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Phase separation routinely occurs in both living and synthetic systems. These phases are often complex and
distinguished by features including crystallinity, nematic order, and a host of other nonconserved order parame-
ters. For systems at equilibrium, the phase boundaries that characterize these transitions can be straightforwardly
determined through the framework of thermodynamics. The prevalence of phase separation in active and driven
systems motivates the need for a genuinely nonequilibrium theory for the coexistence of complex phases. Here,
we develop a dynamical theory of coexistence when both conserved and nonconserved order parameters are
present, casting coexistence criteria into the familiar form of equality of state functions. Our theory generalizes
thermodynamic notions such as the chemical potential and Gibbs-Duhem relation to systems out of equilibrium.
While these notions may not exist for all nonequilibrium systems, we numerically verify their existence for
a variety of systems by introducing the phenomenological Active Model C+. We hope our work aids in the
development of a comprehensive theory of high-dimensional nonequilibrium phase diagrams.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonequilibrium systems as diverse as reaction-modulated
biomolecular condensates [1, 2], chiral crystals comprised of
motile bacteria [3] or starfish embryos [4], and nematically
ordered amoeba cells [5] all can display states of phase co-
existence. A hallmark of these nonequilibrium states is the
presence of both conserved (e.g., number density) and non-
conserved (e.g., crystallinity, fuel concentration, or nematicity
as shown in Fig. 1) order parameters which couple to gener-
ate these intriguing states of phase coexistence. In many of
these systems, the absence of even a local equilibrium pre-
cludes the use of the thermodynamic arguments employed to
construct equilibrium phase diagrams. While there is now a
growing body of literature on generalizing theories of phase
coexistence to nonequilibrium systems with conserved or-
der parameters [6–20], there are comparatively fewer stud-
ies [21, 22] for the construction of nonequilibrium phase dia-
grams when both conserved and nonconserved order parame-
ters are crucial. A framework for describing these transitions
could deepen our understanding of active crystallization [23–
30], isotropic-nematic coexistence [31, 32], and chemotactic
fluid-fluid separation [33, 34].

One can always directly determine phase diagrams by di-
rectly measuring the order parameters in heterogeneous states
of coexistence in simulation or experiment. For systems at
equilibrium, thermodynamics allows one to circumvent these
measurements and construct predictive theories for phase di-
agrams solely by equating bulk state functions. These coex-
istence criteria are determined variationally from the system’s
free energy which is generally ill-defined out of equilibrium.
What, if any, bulk state functions are equal between coexisting
phases is thus an open question for driven systems.

In this Article, we explore the questions outlined above by
developing an entirely dynamical theory of phase coexistence
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that is applicable to both equilibrium and nonequilibrium sys-
tems with coupled conserved and nonconserved order parame-
ters. We find coexistence criteria solely in terms of bulk equa-
tions of state, just as in equilibrium. While the nonequilibrium
coexistence criteria when there is a single conserved order pa-
rameter [11, 15, 35] can always be identified, here we find
the criteria to only exist for a subset of nonequilibrium sys-
tems. In particular, we find systems in which: (i) the criteria
are exact and expressed as equality of bulk state functions; (ii)
the criteria are approximate and expressed as a generalized
equal-area Maxwell construction; and (iii) no coexistence cri-
teria exist in terms of bulk state functions. To validate our
approach, we introduce a nonequilibrium field theory: Active
Model C+ (AMC+). We find excellent agreement between
the predictions made by our theory and the phase diagrams
obtained through numerical simulation of AMC+. We hope
our theory provides a practical procedure to construct first-
principles phase diagrams of nonequilibrium systems with
coupled conserved and nonconserved order parameters.

II. THEORY OF MULTIPHASE COEXISTENCE

In this Section, we describe a dynamical theory of coex-
istence between nP phases described by a single scalar con-
served field coupled to nN scalar nonconserved fields that is
applicable to both equilibrium and nonequilibrium systems.
Nonconserved fields that are tensorial can be described under
our theory by considering each component of the tensor as one
of the nN scalar fields and including the appropriate couplings
in the field dynamics. We first review the thermodynamically-
derived equilibrium coexistence criteria in Section II A. In
Section II B, we begin with the evolution equations for each
of the order parameters and derive equations of state that are
equal in coexisting phases. While not every nonequilibrium
system has bulk coexistence criteria, in those that do, we find
a pseudopotential and global quantity that are equal in coex-
isting phases that are analogous to the equilibrium chemical
potential and pressure, respectively.
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FIG. 1. Three example systems where our theory would apply with nN = 1: active crystallization, chemotactic fluid-fluid separation, and active
isotropic-nematic coexistence. A schematic of the order parameter profiles is shown, where the nonconserved order parameter represents
the local crystallinity, fuel concentration, and nematic order. While chemoattractant fuel is likely to be subject to a constraint (i.e., mass
conservation) common coarse-grained models treat chemotactic fuel as a wholly unconstrained variable [33, 34].

A. Equilibrium Criteria from Bulk Thermodynamics

We consider nP macroscopic coexisting phases with uni-
form temperature T . The phases comprise a set P of length
nP . The overall number density is ρsys = N/V , where N is
the particle number and V is the total system volume. The
density field, ρ, can fluctuate in space but is constrained to
have a mean of ρsys. The degree of order in the system is
characterized by nN nonconserved intensive order parame-
ters, {ψi}. The nonconserved order parameters comprise a setN of length nN . In contrast to ρ, each ψi is unconstrained.
The system is described by the vector of order parameters,
X ≡ [ρ ψ1 ψ2 ⋯ ψnN ]T, whose indices comprise a set X
of length nN + 1 and are the symbols of the order parameters
themselves, e.g., Xρ = ρ and Xψi = ψi ∀i ∈ N .

The bulk (mean-field) free energy density of the sys-
tem is denoted as fbulk (X) with the total free energy
F bulk = V fbulk (X). The absence of a coupling between at
least one ψi and ρ in the free energy along with the lack
of constraints on the nonconserved fields will result in each
phase having an identical value of every ψi: the value that
minimizes fbulk. A coupling between a ψi and the con-
strained ρ in the free energy can lead to coexistence be-
tween dense and dilute phases with different values of at
least one ψi. More specifically, this nontrivial coupling
will be reflected in non-additive contributions of ρ and ψi
to the free energy density, i.e., fbulk (X) ≠ ∑i∈X fbulki (Xi)
(and thus the mean-field probability cannot be factorized,
i.e., P (X) ∝ exp[−V fbulk (X) /kBT ] ≠ ∏i∈X Pi (Xi),
where kBT is the thermal energy). A necessary criterion for
equilibrium coexistence with coupled conserved and noncon-
served order parameters is thus a non-vanishing mixed deriva-
tive, ∂2fbulk/∂ρ∂ψi for at least one i ∈ N .

In the scenario of nP coexisting phases (e.g., nP = 2 for
two-phase coexistence), the total free energy can be expressed
as F bulk = ∑α∈P V αfbulk(Xα) where V α and Xα are the
respective volume and order parameters of the α phase and
we have neglected the interfacial free energy (the ratio of the
interfacial area to the system volume is negligibly small for
macroscopic systems). Notably, while the phase volumes and
number densities are constrained, there are no constraints on
each ψαi (i.e., systems prepared at a given density and total
volume can take any value of each ψαi ). Minimizing the free

energy with respect to each phase’s volume and Xα, subject
to the above constraints, results in the equilibrium coexistence
criteria:

µbulk (Xα) = µcoexist ∀α ∈ P, (1a)

pbulk (Xα) = pcoexist ∀α ∈ P, (1b)

where µbulk ≡ ∂fbulk/∂X ≡ [µbulk
ρ µbulk

ψ1
⋯ µbulk

ψnN
]T

(µbulk
ρ ≡ ∂fbulk/∂ρ is the familiar bulk chemical potential

and µbulk
ψi
≡ ∂fbulk/∂ψi) and pbulk ≡ µbulk ⋅X − fbulk is

the bulk pressure. Here, µcoexist
ρ and pcoexist are constants

that must be determined and generally depend on ρsys and
T . Contrasting this, µcoexist

ψi
= 0 ∀i ∈ N as the nonconserved

quantities are not subject to any constraint by definition.
While the criteria following from the constrained minimiza-
tions of the free energy with respect to ρ [the first component
of Eq. (1a)] and V [Eq. (2)] are familiar for any state of
equilibrium nP -phase coexistence, the remaining nPnN
criteria ensure that within each phase, optimum values of
each ψi are selected for the corresponding ρ. Subtracting
the number of equations in Eq. (1), 2nP − 2 + nPnN , from
the number of variables describing the coexisting phases,
nP (nN + 1), we find the number of degrees of freedom to be
2 − nP , the well-known (constant temperature) Gibbs phase
rule [36].

Equation (1b) can be equivalently cast as a Maxwell equal-
area construction on the chemical potential vector, resulting
in coexistence criteria that do not explicitly contain the ther-
modynamic pressure:

µbulk (Xα) = µcoexist ∀α ∈ P, (2a)

∫ Xβ

Xα
[µbulk (X) −µcoexist] ⋅ dX = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P, (2b)

which is a direct result of the Gibbs-Duhem relation [37]:

dpbulk =X ⋅ dµbulk. (3)

We note that for systems with one order parameter, the coexis-
tence criteria can be expressed entirely with either the chem-
ical potential or pressure as chemical potential equality can
be expressed through the appropriate Maxwell construction
on the pressure. For systems with multiple order parameters,
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this flexibility is lost: there is no way to express the coex-
istence criteria without the chemical potential vector. How-
ever, the path-independence of the integrals in Eq. (2b) (its
value is pbulk(Xα) − pbulk(Xβ) regardless of the parameter-
ization chosen to evaluate the integrals) allows one to express
the criteria in a form that resembles that of one-component
systems. We now consider the integration path X∗(ρ) such
that µbulk

ψi
(X∗) = µcoexist

ψi
= 0 ∀i ∈ N . While there may be

multiple possible solutions X∗, one should select the solution
that corresponds to the coexistence scenario under consider-
ation (i.e., to describe α-β coexistence, the solution X∗(ρ)
with end points X∗(ρα) = Xα and X∗(ρβ) = Xβ should be
chosen). Along this path, the Maxwell construction resembles
that of one-component systems:

µbulk
ρ (Xα) = µcoexist ∀α ∈ P, (4a)

∫ ρβ

ρα
[µbulk
ρ (X∗) − µcoexist

ρ ]dρ = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P. (4b)

Importantly, X∗(ρ) represents the values of the order param-
eters that are measurable, as µbulk

ρ (X∗) [and equivalently
pbulk (X∗)] is what one would measure for a homogeneous
system at equilibrium. While the full dependence of every
component of µbulk on X is generally not something one can
measure, the path-independence of Eq. (2b) renders this in-
consequential.

We note that while we have derived these coexistence
criteria for systems with coupled conserved and noncon-
served fields, the criteria also naturally recover the criteria for
coexistence described by a single conserved field (e.g., liquid-
gas coexistence) with ψαi = ψβi ∀i ∈ N , ∀α,β ∈ P and
ρα ≠ ρβ ∀α ≠ β ∈ P . Next, we seek to determine the
nonequilibrium analogs of the chemical potentials and
Gibbs-Duhem relation in order to express our coexistence
criteria solely in terms of measurable bulk equations of state.

B. Nonequilibrium Criteria from Dynamics

One may always obtain the phase diagram of a system by
determining the full spatial order parameter profiles during co-
existence, whether it be through experiment, simulation, or
theoretical techniques. This is often difficult, however, and
consequently we aim to develop a framework that allows us
to circumvent this task, just as in equilibrium, and determine
phase diagrams of nonequilibrium systems by equating state
functions across phases. The approach proposed below is
able to reproduce the criteria derived in the previous section
for equilibrium systems while also describing a large class of
nonequilibrium systems.

We begin by considering the spatial and temporal dynam-
ics of each order parameter. As we look to describe states of
macroscopic phase coexistence, where the radius of curvature
of the phases far exceeds any other length scale in the system,
we neglect the effects of interfacial curvature and consider a
quasi-1D geometry where spatial variations only occur in the
z-dimension with translational invariance in the other dimen-
sions. This ensures the z-direction will be normal to the inter-

face for phase-separated states. The conserved order param-
eter is subject to an integral constraint, ∫V drρ(r) = V ρsys,
where ρ(r) is its local value at position r and ρsys is its space-
averaged value. While we explicitly considered a conserved
number density in Section II A, here we allow ρ to be any
conserved order parameter subject to an integral constraint of
the above form. Contrasting this, we consider nonconserved
order parameters that are not subject to any constraints and
therefore each ∫V drψi(r) ∀i ∈ N can take any value. The
evolution equations for the order parameters satisfy the bal-
ance laws:

∂tX = −∂zJ + s, (5)

where ∂t ≡ ∂/∂t, ∂z ≡ ∂/∂z, J ≡ [Jρ Jψ1 ⋯ JψnN ]T
is the flux of each order parameter in the z-direction, and
s ≡ [sρ sψ1 ⋯ sψnN ]T is the generation term associated
with each order parameter. As ρ is conserved, sρ = 0 by
definition. The fluxes in the directions orthogonal to z are
neglected, consistent with our quasi-1D geometry and trans-
lational invariance in these directions.

