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Abstract

W e present a derivation ofthe sharp-interface lim it ofa generic 
uctuating phase-�eld m odel

for solidi�cation. As a m ain result,we obtain a sharp-interface projection which presents noise

term s in both the di�usion equation and in the m oving boundary conditions. The presented

procedure does not rely on the 
uctuation-dissipation theorem ,and can therefore be applied to

accountforboth internaland external
uctuationsin eithervariationalornon-variationalphase-

�eld form ulations. In particular, it can be used to introduce therm odynam ical
uctuations in

non-variationalform ulationsofthephase-�eld m odel,which perm itto reach bettercom putational

e�ciency and provide m ore 
exibility fordescribing som e features ofspeci�c physicalsituations.

Thisopensthepossibility ofperform ingquantitativephase-�eld sim ulationsin crystalgrowth while

accounting forthe proper
uctuationsofthesystem .

PACS num bers:81.10.Aj,81.30.Fb,05.40.-a,68.08.-p,64.70.Dv
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In recent years,phase-�eld m odels have em erged as an e�cient technique to sim ulate

interfacialphenom ena in non-equilibrium system s[1].Thism ethod hasm ainly been devel-

oped for solidi�cation [2,3,4],but has also successfully been applied to other problem s,

such asgrain boundaries[5],crack propagation [6],viscous�ngering [7]orvesicledynam ics

[8].Thephase-�eld approach introducesan equation foracontinuousvariable�(r;t),which

appearsasan orderparam eter,and takesdistinct,constantvaluesin the di�erentphases.

The interface is then described by the levelset � = constant,and the transition between

both phasestakesplace in a di�use interface ofthickness W . The m odeliscom pleted by

coupling the � equation with a di�usion �eld which actsasa driving force forthe m otion

ofthefront.Thebehaviorofthedi�useinterfacecan then becom puted by theintegration

ofa setofpartialdi�erentialequationsforthewholesystem ,thereforeavoiding theexplicit

tracking oftheinterfaceposition.Thishaspracticaladvantagesoverusing thefreebound-

ary conditionsthatarecharacteristicofa m oving boundary description.Phase-�eld m odels

areusually constructed to recovertheclassicalm oving boundary dynam icsin theso called

sharp-interfacelim itasW ! 0 [9].Thislim itistaken by m eansofa system aticasym ptotic

expansion on the interface width,and allows the m odelparam eters to be determ ined in

term softhephysicalpropertiesofthesystem .

In early phase-�eld form ulations,them odelequationswere derived from thevariational

m inim ization ofa globalfree-energy functionalforthe heterogeneous system . Such varia-

tionalform ulations,however,in spite oftheirappealing structure,presented poorcom pu-

tationale�ciency and did notperm itto obtain truly quantitative results. Forthisreason,

recently proposed phase-�eld m odels are notderived from a variationalprinciple,butare

speci�cally constructed torecoveracertain m ovingboundary problem in thesharp-interface

lim it[7,10].Besidespresentingabettercom putationalbehavior,non-variationalphase-�eld

form ulationsprovide form ore
exibility in thedescription ofsom eparticularfeaturessuch

asdi�erenttransportpropertiesin thesolid and liquid phases[11,12].

On theotherhand,thepresenceof
uctuationshasalwaysbeen an im portantissuein the

study ofpattern-form ing instabilitiesin crystalgrowth [13,14].Indeed,internalorexternal

noises play the role ofan initiation m echanism forthe m orphologicaldeform ations ofthe

interface [15,16].Therm alorsolute 
uctuations,forinstance,m ustbe taken into account
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in ordertostudy im portantproblem ssuch asthedynam icalselection oftheprim ary spacing

in directionalsolidi�cation [16]ortheform ation ofsecondary instabilities(sidebranches)in

dendritic growth [17]. Fluctuationswere soon introduced into phase-�eld m odelsin an ad

hocway asa controlled sourceofinterfacialperturbations[18].However,phase�eld m odels

accountingforinternaltherm odynam ical
uctuationshavenotbeen proposed untilrecently,

and in thecontextofvariationalform ulations[19,20,21,22].In such variationalcases,the

statisticalpropertiesofthe
uctuating term scan straightforwardly bedeterm ined by using

the
uctuation-dissipation theorem ,following thelinesapplied by Hohenberg and Halperin

within the contextofcriticaldynam ics[23]. In non-variationalform ulations,however,the


uctuation-dissipation relation becom esuselessforthispurposebecausethedynam icsofthe

system cannotbederived from a singlefree-energy functional.

Theaim ofthiswork istopresentasystem aticproceduretoaccountfortheintroduction

ofgenericsourcesofnoisein eithervariationalornon-variationalphase-�eld m odels.Tothis

end,we willperform the sharp-interface lim itofa 
uctuating phase-�eld m odelforsolidi-

�cation and explicitely obtain the propertiesofthe projected noise term sthatwillappear

in them oving boundary equations.Thisprojection,which doesnotrely on the
uctuation-

dissipation theorem ,willbe carried outby m eansofa hybrid asym ptotic expansion which

com binesa standard sharp-interface lim itwith a sm allnoise assum ption forthe intensities

ofthe noise term s in the m odel. The structure ofthe resulting sharp-interface projection

takes the form ofa m oving boundary problem ,which now includes bulk and interfacial

stochastic term s. The statisticalpropertiesofthese new term sare related to those ofthe

noises appearing in the starting phase-�eld equations. The extension ofourprocedure to

thin-interface asym ptotics [4]is straightforward and is not presented here for the sake of

clarity.

