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Due to structural incommensurability, the emergence of a quasicrys-
tal from a crystalline phase represents a challenge to computational
physics. Here the nucleation of quasicrystals is investigated by
using an efficient computational method applied to a Landau free-
energy functional. Specifically, transition pathways connecting dif-
ferent local minima of the Lifshitz–Petrich model are obtained by us-
ing the high-index saddle dynamics. Saddle points on these paths
are identified as the critical nuclei of the 6-fold crystals and 12-fold
quasicrystals. The results reveal that phase transitions between
the crystalline and quasicrystalline phases could follow two possi-
ble pathways, corresponding to a one-stage phase transition and a
two-stage phase transition involving a metastable lamellar quasicrys-
talline state, respectively.
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S ince the discovery of quasicrystals characterized by quasi-
periodic positional order with nonclassical rotational sym-

metries (1), tremendous progresses have been made on the
understanding of these fascinating materials (2, 3). Various
quasicrystals have been reported (1, 4–7). Besides examples
from metallic alloys, quasicrystalline order has been observed
in different systems including Faraday waves and soft mat-
ter (8–16). Although the structures of quasicrystals are now
well understood (17), the nucleation of quasicrystals, which
involves the transition from periodic crystalline structures
to quasiperiodic structures, still represents a long-standing
unsolved problem.

In general, nucleation of a stable state from a metastable
state could be examined ny using three approaches, i.e.
classical nucleation theory, atomistic theory, and density-
functional theory (18, 19). Within the framework of the
density-functional theory, the free-energy landscape of the
system is described by a free-energy functional determined by
the density of molecular species. Stable and metastable phases
of the system correspond to local minima of the free-energy
landscape, whereas the minimum energy paths (MEPs) on
the free-energy landscape represent the most probable transi-
tion pathways between different phases. Transition states (i.e.
index-1 saddle points) on the pathways could be identified
as critical nuclei, representing critical states along the transi-
tion pathways. This theoretical framework has been applied
successfully to various problems undergoing phase transitions
(Fig. 1)—for instance, the (rapid) cooling of liquids, the melt-
ing of a solid, or the nucleation of crystalline structures (20–25).
However, the study of the phase transition between periodic
structures and quasiperiodic structures remains a challenge
due to incompatible lattice mismatch. Thus, a fundamental
question in material sciences is: How does a quasicrystalline
structure emerge from a crystalline structure?

In this article, we examine the transition pathways con-
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of nucleation and phase transitions between disordered
liquid, periodic crystals, and quasicrystals.

necting quasicrystals and crystals within the framework of
density-functional theory. Specifically, we apply an efficient
numerical method based on the high-index saddle dynamics

Significance Statement

Despite the fact that tremendous efforts have been made on
the study of quasicrystals since their discovery in 1984, nucle-
ation of quasicrystals—the emergence of a quasicrystal from
a crystalline phase—still presents an unsolved problem. The
difficulties lie in that quasicrystals and crystals are incommen-
surate structures in general, so there are no obvious epitaxial
relations between them. We solved this problem by applying
an efficient numerical method to Landau theory of phase tran-
sitions and obtained the accurate critical nuclei and transition
pathways connecting crystalline and quasicrystalline phases.
The proposed computational methodology not only reveals the
mechanism of nucleation of quasicrystals, but also paves the
way to investigate a wide range of physical problems undergo-
ing the first-order phase transitions.

Author contributions: P.Z. and L.Z. designed research; J.Y. performed research; K.J. contributed
new reagents/analytic tools; J.Y., K.J., A.-C.S., P.Z., and L.Z. analyzed data; and J.Y., A.-C.S., and
L.Z. wrote the paper.

The authors declare no competing interests.

1To whom correspondence should be addressed. E-mail: zhangl@math.pku.edu.cn or
pzhang@pku.edu.cn or shi@mcmaster.ca

PNAS | December 3, 2021 | vol. XXX | no. XX | 1–7

ar
X

iv
:2

00
7.

15
86

6v
4 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

tr
l-

sc
i]

  2
 D

ec
 2

02
1



(HiSD) to a Landau free-energy functional, i.e. the Lifshitz–
Petrich (LP) model (26), with local minima corresponding to
two-dimensional (2D) crystalline and quasicrystalline phases.
MEPs connecting various local minima of the model are ob-
tained and critical nuclei of the 6-fold crystalline and 12-fold
quasicrystalline states are identified. In particular, two MEPs
connecting two ordered phases are obtained, revealing that the
phase transitions between the crystalline and quasicrystalline
phases could follow two possible pathways, corresponding to
either a one-stage phase transition or a two-stage phase transi-
tion involving a metastable intermediate quasicrystalline state,
respectively.