We now require constitutive relations for the fluxes and
generation terms appearing in our evolution equations. With
precise definitions of the order parameters, we could formu-
late exact expressions for these quantities (e.g., through an
Irving-Kirkwood procedure [38]) and precisely identify the
driving forces behind them. For example, if the conserved
order parameter were the number density, the flux can be di-
rectly connected to the linear momentum balance [15]. Here,
to maintain generality in the selection of the order parame-
ters, we instead propose Markovian constitutive relations for
J and s in terms of “flux-driving” and “generation-driving”
forces, respectively. Before doing so, to further simplify, we
assume the flux of nonconserved fields is negligible with the
generation terms controlling the the dynamics of the noncon-
served order parameters at each point in space (i.e., ∣∂zJψi ∣ <<∣sψi ∣ ∀i ∈ N ). While this is consistent with the commonly
invoked “Model A” dynamics of nonconserved order parame-
ters [39] there may be specific cases in which at least one Jψi
plays a significant role in the dynamics. These cases will be
the subject of future work.

The remaining quantities governing the dynamics of the or-
der parameter fields are now just Jρ and each sψi ∀i ∈ N .
Stationarity of the conserved field (∂tρ = 0) combined with
flux-free boundary conditions results in Jρ = 0. Additionally,
stationarity of the nonconserved fields (∂tψi = 0 ∀i ∈ N ) di-
rectly implies that sψi = 0 ∀i ∈ N . We now propose that these
steady-state conditions correspond to a “force” balance with
respect to “flux-driving” and “generation-driving” forces. The
most general linear model of this form is:

Jρ = Lfρ, (6a)

sψi = ∑
j∈NMψiψjfψj ∀i ∈ N , (6b)

where fρ is the force driving the flux of the conserved field
and fψi is the direct force driving the generation of the ith
nonconserved field. Here, fρ and every fψi are generally func-
tionals of the complete spatial profile of the order parameters,
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X(z). L is a transport coefficient which must be positive to
ensure the flux is in the same spatial direction as its driving
force and generally depends on the local value of X. Analo-
gously, Mψiψj is the ij component of a positive-definite (en-
suring nonconserved fields are generated with positive forces
and destroyed with negative forces) full-rank matrix of trans-
port coefficients, each generally depending on the local value
of X. Notably, L has no explicit spatial dependence and hence
Jρ inherits the spatial parity of fρ, i.e., both Jρ and fρ are
both spatially odd [i.e., fρ(z) = −fρ(−z)]. Similarly, each
sψi must match the spatially even parity of each fψj ∀j ∈ N
[i.e., fψj(z) = fψj(−z)].

For passive systems, the driving forces can be identified
through the framework of linear irreversible thermodynam-
ics [40]. In the absence of nonconserved fields, the driving
force for the flux can be equivalently expressed using either
the chemical potential or pressure, fρ = −∂zp = −ρ∂zµρ
which are related through the Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (3)].
Note that this “pressure” is the mechanical pressure when
the conserved field is the number density. When noncon-
served fields are present, the flux of the conserved field is still
driven by pressure gradients, however the Gibbs-Duhem rela-
tion now contains additional terms related to each µψi . Re-
laxational dynamics with fψi = −µψi ∀i ∈ N ensures that the
equilibrium condition of µψi = 0 ∀i ∈ N is reached.

We note that the linearity of the constitutive relations pro-
posed above limits their application to small forces. For the
context of coexistence, the crucial aspect of these relations is
that they identify the correct driving forces so that we may
describe the stationary state. If these forces are identified, we
can use the steady-state conditions found above to immedi-
ately identify that all forces must vanish:

fρ = 0, (7a)
fψi = 0 ∀i ∈ N , (7b)

which are exact conditions for any system following the con-
stitutive relations in Eq. (6).

One may microscopically derive Eq. (6) for a given system
following an Irving-Kirkwood procedure [38] and identify ex-
act microscopic forms for fρ and each fψi . Alternatively,
these expressions can be derived variationally for equilibrium
systems using classical density functional theory [41]. The re-
sulting forms for fρ and each fψi are often integro-differential
equations with nonlocal contributions from long-ranged inter-
particle interactions and correlations. We aim to circumvent
the often difficult task of solving these equations for the com-
plete spatial steady-state order parameter profiles.

To proceed, we perform a general expansion of fρ and each
fψi with respect to spatial gradients of the order parameters.
We retain spatial gradients up to third-order in our expansion
of fρ (which has odd parity) and up to second-order in our ex-
pansion of each fψi (which have even parity). It will become
apparent that the parity of these expansions play a prominent
role in the development of coexistence criteria. The accuracy
of these expansions will depend on the degree to which any
non-local terms in these forces can be approximated with lo-
cal terms.

We first expand the generation-driving forces:

fψi ≈ fbulkψi + f intψi ∀i ∈ N , (8a)

where:

f intψi = −f (2,1)ψi
∶ ∂zX∂zX − f (2,2)ψi

⋅ ∂2zzX ∀i ∈ N . (8b)

Here, fbulkψi
∀i ∈ N are equations of state that we assume

have at least one zero such that a homogeneous steady-state
is possible. If interfaces are unfavored, as is expected for
states of macroscopic phase-separation, coexistence between
phases with differing values of nonconserved fields can only
be achieved if at least one fbulkψi

depends on ρ. Each f
(2,1)
ψi

and f
(2,1)
ψi

are rank 2 and 1 tensors of equations of state, re-

spectively. Without loss of generality, we define each f
(2,1)
ψi

to be symmetric as antisymmetric contributions do not impact
f intψi

. In total, the expanded generation-driving forces contain
nN + nN(nN + 1) + nN([nN + 1]2 + nN + 1)/2 equations of
state.

We now expand the flux-driving force:

fρ ≈ f (1)ρ + f (3)ρ , (9a)

where:

f (1)ρ =f (1,1)ρ ⋅ ∂zX, (9b)

f (3)ρ = − f (3,1)ρ ⋮∂zX∂zX∂zX
− f (3,2)ρ ∶ ∂2zzX∂zX − f (3,3)ρ ⋅ ∂3zzzX, (9c)

Every element of f (1,1)ρ , f (3,1)ρ , f (3,2)ρ , and f
(3,3)
ρ (rank 1, 3,

2, and 1 tensors, respectively) are generally equations of state
that depend on X but not its spatial gradients. Equation (9c)
is unaffected by antisymmetric contributions to f

(3,1)
ρ (with

respect to permuting a triplet of indices) and thus we define
f
(3,1)
ρ to be symmetric under permuting each of its three in-

dices. In total, the flux-driving force contains 2(nN + 1) +(nN + 1)2 + 1
6
(nN + 1)(nN + 2)(nN + 3) equations of state.

Our goal is to extract bulk coexistence criteria from the
steady-state conditions that all forces must vanish. Broadly,
forces with even spatial parity, such as each fψi , contain bulk
contributions that do not necessarily vanish in the absence
of spatial gradients. It is precisely these bulk contributions
that will appear in our coexistence criteria. Conversely, forces
with odd spatial parity do not contain a bulk contribution and
hence one cannot straightforwardly extract coexistence crite-
ria from a spatially uniform odd quantity. It is for this reason
that coexistence criteria for the fψi = 0 conditions can be im-
mediately obtained, as will be shown, while the coexistence
criteria that result from fρ = 0 require the conversion of this
odd force to a quantity with even spatial parity.

We immediately identify nPnN coexistence criteria from
the force balance on the nonconserved fields, fψi = 0 ∀i ∈N . Substituting the absence of spatial variations of the order
parameters in the bulk phases into Eq. (8), we have:

fbulkψi (Xα) = 0 ∀i ∈ N , α ∈ P. (10)
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This set of criteria apply to any coexistence scenario with non-
conserved order parameters and, analogously to that in equi-
librium [Eq. (1a)], correspond to a generation-free state.

It is now apparent that the conserved field, and conse-
quently fρ, is what makes determining the phase diagrams of
these systems a non-trivial task. fρ is odd and must be trans-
formed to an even quantity in order to extract bulk coexistence
criteria. We therefore seek a transformation that allows us to
equivalently express zero flux-driving force as spatial unifor-
mity of an even potential-like quantity:

fρ = 0→ ∂zuρ = 0, (11)

where we have defined uρ to be a “pseudopotential”. If such
a transformation can be made, we will find that uρ is spatially
uniform with even spatial parity and therefore coexistence cri-
teria can be extracted from this condition. Before detailing
the transformation between the flux-driving force and uρ, we
expand uρ to second-order in spatial gradients of the order pa-
rameters, consistent with our expansions of fρ and each fψi :

uρ ≈ ubulkρ + uintρ , (12a)

where:

uintρ = −u(2,1)ρ ∶ ∂zX∂zX − u(2,2)ρ ⋅ ∂2zzX. (12b)

This expansion has the same form as that of each fψi [Eq. (8)],
containing a total of 1 + (nN + 1) + ([nN + 1]2 + nN + 1)/2
equations of state in the scalar ubulkρ , vector u(2,2)ρ , and rank

2 tensor u
(2,1)
ρ . As was the case for each f

(2,1)
ψi

, we define

u
(2,1)
ρ to be symmetric as any antisymmetric contributions do

not impact uintρ .
If we can find a transformation of the form of Eq. (11), we

can simply integrate the steady-state condition ∂zuρ = 0 to
determine coexistence criteria. By again noting that the order
parameters are spatially uniform in the bulk phases, we find
the following nP − 1 criteria from Eq. (12):

ubulkρ (Xα) = ucoexistρ ∀α ∈ P, (13)

where ucoexistρ is the coexistence value of uρ which is a con-
stant that must be determined. Equation (13) is the nonequi-
librium analog of equality of chemical potentials in coexisting
phases [Eq. (1a)].

We now look to explicitly determine the form of the trans-
formation in Eq. (11) to extract the coexistence criteria in
Eq. (13). This transformation must be bijective such that there
is a one-to-one mapping between zero flux-driving force and
constant uρ. To maintain generality, we allow uρ to contain
contributions from generation-driving forces. Allowing these
contributions will prove necessary to ensure one can identify
uρ = µρ in equilibrium when the conserved field is the number
density. The simplest bijective transformation that contains
contributions from the generation-driving forces is:

T ⋅ f = ∂zu, (14)

where T is the transformation tensor, a full-rank (i.e., all nN+
1 rows/columns of T are linearly indepenedent) rank 2 tensor
of state functions that we seek to determine. We have intro-
duced a pseudopotential vector, u ≡ [uρ uψ1 ⋯ uψnN ]T,
whose elements corresponding to nonconserved fields are
simply uψi = −fψi ∀i ∈ N . Each of the nN + 1 compo-

nents of the effective force vector, f ≡ [fρ fψi ⋯ fψN ]T,
must be spatially odd and contain terms up to third-order in
spatial gradients such that u is second-order and even. We de-
fine the effective force on the conserved field to simply be the
flux-driving force, fρ ≡ fρ. Similarly, for simplicity, we take
elements of f corresponding to nonconserved fields to only
depend on the associated generation-driving force. The sim-
plest form that satisfies this condition while ensuring that we
recover uψi = −fψi ∀i ∈ N is fψi ∝ ∂zfψi ∀i ∈ N . This
corresponds to the rows of T that are associated with non-
conserved fields being diagonal. We therefore define fψi ≡
ψi∂zfψi ∀i ∈ N such that the rows of the transformation ten-
sor corresponding to nonconserved fields can be identified asTψiψj = −δijψ−1i ∀i, j ∈ N and Tψiρ = 0 ∀i ∈ N .

The second-order expansion of u is:

u ≈ ubulk + uint, (15a)

where:

uint = −u(2,1) ∶ ∂zX∂zX − u(2,2) ⋅ ∂2zzX. (15b)

We again define each u
(2,1)
i ∀i ∈ X to be symmetric as any

antisymmetric contributions do not affect uint. Each of the
elements of u has been expanded previously in this Section
[Eq. (8) and (12)], however Eq. (15) allows us to compactly
express these equations.

The expanded effective force vector is:

f ≈ f (1) + f (3), (16a)

where:

f
(1) =f (1,1) ⋅ ∂zX, (16b)

f
(3) = − f (3,1)⋮∂zX∂zX∂zX

− f (3,2) ∶ ∂2zzX∂zX − f (3,3) ⋅ ∂3zzzX. (16c)

We again define each f
(3,1)
i ∀i ∈ X to be symmetric with re-

spect to permuting its three indices. Every component of f has
been previously introduced in this Section, either directly for
the conserved field [Eq. (9)] or indirectly for the nonconserved
fields (found by spatially differentiating Eq. (8) and multiply-
ing by the associated order parameter), however Eq. (16) al-
lows us to compactly express these equations.

