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Giant unilamellar vesicles (GUVs) composed of as few as three lipid species can phase separate into
small-scale lipid domains with stripes and dots patterns. These patterns have been experimentally
characterized in terms of how their size and morphology depend on temperature, membrane com-
position, and surface tension, which revealed inconsistencies with existing theoretical models. Here,
we demonstrate that the experiments can be explained with a theory that considers both the elastic
deformation of the membrane and the phase separation of lipids, which are coupled by a preferred
bilayer curvature. We combine analytical and numerical approaches to elucidate how characteristic
pattern size and morphology emerge from these interactions. The results agree with existing ex-
periments and offer testable predictions such as non-monotonic dependence of the domain size on
osmotic pressure and pattern hysteresis upon cycling external stimuli. These predictions motivate
new directions for understanding the spatial patterning and organization mechanisms of biological
membranes.

Introduction The heterogeneous spatial organiza-
tion of lipids, proteins, and other components of biologi-
cal membranes plays a crucial role in essential physiolog-
ical functions [1, 2]. To understand the mechanism un-
derpinning the formation of these spatial structures, sev-
eral model systems have been established, including cell-
derived membranes [3] and artificial membrane systems
such as giant unilamellar vesicles (GUVs) [4, 5]. Model
membranes consisting of multiple lipid species can un-
dergo phase separation, which organizes the membrane
into domains with distinct compositions. These phase-
separated domains participate in the regulation of var-
ious physiological processes, such as signaling, immune
response, and vesicle trafficking [6–10]. Notably, phase
separation in yeast vacuoles can promote survival under
stress by organizing proteins for a nutrient-sensing path-
way or by facilitating lipophagy [11–13].

Macroscopic liquid-liquid phase separation has been
observed in artificial membranes consisting of as few as
three components [4, 14, 15]. When the membrane is
quenched into the 2-phase region, phase separation com-
mences with the nucleation of many small droplets, which
subsequently grow in size until reaching the dimension
of the system [16]. Eventually, only a few macroscopic
domains persist. Under certain conditions (such as es-
tablishing bilayer asymmetry by introducing excess area
to the outer leaflet [17]), however, the domains can re-
main at a small size and form stable periodic patterns
such as stripes or dots. In a recent experiment [17],
these domains have been studied in detail by measur-
ing their length scale and spatial organization under dif-
ferent experimental conditions, including temperature,
membrane composition, and tension. The domain size
was found to increase with surface tension but decrease
with temperature, and the morphology could switch be-
tween stripes and dots as the average lipid composition

was varied. These quantitative measurements enabled
close comparisons with multiple existing theories [18], in-
cluding those considering spontaneous curvature at the
level of monolayer [19, 20] and bilayer [21]. Both theories
captured many aspects of the experiments, but neither
appeared consistent with all the observations [17]: the
monolayer theory incorrectly predicts anti-registration
between leaflets; the bilayer theory does not capture the
morphology near the critical points, possibly because
it employed a simplified depiction of phase separation,
which only contained a line tension term in the free en-
ergy. Other mechanisms were also considered but ruled
out, including lipid dipole repulsion [22], correlated crit-
ical fluctuations [23], and lineactants [24]. So far, these
experiments remain unexplained.

In this work, we present a minimal theoretical model
capable of capturing the existing experiments. The
model incorporates both the elastic deformation of the
membrane and the phase separation of the lipids, which
are coupled by a preferred bilayer curvature. The pre-
ferred curvature depends on the composition of lipids and
emerges from a leaflet asymmetry resulting from intro-
ducing extra lipids to the outer leaflet, which was an es-
sential procedure for stabilizing small domains [17]. The
coupling between curvature and composition arrests the
coarsening of phase-separated domains, leading to pat-
terns at a finite length scale. The morphology and size of
the patterns are determined using amplitude expansion
and confirmed by numerical simulations. Their depen-
dence on the membrane composition and experimental
conditions such as temperature and tension are consis-
tent with the experimental findings. Importantly, our
model generates several predictions that can be tested
in future experiments. For example, the model pre-
dicts a non-monotonic relation between the domain size
and the membrane tension, which can be examined by
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FIG. 1. The theoretical model captures pattern formation on the membrane. (A) Schematics of the model. The membrane
consists of three molecules: the two phospholipids (pink and gray) and cholesterol (green). They demix into phase A (yellow)
and phase B (gray). Phase A is rich in lipid species 1 and therefore more curved. h describes the deformation of the membrane.
(B) Pattern morphology as a function of the average volume fractions ϕ̄1,2,3. The colored regions indicate analytical predictions
of the morphology, and the colored dots are numerical simulations. The black dashed line indicates a typical tie line, with the
white line indicating its perpendicular direction. The two critical points are marked by red ⋆. (C) Examples of the steady-state
solution ϕ1(x, y) with different pattern morphologies, including stripes [upper left, (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.45, 0.40)], mixed [upper right,
(ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.45, 0.34)], dots [lower left, (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.43, 0.29)], and localized [lower right, (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.21, 0.25)] patterns.
Parameters: χ12 = 1.8, χ13 = 1.4, χ23 = 1.65, ξ = 4.8, κ = 20, σ = 0.1, c1 = 1/

√
20 = 0.22.

expanding the measurements to smaller membrane ten-
sions. A phase diagram of pattern morphologies revealed
rich structures which can be explored experimentally by
varying the membrane composition. Our model also pre-
dicts the hysteresis of patterns with respect to experi-
mentally accessible parameters such as osmotic pressure
and temperature. These results uncover new directions
for probing the mechanism underlying small domains in
biological membranes and provide valuable insights for
understanding pattern formation on curved surfaces.

