arXiv:2107.04366v1 [math.NA] 9 Jul 2021

Sharp-interface problem of the Ohta-Kawasaki model for symmetric diblock copolymers

Amlan K. Barua^{a,∗}, Ray Chew^b, Shuwang Li^c, John Lowengrub^d, Andreas Münch^e, Barbara Wagner^f

aDepartment of Mathematics, IIT Dharwad, Karnataka, 580011, India bFB Mathematik & Informatik, Freie Universität Berlin, Arnimallee 6, 14195 Berlin, Germany cDepartment of Applied Mathematics, Illinois Institute of Technology, Chicago, IL 60616, USA dDepartment of Mathematics, University of California Irvine, Irvine, California 92697, USA eMathematical Institute, University of Oxford, Andrew Wiles Building, Woodstock Road, Oxford OX2 6GG, United Kingdom fWeierstrass Institute, Mohrenstrasse 39, 10117 Berlin, Germany

Abstract

The Ohta-Kawasaki model for diblock-copolymers is well known to the scientific community of diffuse-interface methods. To accurately capture the long-time evolution of the moving interfaces, we present a derivation of the corresponding sharp-interface limit using matched asymptotic expansions, and show that the limiting process leads to a Hele-Shaw type moving interface problem. The numerical treatment of the sharp-interface limit is more complicated due to the stiffness of the equations. To address this problem, we present a boundary integral formulation corresponding to a sharp interface limit of the Ohta-Kawasaki model. Starting with the governing equations defined on separate phase domains, we develop boundary integral equations valid for multi-connected domains in a 2D plane. For numerical simplicity we assume our problem is driven by a uniform Dirichlet condition on a circular far-field boundary. The integral formulation of the problem involves both double- and single-layer potentials due to the modified boundary condition. In particular, our formulation allows one to compute the nonlinear dynamics of a non-equilibrium system and pattern formation of an equilibrating system. Numerical tests on an evolving slightly perturbed circular interface (separating the two phases) are in excellent agreement with the linear analysis, demonstrating that the method is stable, efficient and spectrally accurate in space.

Keywords: Hele-Shaw flow, Ohta-Kawasaki model, matched asymptotic expansions, boundary integral methods, diblock copolymer 2000 MSC: 65M99

∗Corresponding author Email address: abarua@iitdh.ac.in (Amlan K. Barua)

1. Introduction

The Ohta-Kawasaki (OK) model [1] was originally derived by Takao Ohta and Kyozi Kawasaki to investigate mesoscopic phase separation in block copolymers. The phase separation in copolymeric substances results in the formation of two distinct regions, each rich in a particular ingredient. Domains of various shape may emerge in the system under various ratios of molecular weight of the two species. It is necessary to investigate such systems as the resulting properties are different from those observed in multiphase systems of single monomer types. The model has garnered strong interest since its emergence and has been connected to areas beyond which it was originally proposed. Examples of applications include problems in condensed matter physics and biological systems [2].

In the original work of Ohta and Kawasaki [1], an energy functional was proposed to investigate the phenomenon of phase separation where both attractive (short-range) and repulsive (long-range) forces play their part in determining the configurations. The evolution equation corresponding to the functional and its steady version was first mentioned in [3], where a connection was made between Hele-Shaw (HS) flow equations and the time-dependent OK problem. In this paper, we present a formal derivation of the corresponding sharp-interface limit using matched asymptotic expansions, and show that the limiting process leads to an HS-type moving interface problem. This allows us to recast the long-time evolution of the OK problem as a modified HS problem and focus our attention to the latter to obtain insight into the original pattern formation problem. The analytical solutions are ruled out owing to the complicated geometry and we investigate the problem mainly using numerical approaches.

The boundary integral method is a preferred choice as a numerical method for HS-type problems because it entails dimension reduction, i.e., the problem defined on a domain becomes a problem defined on the domain boundary. However, the equations of dynamics constitutes stiff equations due to the surface tension acting at the fluid-fluid interface, and without the special numerical techniques described in [4], it is practically impossible to perform long-time numerical simulations. Several references have used this technique with great success and we refer the interested reader to [5, 6, 7, 8, 9]. We also note that our equations differ from the traditional HS equations [10] in a few subtle ways. In the original HS model, the far-field boundary condition is of Neumann type which very naturally corresponds to injection/removal of the fluid. Our problem, on the other hand, is driven by a Dirichlet type boundary condition in the far-field. This renders the constraint on the integral of velocity to be different in our case. We also note that the far-field boundary is at a finite distance from the origin in our case while in the classical HS problems, the radius of the far-field boundary is infinite.

The main contribution of this paper can be summarized as follows: starting with a rescaled formulation of the OK equation, we present a matched asymptotic analysis in the long-time limit that governs the dynamics of the emerging interfaces and this leads to modified HS equations of the OK model. We then prescribe a transformation that converts the HS equations from the Poisson equation to the Laplace equation and transform the interfacial and far-field boundary conditions accordingly. The equations are then investigated using a linear analysis. We prescribe a boundary integral formulation for the Laplace equation using free-space Green’s function and we investigate the boundary integral equations numerically as the analytical solutions are known in very limited cases. The numerical methods allow us to investigate the steady-state configuration for various patterns hitherto not explored in detail. Throughout our computation, we demonstrate high accuracy which is a trademark of boundary integral computations. Nonlinear computations indicate that the interface morphologies depend strongly on the mass flux into the system before the system reaching equilibrium. Simulations of multiple equilibrating interfaces show complicated interactions between phase domains including interface alignment and coarsening.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give a formulation for the boundary value problem of the OK equation in a rescaled form that is suitable for the asymptotic analysis using matched asymptotic expansions, which is carried out in Section 3. In Section 4, the analytical solutions of the problem are discussed. Numerical methods on the boundary integral equations, the spatial discretization of the integral equations using spectrally accurate quadrature rules, the dynamical equations, and the small-scale decomposition are discussed in Section 5. The interface is updated based on these methods. Finally, we present results of numerical simulations in Section 6 and summarize our findings in Section 7.

2. Formulation of the Ohta-Kawasaki phase-field model

In the framework of density functional theory, the OK problem in its dimensionless form it is [1, 3]

F_{OK}[ϕ] = ∫ Ω 1 2 (∇ϕ)^2 + F (ϕ) − F (ϕ_−) + α 2 ψ(ϕ − ϕ̄) dxdy. (1) In a domain Ω, ϕ(t, x) is the density difference, ϕ_A(x) − ϕ_B (x), at position x = (x, y) and at time t, where the overbar denotes the average of a quantity, e.g. ϕ̄ ≡ 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω ϕ dxdy . (2) ψ is given by the solution of the Poisson problem,

−Δψ = ϕ − ϕ̄ on Ω, (3a) ∂ψ ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0 on ∂Ω, (3b)

ψ̄ = 0, (3c) where the last condition is introduced to enforce the uniqueness of ψ. Here, we use for the double-well free energy F the form F (ϕ) = 1 4 ϕ^4 − 1 2 ϕ^2 (4) which has two minima at ϕ_± = ±1. The chemical potential μ is obtained by the first variation of the functional F_{OK} μ = −Δϕ + (ϕ^3 − ϕ) − αψ, (5a) which yields the flux j = −∇μ. (5b) The system is closed via mass conservation ∂ϕ ∂t = −∇ · j (5c) together with boundary and initial conditions

j · n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂ϕ ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0 on ∂Ω, (5d) ϕ(x, 0) = ϕ_{init}(x). (5e) Derivations of the Ohta-Kawasaki phase-field model using the gradient flow approach can be found in, e.g., [11, 12, 13].