Asa particularcase,thisanalyticaltechniquewillenablea prescription fortheintroduc-

tion ofinternaltherm odynam ical
uctuationsin non-variationalphase-�eld m odels,subject

only to the constraintofproviding the correctinterface equilibrium 
uctuations. Thisap-

proach willalso allow for the consideration ofm ore generalnoise sources ofan external

origin,such asexperim entalim perfectionsorcontrolled perturbations,which do notfollow

equilibrium statistics.Itisworth pointing outthatwhilethecalculationswillbeperform ed

within the fram ework ofthe sym m etric solidi�cation m odel,the approach can be easily

extended to one-sided form ulations[12].

3



Thiswork hasbeen organized asfollows:The stochastic m odelequationsare presented

in Sec.II. The asym ptotic stochastic procedure is developed in Sec.III,which has been

divided in four di�erent subsections: Sec.IIIA and IIIB are dedicated to �nd solutions

ofthe equations in the inner and outer asym ptotic regions,respectively. The solvability

conditionsfortheinnerexpansion areim posed in Sec.IIIC,whereasin Sec.IIID weperform

theasym ptoticm atchingbetween theinnerand outerstochastic�eldsin ordertoobtain the

form ofthe projected equations. The projected problem isthen com pared in Sec.IV with

thestandard Lanvegin form ulation forsolidi�cation [13,14],allowing forthedeterm ination

ofthem odelparam etersin thecase ofhaving internalnoisesofa therm odynam icalorigin.

A num ericaltestforthevalidity oftheapproach isreported in Sec.V,and Sec.VIisdevoted

to presentsom ediscussion and concluding rem arks.

II. M O D EL EQ U AT IO N S

Ourapproach startsfrom a generic non-variationalphase-�eld m odel,which appliesfor

both the solidi�cation ofa pure substance and forthe sym m etric solidi�cation ofa dilute

alloy with a constantm iscibility gap [4],

�"
2
@t� = "

2
r

2
� � f

0(�)� "�g
0(�)u+ "

3

2�(r;t) (2.1)

@tu = r
2
u +

1

2
@th(�)� r � q(r;t); (2.2)

where� isaparam eterdeterm iningthetim escaleofthephase-�eld dynam icsand� accounts

forthecouplingstrength between � and thedi�usion �eld u.W echooseg(�)and h(�)tobe

odd polynom ialfunctionsof� satisfyingthelim itingconditionsg0(�1)= 0and h(�1)= �1,

and f(�)to begiven by thestandard double-wellpotential

f(�)=
1

4
�
4
�
1

2
�
2
: (2.3)

In the m odelequations Eqs.(2.1), (2.2), u is a reduced di�usive �eld de�ned by u =

(T � TM )=(L=c)in the case ofpure substances and by u = (c� 1

2
(c0S + c0L))=�c 0 +

1

2
g(�)

for sym m etric alloys, where TM is the m elting tem perature, L the latent heat per unit

volum e,c the speci�c heatperunitvolum e and �c 0 � c0L � c0S,being c
0

S;c
0

L the solid and

liquid equilibrium concentrationsofthealloy,respectively.Thetwo m inim a � = �1 off(�)

in Eq.(2.3) correspond respectively to the solid and liquid phases ofthe system ,so the
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interface willbe represented by the transition zone between these two values. Space and

tim es in Eqs.(2.1),(2.2) have been scaled out using a characteristic length land a tim e

scale� = l2=D ,whereD isthetherm alorchem icaldi�usivity ofthesubstance.Thecontrol

param eter " = W =lis the scaled interface thickness,and willbe the sm allparam eter in

which theform alexpansionswillbecarried out.

Fluctuations appear in the m odelas a non-conserved noise term � in the equation for

the phase-�eld,and as a conserved stochastic current q in the di�usion equation. These


uctuationsaccountforgenericnoisesourcesofeitheran internaloran externalorigin.W e

assum ethatthenoisesarewhiteand Gaussian with correlationsgiven by

h�(r;t)�(r0;t0)i = 2�2��(r� r
0)�(t� t

0); (2.4)

hqi(r;t)qj(r
0
;t
0)i = 2�2u�ij�(r� r

0)�(t� t
0): (2.5)

In the proposed phase �eld m odel,param eterssuch as�,�,and the noise am plitudes��,

�u,are intended to represent (or to be directly related to) physicalparam eters. On the

contrary,the scaled interface width " hasbeen introduced asan expansion param eter. As

a m atteroffact,Eqs.(2.1),(2.2)havebeen constructed so thattheresulting dynam ics(in

thedoublelim itofsharp interfaceand sm allnoise)willbeindependentof".In particular,

the scaling factor �3=2 ofthe the noise term in Eq.(2.1) has been introduced in order to

m akethe
uctuationsoftheinterfacialdynam ics,aswillbeobtained below,independentof

�. The detailsofthiscalculation and the presentation ofthe resultsare given in the next

section.