From our definition of the effective forces and pseudopo-
tentials of the nonconserved fields, we only need to deter-
mine uρ and one row of the transformation tensor, T ρ ≡[Tρρ Tρψ1 ⋯ TρψnN ]T, with:

T ρ ⋅ f = ∂zuρ. (17)
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In equilibrium and when the conserved field is the number
density, uρ can be identified as either the chemical potential or
pressure. If one identifies uρ as the pressure, which is straight-
forward beginning from our force balance, then Tρρ = −1
and Tρψi = 0 ∀i ∈ N . Alternatively, if one identifies uρ as
the chemical potential, T ρ encodes the Gibbs-Duhem relation
[Eq. (3)] such that Tρρ = −1/ρ and Tρψi = 1/ρ ∀i ∈ N . Here-
after, we use uρ = µρ in equilibrium to simplify the following
analysis.

Substituting the expansions for f [Eq. (16)] and uρ
[Eq. (12)] into Eq. (17), we match terms and find a number
of relations that must hold (as detailed in Appendix A 1):

T ρ ⋅ f (1,1) = ∂Xubulkρ , (18a)

T ρ ⋅ f (3,1) = [∂Xu(2,1)ρ ]S , (18b)

T ρ ⋅ f (3,2) = (∂Xu(2,2)ρ + 2u(2,1)ρ ) , (18c)

∂X(T ρ ⋅ f (3,3)) = ∂Xu(2,2)ρ , (18d)

where ∂X ≡ ∂/∂X and [∂u(2,1)ρij /∂Xk]S ≡ 1
6
(∂u(2,1)ρij /∂Xk +

∂u
(2,1)
ρik /∂Xj + ∂u(2,1)ρji /∂Xk + ∂u(2,1)ρjk /∂Xi + ∂u(2,1)ρki /∂Xj +

∂u
(2,1)
ρkj /∂Xi) extracts the symmetric (with respect to ex-

change of the i, j, and k indices) portion of the third-rank
tensor ∂Xu

(2,1)
ρ with components ∂u(2,1)ρij /∂Xk.

Equation (18) is an overdetermined system of 1 + nN +
2(nN + 1)2 + 1

6
(nN + 1)(nN + 2)(nN + 3) linear, first-order,

homogeneous PDEs for 3+ 2nN +nN + (nN + 1)(nN + 2)/2
unknown functions (the elements of T ρ and each coefficient
in uρ). We see that the number of equations exceeds the num-
ber of unknown functions when nonserved fields are present
(nN ≥ 1) and hence a solution is not guaranteed to exist. This
makes clear that the coexistence theories developed for a sin-
gle conserved field [11, 15, 35] represent a special case where
the system of PDEs in Eq. (18) becomes an exactly deter-
mined (and consequently solveable) system of ODEs. For this
reason, the single-field coexistence theories in Refs. [11, 15]
represent an exceptional case where it is guaranteed that uρ
exists.

One approach to solving Eq. (18) may be to eliminate the
coefficients of uρ from each equation through a series of lin-
ear operations, obtaining a set of equations that solely con-
tain T ρ and the known force coefficients. If one does this,
for the components of T ρ and the coefficients of uρ to be
continuous and differentiable functions of X, it must be en-
sured that partial differentiation of these unknown functions
with respect to the order parameters is commutative (this is
formally known as involutivity [42]). A solution that satisfies
Eq. (18) may not have this property. We therefore must de-
termine additional conditions that the solution must satisfy to
ensure the commutativity of partial differentiation (these addi-
tional equations are formally referred to as compatibility con-
ditions [42]). Determining these conditions for an arbitrary
number of order parameters is a difficult task but, neverthe-
less, Eq. (18) serves as the starting point in determining solu-
tions for T ρ and uρ. Importantly, a solution to Eq. (18) can be
subsequently checked to ensure partial differentiation is com-

mutative. This commutativity is satisfied in passive systems
when the pseudopotential of every order parameter is its asso-
ciated chemical potential, u = µ, and the transformation ten-
sor has elements Tψiψj = −δijψ−1i ∀i, j ∈ N , Tψiρ = 0 ∀i ∈ N ,Tρρ = −ρ−1, and Tρψi = ρ−1 ∀i ∈ N .

When a full solution to Eq. (18) (one with a full-rank T
that respects the commutativity of partial differentiation) ex-
ists, we can identify uρ as:

ubulkρ = ∫ T ρ ⋅ f (1,1) ⋅ dX, (19a)

u(2,1)ρ = 1

2
(T ρ ⋅ f (3,2) − ∂X (T ρ ⋅ f (3,3))) , (19b)

u(2,2)ρ = T ρ ⋅ f (3,3). (19c)

Combining this with the solution for the pseudopotentials
associated with the nonconserved order parameters, uψi =−fψi ∀i ∈ N , we now have an expression for every component
of u.

In systems where a full solution to Eq. (18) can be found,
we still require an additional set of coexistence criteria, analo-
gous to the equality of pressures in coexisting phases in equi-
librium. To identify the remaining criteria, we introduce a
generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation that maps the vector of
pseudopotentials, u, to a global quantity with even spatial par-
ity, G:

E ⋅ du = dG. (20)

We have introduced a generalized Maxwell construction vec-
tor, E , containing nN +1 components which are each an equa-
tion of state. The connection between E and a Maxwell con-
struction will later become apparent, however we can appreci-
ate that the equilibrium Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (3)] allows
us to express equality of pressures across phases [Eq. (1b)] as
the equilibrium Maxwell construction [Eqs. (2b) or equiva-
lently (4b)].

We now expand G to second-order:

G ≈ Gbulk + Gint, (21a)

where:

Gint = −G(2,1) ∶ ∂zX∂zX −G(2,2) ⋅ ∂2zzX. (21b)

Gbulk is a scalar equation of state while G(2,1) and G(2,2)
are tensors of rank 2 and 1, respectively, where each ele-
ment is an equation of state. As was the case with u

(2,1)
ρ

and each f
(2,1)
ψi

, we define G(2,1) to be symmetric as antisym-

metric contributions to G(2,1) do not impact Gint. In total, G
contains 2 + nN + (nN + 1)(nN + 2)/2 equations of state that
each generally depend on X.

If a global quantity can be found, our remaining coexistence
criteria follow from substituting the spatial uniformity of the
pseudopotential vector (du = 0) into the generalized Gibbs-
Duhem relation [Eq. (20)] which informs us that G is spatially
constant. As the order parameters are homogeneous within
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the bulk phases, from Eq. (21) we identify that Gbulk is equal
in coexisting phases:

Gbulk (Xα) = Gcoexist ∀α ∈ P, (22)

providing our final nP − 1 coexistence criteria which, in equi-
librium, correspond to equality of pressures [Eq. (1b)] be-
tween phases.

We now look to determine the components of the Maxwell
construction vector. Substituting the expressions for u
[Eq. (15)] and G [Eq. (21)] into the generalized Gibbs-Duhem
relation [Eq. (20)], we identify a number of relations that must
hold (as detailed in Appendix A 2):

E ⋅ ∂Xubulk = ∂XGbulk, (23a)

∂X(E ⋅ u(2,2)) = ∂XG(2,2), (23b)

E ⋅ (2u(2,1) + ∂Xu(2,2)) = 2G(2,1) + ∂XG(2,2), (23c)

E ⋅ [∂Xu(2,1)]S′ = [∂XG(2,1)]S , (23d)

where [∂u(2,1)nij /∂Xk]S′ ≡ 1
6
(∂u(2,1)nij /∂Xk + ∂u(2,1)nik /∂Xj +

∂u
(2,1)
nji /∂Xk + ∂u(2,1)njk /∂Xi + ∂u(2,1)nki /∂Xj + ∂u(2,1)nkj /∂Xi)

extracts the symmetric (with respect to exchange of the i, j,
and k indices) portion of the rank 4 tensor ∂Xu(2,1) with com-
ponents ∂u(2,1)nij /∂Xk. Just as was the case with Eq. (18),
Eq. (23) is overdetermined with 1+nN +2(nN +1)2+ 1

6
(nN +

1)(nN + 2)(nN + 3) linear, first-order, homogeneous PDEs
for 3 + 2nN + (nN + 1)(nN + 2)/2 unknown functions (each
component of E and each coefficient of G). We can again
solve Eq. (23) for G and E and subsequently check if partial
differentiation with respect to the order parameters is com-
mutative. In the Supplemental Material (SM) [43], we dif-
ferentiate Eq. (23) when nN = 1 to find the conditions that
ensure partial differentiation is commutative (this is formally
known as prolongation [42]), gaining additional PDEs (com-
patibility conditions) that must be satisfied. We emphasize
that even though we may find the additional equations that
ensure partial differentiation is commutative, the system of
PDEs is overdetermined and hence one may not be able to
find a consistent solution to every equation: a solution is not
guaranteed. When a full solution to Eq. (23) exists, we can
identify the form of G:

Gbulk = E ⋅ ubulk − ∫ ubulk ⋅ dE, (24a)

G(2,1) = (E ⋅ u(2,1) − 1

2
ET ⋅ u(2,2)) , (24b)

G(2,2) = E ⋅ u(2,2), (24c)

where E ≡ ∂XE .
In equilibrium, the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation

[Eq. (20)] reduces to its equilibrium form [Eq. (3)], where the
pseudopotential vector is simply the chemical potential vec-
tor, u = µ, the global quantity is the pressure, G = p, and
the Maxwell construction vector is the order parameter vec-
tor, E = X. Notably, the global quantity appears to only have
a clear mechanical interpretation in equilibrium.

Our final nonequilibrium coexistence criteria are:

ubulk(Xα) = ucoexist ∀α ∈ P, (25a)

Gbulk(Xα) = Gcoexist ∀α ∈ P, (25b)

where ucoexistψi
= 0 ∀i ∈ N from Eq. (10) while ucoexistρ andGcoexist are generally non-vanishing and must be determined

by equating ubulkρ and Gbulk across phases, respectively. Sub-
tracting the number of equations in Eq. (25), 2nP −2+nPnN ,
from the number of variables describing the coexisting phases,
nP (nN + 1), we find the number of degrees of freedom to be
2 − nP , recovering the equilibrium Gibbs phase rule as ex-
pected [20].

In an analogous manner to the equilibrium Maxwell con-
struction [Eq. (2b) or equivalently Eq. (4b)], we can use the
generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (20)] to re-express
equality of Gbulk across phases as a generalized equal-area
Maxwell construction:

∫ Eβ
Eα [ubulk(X) − ucoexist] ⋅ dE = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P, (26a)

where the integration is path-independent as it is equivalent
to an integral over −dGbulk between the α and β phases.
This path-independence allows us to select the most con-
venient path to integrate, which is often X∗(ρ) satisfying
ui(X∗) = 0 ∀i ∈ N for all ρ considered. This path selection
reduces Eq. (26a) to a one-dimensional integral:

∫ Eβρ
Eαρ [ubulkρ (X∗) − ucoexistρ ]dEρ = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P. (26b)

Equation (26) is the nonequilibrium generalization of
Eqs. (2b) and (4b).

If the components of E are not strictly monotonic func-
tions of X, there is ambiguity in evaluating the generalized
Maxwell constructions in Eq. (26). This ambiguity is elim-
inated by expressing these criteria as “weighted-area” con-
structions, substituting dE = E ⋅ dX into Eq. (26a):

∫ Eβ
Eα [ubulk(X) − ucoexist] ⋅E ⋅ dX = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P, (27a)

which, along the path X∗(ρ), reduces to:

∫ ρβ

ρα
[ubulkρ (X∗) − ucoexistρ ]Eρ ⋅ dX∗ = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P, (27b)

where Eρ ≡ ∂XEρ is the relevant row of E, i.e., its components
are Eρi ∀i ∈ X .

Equation (25) can be straightforwardly recast as a general-
ized common tangent construction on a suitably defined effec-
tive bulk free energy, wbulk ≡ ∫ ubulk ⋅ dE , with respect to E:

∂wbulk

∂E ∣
X=Xα

= ucoexist ∀α ∈ P, (28a)

ucoexist ⋅ E(Xα) −wbulk(Xα) = Gcoexist ∀α ∈ P. (28b)



8

The definition of wbulk requires its Hessian to be symmet-
ric, which is guaranteed if the Hessian of Gbulk is symmetric.
It is then clear that when the generalized Gibbs-Duhem rela-
tion is satisfied and every element of E is non-constant, the
coexistence criteria can be expressed as a common tangent
construction on wbulk with respect to E . While Eq. (28) is an
appealing form of the criteria, only in equilibrium can it be de-
rived from an extremization of wbulk subject to the appropri-
ate physical constraints. In Appendix C, we demonstrate that
the conditions for defining an effective free energy functional,W[X(z)], such that u = δW[X(z)]/δE , are more restrictive
than the conditions necessary for G to exist [Eq. (23)]. This
contrasts the case in which there is a single (conserved) order
parameter, where Solon et al. [11] demonstrated that a free
energy functional can be readily defined.