3. The sharp-interface limit

For diblock copolymers, the long-time interface formation during phase separation that sets the small-scale related to the interface width is directly connected to the parameter α, via ε = α^{1/3} [14, 15]. It is thus convenient to rescale the Ohta-Kawasaki model to this regime via x = α^{−1/3}x̃, ψ = α^{−2/3}ψ̃, μ = α^{1/3}μ̃, τ = αt, and F̃_{OK} = εF_{OK}. After dropping the tildes, the rescaled free energy can be written as

F_{OK}[ϕ] = ∫ Ω 1 2 ε(∇ϕ)^2 + ε^{−1} (F (ϕ) − F (ϕ_−)) + 1 2 ψ(ϕ − ϕ̄), (6) and thus the corresponding phase-field model ∂ϕ ∂τ = Δμ, (7a) μ = −εΔϕ + ε^{−1}(ϕ^3 − ϕ) − ψ, (7b) −Δψ = ϕ − ϕ̄, (7c)

∂ϕ ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂ψ ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂μ ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0 on ∂Ω, (7d)

ϕ(x, 0) = ϕ_0(x). (7e)

Due to the small parameter ε multiplying the Laplace operator in the chemical potential, the problem is singularly perturbed as ε → 0. While such problems have been considered before with different methods [16, 17, 3], we investigate this “outer” problem through matched asymptotic expansions, where asymptotic approximations for the outer problem are matched to approximations of a corresponding “inner” problem in the neighborhood of the sharp interface. Our investigation follows a similar method applied by [18] for the Cahn-Hilliard equations. We assume ϕ(τ, x), μ(τ, x), and ψ(τ, x) have the asymptotic expansions, ϕ = ϕ_0 + εϕ_1 + ε^2ϕ_2 + O(ε^3), μ = μ_0 + εμ_1 + ε^2μ_2 + O(ε^3), and ψ = ψ_0 + εψ_1 + ε^2ψ_2 + O(ε^3). Substitution into (7) yields the asymptotic problems for ϕ_i up to order ε^2, O ( ε^0 ) : ∂_τ ϕ_0 = Δμ_0, O ( ε^1 ) : ∂_τ ϕ_1 = Δμ_1, O ( ε^2 ) : ∂_τ ϕ_2 = Δμ_2. (8)

Similarly for μ_i, O ( ε^{−1} ) : 0 = F^′ (ϕ_0) , (9a) O ( ε^0 ) : μ_0 = F^{′′} (ϕ_0) ϕ_1 + ψ_0, (9b) O ( ε^1 ) : μ_1 = F^{′′} (ϕ_0) ϕ_2 + 1 2 F^{′′′} (ϕ_0) ϕ^2_1 − Δϕ_0 + ψ_1, (9c)

and ψ_i, O ( ε^0 ) : −Δψ_0 = ϕ_0 − ϕ̄, O ( ε^1 ) : −Δψ_1 = ϕ_1, O ( ε^2 ) : −Δψ_2 = ϕ_2. (10)

On the fixed boundary ∂Ω, the rescaled boundary conditions are ∂ϕ_i ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂μ_i ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂ψ_i ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, on ∂Ω for i = 0, 1, 2, . . .

To derive the inner problems, it is convenient to introduce a parametrization r(τ, s) = (r_1(τ, s), r_2(τ, s)) of the free interface Γ via the arc length s, and ν(τ, s), the normal inward-pointing vector along the free boundary, so that any point in the thin ε-region around Γ can be expressed by x(τ, s, z) = r(τ, s) + εzν(τ, s), where εz is the distance along the inward normal direction ν(τ, s) from the sharp interface Γ, given by

ν(τ, s) = (−∂_sr_2, ∂_sr_1) , t(τ, s) = (∂_sr_1, ∂_sr_2) .

The relation between the derivatives of a quantity ṽ(τ, s, z) defined in inner coordinates and the derivatives in outer coordinates v(τ, x) can be expressed as a product of matrices, see Appendix A and [19].

Similar to the outer problem, we assume that the inner asymptotic expansions for ϕ̃(τ, s, z), μ̃(τ, s, z), and ψ̃(τ, s, z) are given by ϕ̃ = ũ_0 + εũ_1 + ε^2ũ_2 + O(ε^3), μ̃ = μ̃_0 + εμ̃_1 + ε^2μ̃_2 + O(ε^3), and ψ̃ = ψ̃_0 + εψ̃_1 + ε^2ψ̃_2 + O(ε^3). After application of the coordinate transformations to the governing equations, we obtain asymptotic subproblems for ϕ̃, μ̃ and ψ̃ for the inner region. These problems are solved and matched to the outer solutions. The details of the arguments, the matching conditions for the asymptotic analysis, are carried out in Appendix A, resulting in the sharp-interface problem

ϕ_0 = ±1, (11a) −Δψ_0 = ϕ_0 − ϕ̄ in Ω, (11b) Δμ_0 = 0 in Ω^±, (11c) μ_0 = σκ − ψ_0 on Γ, (11d) V = 1 2 [ ∂μ_0 ∂n ] on Γ, (11e) ∂μ_0 ∂n_∞ = 0, ∂ψ_0 ∂n_∞ = 0 on ∂Ω, (11f)

where σ is the surface tension and Ω = Ω^+ ∪ Γ ∪ Ω^− a domain, with Ω^+ and the Ω^− the regions where ϕ_0 = +1 and ϕ_− = −1, respectively, and Γ is the interface between them. The normal to the latter pointing from Ω^+ to Ω^− is called n. We will, more specifically, denote by Ω^+ the exterior and Ω^− the interior domain. The boundary of Ω is denoted by ∂Ω and the jump of μ across the interface Γ is given by [ ∂μ_0 ∂n ] = ∂μ^+_0 ∂n − ∂μ^−_0 ∂n . Finally, the value of σ can be expressed as σ = 1 ϕ_+ − ϕ_− ∫_{ϕ+} ϕ_− √ 2(F (ϕ) − F (ϕ_−)) dϕ . (12)

For the derivation of the boundary integral formulation, it is convenient to reformulate the sharp-interface problem in terms of the variable

u := ψ_0 + μ_0. (13)

We consider a bounded domain Ω = Ω^+ ∪ Γ ∪ Ω^− ⊂ R^2 where Ω^+, the outer domain, and Ω^−, the inner domain, are open sets of R^2 and Γ is the moving interface separating the exterior domain Ω^+ and the interior domain Ω^−. The interior domain Ω^− is a disjoint union of finitely many open, connected components Ω^−_1 , Ω^−_2 , · · · , Ω^−_M and thus Γ = ∪^M_{k=1}∂Ω^−_k . The outer boundary of Ω is denoted by Γ_∞. A schematic diagram of the problem is given in Fig. (1). The sharp-interface model is the following problem:

−Δu = 1 − 2χ_Ω− in Ω\Γ, (14a) u = σκ on Γ, (14b) ∂u ∂n_∞ = 0 on Γ_∞, (14c) V = 1 2 [ ∂u ∂n ] on Γ, (14d)

where u is an unknown function, χ_A is the characteristic function of the set A, κ is the curvature of boundary Γ, σ is the surface tension parameter, the operator ∂ ∂n is the normal derivative where n denotes the normal directed from Ω^− to Ω^+. While the function u is continuous, the derivative of u suffers a jump across the interface Γ and is given by [ ∂u ∂n ] = ∂u^+ ∂n − ∂u^− ∂n , where u^+ and u^− are the solutions of the OK problem in the exterior and interior domains respectively. The interface Γ moves due to the velocity V .

To eliminate the source term in the field equation and recast the problem in terms of the Laplace equation, we introduce a new function w defined as

w = u +

(1 − 2χ_Ω− ) 4 |x|^2 , (15)

where |x|^2 = x^2 + y^2. Then the functions u^+ and u^− are replaced by w^+ = u^+ +^1_4 |x|^2 and w^− = u^− −^1_4 |x|^2 in Ω^+ and Ω^− respectively. The boundary condition Eq. (14b) on Γ splits into conditions on w^− and w^+ as follows: w^− = σκ − |x|^2 4 , (16)

w^+ = σκ + |x|^2 4 . (17)

We also transform the far-field boundary condition Eq. (14c) to ∂w^+ ∂n_∞ = 1 2 x_∞ · n_∞, (18)

where x_∞ is a point on the outer boundary Γ_∞ and n_∞ is the outward normal at x_∞. The normal velocity of the interface Γ separating the interior and the exterior domain becomes V = 1 2 [ ∂w ∂n ] − 1 2 x · n, (19)

where, as in Eq. (14d), [ ∂w ∂n ] = ∂w^+ ∂n − ∂w^− ∂n .

4. Analytical solution of original equations

It is not possible to find analytical solutions of the OK equations for arbitrary geometry and multiply connected regions. However, for simplified cases, like

Ω^−_1 Ω^−_2

Ω^−_3 Ω^+

Γ_1 Γ_3 Γ_2

Γ_∞

Figure 1: A schematic diagram of Ohta-Kawasaki problem. The interior domain Ω^− is the disjoint union of three connected and bounded regions Ω^−_1 , Ω^−_2 and Ω^−_3 . The boundary of Ω^− consists of Γ = ∂Ω^−_1 ∪ ∂Ω^−_2 ∪ ∂Ω^−_3 . The outer region Ω^+ is bounded and surrounds Ω^−.

when Ω^− ∪ Γ ∪ Ω^+ is a circular domain centered at origin and Ω^− a circular domain of smaller radius and centered at zero, it is possible to find an analytical solution. In such a case [20], the solution inside Ω^− is obtained as

u^− = 1 4 ( x^2 + y^2 − R^2 ) + σ R . (20)

Similarly, in the exterior domain, the solution of the boundary value problem of the Poisson equation in (r, θ) coordinates is given by

u^+(r) = − r^2 4 + ( R^2_∞ 2 ) log r + σ R + R^2 4 − R^2_∞ 2 log R. (21)

In steady state, the interface between the two domains does not move (V = 0) and Eq. (14d) requires the normal derivative of u to be continuous. From Eq. (20) and (21), we get ∂u ∂n | | | R^− = R 2 , (22a) ∂u ∂n | | | R^+ = − R 2 + R^2_∞ 2R . (22b)

Equating the two gives an additional relation between the radii of the interior and the total domain, R_∞ = √ 2 R, (23) which simply states that the area of the interior and exterior domains are equal, as expected for a symmetric diblock copolymer configuration in steady state.