III. H Y B R ID A SY M P T O T IC EX PA N SIO N

In orderto dealwith 
uctuating phase-�eld m odels,thestandard asym ptoticexpansion,

perform ed in term s ofa sm allinterface thickness,should be com plem ented with a sm all

noiseassum ption.Thecom bination oftheseapproacheswillgiverisetoahybrid asym ptotic

procedure.To thisend,thesm allnoiseassum ption willbeim posed by assum ing that��;�u

obey som eorderrelationswith theinterfacethickness".Nam ely,wetake

�� � O ("3=2); (3.1)

�u � O ("2); (3.2)
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which willperm italong theexpansion procedureto m aintain the
uctuating term sassm all

perturbations at the desired order in a consistent way. Relations (3.1),(3.2) should not

be understood asany explicit dependence ofthese param eterson ",butonly asa way to

form alizeadoubleexpansion interm sofasinglevanishingparam eter,theinterfacethickness,

"! 0.

Ourm ethod closely followsthestandard asym ptoticproceduredescribed in Ref.[11].W e

startby dividingthesystem intotwodi�erentregions:an outerregion farfrom theinterface

at distances m uch greater than ",where the phase �eld presents the two constant values

� = �1 representing the solid and liquid phasesateach side ofthe interface,and an inner

region located around the interface up to distancesoforder",where the phase �eld varies

between thesetwo values.In thelim it"! 0,solutionsforthe�eldsin both regionsshould

m atch orderby orderin " atsom e interm ediate distance rM ,which can be taken oforder

rM � "1=2.

A . O uter region

In theouterregion,theequationscan besolved ateach orderby expanding the�eldsin

powersof" as

u = u0 + "u1 + "
2
u2 + O ("3); (3.3)

� = �0 + "�1 + "
2
�2 + O ("3); (3.4)

and by expanding in Taylorseriesaround � = �0 thefunctionsf;g appearing in them odel

equations.IfweusetheorderrelationsEqs.(3.1),(3.2),thenoiseterm scan beassum ed to

beoforders

� � O ("3=2); (3.5)

q � O ("2); (3.6)

and theouterequationscan then beobtained ateach orderin ".

6



1. Zero Order

Attheleading order("0),theouterequationsaregiven by

f
0(�0) = 0; (3.7)

@tu0 = r
2
u0 +

1

2
@th(�0): (3.8)

Introducingthefunction f(�)intoEq.(3.7),weobtain�0 = �1,and usingthath(�1)= �1,

Eq.(3.8)adoptstheform

@tu0 = r
2
u0: (3.9)

2. FirstOrder

At�rstorderin ",we�nd

f
00(�0)�1 = ��g

0(�0)u0; (3.10)

@tu1 = r
2
u1 +

1

2
@t[�1h(�0)]: (3.11)

From Eq.(3.10)we determ ine �1 = 0 by noting thatthe functionsf,g satisfy f00(�1)6= 0

and g0(�1)= 0,and introducing �1 = 0 into Eq.(3.11)weget

@tu1 = r
2
u1: (3.12)

3. Second Order

Atsecond order("2),and usingthat�1 = 0,therandom currentq appearsin theequation

fortheouterdi�usive�eld

f
00(�0)�2 = ��g

0(�0)u1; (3.13)

@tu2 = r
2
u2 +

1

2
@t[h

0(�0)�2]� r � q : (3.14)

Using thatg0(�1)= 0 and f00(�1)6= 0,equation (3.13)issolved by �2 = 0,and thesecond

term atthe righthand side ofEq.(3.14)can be neglected. Collecting the resultsobtained

atthethree�rstorders,theouter�eldsaregiven,up to second orderin ",by

� = �1+ O ("3); (3.15)

@tu = r
2
u � r � q(r;t)+ O ("3): (3.16)
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B . Inner region

For the inner region, we write Eqs. (2.1), (2.2) in a curvilinear coordinate system

centered atthe interface. The idea isthatthe solvability condition forthe very existence

ofsolutions ofthese transform ed equations willprovide the evolution ofthe coordinate

system ,i.e. ofthe interface,which in factconstitutesthe solution we are looking for. To

de�nethiscoordinatesystem by m aintaining itsm ooth atsm allscales,weusean auxiliary

coarse grained �eld de�ned asa localspatialand tem poralaverage ofthe 
uctuating �eld

�. The surface corresponding to the levelset ofthis coarse grained �eld h�(r;t)i = 0

allows to de�ne the 3D orthogonalcurvilinear coordinate system (r;s1;s2),where r is a

norm aldistancefrom thesurfaceand s1,s2 arethearclength distancesm easured along the

principalcurvaturedirectionsofthesurface.Furtherm ore,weintroducein theinnerregion

the scaled norm alcoordinate � = r=" and the scaled tim e � = t=". W e use capitalletters

to refer to allthe �elds when written in the inner region. After som e m anipulation,and

keeping term sup to second orderin ",we obtain the inner equations in the fram e ofthe

m oving interface

�"[
d

d�
� v@�]� = @

2

��+ "�@��� "
2
�(�2 � 2�)@ ��

+ "
2

X

i= 1;2

@
2

si
�� f

0(�)� "�g
0(�)U + "

1=2
H (�;s;�);

(3.17)

1

"
[
d

d�
� v@�]U =

1

"2
@
2

�U +
1

"
[� � "�(�2 � 2�)]@ �U

+
X

i= 1;2

@
2

si
U �

v

2"
@�h(�)+

1

2"

dh(�)

d�
�

1

"2
@�Q �(�;s;�);

(3.18)

where v = v(s;�) is the localnorm alvelocity ofthe interface,and we have introduced

� = �1 + �2 and � = � 1�2 as the m ean and Gaussian curvatures ofthe surface,being

�1(s;�),�2(s;�)itsprincipalcurvatures.