Model. The theory considers three interacting lipid
species that can diffuse on a deformable bilayer mem-
brane (Fig. 1A). They include two phospholipids (red
and gray) (such as DPPC and DiPhyPC used in ref. [17])
and cholesterol (green). The shape of the membrane is
described by the height field h(r), defined as the distance
from a flat reference plane. The composition of the mem-
brane is defined by the (local) volume fractions occupied
by different molecules ϕi(r), with i = 1, 2, 3 labeling the
three lipid species, respectively. They are constrained by
the incompressibility condition

∑3
i=1 ϕi(r) = 1. Moti-

vated by experimental evidence [17], the two leaflets of
the bilayer are assumed to be in registration, i.e. with
the same volume fractions. Therefore, only a single set
of fields ϕi(r) is considered for both leaflets. The mem-
brane composition and shape undergo dynamics governed
by the following free energy:

F [h, ϕ1, ϕ2] =

∫
d2r [fe(h, ϕ1, ϕ2) + fc(ϕ1, ϕ2)] , (1)

where fe and fc are the free energy densities for the
elastic deformation of the membrane and the chemical

interactions between lipids, respectively. Here, we take
the small curvature approximation (|∇h| ≪ 1) so that
all the fields can be defined on the flat reference plane
[r = (x, y)]. The free energy due to membrane deforma-
tion is given by

fe(h, ϕ1, ϕ2) =
κ

2

(
∇2h− c1ϕ1

)2
+

σ

2
(∇h)2, (2)

where κ and σ are the bending rigidity and surface ten-
sion of the membrane, respectively. c1 is the preferred
bilayer curvature induced by lipid species 1. This term
is related to the bilayer asymmetry introduced in the
experiments [17]. For a single leaflet, preferred curva-
ture can arise from the non-cylindrical shapes of the lipid
molecules. For a bilayer, however, opposite curvatures
are induced in the two leaflets, which completely can-
cel out unless there is an asymmetry between the two
leaflets. Indeed, the observed patterns of small domains
only emerged after extra lipids (DPPC) were introduced
to the outer leaflet [17], which creates an asymmetry be-
tween the two leaflets and enables a non-zero preferred
bilayer curvature. This suggests that the preferred curva-
ture plays an important role in pattern formation. The
value of c1 is related to the amount of asymmetry in-
troduced to the bilayer, which can be controlled by the
type and amount of lipids added to the outer leaflet. Al-
though all lipid species can in principle induce preferred
curvature, we only consider lipid species 1 for simplicity
and for consistency with experiments [17] where bilayer
asymmetry is only introduced in the DPPC composition.
Generalization to multiple curvature-generating lipids is
straightforward by replacing c1ϕ1 with

∑
i ciϕi.
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The second part of the free energy comes from the
interaction and mixing of lipids:

fc(ϕ1, ϕ2) = nkBT

[
3∑

i=1

ϕi lnϕi

+
1

2

3∑

i,j=1

χi,j

(
ϕiϕj − λ2∇ϕi · ∇ϕj

)
+ ξϕ1ϕ2ϕ3


 , (3)

where ϕ3 = 1− ϕ1 − ϕ2. The free energy is an extension
of the Flory-Huggins model for regular solutions [25, 26],
with n being the number density of the lipids and kB
the Boltzmann constant. χi,j is the two-body interaction
parameter between ϕi and ϕj with interaction range λ.
The term containing gradients ∇ϕi describes the interfa-
cial properties with characteristic interface width given
by λ. ξ characterizes the three-body interaction, which
was shown to be important for the closed-loop miscibil-
ity gap [27] reported for these membranes [17, 28], where
the presence of all three components is required for phase
separation to occur.

The free energy governs the time evolution of the fields,
with h undergoing unconserved (model A) dynamics and
ϕ1,2 undergoing conserved (model B) dynamics [29]:

∂h

∂t
= −Mh

∂F
∂h

,
∂ϕi

∂t
= Mi∇2 ∂F

∂ϕi
(i = 1, 2), (4)

where Mh and Mi are the mobilities of h and ϕi, respec-
tively. ϕ3 = 1−ϕ1−ϕ2 is fully determined by ϕ1 and ϕ2,
and its dynamics is not considered explicitly. We mea-
sure energy in units of nkBT and consider the nondimen-
sionalzed free energy density due to chemical interactions
f̄c = fc/(nkBT ) as well as the nondimensionalized mate-
rial properties κ̄ = κ/(nkBT ), σ̄ = σλ2/(nkBT ). Space
is rescaled by x̄ = x/λ, and the preferred curvature is
rescaled by c̄1 = λc1. For the sake of simplicity, we as-
sume equal mobilities M1 = M2 = M and rescale time
by t̄ = t/t0 = tnkBTM/λ2 so that the rescaled mobili-
ties are 1. h is nondimensionalized so that the rescaled
Mh is also 1. From now on, We will omit ¯ and refer to
nondimensionlaize quantities unless explicitly stated.

In this theory, the preferred curvature plays the key
role of coupling deformation h and concentrations ϕi. In
the absence of preferred curvature (c1 = 0), the mem-
brane is flat (h = 0) and the concentrations behave like
a typical ternary liquid mixture, which is either uniform
or phase-separated. When phase-separated, the domains
coarsen perpetually until they reach the system size.
These large domains have been observed in many mem-
brane systems [15, 16, 30]. By coupling the concentra-
tions to membrane deformation, the preferred curvature
introduces an effective free energy cost against coarsen-
ing, which, when significant enough, leads to the forma-
tion of small domains. The typical morphologies of these
domains are shown in Fig. 1C, including stripes, dots

Fig.2 typical traces of Lc(t) showing coarsening arrest 
Combined with characteristic length scale as 

functions of  and κ σ

A

Additional plots on temperature dependence: 
should they be included in this figure?