The solution of the OK equations can be extended further via linear analysis on a domain Ω^− with the shape of a slightly perturbed circle of the form r (t, R, θ) = R (t) + δ (t) cos kθ, 0 ≤ θ < 2π, (24) where R is the radius of the circle and δ cos kθ is a small perturbation with δ (0) R (0)

∼ O (ϵ) , ϵ ≪ 1. Thus, by continuity of the problem, we expect δ (t) R (t) ∼ O (ϵ), at least for t ≤ T , where T > 0 is possibly a short period of time. In this case, it is easier to work with the transformed equations and we presume that the solution in polar coordinates is given by

w^± (r, θ) = w^±_0 (r) + δw^±_1 (r, θ) + O ( δ^2 ) , (25)

where w^±_0 is the zeroth order solution and w^±_1 is the first order solution. A straightforward computation yields the zeroth order solution as

w^−_0 = σ R − R^2 4 , (26a)

w^+_0 =

R^2_∞ 2 log r + σ R + R^2 4 − R^2_∞ 2 log R. (26b)

Next we compute the first order corrections and in this case, w^− is of the form A^−r^k cos kθ where A^− = σ ( k^2 − 1 ) R^{k+2} − 1 2R^{k−1} . (27)

The function w^+ is of the form [ A^+r^k +

B^+ r^k ] cos kθ where

A^+ = R^k R^{2k} + R^{2k}_∞ [ σ ( k^2 − 1 ) R^2 + R 2 − R^2_∞ 2R ] , (28)

B^+ = R^kR^{2k}_∞ R^{2k} + R^{2k}_∞ [ σ ( k^2 − 1 ) R^2 + R 2 − R^2_∞ 2R ] . (29)

Once the functions w^− and w^+ are available up to first order, we may proceed to calculate the velocity of the interface as

V ≈ ṙ = Ṙ + δ̇ cos kθ (30)

where the “dot” on the respective variables indicate derivative with respect to time. The expression on the right of Eq. (30) captures the interface velocity up to first order. We equate the right hand side of Eq. (30) to the right hand side of Eq. (19) and obtain

Ṙ = R^2_∞/4R − R/2, (31) δ̇ = [−R^2_∞/R^2 + k(t_2 − t_3)/2 − kt_1/2 − 1/2] δ. (32)

where

t_1 = σ(k^2 − 1)/R^3 − 1/2, (33) t_2 = p_1R^{2k−1}/(R^{2k} + R^{2k}_∞ ), (34) t_3 = p_1R^{2k}_∞ /(R(R^{2k} + R^{2k}_∞ )), (35) p_1 = σ(k^2 − 1)/R^2 + R/2 − R^2_∞/ (2R) . (36)

These solutions are used later on to validate our numerical methods.

5. Numerical methods

In this section, we describe the numerical methods including the derivation of the boundary integral equation, its solution, and methods to update the interface. The switch from differential equation to boundary integrals results in a dimension reduction as the original PDE problem should be solved over a domain while the integral equations only have to be solved on the boundary.

Mathematical preliminaries

We observe that the interface Γ, on which we have to solve the integral equation, is a union of disjoint, smooth, and closed curves ∂Ω^−_k , k = 1, · · · , M where ∂Ω^−_k is the boundary of the region Ω^−_k . We assume that each interface ∂Ω^−_k is represented by

∂Ω^−_k = {x (α, t) = (x (α, t) , y (α, t)) : 0 ≤ α < 2π} , (37)

where the function x is analytic and 2π-periodic in the parameter α. The local tangent and the normal vectors to the interface are

s = (x_α, y_α) /s_α and n = (y_α, −x_α) /s_α (38)

respectively, where x_α and y_α are the derivatives w.r.t. to α and s_α = √ x^2_α + y^2_α is the local variation of arc length. If we introduce the angle θ tangent to the interface, then we may write n = (sin θ, − cos θ) and the curvature κ = θ_α/s_α = θ_s. Boundary integral formulation

The introduction of the function w in Eq. (15) allows us to transform the Poisson equation in the original problem to the Laplace equation. We further wish to recast the latter using boundary integral formulation. Consider the free space Green’s function G(x, x^′) =^1_{2π} ln |x − x^′|. We then write the solution w^− to the interior problem as a combination of single layer and double layer potential, i.e.,

w^− (x) = ∫ Γ { ∂w^− (x^′) ∂n (x^′)

G (x, x^′) − w^− (x^′) ∂G ∂n (x^′) } ds^′, (39) for x ∈ Ω^−. As x → x^′ ∈ Γ, we have 1 2 ( σκ − |x|^2 4 ) = ∫ Γ { ∂w^−(x^′) ∂n(x^′)

G(x, x^′) − w^− (x^′) ∂G ∂n (x^′) } ds^′. (40)

Similarly for the exterior problem,

w^+(x) = w̃_∞ − ∫ Γ { ∂w^+(x^′) ∂n(x^′)

G(x, x^′) − w^+(x^′) ∂G ∂n(x^′) } ds^′, (41)

for x ∈ Ω^+, where w̃_∞ is an unknown to be solved. As x → x^′ ∈ Γ, we have 1 2 ( σκ + |x|^2 4 ) = w̃_∞ − ∫ Γ { ∂w^+ (x^′) ∂n (x^′)

G(x, x^′) − w^+(x^′) ∂G ∂n(x^′) } ds^′. (42)

Adding equations (40) and (42) together, we have σκ = w̃_∞ − ∫ Γ 2V G(x, x^′)ds^′ − ∫ Γ (x^′ · n^′)G(x, x^′)ds^′ + ∫ Γ |x^′|^2 2 ∂G ∂n(x^′) ds^′. (43)

Eq. (43) is the boundary integral equation that we solve numerically. An additional equation is needed to complete the problem. To this end, we integrate Δw^− = 0 in Ω^− and Δw^+ = 0 in Ω^+, and we then use the divergence theorem to get ∫ Γ ∂w^− ∂n ds = 0 and ∫ Γ ∂w^+ ∂n ds + ∫ ∂Ω ∂w^+ ∂n_∞ ds = 0. Subtracting these two

equations and using equation (19), we get J = ∫ Γ V ds = 1 2 A_{total} − A^−, (44) where A_{total} is the total area enclosed by Γ_∞ and A^− is the area enclosed by Γ. We solve for w̃_∞ and the normal velocity V using equations (43) and (44). The physical meaning of w̃_∞ in the integral equation is evident: It is the value of w at Γ_∞ corresponding to the flux given in the right hand side of Eq. (44). Our formulation thus allows us to investigate the (unknown) Dirichlet condition at the far-field corresponding to a (known) Neumann condition.

Solving the integral equations The boundary integral equation (43) in equal arc length parameter is given by w̃_∞ − ∫ Γ 2V (x (α^′)) G(x (α) , x (α^′)) s_α (α^′) dα^′ = σκ + ∫ Γ (x (α^′) · n (α^′)) G(x (α) , x (α^′)) s_α (α^′) dα^′ − ∫ Γ |x (α^′)) |^2 2 ∂G(x (α) , x (α^′)) ∂n(x (α^′)) s_α (α^′) dα^′. (45)

This along with Eq. (44) should be solved to find the velocity V of the interface as well as w_∞. We use the Nyström method to discretize the integral equations using highly accurate quadrature rules on the various integrals in Eq. (45). We discretize each of the curves using N marker points using equal arc length parametrization α_j = jh where h = 2π/N. We choose N = 2^n for some positive integer n. Next, we investigate the smoothness of the various integrals in Eq. (45).

Double-layer potential

The kernel^{∂G}_{∂n(x′)} of the integral ∫ Γ ∂G ∂n(x^′) |x|^2 2 ds^′ does not a have a singularity as ∂ log |x (α) − x (α^′)|

∂n(x (α^′))

=^1_2 κ (α) + O (α − α^′) with α^′ → α. Thus, an applica-

tion of trapezoidal or alternating point quadrature is enough to ensure spectral accuracy [21]. One may also apply the hybrid Gauss-trapezoid quadrature rules derived using the Euler-Maclaurin formula, as suggested in [22].