The 
uctuating functions H (�;s;�) = "�(r;t) and Q (�;s;�) = "q(r;t) in Eqs.(3.17),

(3.18) stand for the renorm alized noises in the inner region,and Q � corresponds to the

norm alcom ponent ofthe stochastic current Q . The correlations ofthese noise term s are
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given by

hH (�;s;�)H (�0;s0;�0)i = 2�2��(� � �
0)�(s� s

0)�(� � �
0); (3.19)

hQ i(�;s;�)Qj(�
0
;s

0
;�

0)i = 2�2u�ij�(� � �
0)�(s� s

0)�(� � �
0); (3.20)

so thattheordersin " ofH (�;s;�)and Q (�;s;�)arethoseof�� and �u respectively.Note

thattherenorm alization ofthenoiseterm sisa directconsequence ofthescaling ofthet;r

coordinatesin theinnerregion.Indeed,noiseterm sgiveriseto an � factorwhen written in

theinnerregion duetotherescalingin both tim eand norm aldistancesofthedeltafunctions

�(�)= "�(r)and �(�)= "�(t).

Now wecan seehow thesm allnoiseassum ption hasbeen im plem ented in ourapproach.

W ith thechoicegiven by Eqs.(3.1),(3.2)fortheordersin "ofthenoiseam plitudes,"1=2H

isO ("2)in Eq.(3.17)and �"� 2@�Q � isO ("
0)in Eq.(3.18),i.e. one orderhigherthan the

tem poralderivatives in these equations. In other words,both noise term s are �rst order

perturbationsforthedynam icsin theirrespective innerequations.

Atthis point,we proceed asin the outerregion by expanding the inner�elds and pa-

ram etersin powersof"

U = U0 + "U1 + "
2
U2 + O ("3); (3.21)

� = � 0 + "�1 + "
2�2 + O ("3); (3.22)

�i = �i0 + "�i1 + O ("2);i= 1;2 (3.23)

� = � 0 + "� 1 + O ("2); (3.24)

v = v0 + "v1 + O ("2); (3.25)

and insertingtheexpansionsintotheinnerequationsEqs.(3.17),(3.18).Theinnersolutions

willbeobtained bym atchingwith theoutersolutionsfor� ! �1 and r! 0� ,respectively.

In thephase�eld equations,directm atching with theouter�i solutionsEq.(3.15)provides

thelim iting boundary conditionsforthe�i term softheinnerexpansion

�0(� ! �1 ) = �1; (3.26)

�i(� ! �1 ) = 0;fori= 1;2: (3.27)

Sim ilarly,them atching condition fortheinnerdi�usion �eld requiresthat,atleading order,

thegradientsofU0 vanish

lim
�! � 1

@�U0 = 0: (3.28)
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At higher orders,the m atching conditions for the di�usive �eld present som e additional

di�cultiesduetotheapparitionofrandom term s,andwillbediscussed indetailin Sec.IIID.

1. Zero order

Atleading order("0 forthe� equation,"� 2 fortheU equation),theinnerequationsare

given by

@
2

��0 � f
0(�0)= 0; (3.29)

@
2

�U0 = 0: (3.30)

Inserting the double-wellpotentialEq.(2.3)into Eq.(3.29),we obtain the standard kink

solution forthephase-�eld atzero-order

�0(�)= � tanh

�

�
p
2

�

; (3.31)

which satis�esthem atching condition Eq.(3.26)for� ! �1 .Integrating Eq.(3.30)twice

over�,wehave

U0(�;s;�)= A(s;�)+ B (s;�)�; (3.32)

where A and B areintegration constants.Im posing the m atching condition Eq.(3.28),we

determ ine B (s;�) = 0 and obtain a �-independent solution for the di�usion �eld at zero

order

U0(s;�)= A(s;�): (3.33)

2. FirstOrder

Using the solutionsobtained atzero-order,the �rst-orderinnerequations("1 forthe �

equation,"� 1 fortheU equation)read


� 1 = �(v0� + �0)@��0 + �g
0(�0)U0; (3.34)

@
2

�U1 =
dU0

d�
+
v0

2
@�h(�0); (3.35)

where 
 isthe self-adjointoperator
 � @ 2

� � f00(�0)and we have used thatd�0=d� = 0

from Eq.(3.31).Asdescribed by Alm gren [11],an expression for�1 can be obtained from
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Eq.(3.34)by inverting theoperator
,leading to

�1 = 
� 1[�(v0� + �0)@��0 + �g
0(�0)U0]: (3.36)

Since
 isan even operatorand @ ��0,g
0(�0)areeven functionsof�,�1 isan even function

of�.Integrating Eq.(3.35)twiceover�,weget

U1 = D (s;�)+ C(s;�)� +
v0

2

Z �

0

d�
0
h(�0)+

1

2

dU0

d�
�
2
; (3.37)

whereD and C areintegration constantsand wehaveused that@�U0 = 0 (cf.Eq.(3.33)).