While the criteria described above constitute, to the best of
our knowledge, the first set of genuinely nonequilibrium co-
existence criteria with coupled conserved and nonconserved
order parameters, exact solutions for u and G may not always
be possible. For systems in which formally exact solutions
cannot be obtained but macroscopic phase separation remains
a steady-state, we look to develop approximate coexistence
criteria that one can use to estimate the phase boundaries. To
do so, we consider systems where uρ and associated trans-
formation tensor, T ρ, can be found (and thus a solution to
Eq. (18) exists). In these systems, the final set of coexistence
criteria corresponds to equality of Gbulk across phases and re-
lies on a solution to Eq. (23), which does not necessarily exist.
In systems where we cannot find a full solution to Eq. (23),
we propose partitioning the generalized Gibbs-Duhem rela-
tion into bulk and interfacial contributions (as detailed in Ap-
pendix B 1):

Ebulk ⋅ dubulk = dGbulk, (29a)

E int ⋅ duint = dGint. (29b)

such that Ebulk satisfies Eq. (23a) and E int satisfies
Eqs. (23b)-(23d). Only when E = Ebulk = E int is the global
quantity rigorously defined with Eq. (23). When this is the
case, the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (20)] holds
and Gbulk ≡ Ebulk ⋅ ubulk − ∫ ubulk ⋅ dEbulk is equal in coex-
isting phases. Otherwise, when Ebulk ≠ E int, Gbulk generally
takes a different value in each of the coexisting phases.

As shown in Appendix B 2, the weighted-area construction
[Eq. (27a)] using E = Eint ≡ ∂XE int is guaranteed to vanish
when evaluated along the spatial coexistence profile, Xc(z),
if a solution for E int [Eqs. (23b)-(23d)] can be found:

∫ zβ

zα
[ubulk (Xc)
− ucoexist] ⋅Eint (Xc) ⋅ ∂zXcdz = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P, (30)

where zα and zβ are positions deep in the homogeneous α
and β phases, respectively. The value of this integral is now
path-dependent, as it is no longer the difference in Gbulk be-
tween phases. Importantly, Xc(z) is the full spatial coexis-
tence profile that we set out to avoid determining. We can

then gain approximate coexistence criteria by performing the
weighted-area construction with E = Eint, evaluating the in-
tegral along a path other than the generally unknown Xc(z)
such as X∗(ρ) in Eq. (27b). However, the weighted-area con-
struction is not guaranteed to vanish along these other paths,
where its value quantifies the departure of the criteria from
exactness. Importantly, the approximation gains accuracy as
the selected integration path approaches the actual coexistence
profiles.

The approximate criteria in Eq. (30) makes use of E int,
however we can alternatively approximate the final set of
criteria by setting Gbulk equal across phases, i.e., using the
weighted-area construction [Eq. (27a)] with E = Ebulk ≡
∂XEbulk. When using E = Ebulk, the weighted-area con-
struction is path-independent as it is equal to the difference inGbulk between phases, however this difference is generally fi-
nite when Ebulk ≠ E int. This approach, in contrast to Eq. (30),
does not inherently contain a degree of freedom (such as the
integration path) to change the quality of the approximation.
In the event that one can access the coexistence profile to
check the approximation, the difference in Gbulk between α
and β phases can be determined (as shown in Appendix B 3)
with:

∆αβGbulk ≡ Gbulk (Xα) − Gbulk (Xβ)
= ∫ zβ

zα
[ubulk (Xc) − ucoexist] ⋅ [Ebulk (Xc)

−Eint (Xc) ] ⋅ ∂zXcdz. (31)

When ∆αβGbulk ≈ 0 for every pair of coexisting phases,
equating Gbulk across phases is a good approximation for the
final set of coexistence criteria.

III. APPLICATION TO NONEQUILIBRIUM MODELS

In this Section, we introduce phenomenological models
of nonequilibrium field dynamics and numerically obtain the
phase diagrams of these systems by determining the complete
spatial order parameter profiles. This allows us to directly
evaluate our theory of nonequilibrium coexistence which en-
ables the construction of phase diagrams solely from bulk
equations of state.

A number of phenomenological nonequilibrium field the-
ories have been proposed to describe systems with a single
nonconserved field, such as Active Model A (AMA) [44, 45],
a single conserved field, such as Active Model B+ (AMB+) [8,
44, 46], and coupled conserved fields, such as the Nonrecipro-
cal Cahn-Hilliard (NRCH) model [47, 48]. Here, we introduce
Active Model C+ (AMC+) which couples a conserved field
that undergoes dynamics similar to those of AMB+ with nN
nonconserved fields that undergo dynamics similar to AMA.
In particular, AMC+ can be seen as a form of the recently in-
troduced Multicomponent Active Model B+ (MAMB+) [20]
where nN of the fields are nonconserved. It was demon-
strated in Ref. [20] that MAMB+ preserves clear limits of
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gradient and passive dynamics while capturing all possible
first and third-order contributions to flux-driving forces and all
bulk and second-order contributions to the pseudopotentials.
AMC+ retains this structure with the simplification that the
pseudopotentials of the nonconserved fields can be immedi-
ately identified. In one spatial dimension (this can be straight-
forwardly generalized), AMC+ can be mapped to the dynam-
ics in Eq. (6) with the following forms for the flux-driving and
generation-driving forces:

fρ = −ρ(∂zu0ρ − ∑
i∈N

ψi
ρ
∂zfψi + ηN

ρ ⋅ ∂zX
− ξAρ ∶ ∂2zzX∂zX − θρ⋮∂zX∂zX∂zX), (32a)

u0ρ = δFδρ + τNρ −λρ ∶ ∂zX∂zX −πA′
ρ ⋅ ∂2zzX, (32b)

fψi = − δFδψi − τNψi +λψi ∶ ∂zX∂zX +πA′
ψi ⋅ ∂2zzX ∀i ∈ N ,

(32c)

F [X(z)] = ∫
V
dr(fbulk + 1

2
κ ∶ ∂zX∂zX) . (32d)

There are four distinct contributions to fρ. The first is driven
by spatial gradients of u0ρ and each fψi , resembling passive
dynamics where gradients in chemical potentials drive fluxes.
Here, u0ρ would be uρ if every element of the “non-gradient”
tensors ηN

ρ , ξAρ , and θρ were zero. First-order contributions to
fρ that cannot be integrated into the bulk contribution to u0ρ are
captured by ηN

ρ , a rank 1 tensor of state functions. The next
two terms capture third-order non-integrable contributions to
fρ, where ξAρ is an antisymmetric rank 2 tensor of state func-
tions and θρ is a symmetric (with respect to three-fold permu-
tation of indices) rank 3 tensor of state functions.

When fρ is fully integrable, uρ = u0ρ can be immediately
identified, whereas the pseudopotential of each nonconserved
field is always known, uψi = −fψi ∀i ∈ N . Each pseudopo-
tential, for both conserved and nonconserved fields, contains
four contributions. The first is variational in that it is derived
from a free energy functional, F , which would be the sys-
tem free energy in the absence of the other terms. The next
three contributions are non-variational, the first of which is
the rank 1 tensor of state functions τN

γ ∀γ ∈ X that captures
contributions to ubulkγ that cannot be integrated into the bulk
portion of the would-be free energy, fbulk. The last two non-
variational contributions are second-order in spatial gradients.
The coefficient λγ ∀γ ∈ X is a symmetric rank 2 tensor of
state functions that breaks the relationship between interfacial
terms in the associated uintγ that results from the functional
derivative. Finally, the coefficient πA′

γ ∀γ ∈ X is a rank 1
tensor of state functions capturing contributions that cannot
result from a functional derivative due to the symmetries of
κ, a positive-definite rank 2 tensor of state functions that en-
sures gradients in the order parameters are penalized in the
free energy. In particular, κ is symmetric and is also symmet-
ric under permuting indices after differentiating, i.e., exchang-
ing any of the ν, γ, and ζ indices does not alter ∂νκγζ [41].

FIG. 2. Phase diagram of AMC with nN = 1, displaying the coexis-
tence values of ρ/ψ as a function of the ratio (χ + α)/(χ − α). We
set κρρ = κψψ = κρψ = 0.01, κψρ = 0.005, and χ = 1/2. The dotted
green line indicates the limit where κρψ(χ − α) = κψρ(χ + α) = 2
and the coexistence criteria are exact.

Our model reduces to AMB+ [44, 46] in the absence of
any nonconserved fields (nN = 0). In AMB+, there are
two nonequilibrium parameters: one analogous to our ξ that
breaks the gradient structure of fρ and one analogous to our
λ that breaks the variational structure of u0ρ. In one spatial
dimension when ξ is a constant, λ can be redefined to in-
clude the effects of ξ such that the dynamics are in gradient
form. Introducing nonconserved fields (nN > 0) allows both
the gradient and variational structure of passive dynamics to
be broken in more ways. Counting the number of unique,
nonzero elements of ηN

ρ , ξAρ , and θρ we see that there are
1
6
n3N + 3

2
n2N + 13

6
nN + 1 terms that can break the gradient

structure of fρ. Performing the same counting for each τN
γ ,

λγ , and πA′
γ we find 1

2
n3N + 5

2
n2N + 4nN + 1 terms that can

break the variational structure of u0ρ and each fψi . In contrast
to AMB+, the asymmetry of ξAρ means λρ cannot be redefined
to include the effects of a constant ξAρ , even in one spatial di-
mension.

We define Active Model C (AMC) to be a simplified ver-
sion of AMC+ where ηN

ρ = 0, ξAρ = 0, and θρ = 0
such that the conserved field experiences gradient dynamics
with the passive form of the transformation tensor (Tψiψj =−δijψ−1i ∀i, j ∈ N , Tψiρ = 0 ∀i ∈ N , Tρρ = −ρ−1, andTρψi = ρ−1 ∀i ∈ N ) and uρ = u0ρ. To achieve the variational
Model C [39] (MC) dynamics of passive systems, every ele-
ment of every τNγ , λγ , and πA′

γ must additionally be zero. A
nonzero component of any of these tensors breaks the passive
structure of the dynamics.

We now consider systems with dynamics corresponding to
AMC, where nonequilibrium effects can come from nonzero
τNγ , λγ , and πA′

γ for any order parameter γ ∈ X . We consider
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FIG. 3. Phase diagrams of AMC with nN = 1 as a function of ρ/ψ and λρρρ/κρρ. We set κψρ = 0 and κρρ = κψψ = 0.01 in every case.
We consider systems with (a) exact coexistence criteria by setting χ = −α = 1/4 and κρψ = λρψρ = λρρψ = λρψψ = 0, (b) approximate
coexistence criteria by setting χ = 1/2, α = 0, and κρψ = λρψρ = λρρψ = λρψψ = 0, and (c) no coexistence criteria within our theory by
setting χ = 1/2, α = 0, and κρψ = λρψρ = λρρψ = λρψψ = 0.01. The dotted green line in (c) indicates where λρρρ = λρψψ and well-
defined approximate coexistence criteria can be formulated. When this is the case, the interfacial Maxwell construction vector takes the formE int = [exp (2λρρρρ/κρρ + 2λρρψψ/κρψ) 0]T . When λρρρ ≠ λρψψ , a solution to Eqs. (23b)-(23d) does not exist. In this case, we continue
to use the weighted-area construction with Eint to predict the phase diagram in (c) even though it is not a well-defined approximation here.

the bulk contributions to the pseudopotentials to result from:

fbulk = ∑
i∈X (

ai
2
X2
i + bi4 X4

i ) + 1

2
χS ∶XX, (33a)

τN = χA ⋅X, (33b)

where fbulk appears in the free energy functional [see
Eq. (32d)], ai and bi are constants, and χS and χA are sym-
metric and antisymmetric rank 2 tensors of constants, respec-
tively. We further assume that κ and every λγ and πA′

γ are
constant. For convenience, we define κij ≡ κij + πA′

ij ∀i, j ∈X . We now focus on a single nonconserved field (nN = 1),
ψ, and set aρ = −1.2, aψ = 1, bρ = 4, bψ = 0, χS

ρρ = χS
ψψ = 0,

χS
ρψ = χS

ψρ = χ, χA
ρψ = −χA

ψρ = α, and λψ = 0.