B

C D

FIG. 2. (A–B) The time evolution of the characteristic
domain size Lc for different (A) bending modulus κ and

(B) membrane tension σ. The black triangles indicate t1/3

scaling. Mean composition: (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.38, 0.36). Time is
measured in units of t0 = λ2/(MnkBT ). (C) The charac-

teristic domain size L̃c = Lc/λ as a function of the bending
modulus κ. The solid lines indicate theory [Eq. (8)] with the
fitted value of the line tension µ between phases. The hori-
zontal dashed lines are the limit of infinite bending modulus
κ → ∞, and the vertical dashed lines show the critical value
κc =

√
σµ/c1 below which the characteristic domain size be-

comes unbounded. (D) The characteristic domain size L̃c as a
function of the membrane tension σ. The vertical dashed line
shows σc = κ2c21/µ beyond which the characteristic domain
size becomes unbounded. For the blue curve, σc is outside the
range of the plot. Parameters are the same as Fig. 1 unless
otherwise stated.

(arranged in a hexagonal lattice), mixed states (a combi-
nation of stripes and dots), and localized states (isolated
and stationary droplets). These patterns are similar to
those observed in experiments [17] and are reminiscent
of those found in phase field crystal models [31–37]. The
stable morphology of the pattern depends on the average
composition of the membrane ϕ̄i, which is illustrated by
a phase diagram (Fig. 1B). The parameters were chosen
such that the phase diagram qualitatively resembles that
measured experimentally [17]. The same set of param-
eters is used throughout unless varied explicitly. In the
following, we characterize these patterns combining an-
alytical and numerical methods and discuss implications
for both existing and future experiments.

Membrane deformation arrests domain coars-
ening. We start by analyzing the size of the small do-
mains. Fig. 2AB shows the time evolution of domain
size Lc(t) for different bending modulus κ and membrane
tension σ. In the limit of small κ and large σ, the sys-
tem behaves like a typical ternary mixture, with domain
coarsening following the standard Lc(t) ∝ t1/3 scaling
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(black triangles). This scaling is consistent with both
coalescence and Ostwald ripening [38, 39], and has been
reported in taut membranes [16]. For large κ and small σ,
however, domain coarsening is arrested at a finite length
scale, which sets the size of the patterns.

The finite droplet size is selected by a competition be-
tween the energy costs of membrane deformation and
phase separation, with the former preferring small-scale
variations and the latter large domains. The deformation
energy depends on the height field h(r), whose steady-
state solution can be given in the Fourier space:

h(k) = − κc1
κk2 + σ

δϕ1(k), (5)

where k = |k| and δϕ1(k) is the Fourier transform of
δϕ1(r) = ϕ1(r) − ϕ̄1. Therefore, the deformation field
follows the concentration profile. It stays flat for the
uniform state and gets modulated once patterns form
(Fig. 1C). Substituting h simplifies the steady-state free
energy due to membrane deformation:

Fe[δϕ1] =
1

2

∫
σκc21

σ + κk2
|δϕ1(k)|2 d2k . (6)

The coefficient
σκc21
σ+κk2 decreases monotonically with k,

thereby favoring small length scales. However, it has to
compete with the Flory-Huggins free energy Fc, which al-
ways favors large domains in order to reduce the interface
length between phases. Since Fe increases monotonically
with κ, it dominates over Fc when κ is large enough,
resulting in finite domains. Conversely, Fc dominates
in the small κ limit, leading to t1/3 scaling as shown in
Fig. 2A.

In the absence of membrane deformation energy (fe),
phase separation occurs along tie lines of the ternary mix-
ture phase diagram (determined by fc), which can be
extracted from the convex hull of the free energy land-
scape [40]. Motivated by numerical evidence, we assume
that the full system (h ̸= 0) also phase-separates along
the same tie lines, whose slope gives the ratio of the con-
centration change δϕ2/δϕ1, where δϕi = ϕi − ϕ̄i with ϕ̄i

being the average composition of component i. The as-
sumption fixes the ratios of δϕi but not their magnitudes.
Consequently, Fc can be simplified by expanding along
the tie line. Combining it with Fe leads to an effective
total free energy:

Feff [δϕ1] =
1

2

∫ (
σκc21

σ + κk2
+ µk2

)
|δϕ1(k)|2 d2k

+

∫ [
−a

2
δϕ1(r)

2 +
c

3
δϕ1(r)

3 +
b

4
δϕ1(r)

4

]
d2r , (7)

where a, b, c are Ginzburg-Landau coefficients and µ is
related to the line tension between phases. They can
be obtained by expanding the free energy along the tie
lines (see SI, section IB). The selection of the preferred

length scale is dictated by the first term in the free energy,
Minimizing it with respect to k leads to the characteristic
length scale (domain size)

Lc =
2π

kc
=

2π√√
σc21
µ − σ

κ

, (8)

with kc being the characteristic wavevector.
The predicted Lc is confirmed by numerical solution of

the dynamical equations. Fig. 2C presents Lc as a func-
tion of the bending modulus κ. While small κ always
leads to perpetual coarsening (Lc → ∞), coarsening is
arrested beyond a critical value κc =