3. Second order

Thestochasticterm sappearin theinnerequationsatsecond order("2 forthe�equation,

"0 fortheU equation),which aregiven by


� 2 = � (�v1 + �1)@��0 � (�v0 + �0)@��1 + �
d�1

d�

+
1

2
f
000(�0)�

2

1
+ �(�2

0
� 2� 0)@��0

+ �g
0(�0)U1 + �g

00(�0)�1U0 � "
� 3=2

H ;

(3.38)

@
2

�U2 = � (v0 + �0)@�U1 +
dU1

d�
+
v1

2
@�h(�0)+

v0

2
@�[h

0(�0)�1]

�
X

i= 1;2

@
2

si
U0 �

1

2
h
0(�0)

d�1

d�
+

1

"2
@�Q �:

(3.39)

The �rst equation Eq.(3.38) willbe used in the next section when im posing the second

ordersolvability condition oftheproblem .Integrating Eq.(3.39)twiceover�,we�nd

U2 = F(s;�)+ E (s;�)� � (v0 + �0)

Z �

0

d�
0
U1

+

Z
�

0

d�
0

Z
�0

0

d�
00
dU1

d�
�
1

2
@
2

sU0�
2 +

v1

2

Z
�

0

d�
0
h(�0)

+
v0

2

Z
�

0

d�
0
h
0(�0)�1 +

1

"2

Z
�

0

d�
0
Q �(�;s;�);

(3.40)

whereF and E areagain �-independentintegration constants.
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C . Solvability conditions

W eim posenow thesolvability conditionsfortheinnerproblem ,which at�rstand second

ordersarerespectively given by

Z
1

� 1

(@��0)
� jd� = 0;forj= 1;2: (3.41)

Inserting Eq.(3.34)into the�rstordersolvability condition,weget

�(�v0 + �0)I1 � �I2U0 = 0; (3.42)

which allowsto determ ineU0 as

U0(s;�)= �
�I1

�I2
v0 �

I1

�I2
�0; (3.43)

whereI1 and I2 arenew integralconstantsgiven by

I1 =

Z
1

� 1

d�(@��0)
2
; (3.44)

I2 = �

Z
1

� 1

d�g
0(�0)(@��0): (3.45)

Im posing the second order solvability condition Eq.(3.41),and taking into account the

parity ofthepotentialsf;g;h and oftheinnersolutions�0;�1,wedeterm inean expression

fortheconstantD in Eq.(3.37)

D (s;�)= �(�v1 + �1)
I1

�I2
+ v0

I3

2I2
+

I4

2I2
+
�I5

�I2
� "

� 3=2
Z(s;�)

�I2
; (3.46)

whereI3,I4 and I5 arede�ned by

I3 =

Z
1

� 1

d� (@��0)g
0(�0)

Z �

0

d�
0
h(�0); (3.47)

I4 =
dU0

d�

Z
1

� 1

d� (@��0)g
0(�0)�

2
; (3.48)

I5 =

Z
1

� 1

d� (@��0)
d�1

d�
; (3.49)

and Z isa stochasticterm given by

Z(s;�)=

Z
1

� 1

d� (@��0)H (�;s;�); (3.50)

whosestatisticalpropertiesaregiven by

hZ(s;�)Z(s0;�0)i= 2I1�
2

��(s� s
0)�(� � �

0): (3.51)
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D . M atching of
uctuating �elds

Atthispoint,wecontinueby im posing therem aining asym ptoticm atching conditionsof

theproblem .However,them atching ofthedi�usion �eld presentssom esubtletiesduetoits


uctuating character.Them ain problem isthat,atsecond orderin ",theU �eld 
uctuates

in thenorm aldirection (cf.Eq.(3.40)),and hencecannotbewritten asasim pleasym ptotic

expansion for� ! �1 ,preventing them atching with theouter�eld.Thisdi�culty can be

overcom eby introducing an auxiliary m atching function de�ned in both regionsas

�(r;s;t) = u(r;s;t)�

Z r

0

dr
0
qr(r

0
;s

0
;t); (3.52)

X (�;s;�) = U(�;s;�)�

Z �

0

d�
0
Q �(�

0
;s;�): (3.53)

In view of Eq.(3.40), it is easy to see that the inner auxiliary function X introduced

in Eq.(3.53) is sm ooth up to order "2 in the m atching region rM . Explicitely, ifX is

asym ptotically expanded for� ! �1 as

X � T + S � + R �
2 + O (�3); (3.54)

and theouterm atching function � isexpanded in Tayloraround r= 0� by

� � �(0� )+ @r�(0
� )� r+

1

2
@
2

r�(0
� )� r

2 + O (r3); (3.55)

the innerand outerterm s can be m atched atrM � "1=2 in the lim it" ! 0 to obtain the

m atching relations

T = �(0� ); (3.56)

S = "@r�(0
� ); (3.57)

R =
"2

2
@
2

r�(0
� ): (3.58)

Thelaststep isto expand thepreviousEquations(3.56),(3.57)and (3.58)in powersof"to

com pletethem atching ateach orderin ".