We first consider systems where λρ = 0 and therefore
nonequilibrium effects are solely due to α ≠ 0 and κρψ ≠
κψρ. These dynamics resemble the two-component NRCH
model [47, 48] except one of the components is nonconserved.
When the parameters of this model are constrained such that
κρψ(χ−α) = κψρ(χ+α), it has been shown that the equilib-
rium coexistence criteria [Eq. (1)] are exact [16–18] despite
the nonequilibrium nature of the system dynamics. This is
due to the fact that these systems have “spurious” gradient
dynamics [22]. We aim to recover this result using our the-
ory while extending the coexistence criteria to systems where
κρψ(χ − α) ≠ κψρ(χ + α).

We now look to solve Eq. (23) for E and G, augmented
with the compatibility conditions provided in the SM [43].
For arbitrary values of the parameters, these equations do not
have a general solution. However, solving for Ebulk and E int

independently (as described in Appendix B 1), we find:

Ebulk = [ρ χ+α
χ−αψ]T , (34a)

E int = [ρ κρψ
κψρ

ψ]T . (34b)

If κρψ(χ − α) = κψρ(χ + α), it is clear that Ebulk = E int

and Eq. (25) is the exact coexistence criteria. This is the limit
where the system experiences spurious gradient dynamics [17,
22] and where our coexistence criteria are equivalent to those
in Refs. [16–18]. If κρψ(χ−α) ≠ κψρ(χ+α), we approximate
the criterion corresponding to equality of Gbulk (nP = 2 such
that this is a single criterion) [Eq. (25b)] by defining Gbulk ≡Ebulk ⋅ubulk − ∫ ubulk ⋅ dEbulk and equating it across phases.

Using our exact and approximate coexistence criterion, we
predict the phase diagram of this system and compare it to
that obtained by numerically determining the full coexistence
profiles, ρc(z) and ψc(z), following Refs. [43, 49–51]. Fig-
ure 2 shows the coexistence values of the order parameters as
a function of the ratio (χ+α)/(χ−α), demonstrating that our
exact and approximate criterion both provide highly accurate
predictions. To understand the accuracy of the approximate
criterion, in the SM [43] we compute ∆αβGbulk [Eq. (31)]:

∆αβGbulk = (χ + α
χ − α − κρψκψρ

)∫ zβ

zα
ubulkψ (Xc)∂zψcdz. (35)

We find ∆αβGbulk to be approximately zero, justifying equat-
ing Gbulk across phases as an approximate criterion when
κρψ(χ − α) ≠ κψρ(χ + α).

While the system in Fig. 2 provided a minimal platform
to explore nonequilibrium coexistence criteria, both exact and
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approximate, each element of the Maxwell construction vec-
tor(s) is linear in the order parameters, just as with passive
systems. We seek a system where the Maxwell construction
vector is a nonlinear function of the order parameters to fur-
ther validate our theory. This is the case when κρψ = κψρ = 0
and λρρρ is the only nonzero element of λρ:

Ebulk = [exp ( 2λρρρ
κρρ

ρ) χ+α
χ−α exp ( 2λρρρ

κρρ
ρ)]T , (36a)

E int = [exp ( 2λρρρ
κρρ

ρ) 0]T . (36b)

We see that Ebulk = E int when α = −χ and hence the coex-
istence criteria are exact. We predict the phase diagram using
our criteria when Ebulk = E int in Fig. 3(a), finding excellent
agreement compared to numerical results. In the SM [43], we
offer further support that our coexistence criteria are exact in
this system by keeping the ratio λρρρ/κρρ fixed while tuning
the raw value of these interfacial parameters, finding that the
shape of the interface changes but the binodals do not.

We require an approximate criterion when α ≠ −χ (cor-
respondingly Ebulk ≠ E int), for which we may use E int

in a weighted-area construction [Eq. (30)] along the path
X∗(ρ) [52]. We use this as the approximate coexistence
criterion, again finding excellent agreement with the numer-
ically determined phase diagram as shown in Fig. 3(b). In the
SM [43], we provide numerical support for using this approx-
imate criterion by demonstrating that the weighted-area con-
struction using Eint is similar in value when evaluated along
X∗ and Xc.

When κρψ ≠ 0 or elements of λρ other than λρρρ are
nonzero, Eint cannot be determined. There is no well-defined
approximate final criterion in this case, however the system
retains coexistence as a steady-state. Strikingly, using a form
of Eint that only solves a subset of the required equations
[i.e., not every equation in Eqs. (23b)-(23d) is satisfied] in the
weighted-area construction still provides quantitatively accu-
rate predictions as shown in Fig. 3(c). In the SM [43], we
plot the relative error of our predicted binodals in Fig. 3 com-
pared to the numerically determined binodals. We find the rel-
ative error between the numerical results and our predictions
to meet our expectation that the error increases as one moves
from the exact criterion in Fig. 3(a) to the poorly-defined ap-
proximate criterion in Fig. 3(c).

The phase diagram in Fig. 2 is symmetric about the vertical
line ρ = 0, or equivalently ψ = 0. This is due to the symmetry
of the model when λρ = 0, where inverting the order parame-
ter values, X→ −X, always results in u→ −u. When λρ ≠ 0,
the inversion symmetry of u is broken and X→ −X no longer
implies u → −u. Consequently, the phase diagrams in Fig. 3
are not symmetric about ρ = 0 (or equivalently ψ = 0).

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have outlined a procedure to determine the phase dia-
gram of systems described by a conserved field coupled to any
number of nonconserved fields, both in and out of equilibrium.
Beginning from a force-balance representation of steady-state

conditions, our theory allows one to derive a pseudopoten-
tial for the conserved field that must be equal in coexisting
phases which, in equilibrium, is the chemical potential. With
this pseudopotential, one can introduce a generalized Gibbs-
Duhem relation to derive the final set of coexistence criteria,
the equality of a global quantity across phases. This global
quantity becomes the pressure in equilibrium. These coexis-
tence criteria are equivalent to a generalized common tangent
construction on an effective free energy. When a solution to
the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation does not exist, we in-
troduce and justify two approximate forms of the criteria that
one may use to estimate the phase diagram. In equilibrium
systems, the coexistence criteria are always equality of the
chemical potential of the conserved field across phases, zero
chemical potential of every nonconserved field in each phase,
and equality of pressures across phases. Out of equilibrium,
however, the functional form of the analogous state functions
follow from system-specific steady-state force balances. We
validate our theory by introducing Active Model C+ (AMC+)
and predicting the phase diagrams of various systems, which
we find to be in excellent agreement with the phase diagrams
obtained by numerically determining the full spatial order pa-
rameter profiles during coexistence.

To use our theory, a number of equations of state in the
flux-driving force and every generation-driving force must
be determined. In equilibrium, there are a number of tech-
niques, both experimental and computational, one can use to
determine these equations of state. For example, there are
structural expressions for both the bulk and interfacial con-
tributions to the free energy [41, 53], allowing one to de-
termine the passive forces given the microscopic structure
of a system. While determining the functional dependence
of the generation-driving forces of some nonconserved fields
may prove challenging (e.g. a crystallinity field), µρ(X∗)
and p(X∗) are more easily measured. Due to the path-
independence of the equilibrium Maxwell construction, only
one of either µρ(X∗) or p(X∗), along with the parameteri-
zation X∗(ρ), is required to determine the phase diagram of
a system and thus the difficulty in determining generation-
driving forces is not an obstacle in equilibrium. It is clear
in a number of contexts that theoretical, computational, and
experimental approaches are consistent in equilibrium. Out of
equilibrium, a similar understanding is still absent.

If the order parameters are known, there are theoretical
techniques (such as an Irving-Kirkwood procedure [38]) to
formally determine the coefficients in our forces. The coeffi-
cients resulting from these techniques generally depend on the
microscopic degrees of freedom in the system and therefore
can be determined from particle-based simulations. Exper-
imentally, microscopic information is not always accessible
and thus we desire a continuum-level procedure to determine
the coefficients in our forces. One potential route towards this
is to make dynamical measurements that can be compared
to our constitutive relations in Eq. (6). As was suggested in
Ref.[20], measuring the flux of the conserved quantity may
allow the form of the flux-driving force to be determined.
The dynamics of the nonconserved fields are generally less
straightforward to measure than that of the conserved field,
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however there is growing work to determine the coefficients
in our forces using machine learning approaches [54–56].

There are macroscopically phase-separating systems that
cannot be described by our theory, such as the system in
Fig. 3(c). It remains an open question as to whether there is a
coexistence theory that can describe these systems. Moreover,
elucidating the structure of AMC+ and how the coexistence
criteria change by introducing nonzero elements of the vari-
ous nonequilibrium terms would facilitate a continuum-level
understanding of how to tune a given nonequilibrium system
such that a desired phase diagram is achieved.

This work focused on systems described by a single con-
served field coupled to an arbitrary number of strictly non-
conserved fields whose dynamics can solely be described by a
generation term. We aim to extend this work to systems where
fluxes of nonconserved order parameters (not considered here)
play an important role in the dynamics. Furthermore, many
nonconserved order parameters are subject to aggregate con-
straints (e.g., constraints on linear combinations of the order
parameters), such as mass conservation in reaction-diffusion
systems, which we will also look to incorporate in future
work. By combining the present work with Ref. [20] (where
we develop a mechanical coexistence theory for systems with
multiple conserved fields), it is our hope that we can begin to
determine the phase diagram of complex nonequilibrium sys-
tems, including multicomponent crystallization [57], nematic
mixtures [58, 59], and reaction-diffusion systems with multi-
ple conservation laws [60].
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Appendix A: Derivation of Exact Coexistence Criteria

1. Transformation Tensor

We first look to derive the transformation tensor, T , that
allows us to perform the transformation f = 0 → ∂zu = 0.
Explicitly writing the terms in each component of f [Eq. (16)]
we have:

f i (z) ≈ f (1)i + f (3)i ∀i ∈ X , (A1a)

where:

f
(1)
i = ∑

j∈X f
(1,1)
ij ∂zXj ∀i ∈ X , (A1b)

and:

f
(3)
i = −∑

j∈X ∑k∈X ∑l∈X f
(3,1)
ijkl ∂zXj∂zXk∂zXl

− ∑
j∈X ∑k∈X f

(3,2)
ijk ∂2zzXj∂zXk

− ∑
j∈X f

(3,3)
ij ∂3zzzXj ∀i ∈ X . (A1c)

We define each f
(3,1)
ijkl to be symmetric with respect to per-

muting the j, k, and l indices as any asymmetric contributions

do not affect the value of f
(3)
i . Similarly writing the terms of

each component of u [Eq. (15)] we have:

ui ≈ ubulki + uinti ∀i ∈ X , (A2a)

where:

uinti = −∑
j∈X ∑k∈X u(2,1)ijk ∂zXj∂zXk − ∑

j∈X u
(2,2)
ij ∂2zzXj ∀i ∈ X .

(A2b)
Antisymmetric (with respect to exchanging j and k) contribu-
tions to u(2,1)ijk do not impact the value of uinti and hence we

define each u(2,1)ijk to be symmetric.
The transformation tensor is defined to linearly convert f

into ∂zu:

∑
j∈X Tijf j = ∂zui ∀i ∈ X . (A3a)

From our definition of uψi = −fψi = − ∫ dzfψi/ψi ∀i ∈ N ,
we find Tψiψj = −δijψ−1i ∀i, j ∈ N and Tψiρ = 0 ∀i ∈ N .
We then only need to determine one row of the transformation
tensor, Tρj ∀j ∈ X , and uρ:

∑
j∈X Tρjf j = ∂zuρ. (A3b)

It is clear that introducing a global multiplicative constant into
each Tρj simply rescales uρ, i.e., Tρj → cTρj Ô⇒ uρ → cuρ,
and thus the condition of uniformity of uρ is unaffected. Intro-
ducing an additive constant, Tρj → Tρj + c, does nontrivially
affect uρ, however.