√
σµ/c1 (vertical

dashed lines). The domain size Lc decreases monoton-

ically with κ and converges to Lc = 2π
(
σc21/µ

)−1/4
in

the infinite κ limit (horizontal dashed lines). The theory
(solid lines) agrees well with numerical simulations (cir-
cles), with a single fitting parameter µ to account for a
modified line tension between the two phases since the
chemical composition at the interface deviates slightly
from the tie lines. µ can also be estimated by expanding
the free energy along the tie lines (see SI, section IB),
which leads to a slightly worse agreement (Fig. S2).
The domain size Lc has a different functional depen-

dence on the membrane tension σ (Fig. 2D). Finite do-
mains only emerge when σ < σc = κ2c21/µ. Lc reaches
minimum at an intermediate value σm = κ2c21/(4µ) =
σc/4 and diverges in limits σ → 0 and σ → σc. In the
σ → 0 limit, the energy cost for stretching is absent, so
the preferred curvature condition can be satisfied every-
where on the membrane, allowing for indefinite coarsen-
ing. In addition to the divergence of domain size, another
possibility in the large σ limit (taut membrane) is that
the membrane remains flat inside each of the domains,
and the system behaves like a ternary mixture with ei-
ther a uniform concentration or coarsening droplets. The
transition to the large σ regime will be discussed in a later
section. As shown in Fig. 2D, the predicted Lc agrees well
with numerical simulations. The membrane tension can
be varied by tuning the exterior osmotic pressure, which
was found to monotonically increase domain size with
tension for synthetic and cell-derived membranes [17].
These experiments are likely performed at relatively high
membrane tension since the vesicles appeared taut before
introducing DPPC to the outer leaflet. Moreover, large
domains were observed toward the end of the experiment,
indicating that σ eventually exceeds σc. Hence, they are
consistent with the right branch (σ > σm) of the pre-
dicted Lc(σ) (Fig. 2D). It will be interesting to measure
the domain size at low membrane tension (which can be
achieved by high exterior osmotic pressure) and look for
potential non-monotonicity with tension.

Finally, we consider the effect of temperature T . While
all the material properties and interaction parameters
can depend on temperature, we assume that none of them
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varies drastically in the experimental range. Specifically,
since energy is measured in units of nkBT , the rescaled
parameters κ̄, σ̄, χ, and ξ all have a 1/(kBT ) dependence
on temperature, while the entropy term does not. Since
the two-phase region in the phase diagram shrinks with
increasing temperature [28], we expect the composition
difference between the two phases and thus the line ten-
sion to decrease with temperature. Thus, the rescaled
line tension µ will likely decrease more rapidly than T−1.
Under this assumption, Eq. (8) predicts that the char-
acteristic domain size Lc decreases with temperature T ,
which is confirmed by numerical simulations (see SI, sec-
tion III) and is consistent with experiments [17].

Pattern morphology predicted by amplitude ex-
pansion. Next, we determine the steady-state pattern
morphologies with an amplitude expansion around the
uniform state [41]:

δϕ1 = ϕ1 − ϕ̄1 =
∑

n

Ane
ikn·r + c.c., (9)

where An are the amplitudes of the Fourier modes and
c.c. stands for the complex conjugate terms. For ho-
mogeneous patterns, it suffices to consider spatially uni-
form amplitudes. The time evolution of the amplitudes
can be determined by substituting Eq. (9) back to the
equation of motion ∂δϕ1

∂t = ∇2 ∂Feff

∂δϕ1
and keeping only the

leading order terms in the amplitudes. This results in a
dynamical system for {An(t)}, whose fixed points corre-
spond to different pattern morphologies. The stability of
these fixed points determines possible steady-state pat-
terns (see SI, section I). Since the theory is an expansion
in amplitudes, it is the most accurate near the critical
points as the higher order terms in An become less im-
portant.

We find three fixed points representing uniform, dot
(Fig. 1C, lower left), and stripe (Fig. 1C, upper left) mor-
phologies, respectively. Their stability is governed by the
following control parameter:

g =
aeffb

c2
≡ b

c2

(
a− 2

√
c21σµ+

µσ

κ

)
. (10)

The uniform, dot, and stripe fixed points are stable
when g ∈ (−∞, 0),

(
− 1

15 ,
16
3

)
, and

(
4
3 ,+∞

)
, respec-

tively. Stripes and dots are bistable in the overlap region
g ∈

(
4
3 ,

16
3

)
; their coexistence is referred to as the mixed

state (Fig. 1C, upper right). Similarly, for g ∈
(
− 1

15 , 0
)
,

individual dots are stable in a uniform background, which
leads to localized states (Fig. 1C, lower right) similar to
those found in the Swift-Hohenberg equation [31, 32].

The predicted phase morphologies are summarized in a
phase diagram (Fig. 1B), which are confirmed by numer-
ical simulation (represented by filled circles). No fitting
parameters are involved when constructing the phase di-
agram as (a, b, c, µ) are evaluated by expanding the free
energy along the tie lines. The agreement between the-
ory and simulation is especially good near the two critical

points (indicated by red stars), where the amplitude ex-
pansion is the most accurate. Moving away from the
critical points, the expansion becomes less precise, but
most of the morphologies are still correctly captured.
The structure of the phase diagram is robust to the form
of the interaction energy of lipids fc, as long as it exhibits
generic phase separation behaviors.

The phase diagram is qualitatively consistent with ex-
periments in GUVs [17]. In particular, when the mean
composition is varied along any of the tie lines (a typical
tie line is indicated by the black dashed line in Fig. 1B),
the system always morphs from dots to stripes and even-
tually back to dots, which is the same as the sequence of
morphologies observed in experiments [17]. When var-
ied in the normal (perpendicular) direction (indicated
by the white dashed line in Fig. 1B), the patterns can
switch between dots and stripes, as observed in experi-
ments [17]. The exact sequence of patterns is not unique:
it depends on where the normal line crosses the tie line.
The miscibility boundary observed here should be dif-
ferent from those measured for vesicles with no excess
area [17]. Hence, further experimental characterization
of the phase diagram of patterns formed after introduc-

Fig.3 illustrations of the coarsening mechanism 
AB: for id=71, the uniform solution does not exist, coarsening is due to a changing sign. A: plot a as function 
of sigma; B: plot snapshots along certain lines 
CD: for id=78, there is a flat solution that becomes preferable: C: plot the crossover of the free energy. D: 

A B

C D

Todo for figure 3: change the legends for the mean 
concentration (add legends in panel C, so that it 
does not have to be mentioned in the caption)