1. FirstOrder

At�rstorderin ",theinner�eld U 1 given by Eq.(3.37)can beasym ptotically expanded

for� ! �1 as

U1 �
1

2

dU0

d�
�
2 +

�

C �
v0

2

�

� + D +
v0

2
J
�

1
; (3.59)
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whereD isgiven by Eq.(3.46)and

J
�

1
=

Z
� 1

0

d�[h(�0(�))� 1]; (3.60)

wherewehaveused thath satis�esh(�1)= �1 and thefar�eld condition Eq.(3.26).Since

h(�0)isan odd function of�,wehave

J
+

1
= J

�

1
� J1: (3.61)

2. Second Order

Sim ilarly,thesecond orderinnersolution forthedi�usive�eld Eq.(3.40)can beexpanded

asym ptotically for� ! �1 as

U2 � F + E � � (v0 + �0)

Z
�

0

d�
0
dU1

d�
+

Z
�

0

d�
0

Z
�0

0

d�
00
dU1

d�

�
1

2
@
2

sU0�
2
�

Z �

0

d�
0

Z �0

0

d�
00
h
0(�0)

d�1

d�

+
v0

2
J
�

2
+
v1

2
J1 �

v1

2
� +

1

"2

Z �

0

d�
0
Q �(�;s;t);

(3.62)

where

J
�

2
=

Z �

0

d�
0
h
0(�0)�1; (3.63)

and we have used the far�eld conditionsEqs.(3.26)and (3.27). Inserting the expressions

Eqs.(3.43),(3.59)and (3.62)into the righthand side ofEq.(3.53),we can determ ine the

param etersR;S and T in thefar�eld expansion ofthem atchingfunction X (cf.Eq.(3.54))

and perform them atching with theouterfunction � (cf.Eq.(3.55)).

Im posing thethird m atching condition Eq.(3.58)at�rstorderin ",wedeterm inethat

dU0

d�
= 0; (3.64)

which,using therelation Eq.(3.36),bringsto

d�1

d�
= 0; (3.65)

and thereforetheintegralconstantsI4 and I5 de�ned in Eqs.(3.48),(3.49)vanish

I4 = I5 = 0: (3.66)
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From the two �rstordersofEq.(3.56),we getan expression fortheouterdi�usive �eld at

theinterfacevalid up to �rstorder

u(0� )= �
I1

�I2
(�v+ �)+

"v0

2
(
I3

I2
+ J1)�

z(s;t)

�I2
+ O ("2); (3.67)

where z(s;t)= Z(s;�)"� 1=2 isa stochastic term whose statisticalpropertiescan be deter-

m ined from Eq.(3.51)and aregiven by

hz(s;t)z(s0;t0)i= 2I1�
2

��(s� s
0)�(t� t

0): (3.68)

Notethattheprojected interfacialnoiseterm hasneitherin Eq.(3.67)norin Eq.(3.68)any

explicitdependence in ",which isa directconsequence ofthe "3=2 factorintroduced in the

noise term ofEq.(2.1). Indeed,thisis the reason why such factorwas introduced in the

form ulation ofthem odel.

Thecalculation iscom pleted by im posingthem atchingcondition Eq.(3.57)up tosecond

order,which can bewritten as

v0 + "v1 = @r�j
�

+
+ O ("2): (3.69)

Inserting Eq.(3.52)into Eq.(3.69),we geta heat/m assconservation equation valid up to

�rstorderin ",

v = v0 + "v1 = [@ru]
�

+
� [qr]

�

+
+ O ("2); (3.70)

whereqr accountsfora norm alstochasticcurrentacrosstheinterface.Thisterm ,although

beingoforder"2,hasnotbeenneglected inEq.(3.70)inordertonotbreakm assconservation

in thestochasticdi�usion equation Eq.(3.16),which isvalid up to second order.

Thislastequation com pletesthe sharp-interface projection ofthe stochastic phase-�eld

m odelofEqs.(2.1)-(2.5).Thisprojection constitutesthe m ain resultofthispaper,and is

given by the di�usion equation Eq.(3.16),with the noise ofEq.(2.5),supplem ented with

two m oving boundary conditions at the interface: the conservation condition Eq.(3.70),

and the Gibbs-Thom son Eq.(3.67),where a new projected interfacialnoise appears with

correlation given byEq.(3.68).Notethattheprojected boundaryconditionsattheinterface

Eqs.(3.70),(3.67)areobtained attheorderim m ediately lowerthan theorderatwhich the

asym ptoticexpansion isperform ed.

W hilethegenerallinesofthecalculation follow thestandard sharp-interfaceasym ptotics,

wehaveincluded the
uctuation term sduring alltheprocedure,which havebeen projected
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in the weak noise lim it. This calculation is thus sim ilar to the frontdynam ics projection

perform ed in Ref.[24].Indeed,theprojected interfacialnoiseappearing in Eq.(3.67)isthe

analogouscounterpartofthenoiseterm oftheprojected eikonalfrontequation ofRef.[24].