Single-layer potential

The second integrals, both in the left and right hand side of Eq. (45), possess a logarithmic singularity and cannot be handled by trapezoidal rule as it is only second-order accurate. However, the integration can be performed by first splitting the log kernel as

log |x (α, t) − x (α^′, t)| = log 2 | | |sin ( α − α^′ 2 )| | | + log |x (α, t) − x (α^′, t)| 2 | sin (_{α−α′} 2 )| , (46) and then by applying the additive rule of integration. The kernel of the integration ∫_{2π} 0 f (α, α^′) log 2 | |sin (_{α−α′} 2 )| | dα^′ is still singular at α = α^′, but the use of a Hilbert transform [4] or quadrature referred in [23] results in spectral accuracy. In this work we use the method suggested in [4]. The kernel of second

integration ∫_{2π} 0 f (α, α^′) log |x (α, t) − x (α^′, t)| 2 | sin (_{α−α′} 2 )| dα^′ has a removable singularity

at α = α^′ and can be evaluated via alternating point quadrature rule.

The overall discretization of the integral equation gives rise to a dense system of linear equations comprising of MN + 1 equations, where M is the number of connected components of Ω^− and N is the number of marker points on the boundary of each component. We have an additional unknown in the form of w_∞. We solve this system using an iterative GMRES [24] technique. The GMRES requires only the (dense) matrix-vector multiplication routine and this is the most time consuming part of the iterative solver. Since our matrix is dense, the routine is completed by O ( M^2N^2 ) operations. The cost of matrix-vector multiplication operation can be reduced by the application of a parallel matrixvector multiplication. It can also be reduced to O (MN log (MN)) by the use of fast summation algorithms [25, 26, 27]. We do not use any preconditioner in the solver.

Evolution of domain interfaces

The discretization of the integral equation gives rise to a stiff system of ODEs as the motion of the interface is curvature driven [4]. The time explicit methods result in a stability constraint Δt ∼ O ( Δs^3 ) where Δs is the spatial resolution.

Moreover, the Lagrangian marker points can come close to each other during the course of evolution. To circumvent these problems, we implement the small scale decomposition technique due to Hou et. al. [4]. This special temporal scheme reduces the stiffness requirement to Δt ∼ O (Δs). The scheme also prevents two points from coming too close to each other by distributing the markers on the interface using equal arc length frame and then maintaining the same at all time by the addition of a tangential velocity T at every step of calculation.

Dynamics of the interface

Once the velocity V is obtained for each marker point, we do not update Eq. (19) directly. Instead, the dynamics of the problem is recast in terms of the lengths L of the interfaces and the angle θ that the tangent to the marker point makes with the positive x-axis. First, we add a tangent velocity T (α, t) to the interface where T (α, t) is given by T (α, t) = T (0, t) + ∫_α 0 s^′_ακ^′V dα^′ − α 2π κ^′V dα^′. (47) After adding the tangential velocity, the motion of the interface is given by d dt x (α, t) = V (α, t) n + T (α, t) s. (48)

The addition of the tangential velocity does not change the shape of the interface; however, it is crucial for maintaining the equal arc length distribution of the marker points throughout the computation and prevents the clustering problem. Once the equal arc length distribution is taken care of, we pose the dynamics of the problem with the following two equations,

L^i_t = ∫_{2π} 0 θ^i_αV^i (α, t) dα, (49) θ^i_t = 2π L^i ( −V^i_α + T^iθ^i_α ) , i = 1, . . . , M. (50) The subscripts α and t denote derivatives with respect to these variables. We use an additional superscript i to indicate the interface for which the equations are written. We obtain one equation for L for each of the M domains, while we get one equation for θ for every marker point on the boundaries of the domains. Thus, we must solve M + MN ordinary differential equations in total. It should be noted that the interface can be fully recovered from L and θ by integrating the relation x^i_α =

L^i (t) 2π ( cos θ^i (α, t) , sin θ^i (α, t) ) . (51)

Small-scale decomposition and updating the interface

The stiffness of the original problem propagates to Eq. (50), while Eq. (49) is non-stiff. The latter can be integrated explicitly, but the solution technique for the θ-equation is far from trivial. This equation is solved using small-scale decomposition (SSD), an idea which has been successfully used in a number of problems in the domain of, e.g., HS flow, micro-structure evolution [28, 29], vesicle wrinkling [30], and dynamics of an epitaxial island [31]. In problems driven by Laplace-Young boundary conditions, the critical factor in the numerical computation is the curvature of the interface. It introduces higher derivatives in the dynamical equations and results in severe stability constraints. For example, the analysis of the equations of motion reveals [4] that, at small spatial scales, V (α, t) ∼^σ_{s2α} H [θ_{αα}] where H [θ_{αα}] denotes the periodic Hilbert transform of θ_{αα} and therefore Eq. (50) becomes

θ_t = σ s^3_α H [θ_{ααα}] + N (α, t) , (52) where the term N (α, t) = (V_s + κT ) −^σ_{s3α} H [θ_{ααα}] . In the last equation and the subsequent ones, we suppress i in the superscript to keep our notation simple, but its presence should be understood. SSD reveals that the part^σ_{s3α} H [θ_{ααα}] gives rise to a stiffness condition Δt ≤ C (Δs)^3. The same analysis shows that the term N (α, t) is non-stiff.

We identify that in Fourier space, the dominant term on the right hand side of the Eq. (52) diagonalizes and the equation becomes θ̂_t = − σ |n|^3 s^3_α θ̂ (k, t) + N̂ (k, t) . (53) We time-integrate the θ-equation in Fourier space with a semi-implicit timestepping algorithm [4]. Using an integrating factor, we obtain d dt ( e^− σ|n|3 s3α θ̂_t ) = e^− σ|n|3 s3α N̂ (k, t) . (54) Then, we use a second-order Adams-Bashforth (AB2) method to discretize Eq. (54) as

θ̂^{n+1} (k) = e_k (t_n, t_{n+1}) θ̂^n (k) + Δt 2 ( 3e_k (t_n, t_{n+1}) N̂^n (k) − e_k (t_{n−1}, t_{n+1}) N̂^{n−1} (k) ) , (55)

where the subscript/superscript n denotes numerical solution at t = t_n and we define e_k (t_n, t_{n+1}) = exp ( −σ |k|^3 ∫_{tn+1} t_n dt s^3_α (t) ) . (56)

To evaluate the term e_k (t_n, t_{n+1}), we first integrate the non-stiff Eq. (49) using AB2 which gives L^{n+1} = L^n + Δt 2 ( 3M^n − M^{n−1} ) , (57) with M = −^1_{2π} ∫_{2π} 0 V (α, t) θ_α dα. Also, s_α = L/2π, and we apply the trapezoidal rule to evaluate integrals in e_k (t_n, t_{n+1}) and e_k (t_{n−1}, t_{n+1}) as ∫_{tn+1} t_n dt s^3_α (t) ≈ Δt 2 ( 1 (s^n_α)^3 + 1 ( s^{n+1}α )_3 ) , (58) ∫_{tn+1} t_{n−1} dt s^3_α (t) ≈ Δ ( 1 2 ( s^{n−1}_α )_3 + 1 (s^n_α)^3 + 1 2 ( s^{n+1}_α )_3 ) . (59)

The AB2 method depends on two previous values, and therefore, we initiate the computation at time t = 0 using Euler’s method to obtain the relevant quantities at t = Δt. In the subsequent time-steps, we use the AB2 method as two previous time-step values are always known. The accumulation of noise is a problem [32]; therefore, we employ a cutoff filter to prevent the accumulation of round-off error [33] and a 25th-order Fourier filter to damp the higher, nonphysical modes and suppress the error due to aliasing.

6. Numerical Results

In this section, we discuss the results of our numerical simulations. We first compare the results of nonlinear simulation with linear analysis and then demonstrate the spatio-temporal accuracy of our code. Finally, we compute several interesting cases where the domain Ω^− has different initial configuration. In all our simulations, we set the surface tension parameter to σ = 0.47.

6.1. Comparison of results of linear analysis and nonlinear simulation The evolution of a perturbed circular interface is investigated, with the initial interface at t = 0 given by

R + δ cos 4θ = 2 + 0.01 × cos 4θ, (60)

and we choose R_∞ = 10. The simulation is carried out up to a time t_{end} = 1.0. Evolution of R(t) and δ(t) against time are shown in Fig. 2, using results from the nonlinear simulation and the linear analysis (Eqs. (31) and(32)). The plots indicate excellent match between the two in the beginning thus validating our numerical methods. Once δ becomes large, we observe disagreement between the results of the linear analysis and the nonlinear simulation, especially in the evolution of δ. It is evident from the plots that the linear system over-predicts the growth of the mode. This simulation confirms that the linear solution holds for a short time span and the fully nonlinear simulation is needed to predict the evolution over a longer time.