Differentiating uρ in the z-direction we have:

∂zuρ = ∑
j∈X

∂ubulkρ

∂Xj
∂zXj − ∑

j∈X u
(2,2)
ρj ∂3zzzXj

− ∑
j∈X ∑k∈X

⎛⎝
∂u
(2,2)
ρj

∂Xk
+ 2u(2,1)ρjk

⎞⎠∂2zzXj∂zXk

− ∑
j∈X ∑k∈X ∑l∈X

∂u
(2,1)
ρjk

∂Xl
∂zXj∂zXk∂zXl, (A4)
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where antisymmetric (with respect to exchanging j, k and l)
contributions to ∂u(2,1)ρjk /∂Xl do not affect the value of ∂zuρ.
Substituting this into Eq. (A3b) along with Eq. (A1), match-
ing terms, and differentiating until every algebraic equation
is first-order, we find an overdetermined system of nN + 1 +
2(nN + 1)2 + (nN + 1)(nN + 2)(nN + 3)/6 linear, first-order,
homogeneous, PDEs for 1+2(nN +1)+ (nN +1)(nN +2)/2
unknown functions (each Tρj and every coefficient in uρ):

∑
i∈X Tρif

(1,1)
ij = ∂ubulkn

∂Xj
∀j ∈ X , (A5a)

∑
i∈X Tρif

(3,1)
ijkl =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂u
(2,1)
ρjk

∂Xl

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
Sjkl

∀j, k, l ∈ X , (A5b)

∑
i∈X Tρif

(3,2)
ijk = ∂u

(2,2)
ρj

∂Xk
+ 2u(2,1)ρjk ∀j, k ∈ X , (A5c)

∑
i∈X

∂

∂Xk
(Tρif (3,3)ij ) = ∂u(2,2)ρj

∂Xk
∀j, k ∈ X , (A5d)

where the superscript Sjkl denotes an object that is sym-
metric with respect to permuting the j, k, and l indices,
e.g., [Aijkl]Sjkl ≡ 1

6
(Aijkl + Aijlk + Aikjl + Aiklj + Ailjk +

Ailkj).
To make further progress, we look to eliminate the coeffi-

cients of uρ from Eq. (A5) such that we obtain a system of
equations for each Tρj solely in terms of the known force
coefficients. If one does this, care must be taken to ensure
the commutativity of partial differentiation of each of the un-
known functions with respect to the order parameters. This
procedure to obtain a system of PDEs where commutativity
is ensured is known as “completion to involution” [42]. Here,
we demonstrate how to eliminate the coefficients of uρ from
Eq. (A5), noting that a solution to the resulting equations can
be checked subsequently to ensure the commutativity of par-
tial differentiation is indeed respected.

The first relation we find follows from Eq. (A5a) and identi-
fying that ∂2ubulkρ /∂Xj∂Xk must be symmetric with respect
to exchanging j and k:

∑
i∈X
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂Tρi
∂Xk

f
(1,1)
ij − ∂Tρi

∂Xj
f
(1,1)
ik

+ Tρi ∂f
(1,1)
ij

∂Xk
− Tρi ∂f (1,1)ik

∂Xj

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ = 0 ∀j, k ∈ X . (A6)

Next, we note u(2,1)ρjk must also be symmetric with respect to
exchanging j and k and therefore:

∑
i∈X [Tρif

(3,2)
ijk − Tρif (3,2)ikj − ∂Tρi∂Xk

f
(3,3)
ij + ∂Tρi

∂Xj
f
(3,3)
ik

− Tρi ∂f
(3,3)
ij

∂Xk
+ Tρi ∂f (3,3)ik

∂Xj
] = 0 ∀j, k ∈ X . (A7)

Our last relation ensures u(2,1)ρjk and u(2,2)ρj appear consistently
in Eqs. (A5b)-(A5d). Differentiating Eqs. (A5c) and (A5d)

and substituting the result into Eq. (A5b) we find:

∑
i∈X
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣6Tρif

(3,1)
ijkl − ∂

∂Xl
(Tρif (3,2)ijk ) − ∂

∂Xk
(Tρif (3,2)ijl )

− ∂

∂Xj
(Tρif (3,2)ilk ) + 2 ∂2

∂Xk∂Xl
(Tρif (3,3)ij )

+ ∂2

∂Xk∂Xj
(Tρif (3,3)il )⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ = 0 ∀j, k, l ∈ X . (A8)

Importantly, the system of PDEs in Eqs. (A6), (A7), and (A8)
does not contain the compatibility conditions that ensure par-
tial differentiation is commutative. To demonstrate how to
ensure this commutivity, we perform the procedure for the
system of PDEs that result from the Gibbs-Duhem relation
(derived in Appendix A 2) when nN = 1 in the SM [43].

2. Maxwell Construction Vector

We now derive the Maxwell construction vector, E , that
defines the relationship between the global quantity, G, and
pseudopotential vector, u. Explicitly writing each term in G
we have:

G ≈ Gbulk + Gint, (A9a)

where:

Gint = −∑
j∈X ∑k∈X G(2,1)jk ∂zXj∂zXk −∑

j∈X G(2,2)j ∂2zzXj . (A9b)

Again, antisymmetric (with respect to exchanging j and k)
contributions to G(2,1)jk do not impact the value of Gint.

The generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation is:

∑
i∈X Eidui = dG, (A10)

which defines E and G. Here, the expansion of u in Eq. (A2) is
used. We can immediately appreciate that introducing a global
multiplicative constant into the Maxwell construction vector
simply rescales G, E → cE Ô⇒ G → cG, and hence does not
alter the spatial uniformity of G. Furthermore, this uniformity
is also unaffected by introducing a vector of additive constants
into the Maxwell construction vector, E → E+c, as this simply
adds a linear combination of the pseudopotentials to the global
quantity, G → G+c ⋅u. As u is spatially uniform, c ⋅u trivially
is as well.

Differentiating G in the z-direction we have:

∂zG = ∑
j∈X

∂Gbulk
∂Xj

∂zXj − ∑
j∈X G(2,2)j ∂3zzzXj

− ∑
j∈X ∑k∈X

⎛⎝
∂G(2,2)j

∂Xk
+ 2G(2,1)jk

⎞⎠∂2zzXj∂zXk

− ∑
j∈X ∑k∈X ∑l∈X

∂G(2,1)jk

∂Xl
∂zXj∂zXk∂zXl, (A11)
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where again antisymmetric (with respect to exchanging j, k,
and l) contributions to ∂G(2,1)jk /∂Xl do not affect the value
of ∂zG. Substituting ∂zui [Eq. (A4)] and ∂zG [Eq. (A11)]
into Eq. (A10) and matching terms, we find an overdetermined
system of 1+nN +2(nN +1)2 + 1

6
(nN +1)(nN +2)(nN +3)

linear, first-order, homogeneous PDEs for 3 + 2nN + (nN +
1)(nN + 2)/2 unknown functions (each component of E and
each coefficient in G):

∑
i∈X Ei

∂ubulki

∂Xj
= ∂Gbulk

∂Xj
∀j ∈ X , (A12a)

∑
i∈X

∂

∂Xk
(Eiu(2,2)ij ) = ∂G(2,2)j

∂Xk
∀j, k ∈ X , (A12b)

∑
i∈X Ei

⎛⎝2u(2,1)ijk + ∂u
(2,2)
ij

∂Xk

⎞⎠ = 2G(2,1)jk + ∂G(2,2)j

∂Xk
∀j, k ∈ X ,

(A12c)

∑
i∈X Ei

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂u
(2,1)
ijk

∂Xl

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
Sjkl

= ⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂G(2,1)jk

∂Xl

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
Sjkl

∀j, k, l ∈ X . (A12d)

To proceed, we seek equations for the components of E
solely in terms of coefficients in u, i.e., we look to elimi-
nate the coefficients of G from Eq. (A12). Just as was the
case for the transformation tensor, one generally must find
compatibility conditions that ensure partial differentiation is
commutative. Here, we eliminate the coefficients of G from
Eq. (A12), finding equations one can solve and subsequently
check if partial differentiation is commutative. In the SM [43],
we follow a formal procedure (completion to involution [42])
when nN = 1 to find the compatibility conditions one needs
to augment Eq. (A12) with to ensure partial differentiation is
commutative.

The first set of relationships we find follow from
Eq. (A12a), noting ∂2Gbulk/∂Xj∂Xk must be symmetric
upon exchanging j and k:

∑
i∈X
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣Eij

∂ubulki

∂Xk
−Eik ∂ubulki

∂Xj

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ = 0 ∀j, k ∈ X , (A13)

where Eij ≡ ∂Ei/∂Xj . Additionally, G(2,1)jk must be symmet-
ric with respect to exchanging j and k:

∑
i∈X [u(2,2)ij Eik − u(2,2)ik Eij] = 0 ∀j, k ∈ X . (A14)

Our last set of equations ensures G(2,1)jk and G(2,2)j appear con-
sistently in Eqs. (A12b)-(A12d). Differentiating Eqs. (A12b)
and (A12c) and substituting the result into Eq. (A12d), we
find:

∑
i∈X [2Eilu(2,1)ijk +2Eiku(2,1)ijl +2Eiju(2,1)ilk − ∂

∂Xl
(Eiku(2,2)ij )

− ∂

∂Xk
(Eilu(2,2)ij ) − ∂

∂Xj
(Eiku(2,2)il )] = 0 ∀j, k, l ∈ X .

(A15)

Appendix B: Derivation of Approximate Coexistence Criteria

We now consider systems where Tρj ∀j ∈ N and uρ can be
determined and thus the existence of exact coexistence criteria
relies on a solution to the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation
[Eq. (A10) and consequently Eq. (A12)] for E and G. We
develop two approximate forms of the final set of coexistence
criteria, equality of Gbulk across phases, when a full solution
to the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation does not exist.

1. Partial Solutions to the Generalized Gibbs-Duhem Relation

In this Appendix, we consider systems where a full solution
to the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (A10)] does not
exist. We propose splitting the generalized Gibbs-Duhem re-
lation into bulk and interfacial portions:

Ebulk ⋅ ubulk = dGbulk, (B1a)

E int ⋅ uint = dGint. (B1b)

Here, Ebulk is defined to satisfy Eq. (A12a):

∑
i∈X Ebulki

∂ubulki

∂Xj
= ∂Gbulk

∂Xj
∀j ∈ X , (B2)

while E int is defined to satisfy Eqs. (A12b)-(A12d):

∑
i∈X

∂

∂Xk
(Eiu(2,2)ij ) = ∂G(2,2)j

∂Xk
∀j, k ∈ X , (B3a)

∑
i∈X Ei

⎛⎝2u(2,1)ijk + ∂u
(2,2)
ij

∂Xk

⎞⎠ = 2G(2,1)jk + ∂G(2,2)j

∂Xk
∀j, k ∈ X ,

(B3b)

∑
i∈X Ei

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂u
(2,1)
ijk

∂Xl

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
Sjkl

= ⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂G(2,1)jk

∂Xl

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
Sjkl

∀j, k, l ∈ X . (B3c)

When these equations can be solved, G can be defined, how-
ever it is not necessarily spatially uniform in a steady-state.

2. Approximate Weighted-Area Construction

We now derive an approximate set of coexistence crite-
ria when the interfacial generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation
[Eq. (B1b) and correspondingly Eq. (B3)] can be solved forE int. The following result is independent of a solution to the
bulk generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (B1a) and corre-
spondingly Eq. (B2)].

The interfacial generalized Gibbs-Duhem rela-
tion [Eq. (B1b)] can be expressed as ∂zGint =
∂z(E int ⋅uint)−uint ⋅Eint ⋅∂zX and therefore uint ⋅Eint ⋅∂zX
must be the z-derivative of a contribution to Gint. Impor-
tantly, every contribution to Gint vanishes in the homoge-
neous phases by definition and thus the spatial integral of
uint ⋅ Eint ⋅ ∂zX over the interfacial profile is guaranteed
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to vanish. In other words, the weighted-area construction
[Eq. (27a)] with E = Eint vanishes when evaluated along
Xc(z):
∑
i∈X ∑j∈X ∫

zβ

zα
(ubulki (Xc)

− ucoexisti )Eint
ij (Xc)∂zXc

jdz = 0 ∀α,β ∈ P, (B4)

where the value of this integral is path-dependent as it is not
equal to the difference in Gbulk between phases if Ebulk ≠E int. The full spatial coexistence profile, Xc(z), is what we
aim to avoid determining. We then see that as an approxi-
mate set of coexistence criteria, we may evaluate the integral
in Eq. (B4) along a different path, such as X∗(ρ). This ap-
proximation gains accuracy as the selected integration path
approaches the coexistence profile.

3. Approximate Equality of the Bulk Global Quantity

We now derive a second approximate form of the final
set of coexistence criteria, applicable to systems where both
the interfacial generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (B1b)
and correspondingly Eq. (B3)] and bulk generalized Gibbs-
Duhem relation [Eq. (B1a) and correspondingly Eq. (A12a)]
have solutions. Rearranging Eq. (B4) and identifying Gbulk ≡Ebulk ⋅ ubulk − ∫ ubulk ⋅ dEbulk [from Eq. (B2)], we find:

∆αβGbulk ≡ Gbulk (Xα) − Gbulk (Xβ)
= ∑
i∈X ∑j∈X ∫

zβ

zα
(ubulki (Xc) − ucoexisti )(Ebulk

ij (Xc)
−Eint

ij (Xc))∂zXc
jdz ∀α,β ∈ P. (B5)

We then see that one may equate Gbulk across coexisting
phases as an approximate set of coexistence criteria, with
the approximation gaining accuracy as the weighted-area con-
struction with E = Ebulk −Eint [evaluated along Xc(z)] gets
closer to zero.