Models and Results

LP Model Although our methodology applies to general free-
energy functionals, we will focus on the LP model for simplicity.
The LP model is Landau theory designed to explore quasicrys-
talline structures with two characteristic wavelength scales
(26). Despite its deceivingly simple form, the LP model ex-
hibits a rich phase behavior containing a number of equilibrium
ordered phases with 2-, 6-, and 12-fold symmetries (26, 27).
As such, this simple Landau free-energy provides an ideal
model system for the study of transition pathways connecting
crystals and quasicrystals. The LP model assumes a scalar
order parameter φ(r) corresponding to the density profile of
the molecules in a volume V . The free-energy functional of
the model is given by (26, 27),

F(φ) =
∫
dr
{

1
2
∣∣(∇2 + 12) (∇2 + q2)φ

∣∣2

− ε2φ
2 − α

3 φ
3 + 1

4φ
4
}
,

[1]

where 1 and q are two characteristic wavelength scales. The
thermodynamic behavior of this model is controlled by two
parameters, ε and α, where ε is a temperature-like parameter
and α is a parameter characterizing the asymmetry of the order
parameter (28). The coefficients for the spatial derivatives and
the φ4 term could be chosen as 1

2 and 1
4 by a rescaling of the

model (SI Appendix) (27). Possible equilibrium phases of the
model correspond to local minima of the free-energy functional
with the mass conservation

∫
dr φ = 0, which are solutions of

the Euler–Lagrange equation of the system, DF(φ) = 0. The
Euler–Lagrange equation has multiple solutions, correspond
to stable/metastable phases, transition states (critical nuclei,
index-1 saddle points), and high-index saddle points of the
model system. In this article, we will focus on the nucleations
of two-dimensional 12-fold (dodecagonal) quasicrystals, so a
two-dimensional LP model (Eq. 1) is adopted with q = 2 cos π

12 .
The first step of the study is to find accurate stable so-

lutions, corresponding to crystals and quasicrystals, of the
Euler–Lagrange equation for the LP free-energy functional
Eq. 1. Because quasicrystals do not have periodic order, spe-
cial numerical methods are needed to describe their structures
accurately. In general, discretization methods for quasiperiodic
structures include the crystalline approximant method (29)
and the projection method (30). In this article, we adopt the
crystalline approximant method to approximate quasiperiodic
structures in the whole space with periodic structures in a
large domain with proper sizes (Materials and Methods).
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Fig. 2. Stable ordered states and the phase diagram of the 2D LP model with
q = 2 cos π

12 . (A) QC at ε = 5× 10−6, α =
√

2/2. (B) C6 at ε = 0.05, α = 1.
(C) LQ at ε = 0.005, α = 0.6. (D) T6 at ε = 0.05, α = 0.3. (E) The Lamella
state at ε = 0.05, α = 0.1. The computational domain is [0, 2πL]2 with L = 112,
and a 20π× 20π square is zoomed in for better illustration. (Scale bars: 10π.) Each
Lower Right Inset is the prominent diffraction pattern in the reciprocal space, and the
arrows specify primitive reciprocal vectors (in Z). (F ) Phase diagram of the QC, C6,
LQ, T6, Lamella, and Liquid in the ε-α plane.

Multiple stable solutions of the Euler–Lagrange equation
can be obtained in the LP model with different parameters α
and ε. The initial configurations are composed of plane waves
with the appropriate reciprocal wave vectors (SI Appendix)
(27). The simplest solution is φ(r) = 0, corresponding to a
homogeneous state, i.e. the disordered liquid. Beside this
trivial solution, a number of spatially inhomogeneous solu-
tions, including the 12-fold quasicrystalline state (QC), the
6-fold crystalline state (C6), and the Lamella state have been
found for different model parameters. Interestingly, a lamellar
quasicrystalline state (LQ) is identified as a stable state for
some parameters as well. LQ is periodic in one dimension
and quasiperiodic in the other dimension, which has been
obtained previously in ref. (31) and (32). Furthermore, a
transformed 6-fold crystalline state (T6) that is periodic with
less symmetry can also be found in the phase diagram. The
structures of these stable phases are shown in real and recip-
rocal spaces in Fig. 2A–E. It is important to note that the
Hessian D2F(φ) of these states has different multiplicities of
zero eigenvalues, corresponding to the numbers of Goldstone
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modes of these states (33, 34) (Models and Methods). The
phase diagram of the LP model is constructed and plotted in
the ε-α plane in Fig. 2F, showing stable regions of the QC, C6,
LQ, T6, Lamella, and Liquid. Similar phase diagrams have
been obtained by a number of researchers (26, 27, 31). It is
noted that our current study focuses on 2D structures, and
thus possible three-dimensional equilibrium phases, such as
the body-centered-cubic and gyroid phases, are ignored in the
phase diagram Fig. 2F.