Fig. 3 shows the evolution of the interface, where the innermost contour corresponds to the shape at t = 0. For all simulations up to this point, we used a GMRES tolerance of ϵ = 10^{−10}. The filters are also set to this tolerance.

Figure 2: Comparison of results from the nonlinear simulation and the linear analysis for R(t) and δ(t) against time. We choose σ = 0.47, R_∞ = 10, N = 1024, and Δt = 2 × 10^{−3} to obtain the match between the two setups and the simulation are stopped when the linear analysis results starts to over-predict the nonlinear results at t_{end} = 1.0.

Figure 3: Time evolution of the interface

6.2. Spatio-Temporal convergence

Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) show the spatio-temporal accuracy of our numerical simulation using initial shape defined in Eq. (60) and with other parameters unchanged. Note that our numerical method is spectrally accurate is space and second-order accurate in time. In Fig. 4(a), we demonstrate the spectral accuracy of our code by plotting the maximum of

− log_{10} |x (t, N) − x (t, N_f = 1024)|

for values N = 64, 128, 256, and 512 at time t_{end} = 1.0. Δt = 5 × 10^{−3} is chosen so that the results are very accurate in time. Observe that even with N = 64, the results match up to 10^{−11}. This indicates very a rapid decay of error with N and confirms the spectral accuracy of our code.

In Fig. 4(b), we plot the maximum of − log_{10} |x (Δt, N) − x ( 5 × 10^{−4}, N ) | for N = 1024 and three values of Δt = 5×10^{−3}, 2.5×10^{−3}, and Δt = 1.25×10^{−3} until the time t_{end} = 1. The distance between the lines is 0.6, indicating secondorder convergence. We deliberately choose large N during temporal convergence study to ensure high accuracy in space such that the space discretization error does not interfere with the error due to time discretization.

6.3. Simulation of different steady state configurations

In this section, we show different steady state configurations starting with various initial conditions. We set the GMRES tolerance to ϵ = 10^{−8}, N = 512, filter tolerance to 10^{−10}, and Δt = 5 × 10^{−4} unless stated otherwise. We found that the relaxed tolerance does not interfere with the accuracy of simulation, but a stricter temporal resolution helps improve convergence. We further found that N = 512 is enough for space resolution throughout the simulation as the morphologies are not complicated. All simulations except the last one are performed using an Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-7200U processor with maximum clock speed @ 2.50GHz and in a laptop with 8 GBs of RAM space. The last simulation with 12 regions was carried out on a desktop machine with Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-10900 processor with maximum clock speed @ 2.80GHz and 64 GB RAM.

In all our simulations, we maintain the following protocol: We start the simulation under transient conditions where the system is driven by the flux given in Eq. (44). Once the right hand side of the equation is less than a tolerance value of 0.001, we set the flux forcefully to zero. We do this because the flux goes to zero only as t → ∞ but, for all practical purposes, can be neglected when it goes below the small tolerance we set. Once that happens, the system moves into the zero-flux regime or the relaxation phase and we observe the evolution for sufficiently long time to investigate the domain configurations in the steady-state. We stop the simulation at t_{end} = 25 if it does not stop earlier due to a topological singularity showing up in the system. In time plots, we always use semilog in the x-axis.

First, we perform a simulation using a four-domain configuration and display the results of various important parameters of the simulation in Fig. 5(a), Fig. 5(b), and Fig. 5(c). The domains at t = 0 are elliptic in shape and we have one domain each along the positive and negative x- and y-axes. The major and minor axes of the ellipses are set to the values a = 1.5 and b = 1.0. We set R_∞ = 4 and the centroids of the domains are at (2, 0) , (0, 2) , (−2, 0) , (0, −2) .

(a) Spectral accuracy

(b) Temporal accuracy

Figure 4: Demonstration of spectral accuracy and second-order convergence in time of the nonlinear simulation.

We denote these domains by D1, D2, D3, and D4, respectively. The initial configuration (lower left panel of Fig. 5(a)) is symmetric about the x- and y-axes. It also has certain rotational symmetries. The governing equations demand that these symmetries should be preserved at all later times and we find that this is indeed true for our simulation.

With this configuration, we find that the changes are rapid at the beginning. The outer parts of the ellipses bulge out and align themselves along the boundary perhaps because more space is available towards the outer region as compared to region near the center, and by time t = 2.5, the shapes no more resemble ellipses. The system enters equilibrium configuration at t_c = 8.75 when the flux approaches zero. To understand more about this phase, we refer to the plot of the maximum interfacial velocity max ‖v‖ = ‖v‖_∞ (top panel of Fig. 5(a)) where the maximum is taken over all marker points over all interfaces. It is observed in this plot that the velocity decreases monotonically to zero, and close to t_c, the maximum magnitude of the velocity max ‖v‖ = ‖v‖_∞ is negligible. Therefore, the system configuration changes very little in the relaxation phase. This is confirmed by comparing the plots of the configuration (lower panels of Fig. 5(a)), in which the changes after t = 2.5 are small. At t = t_{end}, we find that the domains lose their elliptic form and are approximately circular.

The evolution of two additional quantities, the arc length parameter s_α = L/2π for each interface, and the far-field function value w_∞, are shown in Fig. 5(c) and Fig. 5(b), respectively. Because of the symmetry, all four curves are on the top of each other in Fig. 5(c). The far-field flux is flat at the beginning but eventually changes rapidly before entering the relaxation phase, giving it the shape of a sigmoid curve. The change in arc length parameter is rapid at the beginning but this curve flattens very quickly once the system enters the relaxation phase.

Next, we consider a simulation with three domains. We do this by removing one particle from the previous configuration. In Fig. 6(a), the initial configuration is symmetric about both the x- and y-axis. We start with elliptic particles with semi-axes dimensions of a = 1.5 and b = 1.0, and with their centroids at (2, 0) , (0, 2) and (−2, 0). We label these regions D1, D2, and D3, respectively. The radius of the far-field boundary is R_∞ = 4.

We observe that the domains D1 and D3, originally aligned along positive and negative x-direction respectively, rotate quickly, by almost 45 degrees. By t = 1.25, significant rotation occurs and it continues further, even as the angular speed slows down. The domain D2 shrinks in the y-direction and grows in the x-direction. After sufficient time, this domain is ellipse-like with major axis in x-direction and minor axis along y-axis.

An interesting point is the difference in the area occupied by each domain as the time progresses. The area of the domains are equal in the beginning. As the simulation progresses, all regions grow in size, with region D2 growing slower the other two particles. This is prominent during the early stages of evolution. However, the area of D2 increases somewhat faster during the later stages of evolution (after t = 10), and eventually, the ratio of the arc length parameters of D2 and D1/D3 is approximately 1.2. The flux approaches zero at approximately t_c = 9.35.

Figs. 7(a), 7(b), and 7(c) show simulation results corresponding to two elliptic phase domains. The domains are aligned along the x- and y-axes with semi-axes dimensions a = 1.5 and b = 1.0. We set R_∞ = 4. The centroid of the phase domain with major axes along x-direction is at (2, 0), and the other one is located at (0, 2). This configuration is symmetric about the line y = x. The domains undergo rotation during evolution, aligning themselves along the line x = y and growing in size during the alignment process due to a positive flux. The particle shapes are convex towards the boundary ∂Ω while they are concave in the inner region. As with the simulation with four and three domains, the graph of w_∞ has a sigmoid shape.

6.4. Domain shrinkage

Figs. 8(a), 8(b), and 8(c) are results of simulations with seven elliptic domains. The centroids of the domains are at (0, 0), (2.5, 0), (5, 0), (−2.5, 0), (−5, 0), (0, 4), and (0, −4) with major axis a = 1.5 and minor axis b = 0.9. We denote these domains by D1 to D7, respectively. The outer boundary is at R_∞ = 6. The configuration is symmetric about the x- and y-axes and has a rotational symmetry of 180 degrees.

The evolution of this seven-domain configuration reveals a number of interesting aspects. Most notable of these is the shrinkage and gradual disappearance of the domain D1. All domains at t = 0 have the same area but as time progresses, D1 shrinks. In the beginning, the area shrinks slowly but later the shrinking process speeds up. We note that near the singularity, around t = 4.75, the code crashes and the results may not be very accurate. This is evident in the velocity plot where the maximum normal velocity decays at first and then increases very rapidly towards the end. Thus, our fixed time-steps may not capture the results towards the end of the simulation very well. The domains D6 and D7 are the ones that grow the most in the process. After these, the next largest growths are seen for D3 and D5, and then for D2 and D4. The arc lengths of the domains D2 and D4 display non-monotonic behavior with time.