FIG. 3. Domain coarsening in taut membranes. (A) The
morphology control parameter g as a function of σ. The black
dashed line is g = −1/15 below which only the uniform solu-
tion is stable. (B) The typical deformation field h(r) across
a droplet (blue line), which can be well described by fitting
h = h0+h1 sin(kr + ψ) (red dashed line). (C) The free energy
density as a function of σ. Orange dots are simulation results;
the blue line is calculated from amplitude expansion. The
black and red lines are the free energy densities of the uniform
state and flat droplet domains, respectively. (D) h(r) across
a droplet. The deformation is flat except near the interface,
which cannot be captured by fitting a shifted sin function (red
dashed line). Composition: (A–B) (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.45, 0.40); (C–
D) (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.15, 0.34). Parameters are the same as Fig. 1
unless otherwise stated.
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Fig.4 proposed experiments: cycle surface tension. 
Temperature may be a bit difficult to interpret… 
What’s the right order parameter for distinguishing the 
two patterns??

FIG. 4. Pattern hysteresis due to tuning the surface tension σ, which is first decreased and then increased (as indicated by
the arrow), with a fixed composition (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.45, 0.40). All the other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1.

ing extra lipids will be informative for determining the
model parameters and understanding the underlying in-
teractions.

The morphology near the critical points has been sug-
gested as an important criteria for distinguishing differ-
ent mechanisms for the small domains [17]. In partic-
ular, the observation of stripe domains near the critical
point was used to rule out mechanisms involving bilayer
curvature [17, 21]. Here, however, the system can ex-
hibit any of the morphologies near the two critical points
(indicated by red stars), depending on the direction in
which the critical point is approached. Since all the phase
boundaries become tangent to the miscibility boundary
at the critical points, the stripe phase becomes dominant
in its vicinity. In other words, if we draw a circle near
the critical point ϕc with radius ϵ, both the stripe phase
and the uniform phase will occupy half the area in the
circle as ϵ → 0, with all the other morphologies occupy-
ing infinitesimal area. This may explain the experimental
observation of stripes near the critical point. It will be
interesting to test experimentally whether departing the
critical point in different directions eventually leads to
different morphologies.

Droplets coarsen in taut membranes. The small
domains discussed so far only emerge at relatively low
surface tension. As the membrane becomes more taut,
its behavior approaches a ternary mixture with either a
uniform state or large domains. The transition to the uni-
form state can be described by a saddle-node bifurcation
in the amplitude space, while the transition to the large
domain phase is best understood as a crossover of free
energy. Fig. 3 illustrates these two types of transitions.
For transition to the uniform state, the morphology pa-
rameter g decreases with σ (in the regime where Lc stays
finite) and eventually crosses the threshold g = −1/15
(Fig. 3A), below which only the uniform state is stable.
Throughout the transition, the deformation field h(r)
can be well described by the sum of a few Fourier modes

(Eq. (9) and Fig. 3B), but its amplitude vanishes at large
σ due to a saddle-node bifurcation. On the other hand,
the transition to large liquid domains can be understood
by a free energy crossover. For these large domains, the
membrane remains flat (h = const.) within bulk phases,
which can no longer be described by the sum of Fourier
modes (Fig. 3D). The composition of the bulk phases
can be determined by a convex hull construction with
an extra free energy penalty 1

2κc
2
1ϕ

2
1. These flat droplets

always coarsen to reach the system size. As shown in
Fig. 3C, the free energy density of the patterns (orange
dots) increases with σ and eventually exceeds that of the
flat droplet phase (red line). The crossover of free energy
density defines a transition point beyond which patterns
of small domains are no longer observed.

Hysteresis of pattern morphologies. The bista-
bility of stripes and dots in the mixed state suggests the
possibility for the hysteresis of pattern morphology due
to cycling control parameters. Namely, it is possible
to observe either or a mixture of these two morpholo-
gies depending on the history of the control parameter.
One of the most accessible parameters is membrane ten-
sion, which can be tuned by exterior osmotic pressure.
Fig. 4 shows a hypothetical experiment where the ex-
ternal salt concentration is first increased and then de-
creased. Increasing salt concentration decreases the sur-
face tension, which leads to a transition from dots to
stripes; decreasing concentration leads to the opposite
transition. Indeed, the backward transition takes place
around σ = 0.185, which is much larger than the thresh-
old for the forward transition σ = 0.135. Hysteresis is
also observed when cycling temperature (see SI, section
III), although we had to again assume that temperature
dependence predominantly enters through the entropy
term. Since the morphology control parameter [Eq. (10)]
is non-monotonic in σ, it may also be possible to observe
hysteresis in stripe-dot-stripe transitions by tuning the
exterior salt concentration. These hysteresis experiments
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will help elucidate the validity of the bistable solutions
found here, and the transition thresholds may be used to
quantitatively determine parameters in our model.

Discussion. In this paper, we have proposed a the-
oretical model to describe the patterns formed by small
domains in lipid membranes. By coupling the bilayer
curvature to the local lipid composition, the model suc-
cessfully captures existing measurements of the pattern
morphology and length scales. Several future directions
are proposed to further examine the validity of this mech-
anism. One possibility is to tune the membrane tension
in a larger dynamical range and in cycles to search for a
non-monotonic change in the domain size as well as hys-
teresis of pattern morphologies. Another direction is to
examine the rich structures of the morphological phase
diagram (Fig. 1B). In particular, the theory predicts that
different patterns can be observed when approaching the
critical point from different directions, which has not
been explored experimentally. It will also be interest-
ing to see how the patterns depend on the amount of
DPPC introduced to the outer leaflet, which affects the
c1 parameter in the model. New experimental informa-
tion will also enable further theoretical work, such as fit-
ting the phase boundaries and inverse design of pattern
morphologies [42].