IV . IN T ER N A L FLU C T U AT IO N S IN A G EN ER IC P H A SE FIELD M O D EL

Thus far,the noises considered in this work are intended to account forboth external

and internalsourcesof
uctuations.Nevertheless,itisworth pointing outthattheresulting

stochastic sharp-interface equationsaresim ilarto thosepostulated in theLangevin form u-

lation ofsolidi�cation due to Karm a [13,14](see also Ref.[25]),which wasconstructed to

follow equilibrium statistics.Thiso�ersthepossibility ofusing theresultsaboveto provide

generic (notnecessarily variational)phase-�eld m odelswith the correctequilibrium 
uctu-

ations.To illustratethis,letusconsidertheLangevin sharp-interfaceequations[13,14]

@tuSI = r
2
uSI � r � q

SI(r;t); (4.1)

vSI = [@ruSI]
�

+
� [qSIr ]�

+
; (4.2)

uSI(0) = �d0� � �v+ �(r;t); (4.3)

whereqSI and � are
uctuating term swith correlationsgiven by

hq
SI
i (r;t)qSIj (r0;t0)i =

2K B T
2

M c

L2ld
�ij�(r� r

0)�(t� t
0); (4.4)

h�(s;t)�(s0;t0)i =
2K B T

2

M c�

L2ld
�(s� s

0)�(t� t
0): (4.5)

TheGibbs-Thom pson equation Eq.(4.3)can becom pared with Eq.(3.67)and thedi�usion

equation Eq.(4.1)with Eq.(3.16).Thiscom parison enablesthedeterm ination ofthephase-

�eld param eters in term s ofphysicaland substance param eters,which are given by the

equations

� =
I1

I2d0
; (4.6)

� =
�

d0
; (4.7)

�
2

u =
K B T

2

M c

L2ld
; (4.8)

�
2

� =
I1K B T

2

M c�

d2
0
L2ld

: (4.9)
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In thelastrelations,thetwo �rstequationsEqs.(4.6),(4.7)aretheusualexpressionsdeter-

m ined by the standard asym ptotic procedure,whereas Eq.(4.8)re
ects the identi�cation

between theconserved stochasticcurrentsofboth phase�eld m odeland sharp interfacepro-

jection.In thissense,am ajorresultofourapproach hasbeen thederivation ofan expression

forthenoisestrength ofthephase-�eld,thatisEq.(4.9),from theabovecalculations.

W ith thiselection ofthe m odelparam eters,the phase-�eld sim ulationswillpresentthe

correct equilibrium statistics in the lim it ofsm allinterface thickness " ! 0. Therefore,

thenon-variationalphase-�eld form ulation ofEqs.(2.1),(2.2)can beused to quantitatively

accountfortherm odynam ical
uctuationsin solidi�cation processes.

V . T EST O F T H E A P P R O A C H

Inordertotestthevalidityofourapproach,wehaveperform ed 2D phase-�eld sim ulations

to obtain thepowerspectrum ofthe interfacial
uctuationsofa solid-liquid stationary 
at

interface. Introducing the Fourier transform of the interface position �(r;t) as �k(t) =
R

dk �(r;t) e� ikr,the power spectrum ofa stationary planar front in scaled variables is

given by

S(k)= h�k�� ki=

Z
dk0

2�
h�k�k0i=

K B TM




1

k2
; (5.1)

where
 = ldL2d0=TM cisthescaled interfacialsurfaceenergy.In thesim ulations,spaceand

tim es have been scaled using length and tim e scales ofl= 10� 8 m and � = 9� 10� 10 s,

respectively. The functionsh;g have been chosen to be h(�)= � and g0(�)= (1� �2)2 so

that the m odeldoes not have a variationalstructure. The substance param eters used in

thesim ulationscorrespond to thevaluesofthe pureSCN in the3D case,and aregiven by

d0 = 0:2817,� = 3:0331 [26,27]and �2u = 0:001432.Forthischoice,and using Eqs.(4.6)-

(4.9),thephase-�eld param eterstakethevalues� = 3:13,� = 10:76and �2� = 0:05158.The

interfacethicknesshasbeen taken to be"= 0:3.

The sim ulations have been im plem ented with a �nite di�erences schem e on a 50� 512

lattice with �x = �y = 0:2 and �t = 0:005. W e have used the initial conditions

�(x;y;0) = � tanh(x="
p
2),u(x;y;0) = 0. Non-
ux and periodic boundary conditions

havebeen im posed in thex and y directionsrespectively.

Thenum ericalim plem entation ofthestochasticterm shasbeen carried outby generating
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FIG .1: Com parison between the theoreticalpower spectrum ofthe stationary interface and the

resultsfrom the phase-�eld sim ulations.

Gaussian-distributed random num bersateach ofthelatticesites.Thecorrelationsofthese

num berscan bedeterm ined by discretizingthetim eand spatialdeltafunctionsin Eqs.(2.4),

(2.5)by substituting �(x � x0)! �ii0=�x and �(t� t0)! �nn0=�t. The divergence ofthe

stochastic current in Eq.(2.2)hasbeen discretized by using a forward di�erences schem e

r � q(r;t)ji;j = (qx(i+ 1;j)� qx(i;j))=�x + (q y(i;j+ 1)� qy(i;j))=�y.