As a related phenomenon, we mention here the problem of particle coarsening [34, 35, 32] in alloy formation where, once the system enter the relaxation phase, the phase-domains may undergo topological changes. The domains tend to acquire compact shapes owing to the minimum surface energy requirements, and in the process, large domains try to grow at the expense of smaller regions. In this simulation, we find results analogous to that.

Figs. 9(a), 9(b), and 9(c), show results of a different seven-domain configuration. In this simulation, the regions D1 to D7 have their centroids at (0, 0), (2.7, 0), (5, 0), (−2.7, 0), (−5, 0), (0, 4.2), and (0, −4.2) at t = 0, respectively. The domain D1 has major and minor axes a = 2.0 and b = 1.4, domains D2 to D5 have major and minor axes a = 1.6 and b = 0.9, and domains D6 and D7 have major and minor axes a = 2.7 and b = 1.6. The areas of domains D1, D2, and D4 all decrease with the domains D2 and D4 shrinking faster than D1. This is in contrast with our previous simulation where D1 decreases fastest. Eventually D1 survives, but D2 and D4 disappears. Also the orientation of D1 changes, at time t = 0 the major axis of D1 is aligned in y-direction, in an intermediate stage it is circular but towards the end it regains its elliptic shape to a certain extent and the major axis is in x-direction. In this simulation we use a time step Δt = 2.5 × 10^{−4}, unlike in other simulations, as the reduced time step improves convergence.

6.5. Simulation with large number of domains

In the last simulation, we present the results of a simulation with a twelve domain configuration in Figs. 10(a), 10(b), and 10(c). The domains are arranged in “two rings”. The inner ring consists of four particles (D1 to D4 arranged in counter clockwise direction having centroids at (3.75, 0), (0, 4), (−3.75, 0), and (0, −4), respectively) and the outer ring consists of eight particles, D5 to D12. Their centroids are located at (7.5, 0), (5, 5), (0, −7), (−5, 5), (−7.5, 0), (−5, −5), (0, −7), and (5, −5), respectively. The initial configuration has several symmetries which are all preserved in the simulation. The configuration enters the equilibrium phase at t_c = 11.3 and does not show any coarsening type behaviour up to t = 14. We observe that the domains in the outer ring grows more than the domains in the inner ring. This is probably due to the initial geometry where the outer domains have more space to grow and the inner domains are “squeezed” by the outer ring. Going by our previous simulation, we believe that placement of a central ellipse at (0, 0) will result in coarsening.

7. Summary and Conclusion

In this article, we derived and studied a limiting case of Ohta-Kawasaki model. The resulting model is a variant of the Hele-Shaw problem. We then investigated the equations of the model using linear analysis and we reformulated the problem as boundary integral equations. Using small-scale decomposition technique for the equation of dynamics, we ran numerical simulations of these equations using a spectrally accurate algorithm in space and a second-order accurate temporal scheme. We investigated, with our numerical simulations, the evolution of different configurations of phase domains. Our simulations captured accurately the intermediate dynamics and final steady-state configuration, and reveals information about the far-field Dirichlet condition that drives the evolution.

Choksi et al. [36] related the Ohta-Kawasaki density functional theory (DFT) to the self-consistent mean field theory (SCFT) and [37] compared the results of numerical simulations for the DFT, SCFT, and the Swift-Hohenberg model. Our future work will build upon these studies and the results introduced in this paper by comparing numerical simulations from the DFT, SCFT and the boundary integral method. Specifically, the energies of the stationary states and the metastability of the defect structures of the three models will be investigated. This will establish the feasibility of the boundary integral method for phase space exploration.

(a) t−Maximum normal velocity plot

(b) t − w_∞ plot (c) t − s_α plot

Figure 5: Time evolution of 4 elliptic regions with semi-axes a = 1.5 and b = 1.0. The other parameters are R_∞ = 4 and surface tension σ = 0.47. The system enters equilibrium at t_{eq} = 8.75. Centroids of the domains D1, D2, D3, and D4 are at (2, 0), (0, 2), (−2, 0), and (0, −2) at t = 0, respectively.

(a) t−Maximum normal velocity plot

(b) t − w_∞ plot (c) t − s_α plot

Figure 6: Time evolution of 3 elliptic regions with semi-axes a = 1.5 and b = 1. We set R_∞ = 4. The system enters the equilibrium phase at t_c = 9.35. Centroids of the domains D1, D2, and D3 are at (2, 0), (0, 2), and (−2, 0) at t = 0, respectively.

(a) t−Maximum normal velocity plot

(b) t − w_∞ plot (c) t − s_α plot

Figure 7: Time evolution of 2 elliptic regions with semi-axes a = 1.5 and b = 1. We set R_∞ = 4. The system enters equilibrium at t_c = 9.7. Centroids of the domains D1 and D2 are at (2, 0) and (0, 2) at t = 0, respectively.

(a) t−Maximum normal velocity plot

(b) t − w_∞ plot (c) t − s_α plot

Figure 8: Time evolution of 7 elliptic regions with semi-axes a = 1.5 and b = 0.9. We set R_∞ = 6. Centroids of the domains D1 to D7 are at (0, 0), (2.5, 0), (5, 0), (−2.5, 0), (−5, 0), (0, 4), and (0, −4) at t = 0, respectively.

(a) t−Maximum normal velocity plot

(b) t − w_∞ plot (c) t − s_α plot

Figure 9: Time evolution of 7 elliptic regions D1 to D7 with centroids at (0, 0), (2.7, 0), (5, 0), (−2.7, 0), (−5, 0), (0, 4), and (0, −4) at t = 0, respectively. The domain D1 has major and minor axes a = 2.0 and b = 1.4, domains D2 to D5 have major and minor axes a = 1.6 and b = 0.9, and domains D6 and D7 have major and minor axes a = 2.7 and b = 1.6. We set R_∞ = 6.

(a) t−Maximum normal velocity plot

(b) t − w_∞ plot (c) t − s_α plot

Figure 10: Time evolution of 12 elliptic regions D1 to D12 with centroids at (3.75, 0), (0, 4), (−3.75, 0), (0, −4), (7.5, 0), (5, 5), (0, −7), (−5, 5), (−7.5, 0), (−5, −5), (0, −7), and (5, −5) at t = 0, respectively. The domains D6, D8, D10, and D12 have major and minor axes a = 1.2 and b = 0.9 while the rest of the domains have major and minor axes a = 1.5 and b = 0.9. We set R_∞ = 9.

Appendix A. Derivation of the sharp-interface model

Appendix A.1. Outer expansions

We assume ϕ(τ, x), μ(τ, x) and ψ(τ, x) have the asymptotic expansions, ϕ = ϕ_0 +εϕ_1 +ε^2ϕ_2 +O(ε^3), μ = μ_0 +εμ_1 +ε^2μ_2 +O(ε^3), ψ = ψ_0 +εψ_1 +ε^2ψ_2 +O(ε^3). The asymptotic problems in “outer” variables are for ϕ_i O ( ε^0 ) : ∂_τ ϕ_0 = Δμ_0, O ( ε^1 ) : ∂_τ ϕ_1 = Δμ_1, O ( ε^2 ) : ∂_τ ϕ_2 = Δμ_2. (A.1) Similarly for μ_i, O ( ε^{−1} ) : 0 = F^′ (ϕ_0) , (A.2a) O ( ε^0 ) : μ_0 = F^{′′} (ϕ_0) ϕ_1 + ψ_0, (A.2b) O ( ε^1 ) : μ_1 = F^{′′} (ϕ_0) ϕ_2 + 1 2 F^{′′′} (ϕ_0) ϕ^2_1 − Δϕ_0 + ψ_1. (A.2c)

and ψ_i, O ( ε^0 ) : −Δψ_0 = ϕ_0 − ϕ̄, O ( ε^1 ) : −Δψ_1 = ϕ_1, O ( ε^2 ) : −Δψ_2 = ϕ_2. (A.3)

On the fixed boundary ∂Ω, the boundary conditions for the asymptotic subproblems are ∂ϕ_i ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂μ_i ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂ψ_i ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, on ∂Ω for, i = 0, 1, 2, . . .

Appendix A.2. Inner-outer coordinate transformations

To derive the inner problems it is convenient to introduce a parametrization r(τ, s) = (r_1(τ, s), r_2(τ, s)) of the free interface, i.e. the sharp interface Γ via the arc length s, and ν(τ, s) the normal inward-pointing vector along the free boundary, so that any point in the thin ε-region around Γ can be expressed by x(τ, s, z) = r(τ, s) + εzν(τ, s). where εz is the distance alongthe inward normal direction ν(τ, s) from the sharp interface Γ, given by

ν(τ, s) = (−∂_sr_2, ∂_sr_1) , t(τ, s) = (∂_sr_1, ∂_sr_2) .