Appendix C: Existence of Effective Free Energy

In this Appendix, we derive the conditions for steady-states
of a system to be governed by an effective free energy func-
tional:

W[X(z)] = ∫
V
dr(wbulk + 1

2
∑
k∈X ∑l∈X w(2,1)kl ∂zXk∂zXl) ,

(C1a)
where wbulk is the bulk effective free energy and w(2,1)kl is the
kl component of the symmetric matrix parameterizing inter-
facial contributions to the effective free energy. We seek the

conditions for when the pseudopotential of each order param-
eter can be expressed as the functional derivative:

ui = δW
δEi ∀i ∈ X . (C1b)

Given that each component of E is an entirely local state func-
tion of X, the chain rule for functional differentiation yields a
simple, equivalent form of Eq. (C1b):

ui = ∑
j∈X

δW
δXj

E−1ji ∀i ∈ X , (C1c)

which will be the more straightforward form to work with.
Both Eqs. (C1b) and (C1c) require E to be exist [and hence
a solution to Eq. (A12)] and every component to be noncon-
stant. Moreover, Eq. (C1c) requires E to be invertible which
is slightly more restrictive than every component of E being
nonconstant.

To proceed, we contract Eq. (C1c) with E to obtain∑i∈X uiEij = δW/δXj . Evaluating the functional derivative
ofW:

∑
i∈X uiEij =

∂wbulk

∂Xj
− ∑
k∈X w

(2,1)
jk ∂2zzXk

− ∑
k∈X ∑l∈X

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂w
(2,1)
jk

∂Xl
− 1

2

∂w
(2,1)
kl

∂Xj

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
Skl

∂zXk∂zXl ∀j ∈ X ,
(C2)

where the Skl superscript extracts the symmetric (with respect
to exchanging k and l) portion of a matrix. Substituting the
expansion for each ui [Eq. (A2)] and matching terms, we find:

∑
i∈X u

bulk
i Eij = ∂wbulk

∂Xj
, (C3a)

∑
i∈X u

(2,2)
ik Eij = w(2,1)jk , (C3b)

2∑
i∈X u

(2,1)
ikl Eij = ∂w(2,1)jk

∂Xl
+ ∂w(2,1)jl

∂Xk
− ∂w(2,1)kl

∂Xj
. (C3c)

Substituting these definitions into Eq. (C1a) and mandating
translational invariance of the effective free energy functional
(i.e., δW = 0 for the transformation z → z + δz, where δz is a
constant), we recover the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation,
just as one can recover the equilibrium Gibbs-Duhem relation
by mandating translational invariance of an equilibrium free
energy functional [61]. It is then apparent that the generalized
Gibbs-Duhem holds if the effective free energy exists. How-
ever, it is not clear if the converse is true (with the condition
that E must be invertible).

We first consider the bulk equation [Eq. (C3a)], finding
ubulki = ∂wbulk/∂Ei. For the Hessian of wbulk to be sym-
metric, we must have:

∑
i∈X
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣Eij

∂ubulki

∂Xk
−Eik ∂ubulki

∂Xj

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ = 0 ∀j, k ∈ X , (C4)
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which is identical to Eq. (A13). As ∂XGbulk = E ⋅ ∂Xubulk

from the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation [Eq. (A10) and
consequently Eq. (A12a)], Eq. (C3a) implies Gbulk = E ⋅
ubulk − wbulk. This confirms that our coexistence criteria
are indeed consistent with a common tangent construction on
wbulk with respect to E [Eq. (28)].

We next consider the interfacial equations [Eqs. (C3b) and
(C3c)]. Noting w(2,1)jk = w(2,1)kj , we find a relationship identi-
cal to Eq. (A14)

∑
i∈X [u(2,2)ij Eik − u(2,2)ik Eij] = 0 ∀j, k ∈ X . (C5)

To find our last relationship, we substitute Eq. (C3b) into
Eq. (C3c):

2∑
i∈X u

(2,1)
ikl Eij = ∂

∂Xl
(u(2,2)ik Eij) + ∂

∂Xk
(u(2,2)il Eij)

− ∂

∂Xj
(u(2,2)il Eik) . (C6)

As u(2,1)ikl = u(2,1)ilk ∀i, k, l, ∈ X , we have (nN +1)2(nN +2)/2
equations in Eq. (C6). Notably, summing over unique triplets
of j, k, and l we find (nN + 1)(nN + 2)(nN + 3)/6 equations
identical to Eq. (A15):

∑
i∈X [2Eilu(2,1)ijk +2Eiku(2,1)ijl +2Eiju(2,1)ilk − ∂

∂Xl
(Eiku(2,2)ij )

− ∂

∂Xk
(Eilu(2,2)ij ) − ∂

∂Xj
(Eiku(2,2)il )] = 0 ∀j, k, l ∈ X .

(C7)

We again recover that the existence of an effective free energy
implies the generalized Gibbs-Duhem, however we see that
the converse is not true. Equation (C6) contains n3N /3+n2N +
2nN /3 more equations than Eq. (C7) and thus, when there are
nonconserved fields present (nN > 0), an effective free energy
[Eq. (C1)] exists in less systems than the generalized Gibbs-
Duhem relation [Eq. (A10)] is well-defined for.
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I. COMPLETION OF SYSTEM OF PDES TO INVOLUTION

We now complete the system of PDEs resulting from the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation,

dG =
∑

i∈X Eidui, to involution [1] when nN = 1. First considering an arbitrary number of

nonconserved order parameters, the system of linear PDEs derived to solve for E in the main text

∗ aomar@berkeley.edu
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is:

∂jGbulk =
∑

i∈X
Ei∂jubulki , (S1a)

∂kG(2,2)
j =

∑

i∈X
∂k

(
Eiu(2,2)ij

)
, (S1b)

2G(2,1)
jk + ∂kG(2,2)

j =
∑

i∈X
Ei

(
2u

(2,1)
ijk + ∂ku

(2,2)
ij

)
, (S1c)

[
∂nG(2,1)

jk

]Snjk
=

∑

i∈X
Ei

[
∂nu

(2,1)
ijk

]Snjk
, (S1d)

where ∂i ≡ ∂/∂Xi. Here, each component of the vector X are the independent variables while the

vector ubulk(X) and each of the matrices u(2,1)(X) and u(2,2)(X) are presumed to be be known.

The dependent variables we must solve for are the scalar Gbulk, each component of the vectors E
and G(2,2), and each component of the matrix G(2,1). The superscript Snjk indicates a matrix that

is symmetric with respect to exchanging the n, j, and k indices.

Inserting the definition of Snjk (see main text) we have:

∂jGbulk =
∑

i∈X
Ei∂jubulki , (S2a)

∂kG(2,2)
j =

∑

i∈X
∂k

(
Eiu(2,2)ij

)
, (S2b)

2G(2,1)
jk + ∂kG(2,2)

j =
∑

i∈X
Ei

(
2u

(2,1)
ijk + ∂ku

(2,2)
ij

)
, (S2c)

∂nG(2,1)
jk + ∂jG(2,1)

nk + ∂kG(2,1)
jn =

∑

i∈X
Ei

(
∂nu

(2,1)
ijk + ∂ju

(2,1)
ink + ∂ku

(2,1)
ijn

)
. (S2d)

We have nN+1 independent variables (the number of components ofX), and have nN+1 dependent

variables each in E and G(2,2), one in Gbulk, and (nN + 1)(nN + n1)/2 in G(2,1). We therefore have

m = n2N/2 + 7nN/2 + 4 dependent variables in total. Equation (S2a) contains nN + 1 equations,

Eqs. (S2b) and (S2c) each contain (nN+1)2 more, and Eq. (S2d) contains (nN+1)(nN+2)(nN+3)/6

equations. Before prolongation, we thus have a system of t = n3N/6+3n2N +41nN/6+4 equations.

It proves convenient to express all of the t equations appearing Eq. (S2) in vector notation with
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Φ = 0, where Φ is defined as:

Φ =




∂1Gbulk −∑
i∈X Ei∂1ubulki

...

∂nXGbulk −∑
i∈X Ei∂nXubulki

∂1G(2,2)
1 −∑

i∈X
(
Ei∂1u(2,2)i1 + ∂1Eiu(2,2)i1

)

...

∂nXG
(2,2)
nX −∑

i∈X
(
Ei∂nXu

(2,2)
inX

+ ∂nEiu(2,2)inX

)

2G(2,1)
11 + ∂1G(2,2)

1 −∑
i∈X Ei

(
2u

(2,1)
i11 + ∂1u

(2,2)
i1

)

...

2G(2,1)
nn + ∂nXG

(2,2)
nX −∑

i∈X Ei
(
2u

(2,1)
inXnX

+ ∂nXu
(2,2)
inX

)

∂1G(2,1)
11 − 2Ei∂1u(2,1)i11

...

∂nXG
(2,1)
nXnX − 2

∑
i∈X Ei∂nXu

(2,1)
inXnX

,




. (S3)

We now consider a system described by two independent variables, ρ and ψ, and hence nN = 1,

m = 8, and t = 14. Explicitly, our dependent variables are Eρ, Eψ, Gbulk, G(2,2)
ρ , G(2,2)

ψ , G(2,1)
ρρ , G(2,1)

ρψ ,

and G(2,1)
ψψ . Writing out each term in Φ and simplifying we have:

Φ =




∂ρGbulk−Eρ∂ρubulkρ −Eψ∂ρubulkψ

∂ψGbulk−Eρ∂ψubulkρ −Eψ∂ψubulkψ

∂ρG(2,2)
ρ −Eρ∂ρu(2,2)ρρ −∂ρEρu(2,2)ρρ −Eψ∂ρu(2,2)ψρ −∂ρEψu(2,2)ψρ

∂ψG(2,2)
ρ −Eρ∂ψu(2,2)ρρ −∂ψEρu(2,2)ρρ −Eψ∂ψu(2,2)ψρ −∂ψEψu(2,2)ψρ

∂ρG(2,2)
ψ −Eρ∂ρu(2,2)ρψ −∂ρEρu(2,2)ρψ −Eψ∂ρu(2,2)ψψ −∂ρEψu(2,2)ψψ

∂ψG(2,2)
ψ −Eρ∂ψu(2,2)ρψ −∂ψEρu(2,2)ρψ −Eψ∂ψu(2,2)ψψ −∂ψEψu(2,2)ψψ

2G(2,1)
ρρ +∂ρG(2,2)

ρ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρρρ +∂ρu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψρρ +∂ρu

(2,2)
ψρ

)

2G(2,1)
ρψ +∂ψG(2,2)

ρ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ψρ

)

2G(2,1)
ρψ +∂ρG(2,2)

ψ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρψρ +∂ρu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψψρ+∂ρu

(2,2)
ψψ

)

2G(2,1)
ψψ +∂ψG(2,2)

ψ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρψψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψψψ+∂ψu

(2,2)
ψψ

)

∂ρG(2,1)
ρρ −Eρ∂ρu(2,1)ρρρ −Eψ∂ρu(2,1)ψρρ

2∂ρG(2,1)
ρψ +∂ψG(2,1)

ρρ −Eρ
(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ψu

(2,1)
ρρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ψu

(2,1)
ψρρ

)

2∂ψG(2,1)
ρψ +∂ρG(2,1)

ψψ −Eρ
(
2∂ψu

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ρu

(2,1)
ρψψ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ψu

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ρu

(2,1)
ψψψ

)

∂ψG(2,1)
ψψ −Eρ∂ψu(2,1)ρψψ −Eψ∂ψu(2,1)ψψψ




. (S4)

where we have used the n↔ j ↔ k symmetry of Eq. (S1d).
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We now look to complete the system of equations in Eq. (S4) to involution following Ref. [1]. We

consider the ordering ρ ≻ ψ, noting that the reverse may be chosen as well if the following analysis

is repeated swapping ρ ↔ ψ. We define the order of differentiation of a term to be q = qρ + qψ

where qρ derivatives are with respect to ρ and qψ are with respect to ψ. Due to our ordering

ρ ≻ ψ, ψ is a “multiplicative” variable for every PDE considered. ρ is multiplicative for PDEs

of order q if any order q term in the equation has qρ > qψ. Otherwise, ρ is “non-multiplicative”

for that PDE. A system of PDEs, Φ = 0, that is locally involutive has the property that the

prolongations (i.e. differentiations) of each equation with respect to its non-multiplicative variables

can be expressed as a linear combination of the equations themselves and the prolongations with

respect to the multiplicative variables. If a non-multiplicative prolongation is linearly independent

of Φ and the multiplicative prolongations of Φ, then this non-multiplicative prolongation is a

compatibility condition: an additional PDE that a solution to Φ = 0 must also satisfy. Prolonging

Eq. (S4) once, we find four second-order compatibility conditions. An additional prolongation

results in a third-order compatibility condition. A third prolongation yields no compatibility

conditions, meaning our system of PDEs is involutively complete. The five necessary compatability

conditions to complete Eq. (S4) to involution are:

Φcompat =




∂2ρψGbulk−Eρ∂2ρψubulkρ −∂ρEρ∂ψubulkρ −Eψ∂2ρψubulkψ −∂ρEψ∂ψubulkψ

∂2ρψG
(2,2)
ρ +2∂ρG(2,1)

ρψ −Eρ
(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂2ρψu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−∂ρEρ

(
2u

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂2ρψu

(2,2)
ψρ

)
−∂ρEψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ψρ

)

∂2ρψG
(2,2)
ψ +2∂ρG(2,1)

ψψ −Eρ
(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ρψψ +∂2ρψu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−∂ρEρ

(
2u

(2,1)
ρψψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ψψψ+∂

2
ρψu

(2,2)
ψψ

)
−∂ρEψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψψψ+∂ψu

(2,2)
ψψ

)

∂2ρψG
(2,1)
ψψ −Eρ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −∂ρEρ∂ψu(2,1)ρψψ −Eψ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ψψψ−∂ρEψ∂ψu

(2,1)
ψψψ

∂3ρρψG
(2,1)
ψψ −2∂ρEρ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −Eρ∂3ρρψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −∂2ρρEρ∂ψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −2∂ρEψ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ψψψ−Eψ∂3ρρψu

(2,1)
ψψψ−∂2ρρEψ∂ψu

(2,1)
ψψψ




.