The patterns discussed here arise from equilibrium in-
teractions governed by an overall free energy. Nonethe-
less, biological membranes under physiological conditions
are highly nonequilibrium, influenced by various active
processes that physically deform [43] or chemically mod-
ify [44, 45] the membrane. These nonequilibrium in-
teractions enable rich spatiotemporal behaviors such as
traveling waves of lipids [45], proteins [46], and mem-
brane shape changes [47]. By explicitly modeling the
kinetics of nonequilibrium processes (e.g. phosphory-
lation/dephosphorylation cycles), the theoretical frame-
work developed here can be extended to offer more
insights into the morphology and dynamics of these
nonequilibrium patterns.

The work is supported by the National Science Foun-
dation, through the Princeton Center for Complex Ma-
terials (DMR-2011750), and by the Princeton Catalysis
Initiative. The authors thank S. L. Keller and I. Levin for
introducing us to this experimental system and for many
stimulating discussions at various stages of this work.
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I. ANALYTICAL SOLUTION OF THE MODEL

A. Dynamical equations for deformation and composition

We start with the full free energy

F [h, ϕ1, ϕ2] = Fe[h, ϕ1] + Fc[ϕ1, ϕ2] =

∫ [
1

2
σ(∇h)

2
+

1

2
κ
(
∇2h− c1ϕ1

)2
]
d2r

+

∫ 


3∑

i=1

ϕi lnϕi +
∑

i ̸=j

χi,j

(
ϕiϕj − λ2∇ϕi · ∇ϕj

)
+ ξϕ1ϕ2ϕ3


d2r , (S1)

h follows Model A dynamics (not conserved) and ϕ1,2 follows Model B dynamics (conserved):

∂h

∂t
= −Mh

δF

δh
,

∂ϕi

∂t
= Mi∇2 δF

δϕi
. (S2)

ϕ3 = 1 − ϕ1 − ϕ2 is dependent on ϕ1,2 by incompressibility. As mentioned in the main text, space and time are
measured in λ and nkBTM/λ2 respectively, and energy is measured in nkBT . Hence, we set M = 1 and λ = 1 in the
following derivation. The equations of motion are

∂h

∂t
= σ∇2h− κ∇4h+ κc1∇2ϕ1, (S3)

∂ϕ1

∂t
= κc21∇2ϕ1 − κc1∇4h+∇2 δFc

δϕ1
, (S4)

∂ϕ2

∂t
= ∇2 δFc

δϕ2
. (S5)
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where δFc

δϕ1,2
are the chemical potentials due to the (generalized) Flory-Huggins free energy:

δFc

δϕ1
= ln

(
ϕ1

1− ϕ1 − ϕ2

)
+ (χ12 − χ23)(1 +∇2)ϕ2 + χ13(1 +∇2)(1− 2ϕ1 − ϕ2) + ξϕ2(1− 2ϕ1 − ϕ2), (S6)

δFc

δϕ2
= ln

(
ϕ2

1− ϕ1 − ϕ2

)
+ (χ12 − χ13)(1 +∇2)ϕ1 + χ23(1 +∇2)(1− ϕ1 − 2ϕ2) + ξϕ1(1− ϕ1 − 2ϕ2). (S7)

B. Pattern size and morphology

Fourier transforming Eq. (S3) yields the steady-state solution for h:

h(k) = − κc1
κk2 + σ

ϕ1(k). (S8)

Let δϕi = ϕi − ϕ̄i. The free energy for membrane deformation reduces to

Fe[h, ϕ1] =

∫ [
1

2
σ(∇h)

2
+

1

2
κ
(
∇2h− c1ϕ̄1 − c1δϕ1

)2
]
d2r (S9)

=
A

2
κc21ϕ̄1

2
+

∫
d2k

(2π)2

[
1

2
(σ + κk2)k2h(k)h(−k) +

1

2
κc21δϕ1(k)δϕ1(−k) + κc1k

2ϕ̄1δϕ1(−k)h(k)

]
(S10)

=
A

2
κc21ϕ̄1

2
+

1

2
κc21

∫ |δϕ1(k)|2

1 + κk2

σ

d2k

(2π)2
, (S11)

where A is the total area of the membrane.
Assuming phase separation along the tie lines of Fc (which can be determined by the convex hull construction [1]),

the ratio of the concentration change of the two phospholipid species: s = −δϕ2/δϕ1.

Fc[ϕ1, ϕ2] =Afc(ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) +

∫ [
−a

2
δϕ2

1 +
c

3
δϕ3

1 +
b

4
δϕ4

1 +
1

2
µ(∇δϕ1)

2

]
d2r , (S12)

The expansion parameters are:

µ =2(sχ12 − (s− 1)χ13 + s(s− 1)χ23), (S13)

a =−
(
ϕ̄−1
1 + s2ϕ̄−1

2 + (s− 1)2ϕ̄−1
3

)
+ µ+ 2ξ

[
s(s− 1)ϕ̄1 − (s− 1)ϕ̄2 + sϕ̄3

]
, (S14)

c =
1

2

(
−ϕ̄−2

1 + s3ϕ̄−2
2 − (s− 1)3ϕ̄−2

3 − 6s(s− 1)ξ
)
, (S15)

b =
1

3

(
ϕ̄−3
1 + s4ϕ̄−3

2 + (s− 1)4ϕ̄−3
3

)
. (S16)

Here, µ is related to the line tension between the two phases. In the absence of membrane deformation (h = 0), phase
separation requires a > 0. Note that b > 0 ensures that δϕ1 remains bounded.