The relation the derivatives of a quantity ṽ(τ, s, z) defined in inner coordinates to derivatives in the outer coordinates v(τ, x) can be expresses as a multiplication of matrices, ∂_sṽ ∂_zṽ ∂_τ ṽ = ∂_sx ∂_sy 0 ∂_z x ∂_z y 0 ∂_τ x ∂_τ y 1 · ∂_xv ∂_yv ∂_τ v , and vice versa ∂_xv ∂_yv ∂_τ v = (1 + εzκ)∂_sr_1 −ε^{−1}∂_sr_2 0 (1 + εzκ)∂_sr_2 ε^{−1}∂_sr_1 0 −(1 + εzκ)V^t −ε^{−1}V^ν 1 · ∂_sṽ ∂_zṽ ∂_τ ṽ , where V^t = ∂_τ x · t, and V^ν = ∂_τ x · ν,

denote the tangential and normal velocity of the free boundary respectively, with κ denoting the curvature of the free boundary. Thus, the expression of the rescaled time derivative in terms of the inner-coordinates,

∂_τ v = −(1 + εzκ)∂_sṽ − ε^{−1}V^ν ∂_zṽ + ∂_τ ṽ.

Applying the respective derivatives to higher order yields

∂_{xx}v = ε^{−2} (∂_sr_2)^2 ∂_{zz}ṽ − ε^{−1} [ κ (∂_sr_1)^2 ∂_zṽ + 2∂_sr_1∂_sr_2∂_{sz}ṽ ]

+ (∂_sr_1)^2 ∂_{ss}ṽ − 2κ∂_sr_1∂_sr_2∂_sṽ − zκ [ κ (∂_sr_1)^2 ∂_zṽ + 2∂_sr_1∂_sr_2∂_{sz}ṽ ] , ∂_{yy}v = ε^{−2} (∂_sr_1)^2 ∂_{zz}ṽ − ε^{−1} [ κ (∂_sr_2)^2 ∂_zṽ − 2∂_sr_1∂_sr_2∂_{sz}ṽ ]

+ (∂_sr_2)^2 ∂_{ss}ṽ + 2κ∂_sr_1∂_sr_2∂_sṽ − zκ [ κ (∂_sr_2)^2 ∂_zṽ − 2∂_sr_1∂_sr_2∂_{sz}ṽ ]

and for the Laplace operator in the inner-coordinates, Δv = ∂_{xx}v + ∂_{yy}v = ε^{−2}∂_{zz}ṽ − ε^{−1}κ∂_zṽ + ∂_{ss}ṽ − zκ^2∂_zṽ. Appendix A.3. Inner expansions

We assume that inner asymptotic expansions for ϕ̃(τ, s, z), μ̃(τ, s, z) and ψ̃(τ, s, z) are given by ϕ̃ = ũ_0 + εũ_1 + ε2ũ_2 + O(ε3), μ̃ = μ̃_0 + εμ̃_1 + ε2μ̃_2 + O(ε3), ψ̃ = ψ̃_0 + εψ̃_1 + ε2ψ̃_2 + O(ε3). Application of the coordinate transformations to the governing equations yields the asymptotic subproblems for the inner region for ϕ̃ up till O(ε^0), O ( ε^{−2} ) : 0 = ∂^2_z μ̃_0, (A.5a) O ( ε^{−1} ) : −V^ν ∂_zϕ̃_0 = ∂^2_z μ̃_1 − κ∂_zμ̃_0, (A.5b) O ( ε^0 ) : −∂_zϕ̃_0 − V^ν ∂_zϕ̃_1 + ∂_τ ϕ̃_0 = ∂^2_z μ̃_2 − κ∂_zμ̃_1 + ∂^2_s μ̃_0 − zκ^2∂_zμ̃_0. (A.5c)

For the chemical potential μ̃ up to O(ε), O ( ε^{−1} ) : 0 = F^′(ũ_0) − ∂^2_z ũ_0, (A.6a) O ( ε^0 ) : μ̃_0 = F^{′′}(ũ_0)ũ_1 + κ∂_zũ_0 − ∂^2_z ũ_1 + w̃_0, (A.6b) O ( ε^1 ) : μ̃_1 = −∂^2_z ũ_2 + κ∂_zũ_1 − ∂^2_s ũ_0 + zκ^2∂_zũ_0 + F^{′′}(ũ_0)ũ_2 + 1 2 F^{′′′}(ũ_0)ũ^2_1

+ w̃_1, (A.6c)

and for ψ̃, O ( ε^{−2} ) : −∂^2_zψ̃_0 = 0, (A.7a) O ( ε^{−1} ) : −∂^2_zψ̃_1 + κ∂_zψ̃_0 = 0, (A.7b) O ( ε^0 ) : −∂^2_zψ̃_2 + κ∂_zψ̃_1 − ∂^2_s ψ̃_0 + zκ∂_zψ̃_0 = ϕ̃_0 − ϕ̄. (A.7c)

Appendix A.4. Matching

From the leading order problem of the inner expansion for the chemical potential subequation (A.6a),

F^′(ϕ̃_0) − ∂^2_z ϕ̃_0 = 0.

Multiplying by ∂_zϕ̃_0 and integrating in z from −∞ to ∞, ∫_ϕ+_0

ϕ^−_0

F^′(ϕ̃_0)dϕ̃_0 = ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∂^2_z ϕ̃_0 ) ∂_zϕ̃_0dz,

where the integration limits are lim_{z→±∞} ϕ̃_0(τ, s, z) = ϕ^±_0 respectively. Since lim_{z→±∞}^{∂ϕ̃0}_{∂z} = 0 for ϕ̃_0 to be bounded. This leaves ∫_ϕ+_0

ϕ^−_0 F^′ ( ϕ̃_0 ) dϕ̃_0 = 0,

which states that for the symmetric double-well potential the x-axis corresponding to F^′ ( ϕ̃_0 ) = 0 is the line of intersection that divides F^′(ϕ̃_0) such that the areas below and above the curve are equal. This implies that the limits of the integral are the points of intersection, i.e.

ϕ^±_0 = ±1 in Ω^± resp. (A.8)

This implies for the leading order outer problem in μ

Δμ_0 = 0 in Ω\Γ (A.9)

and for ψ_0 Δψ_0 = −(ϕ_0 − ϕ̄), (A.10) with boundary conditions ∂ϕ_0 ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂μ_0 ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, ∂ψ_0 ∂n_{∂Ω} = 0, on ∂Ω. (A.11)

To proceed with the matching we write down the matching conditions by expanding inner and outer expansions, and express one of them (here the outer) in terms of the inner independent variables. Then we regroup in orders of ε and obtain

μ^±_0 = lim_{z→±∞} μ̃_0(τ, r, z), (A.12a)

μ^±_1 + zν · ∇μ^±_0 = lim_{z→±∞} μ̃_1(τ, r, z), (A.12b)

μ^±_2 + zν · ∇μ^±_1 + 1 2 z^2ν · Δμ^±_0 · ν^⊺μ^±_0 = lim_{z→±∞} μ̃_2(τ, r, z). (A.12c)

Integrating (A.5a) twice gives

μ̃_0 = a_0z + b_0.

Matching μ̃_0 to μ^±_0 by means of (A.12a) yields a_0 = 0 and μ̃_0 = b_0 =constant. Next, notice that differentiating (A.6a) with respect to z and multiplying by ϕ̃_1 yields F^{′′}(ϕ̃_0) ( ∂_zϕ̃_0 ) ϕ̃_1 − ( ∂^3_z ϕ̃_0 ) ϕ̃_1 = 0. (A.13)

Multiplying the next-order problem of the inner chemical potential (A.6b) by ∂_zϕ̃_0 and using (A.13) gives

μ̃_0 ( ∂_zϕ̃_0 ) = ( ∂^3_z ϕ̃_0 ) ϕ̃_1 + κ ( ∂_zϕ̃_0

)_2 − ( ∂^2_z ϕ̃_1 ) ( ∂_zϕ̃_0 ) + ψ̃_0 ( ∂_zϕ̃_0 ) . Integrating the above in z from −∞ to ∞, applying integration by parts and using the boundedness of the leading order ϕ̃_0 and the leading order non-local term ψ̃_0 is a functional of ϕ̃_0 with lim_{z→±∞} ψ̃_0 = ψ_0[ϕ^±_0 ] we obtain

μ̃_0 [ ϕ̃_0 ]_∞ −∞ = κ ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∂_zϕ̃_0

)_2

dz + ψ̃_0 [ ϕ̃_0 ]_∞ −∞ ,

where ∫_∞ −∞ ∂_zϕ̃_0dz = [ ϕ̃_0 ]_∞ −∞ , the jump of ϕ̃_0 over the interface. Dividing by [ ϕ̃_0 ]_∞ −∞ and setting ∫_∞ −∞ ( ∂_zϕ̃_0

)_2 dz [ ϕ̃_0 ]_∞ −∞ = C,

which is a constant, we obtain

μ̃_0 = Cκ + ψ̃_0.