(S5)
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Therefore, we have our involutive system of equations Φ̃ =
[
Φ1 · · · Φ14 Φcompat

1 · · · Φcompat
5

]
:

Φ̃ =




∂ρGbulk−Eρ∂ρubulkρ −Eψ∂ρubulkψ

∂ψGbulk−Eρ∂ψubulkρ −Eψ∂ψubulkψ

∂ρG(2,2)
ρ −Eρ∂ρu(2,2)ρρ −∂ρEρu(2,2)ρρ −Eψ∂ρu(2,2)ψρ −∂ρEψu(2,2)ψρ

∂ψG(2,2)
ρ −Eρ∂ψu(2,2)ρρ −∂ψEρu(2,2)ρρ −Eψ∂ψu(2,2)ψρ −∂ψEψu(2,2)ψρ

∂ρG(2,2)
ψ −Eρ∂ρu(2,2)ρψ −∂ρEρu(2,2)ρψ −Eψ∂ρu(2,2)ψψ −∂ρEψu(2,2)ψψ

∂ψG(2,2)
ψ −Eρ∂ψu(2,2)ρψ −∂ψEρu(2,2)ρψ −Eψ∂ψu(2,2)ψψ −∂ψEψu(2,2)ψψ

2G(2,1)
ρρ +∂ρG(2,2)

ρ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρρρ +∂ρu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψρρ +∂ρu

(2,2)
ψρ

)

2G(2,1)
ρψ +∂ψG(2,2)

ρ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ψρ

)

2G(2,1)
ρψ +∂ρG(2,2)

ψ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρψρ +∂ρu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψψρ+∂ρu

(2,2)
ψψ

)

2G(2,1)
ψψ +∂ψG(2,2)

ψ −Eρ
(
2u

(2,1)
ρψψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−Eψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψψψ+∂ψu

(2,2)
ψψ

)

∂ρG(2,1)
ρρ −Eρ∂ρu(2,1)ρρρ −Eψ∂ρu(2,1)ψρρ

2∂ρG(2,1)
ρψ +∂ψG(2,1)

ρρ −Eρ
(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ψu

(2,1)
ρρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ψu

(2,1)
ψρρ

)

2∂ψG(2,1)
ρψ +∂ρG(2,1)

ψψ −Eρ
(
2∂ψu

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ρu

(2,1)
ρψψ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ψu

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ρu

(2,1)
ψψψ

)

∂ψG(2,1)
ψψ −Eρ∂ψu(2,1)ρψψ −Eψ∂ψu(2,1)ψψψ

∂2ρψGbulk−Eρ∂2ρψubulkρ −∂ρEρ∂ψubulkρ −Eψ∂2ρψubulkψ −∂ρEψ∂ψubulkψ

∂2ρψG
(2,2)
ρ +2∂ρG(2,1)

ρψ −Eρ
(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂2ρψu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−∂ρEρ

(
2u

(2,1)
ρρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρρ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂2ρψu

(2,2)
ψρ

)
−∂ρEψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψρψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ψρ

)

∂2ρψG
(2,2)
ψ +2∂ρG(2,1)

ψψ −Eρ
(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ρψψ +∂2ρψu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−∂ρEρ

(
2u

(2,1)
ρψψ +∂ψu

(2,2)
ρψ

)
−Eψ

(
2∂ρu

(2,1)
ψψψ+∂

2
ρψu

(2,2)
ψψ

)
−∂ρEψ

(
2u

(2,1)
ψψψ+∂ψu

(2,2)
ψψ

)

∂2ρψG
(2,1)
ψψ −Eρ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −∂ρEρ∂ψu(2,1)ρψψ −Eψ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ψψψ−∂ρEψ∂ψu

(2,1)
ψψψ

∂3ρρψG
(2,1)
ψψ −2∂ρEρ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −Eρ∂3ρρψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −∂2ρρEρ∂ψu

(2,1)
ρψψ −2∂ρEψ∂2ρψu

(2,1)
ψψψ−Eψ∂3ρρψu

(2,1)
ψψψ−∂2ρρEψ∂ψu

(2,1)
ψψψ




.

(S6)

The importance of completing the system of PDEs to involution can now be appreciated, as it yields

five additional compatibility conditions (when nN = 1) that must be satisfied for a well-defined

solution to the generalized Gibbs-Duhem relation (dG = Eρduρ + Eψduψ) to exist.

II. NUMERICAL SIMULATION DETAILS

The numerical phase diagrams in the main text were determined using the MATLAB package

PDE2PATH [2–4] to solve for the steady-state order parameter profiles of AMC. All profiles were

determined in a box of length Lz = 2 with flux-free boundary conditions using the expressions

for ubulkρ and ubulkψ provided in the main text. Macroscopically phase-separated steady-states were

found from primary bifurcations from the homogeneous steady-state at
∫
Lz
dzρ(z) = 0, using α

and λρρρ as the respective tuning parameters in main text Figs. 2 and 3.
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FIG. S1. Coexistence profiles of systems with exact coexistence criteria, the phase diagram of which are

shown in Fig. 3(a) in the main text. We set χ = −α = 1/4, κψρ = κρψ = λρψρ = λρρψ = λρψψ = 0, and

κψψ = 0.01 in every case. We determine three profiles with κρρ = λρρρ while varying λρρρ.

III. NUMERICAL SUPPORT FOR COEXISTENCE CRITERIA

A. Further Demonstration of Exact Criteria

We now offer further support for the coexistence criteria presented in the main text when they

are in their exact form. Our theory predicts that the binodals in Fig. 3(a) are a function of the

ratio λρρρ/κρρ. In Fig. S1, we numerically determine the coexistence profiles for this system, tuning

λρρρ and κρρ while keeping the ratio between the two fixed. As expected, we find the shape of the

interface changes with the raw values of λρρρ and κρρ, however the values of the order parameters

in the bulk phases remain unchanged for fixed λρρρ/κρρ. This demonstrates our theory correctly

identifies the relevant parameters that control the phase diagram of a system.

B. Percent Error of Binodal Predictions

In this Section, we analyze the results in Fig. 3 in the main text to understand the effectiveness

of our approximate criterion. In Fig. S2, we plot the percent error of our predictions compared

to numerical results, defined as the difference in the predicted and numerical binodals divided by

the numerical binodal itself. The systems in Fig. S2(a), (b), and (c) correspond to the respective

systems in Fig. 3 in the main text. When the coexistence criteria are exact, as shown in Fig. S2(a),

our predictions are within < 0.2% of the numerically determined binodals at activities up to

λρρρ/κρρ = 5. The magnitude of the percent error rises to > 0.75% at λρρρ/κρρ > 3 when the final
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FIG. S2. Percent error of binodals in the α and β phases predicted using the active theory in Fig. 3 in the

main text compared to the steady-state numerical solutions of AMC. All parameters match those in Fig. 3

in the main text, covering systems where the final coexistence criterion is (a) exact, (b) well-defined but

approximate, and (c) poorly-defined and approximate. The dotted green lines in (b) and (c) indicate the

passive limit and the limit where there is a solution for E int, respectively.

criterion is approximate but well-defined, as shown in Fig. S2(b). As expected, the error decreases

in the passive limit (λρρρ/κρρ → 0) where the criterion again becomes exact. The error further

increases in magnitude when the criterion used is approximate and poorly defined, as shown in

Fig. S2(c), reaching a magnitude > 2% at λρρρ/κρρ = 5. This demonstrates that the predictions

made using the exact final coexistence criterion are more accurate than those made using the well-

defined approximate criterion which are more accurate than those made using the poorly-defined

approximate criterion, as anticipated.
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FIG. S3. Percent error of ∆αβGint[X∗] compared to ∆αβGint[Xc] for the system in Fig. 3(b) in the main

text.

C. Influence of Integration Path in Approximate Weighted-Area Construction

In this Section, we examine how the selected integration path influences the weighted-area

construction:

∆αβGint[X] ≡
∫ Xβ

Xα

(
ubulk(X)− ucoexist

)
·Eint(X) · dX, (S7a)

where ∆αβGint[Xc] = 0, i.e. the weighted-area construction vanishes when evaluated along the

the spatial coexistence profile, Xc. We aim to avoid determining this profile and hence we can

evaluate ∆αβGint[X] along another integration path and equate the result to zero as an approximate

coexistence criterion. Here, we consider the system in Fig. 3(b) in the main text where E int =[
exp (2λρρρρ/κρρ) 0

]T
and therefore the approximate criterion becomes:

∆αβGint[X] =

∫ ρβ

ρα

(
ubulkρ (X)− ucoexistρ

)
exp (2λρρρρ/κρρ) dρ = 0. (S7b)

We construct Fig. 3(b) in the main text using ∆αβGint[X∗] = 0. To understand the accuracy of

this approximation, we compute the percent error of ∆αβGint evaluated along X∗ instead of Xc:

Error (%) ≡ ∆αβGint[X∗]−∆αβGint[Xc]

∆αβGint[Xc]
, (S8)

as shown in Fig. S3. While ∆αβGint[Xc] is theoretically zero, in practice it takes a very small

numerical value that we use here to construct the percent error. We see that the error goes to zero

in the passive limit, λρρρ/κρρ → 0, and monotonically increases with λρρρ/κρρ. Upon comparison to

Fig. S2(b), it is clear that the error in the predicted binodals increases with the error in ∆αβGint[X∗].
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FIG. S4. ∆αβGbulk
for the system in Fig. 2 in the main text.

D. Accuracy of Equating Gbulk as an Approximate Criterion

We now confirm that the approximate criterion used to construct Fig. 2 in the main text

(equating Gbulk ≡ ubulk · Ebulk −
∫
ubulk · dE int across phases) is indeed a good approximation. To

do so, we compute the difference in Gbulk between the two phases (as detailed in the main text):

∆αβGbulk =

(
χ+ α

χ− α
− κρψ
κψρ

)∫ zβ

zα
ubulkψ (Xc)∂zψ

cdz. (S9)

It is not clear from Eq. (S9) what a “small” or “large” value of ∆αβGbulk is and thus when

equating it across phases is a good approximation or not, respectively. We therefore desire to

provide a scale to Eq. (S9). One way of doing so is to treat Eq. (S9) as a mean of sorts by dividing

by the system length in the z-direction, Lz:

〈
∆αβGbulk

Lz

〉
≡ ∆αβGbulk

Lz
=

(
χ+ α

χ− α
− κρψ
κψρ

)∫ zβ

zα

ubulkψ (Xc)∂zψ
c

Lz
dz, (S10a)

with the analogous second moment:

〈(
∆αβGbulk

Lz

)2
〉

=

(
χ+ α

χ− α
− κρψ
κψρ

)2 ∫ zβ

zα

(
ubulkψ (Xc)∂zψ

c
)2

Lz
dz. (S10b)

We can now define a variance as Var
(
∆αβGbulk

Lz

)
≡

〈(
∆αβGbulk

Lz

)2〉 −
〈
∆αβGbulk

Lz

〉2
to define the

dimensionless ∆αβGbulk ≡
〈
∆αβGbulk

Lz

〉
/
√

Var
(
∆αβGbulk

Lz

)
, which we plot in Fig. S4. The consis-

tently low ∆αβGbulk
across parameter values suggests equating Gbulk across phases is a serviceable

approximate coexistence criterion, as expected from the accuracy of the predictions in Fig. 2 in
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the main text.
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