Combining Eq. (S11) and Eq. (S12) leads to the total free energy given by Eq. (7) of the main text (up to a constant
which can be removed by shifting the zero of the free energy):

Feff [δϕ1] =
1

2

∫ (
σκc21

σ + κk2
+ µk2

)
|δϕ1(k)|2 d2k +

∫ [
−a

2
δϕ1(r)

2 +
c

3
δϕ1(r)

3 +
b

4
δϕ1(r)

4

]
d2r . (S17)

Minimizing the free energy with respect to |k| leads to k2 = k2c =
√

σc21
µ − σ

κ (Eq. (8) of the main text). Expanding

the free energy around kc:

σκc21
σ + κk2

+ µk2 = 2
√

µσc21 −
σµ

κ
+

√
µ3

σc21

(
k2 − k2c

)2
+O

[
(k2 − k2c )

3
]
. (S18)

Thus, the dynamical equation for ϕ1 is

∂δϕ1

∂t
= ∇2 δF

δϕ1
= ∇2

[(
−aeff +

√
µ3

σc21

(
k2c +∇2

)2
)
δϕ1 + cδϕ2

1 + bδϕ3
1

]
, (S19)
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where

aeff = a− 2
√

µσc21 +
σµ

κ
. (S20)

Eq. (S19) has the same form as the conserved (or derivative) Swift-Hohenberg equation [2–4]. Applying amplitude
expansion δϕ1 = ϕ1 − ϕ̄1 =

∑
n Ane

ikn·r + c.c. with |kn| = kc and n = 3 (i.e., the wavevectors k1,2,3 are of the same
magnitude and oriented at 120 degrees with respect to each other) leads to the amplitude equations:

dA1

dτ
=
(
aeff − 3b|A1|2 − 6b|A2|2 − 6b|A3|2

)
A1 − 2cA∗

2A
∗
3, (S21)

dA2

dτ
=
(
aeff − 3b|A2|2 − 6b|A1|2 − 6b|A3|2

)
A2 − 2cA∗

1A
∗
3, (S22)

dA3

dτ
=
(
aeff − 3b|A3|2 − 6b|A1|2 − 6b|A2|2

)
A3 − 2cA∗

1A
∗
2. (S23)

where τ = k2c t. Let Ai = Ri exp(iθi). The dynamics of the amplitude R and phase θ are given by

Ṙ1

R1
=

d lnR1

dτ
= Re

{
d lnA1

dτ

}
= aeff − 3bR2

1 − 6bR2
2 − 6bR2

3 − 2c
R2R3

R1
cos(θ1 + θ2 + θ3), (S24)

θ̇1 =
dθ1
dτ

= Im

{
d lnA1

dτ

}
= 2c

R2R3

R1
sin(θ1 + θ2 + θ3). (S25)

The sum of phases Θ = θ1 + θ2 + θ3 evolves following

dΘ

dτ
= 2cQ sinΘ, where Q =

∑

cyc.

Ri+1Ri+2

Ri
> 0, (S26)

where cyc. represents cyclic summation over indices i = 1, 2, 3. Thus, Θ has two fixed points Θ = 0 and Θ = π.
However, only the one corresponding to cosΘ = −sgn(c) is stable. Substituting it to the amplitude equation for R1

leads to

dR1

dτ
= R1

(
aeff − 3bR2

1 − 6bR2
2 − 6bR2

3 + 2|c|R2R3

R1

)
. (S27)

The fixed points of this equation represents different patterns. To analyze the stability of the fixed points, we also
compute the Jacobian:

J =
∂Ṙ

∂R
=



aeff − 9bR2

1 − 6bR2
2 − 6bR2

3 −12bR1R2 + 2|c|R3 −12bR1R3 + 2|c|R2

−12bR1R2 + 2|c|R3 aeff − 9bR2
2 − 6bR2

1 − 6bR2
3 −12bR2R3 + 2|c|R1

−12bR1R3 + 2|c|R2 −12bR2R3 + 2|c|R1 aeff − 9bR2
3 − 6bR2

1 − 6bR2
2


 . (S28)

This equation has three fixed points:

• Uniform state: R1 = R2 = R3 = 0. The fixed point is stable when aeff < 0.

• Stripe state: R1 =
√

aeff

3b and R2 = R3 = 0. The Jacobian is

J =



−2aeff 0 0

0 −aeff 2|c|
√

aeff

3b

0 2|c|
√

aeff

3b −aeff


 . (S29)

The fixed point is stable when the eigenvalues have negative real parts, which requires

a2eff − 4c2
aeff
3b

> 0 ⇒ aeffb

c2
>

4

3
. (S30)

• Dots (hexagonal) state: R1 = R2 = R3 = R, which is given by

aeff + 2|c|R− 15bR2 = 0 ⇒ R± =
|c| ±

√
c2 + 15aeffb

15b
=

|c|
15b

(
1±

√
1 +

15aeffb

c2

)
. (S31)

The solution exists when aeff > − c2

15b . By computing the eigenvalues of the Jacobian, it can be shown that R−
is always an unstable fixed point, while R+ is stable when aeff < 16c2

3b .
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FIG. S1. The probability density function (PDF) of the local composition P (ϕ1, ϕ2) for the 4 steady-state patterns shown in
Fig. 1C of the main text (from left to right are the PDFs corresponding to the upper left, upper right, lower left, and lower
right panels of Fig. 1C). The white dashed lines are the tie lines obtained from the convex hull construction. For the last two
panels, the color bar is truncated at 500 to make the distribution visible.

Combining the above results, we find that the stability of the fixed points can be captured by a single control parameter

g = aeffb
c2 ≡ b

c2

(
a− 2

√
c21σµ+ µσ

κ

)
. The uniform state is stable when g < 0, the stripe state is stable when g > 4

3 ,

and the dots state is stable when − 1
15 < g < 16

3 .

