] J. Kim, K. Kang, and J. Lowengrub. Conservative multigrid methods for ternary Cahn-Hilliard
systems. Communications in Mathematical Sciences, 2(1):53–77, 2004.

[24] R. Marra and M. Mourragui. Phase segregation dynamics for the Blume–Capel model with Kac
interaction. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 88(1):79–124, 2000.

[25] J. J. Michels and E. Moons. Simulation of surface-directed phase separation in a solution-processed
polymer/pcbm blend. Macromolecules, 46(21):8693–8701, 2013.

[26] S. A. Muntean, V. C. E. Kronberg, M. Colangeli, A. Muntean, J. van Stam, E. Moons, and
E. N. M. Cirillo. Quantitative analysis of phase formation and growth in ternary mixtures upon
evaporation of one component. Phys. Rev. E, 106:025306, 2022.

[27] E. Presutti. Scaling Limits in Statistical Mechanics and Microstructures in Continuum Mechanics.
Theoretical and Mathematical Physics. Springer, 2008.

[28] S. Puri, R. Ahluwalia, and J. Bray. Dynamical crossover in the clock model with a conserved
order parameter. Physical Review E, 55:2345–2352, 1997.

[29] R. Rabani, H. Sadafi, H. Machrafi, M. Abbasi, B. Haut, and P. Dauby. Influence of evaporation
on the morphology of a thin film of a partially miscible binary mixture. Colloids and Surfaces A:
Physicochemical and Engineering Aspects, 612:126001, 2021.

[30] O. J. J. Ronsin and J. Harting. Phase-field simulations of the morphology formation in evaporating
crystalline multicomponent films. Advanced Theory and Simulations, 5(10):2200286, 2022.
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