The next-order matching conditions then implies

μ_0 = Cκ + ψ_0 on Γ. (A.14)

To obtain the normal velocity of the free boundary V^ν we integrate (A.5b) from −∞ to ∞,

− V^ν = 1 2 [∂_zμ̃_1]^∞_{−∞} A○ − 1 2 κ [μ̃_0]^∞_{−∞} B○ , (A.15)

From A.14, μ̃_0 is independent of z, so B○ = 0. Furthermore, notice that differentiating the next-order matching of μ̃_1 in (A.12b) with respect to z yields

∂_zμ̃_1|^∞_{z=−∞} = ∂_zμ_1|^+_− =0 + ν · ∇μ_0|^+_− ν · ∇μ_0|^+_− ≡ A○, with ∂_zμ_1|^+_− = 0 since the outer μ^±_1 ’s are independent of z. Substituting these results back into (A.15),

V^ν = − 1 2 [ ∂μ_0 ∂ν ] Γ . (A.16)

Acknowledgments

R. C. thanks the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) for the funding through CRC 1114 “Scaling Cascades in Complex Systems” (Project Number 235221301), Project A02 and the Weierstrass Institute. S. L. and J. L. gratefully acknowledge partial support from the National Science Foundation, Division of Mathematical Sciences through grants NSF-DMS 1719960 (J. L.) and NSF- DMS 1720420 (S. L.). S. L. is also partially supported by grant NSF-ECCS 1927432. J.L. also acknowledges partial support from grants NSF-DMS 1763272 and the Simons Foundation (594598, QN) for the Center for Multiscale Cell Fate Research at UC Irvine.

References

[1] T. Ohta, K. Kawasaki, Equilibrium morphology of block copolymer melts, Macromolecules 19 (10) (1986) 2621–2632.

[2] H. Abels, J. Kampmann, On a model for phase separation on biological membranes and its relation to the Ohta-Kawasaki equation, Eur. J. Appl. Math. 31 (2) (2018) 297–338.

[3] Y. Nishiura, I. Ohnishi, Some mathematical aspects of the micro-phase separation in diblock copolymers, Physica D 84 (1-2) (1995) 31–39.

[4] T. Hou, J. S. Lowengrub, M. Shelley, Removing the stiffness from interfacial flows with surface tension, J. Comput. Phys. 114 (1994) 312.

[5] M. Zhao, P. H. Anjos, J. Lowengrub, S. Li, Pattern formation of the threelayer Saffman-Taylor problem in a radial Hele-Shaw cell, Phys. Rev. Fluids 5 (12) (2020) 124005.

[6] M. Zhao, X. Li, W. Ying, A. Belmonte, J. Lowengrub, S. Li, Computation of a shrinking interface in a Hele-Shaw cell, SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 40 (4) (2018) B1206–B1228.

[7] S. Li, J. Lowengrub, J. Fontana, P. Palffy-Muhoray, Control of viscous fingering patterns in a radial Hele-Shaw cell, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 (2009) 174501.

[8] S. Li, J. S. Lowengrub, P. H. Leo, Nonlinear morphological control of growing crystals, Physica D 208.3-4 (2005) 209–219.

[9] T. Y. Hou, J. S. Lowengrub, M. J. Shelley, Boundary integral methods for multicomponent fluids and multiphase materials, J. Comput. Phys. 169 (2) (2001) 302–362.

[10] S. Li, J. Lowengrub, P. Leo, A rescaling scheme with application to the long time simulation of viscous fingering in a Hele-Shaw cell, J. Comput. Phys. 225 (2007) 554.

[11] P. Zhang, Periodic phase separation: A numerical study via a modified Cahn-Hilliard equation, Master’s thesis, Simon Fraser University (2006).

[12] Q. Parsons, Numerical approximation of the Ohta–Kawasaki functional, Ph.D. thesis, University of Oxford (2012).

[13] N. Q. Le, On the convergence of the Ohta–Kawasaki equation to motion by nonlocal Mullins–Sekerka law, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 42 (4) (2010) 1602– 1638.

[14] I. Ohnishi, Y. Nishiura, M. Imai, Y. Matsushita, Analytical solutions describing the phase separation driven by a free energy functional containing a long-range interaction term, Chaos 9 (2) (1999) 329–341.

[15] R. Choksi, Scaling laws in microphase separation of diblock copolymers, J Nonlinear Sci 11 (3) (2001) 223–236.

[16] M. Henry, Singular limit of a fourth-order problem arising in the microphase separation of diblock copolymers, Adv. Differ. Equ. 6 (9) (2001) 1049–1114.

[17] N. Q. Le, A Gamma-convergence approach to the Cahn–Hilliard equation, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 32 (4) (2008) 499–522.

[18] R. L. Pego, Front migration in the nonlinear Cahn–Hilliard equation, Proc.

Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 422 (1863) (1989) 261–278.

[19] W. Dreyer, B. Wagner, Sharp-interface model for eutectic alloys. Part I: Concentration dependent surface tension, Interfaces Free Boundaries 7 (2005) 199–227.

[20] A. Barua, S. Li, X. Li, J. Lowengrub, Self-similar evolution of a precipitate in inhomogeneous elastic media, J. Cryst. Growth 351 (1) (2012) 62–71.

[21] A. Sidi, M. Israeli, Quadrature methods for periodic singular and weakly singular Fredholm integral equations, J. Sci. Comput. 3 (1988) 201.

[22] B. K. Alpert, Hybrid Gauss-trapezoidal quadrature rules, SIAM J. Sci.

Comput. 20 (5) (1999) 1551–1584.

[23] R. Kress, On the numerical solution of a hypersingular integral equation in scattering theory, J. Comput. Appl. Math. 61 (3) (1995) 345–360.

[24] Y. Saad, M. Schultz, GMRES: A generalized minimal residual algorithm for solving nonsymmetric linear systems, SIAM J. Sci. Stat. Comp. 7 (1986) 856.

[25] L. Greengard, V. Rokhlin, A fast algorithm for particle simulations, J.

Comput. Phys. 73 (2) (1987) 325–348.

[26] H. Feng, A. Barua, S. Li, X. Li, A parallel adaptive treecode algorithm for evolution of elastically stressed solids, Commun. Comput. Phys. 15 (2) (2014) 365–387.

[27] K. Lindsay, R. Krasny, A particle method and adaptive treecode for vortex sheet motion in three-dimensional flow, J. Comput. Phys. 172 (2) (2001) 879–907.

[28] A. Barua, S. Li, H. Feng, X. Li, J. Lowengrub, An efficient rescaling algorithm for simulating the evolution of multiple elastically stressed precipitates, Commun. Comput. Phys. 14 (2013) 940–959.

[29] P. H. Leo, J. S. Lowengrub, Q. Nie, Microstructural evolution in orthotropic elastic media, J. Comput. Phys. 157 (1) (2000) 44–88.

[30] J. S. Sohn, Y.-H. Tseng, S. Li, A. Voigt, J. S. Lowengrub, Dynamics of multicomponent vesicles in a viscous fluid, J. Comput. Phys. 229 (1) (2010) 119–144.

[31] S. Li, X. Li, A boundary integral method for computing the dynamics of an epitaxial island, SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 33 (6) (2011) 3282–3302.

[32] H.-J. Jou, P. H. Leo, J. S. Lowengrub, Microsructural evolution in inhomogenous elastic media, J. Comput. Phys. 131 (1997) 109.

[33] R. Krasny, A study of singularity formation in a vortex sheet by the pointvortex approximation, J. Fluid Mech. 167 (1986) 65–93.

[34] K. Thornton, N. Akaiwa, P. W. Voorhees, Large-scale simulations of Ostwald ripening in elastically stressed solids: I. Coarsening kinetics and particle size distribution, Acta Mater. 52 (2004) 1365.

[35] K. Thornton, N. Akaiwa, P. W. Voorhees, Large-scale simulations of Ostwald ripening in elastically stressed solids: I. Developement of microstructure, Acta Mater. 52 (2004) 1353.

[36] R. Choksi, X. Ren, On the derivation of a density functional theory for microphase separation of diblock copolymers, J. Stat. Phys. 113 (1) (2003) 151–176.

[37] M. Müller, J. C. Orozco Rey, Continuum models for directed self-assembly, Mol. Syst. Des. Eng. 3 (2018) 295–313.