Thepowerspectrum statisticshasbeen obtained asatim eaverageam ongthelast3� 106

tim estepsin a long-term sim ulation of3:5� 106 steps,and isrepresented by a dashed line

in Fig.1. The solid line in Fig.1 depicts the theoreticalprediction given by Eq.(5.1)

and,asitcan be seen,an excellent agreem entisfound between theoreticaland num erical

results.Theverticaldashed linein the�gurerepresentsthewavelength associated with the

e�ectivethicknessoftheinterface,and determ inestheexpected breakdown ofthephase-�eld

description.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

To sum m arize,we haveobtained an asym ptoticprojection ofthe
uctuating phase-�eld

equations(2.1),(2.2)toasharp interfacedescription.Thishasbeen worked outby m eansof

ahybrid asym ptoticprocedure,com biningsharp interfaceand sm allnoiselim its.Asaresult,

the projected equations adopt the form ofa m oving boundary problem with a conserved

stochastic force q in the equations for the di�usion �eld Eqs.(3.16) and (3.70),and an
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interfacialnoise z(s;t) in the Gibbs-Thom pson condition Eq.(3.67). Other authors have

previously introduced 
uctuationsin phase-�eld m odels [20,21,22],buttheirapproaches

applied only for the case ofvariationalform ulations and were restricted to noises from a

therm odynam icalorigin.

In thiscontext,ithasbeen claim ed [20]thatthepresence ofa non-conserved noisesuch

as� in the equation forthe phase �eld isnotrelevantforthe dynam icsofthe phase �eld

m odel,and thus could be om itted in sim ulations. In order to check the im portance of

the non-conserved phase �eld noise,we have carried out a num ericaltest with the sam e

param eters reported in section V but taking �� = 0. In this case,the power spectrum

is plotted as a dotted line in Fig.1. The clear disagreem ent with both the theoretical

prediction and thesim ulationsofthecom pletem odelindicatesthatthephase�eld noiseis

indeed necessaryinordertoobtainquantitativeresults.Thiscanbeexplained bynotingthat

Eq. (3.67)establishesa directrelation between the non-conserved phase-�eld noise � and

the interfacial
uctuationsappearing in the Gibbs-Thom pson equation,usually associated

to kinetic attachm ent e�ects [13]. Thus,the sm allsigni�cance ofthe � noise reported in

Ref.[20]isprobably due to the factthatthe stationary powerspectrum wascalculated in

thelim itofvanishing kinetics� = 0.Therefore,weconcludethat,in thepresenceofkinetic

e�ects,the phase �eld noise is relevant for a quantitative description ofthe solidi�cation

process.

Itisinteresting to discussthescaling ofthenoiseterm sasproposed on theonehand in

Eqs.(3.1),(3.2)and on theotherhand in the"3=2 factorexplicitly appearingin theequation

forthephase�eld,Eq.(2.1).Asithasalreadybeen com m ented,theassum ption oftheorder

relationsEqs.(3.1),(3.2)hasperm itted to m anagea doubleexpansion (sharp interfaceand

sm allnoise)by form ally using a singlesm allparam eter.Thespeci�cpowersof"appearing

in these relationshave been chosen form aintaining 
uctuationsassm allperturbationsfor

thedynam icsofboth innerand outerequations.On thecontrary,them ultiplicative factor

ofthenoiseterm oftheequation forthephase�eld,Eq.(2.1),hasa di�erentm otivation.It

iswellknown thatthereareproblem sin theform ulation ofstochastic�eld equationswhen

the noise term s are delta-correlated in space. Isuch cases,som e kind ofregularization is

required.In Ref.[24],forinstance,thisregularization wasprovided by thecorrelation length

ofthe noise,in such a way thatthe resultsdid depend on thatparam eter. In the present

case,the regularization is provided by the interface width ". The projection ofthe bulk
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noiseinto theinterfacegivesa 
uctuation term thatin principleshould divergeas� goesto

zero.The�3=2 factorofthenoiseterm in Eq.(2.1)exactly cancelsoutthisdivergence,and

hasbeen introduced in theform ulation ofthem odelprecisely to m ake resultsindependent

of�,speci�cally regarding thenew interfacialnoiseterm z in Eqs.(3.67),(3.68).

In conclusion,we have proposed an asym ptotic procedure to obtain the sharp-interface

projection ofa generic(notnecessarily variational)phase-�eld m odelwith 
uctuations.W e

have tested the validity ofourapproach by com paring thephase-�eld resultswith thethe-

oreticalprediction forthe interfacial
uctuations in a sim ple solidi�cation problem . This

procedure can be usefulboth in situationswhere the 
uctuation-dissipation theorem does

nothold,such asin presence ofexternal
uctuations,and when the phase-�eld m odelhas

a non-variationalnature.An im portantexam ple ofthislattercase correspondsto e�cient

phase-�eld m odelsforthe solidi�cation ofalloys[4,12],which with ourm ethod can incor-

porate internal
uctuations. The availability ofthese m odels forquantitative sim ulations

in the
uctuating caseappearsasa prom ising step towardsthestudy ofcom plex situations

such asthe apparition ofdendritic sidebranching orthe wavelength selection during initial

redistribution transientsin thedirectionalsolidi�cation ofalloys[28,29].
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