C. Total free energy density

Here, we present the free energy density of the patterns, which is used in Fig. 3 of the main text. Following
Eq. (S17), the free energy density of the system is given by

f = f0 −
aeff
2

〈
δϕ2

1

〉
+

c

3

〈
δϕ3

1

〉
+

b

4

〈
δϕ4

1

〉
, (S32)

where f0 is the free energy density of the uniform state, and ⟨·⟩ represents spatial averaging over the entire system.
For the stripe state, we have:

〈
ϕ2
〉
= 2R2 =

2aeff
3b

,
〈
ϕ3
〉
= 0,

〈
ϕ4
〉
= 6R4 =

2a2eff
3b2

. (S33)

fstripe = f0 −
aeff
2

2aeff
3b

+
b

4

2a2eff
3b2

= f0 −
a2eff
6b

. (S34)

For the dot state, we have:

〈
ϕ2
〉
= 6R2,

〈
ϕ3
〉
= −12R3sgn(c),

〈
ϕ4
〉
= 90R4. (S35)

fdot = f0 −R2

(
|c|R+

3

2
aeff

)
, where R =

|c|
15b

(
1 +

√
1 +

15aeffb

c2

)
. (S36)

D. Validity of the tie line approximation

In order to justify expanding the free energy along the tie line, we plot the histogram of local composition
(ϕ1(r), ϕ2(r)) and compare it with the tie line. Fig. S1 shows the histograms for the 4 steady-state patterns shown
in Fig. 1C of the main text. Indeed, the histograms are peaked around the tie line, which justifies fixing the ratio
s = −δϕ2/δϕ1 to that of the tie line.

E. Using analytical µ to predict characteristic domain size

In Fig. 2C,D of the main text, the characteristic domain size was captured with a single fitting parameter µ. This
parameter can also be estimated from Eq. (S13), which leads to slightly worse agreement (see Fig. S2).
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A B

Fig.S2: using analytical  leads to slightly worse agreementμ

FIG. S2. The characteristic domain size as functions of (A) the bending modulus κ and (B) surface tension σ. The parameters
are the same as Fig. 2C,D of the main text, except for µ which is estimated from Eq. (S13) rather than obtained by fitting.

II. DETAILS OF THE NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

The dynamical equations Eq. (S3)–(S5) are solved in a L × L square domain with periodic boundary conditions.
Space is discretized into N ×N grid points, and time is discretized to steps of ∆t. Time integration is performed in
the Fourier space yni (k) =

∫
yni (r) exp(−ik · r)dr using an implicit-explicit scheme:

yn+1 − yn

∆t
= L(yn+1) +N(yn), (S37)

where y = (h, ϕ1, ϕ2)
T and n labels the time steps. L(y) = A · y is the linear and implicit part of the equation and

N is the explicit part. They are converted back and forth between real space and Fourier space representations [5].

For this study, the implicit part is diagonal: Li = k2Aiyi, with A =
(
σ + κk2, κc21 + 2χ13λ

2k2, 2χ23λ
2k2
)
. All the

other terms in the equation are encompassed in the explicit part N . Thus, the update rule reads:

yn+1
i =

yni +Ni(y
n
i )

1 +Aik2∆t
. (S38)

To improve the accuracy, we also perform mpc predictor-corrector iterations for each time step:

yn+1,j+1
i =

yni + 1
2

[
Ni(y

n
i ) +Ni

(
yn+1,j
i

)]

1 +Aik2∆t
, (S39)

where j labels the predictor-corrector iterations with yn+1,0
i = yni and yn+1

i = y
n+1,mpc

i .

The typical parameters used in this work are L = 1000λ, N = 512, ∆t = 1, mpc = 3.

SI figures
A B

Fig.S1: possible temperature dependence of the characteristic 
domain size.  
Note that we need to be clear about the assumption that none of the 
interaction parameters strongly depends on temperature. 

FIG. S3. (A) The time evolution of the characteristic domain size for different temperature T . Mean composition: (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) =
(0.38, 0.36). All the other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1 of the main text. (B) The characteristic domain size as a
function of the temperature T .
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Fig.S3 Temperature hysteresis 
The animation needs to be remade since the colorbar 
was problematic due to the last snapshot? 

FIG. S4. Pattern hysteresis with respect to temperature. The temperature is first decreased and then increased according to
the black arrow. Mean composition: (ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2) = (0.45, 0.40). All the other parameters are the same as in Fig. 1 of the main
text.

III. TEMPERATURE DEPENDENCE OF THE PATTERNS

Here, we assume that the material properties and the interaction energies do not vary strongly with temperature.
Thus, the temperature dependence predominantly enters through the entropy term. Since energy is measured in units
of nkBT , the rescaled parameters (σ̄, κ̄, χ, ξ) scale with temperature with a factor of 1/(kBT ). In the simulations,
we tune temperature by rescaling these parameters by a factor of T0

T , where T0 is the reference temperature. Fig. S3
shows that the coarsening is arrested at a finite length scale (left), which decreases with temperature (right). Fig. S4
shows the hysteresis of the pattern morphology with respect to temperature. As the temperature is decreased, the
pattern starts to morph from the dot state to the stripe state at T/T0 ≈ 1.012, while the backward transition does
not occur until T/T0 ≈ 1.024.
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[1] S. Mao, D. Kuldinow, M. P. Haataja, and A. Košmrlj, Phase behavior and morphology of multicomponent liquid mixtures,
Soft Matter 15, 1297 (2019).

[2] U. Thiele, A. J. Archer, M. J. Robbins, H. Gomez, and E. Knobloch, Localized states in the conserved Swift-Hohenberg
equation with cubic nonlinearity, PHYSICAL REVIEW E , 19 (2013).

[3] P. C. Matthews and S. M. Cox, Pattern formation with a conservation law, Nonlinearity 13, 1293 (2000).
[4] S. M. Cox, The envelope of a one-dimensional pattern in the presence of a conserved quantity, Physics Letters A 333, 91

(2004).
[5] J. W. Cooley, P. A. W. Lewis, and P. D. Welch, The Fast Fourier Transform and Its Applications, IEEE TRANSACTIONS

ON EDUCATION (1969).