The phase diagram shown in Fig. 2F is the mean-field phase
diagram of the LP model in 2D with q = 2 cos π

12 . Fluctuations
could have important effects on the thermodynamics of the
model system. However, we are not aware of any systematic
examination of the fluctuation effects on the LP model, and
a relevant study might be fluctuation effects on the Landau–
Brasovskii model (35, 36). We would leave the fluctuation
effects on the LP model for possible future study.

HiSD Method While a stable phase, corresponding to a local
minimum of the free-energy functional Eq. 1, can be calculated
by gradient descent algorithms with proper initial configura-
tions, finding a transition state is much more difficult because
it does not correspond to a local minimum. Moreover, mul-
tiple zero eigenvalues of its Hessian D2F(φ) at stationary
points could lead to the degeneracy of transition states. The
problem is further complicated by the fact that there is no a
priori knowledge of the transition states. Most of the existing
methods for solving nonlinear equations, such as homotopy
methods (37–39) and deflation techniques (40, 41), are ineffi-
cient for this degenerate problem because of superabundant
solutions from arbitrary translation. Surface-walking methods
for searching index-1 saddle points, such as the gentlest ascent
dynamics (42) and dimer-type methods (43), are also not capa-
ble of computing the transition states from metastable ordered
states in the current problem because the eigenvectors with
zero eigenvalues of the metastable state would be mistaken as
the ascent direction, leading to a failure of escaping the basin
of attraction. On the other hand, the string method (44, 45)
with suitable initializations connecting initial and final states
could relax to the MEPs. However, finding initial guesses for a
string that is suitable for a particular MEP is not straightfor-
ward. In particular, it is quite difficult in the current problem
due to the fact that there are no obvious epitaxial relations
between crystals and quasicrystals. Furthermore, in order
to obtain the accurate critical nucleus and MEP, the string
method needs a sufficient number of nodes because the critical
nucleus is close to the initial metastable state, which could lead
to a large increase of the computational cost. The climbing
string method (46) could overcome such difficulty and reduce
the computational cost by calculating the half of the MEP
from the initial state to the transition state. However, the
climbing string method cannot easily climb out of the basin of
attraction because of multiple zero eigenvalues of the initial
state.

The presence of zero eigenvalues is computationally a chal-
lenge. To deal with the repeated zero eigenvalues of equilibrium
phases in computing the degenerate transition states, we ap-
plied a numerical method, HiSD, for high-index saddle points
to find degenerate index-1 saddle points, with the inclusion of
both negative eigenvalues and zero eigenvalues. The HiSD for
finding index-k saddles (k-HiSD) is governed by the following

dynamics (47),

φ̇ = −
(
I − 2

k∑

j=1

vjv
>
j

)
DF(φ), [2]

where v1, · · · , vk represent the ascent directions, which ap-
proximate the eigenvectors corresponding to the smallest k
eigenvalues of the Hessian D2F(φ),

D2F(φ)ν =
(
∇2 + 12)2 (∇2 + q2)2

ν

− εν + P(3φ2ν − 2αφν), ∀ν s.t. Pν = ν.
[3]

The LP functional Eq. 1 is highly ill-conditioned because of
the eighth-order spatial derivatives, so the locally optimal
block preconditioned conjugate gradient (LOBPCG) method
(48) is applied to calculate the smallest k eigenvalues and the
corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors. A preconditioner(
(∇2 + 12)2(∇2 + q2)2 + βI

)−1 with β > 0 is applied for bet-
ter efficiency.

For a metastable state φ∗ whose Hessian D2F(φ∗) has m
zero eigenvalues, we use the LOBPCG method to calculate
{u∗1, · · · , u∗m} as an orthonormal basis of the nullspace of Hes-
sian D2F(φ∗) and u∗m+1 as a normalized eigenvector of the
smallest positive eigenvalue. Since the smallest positive eigen-
value of Hessians at each stable/metastable ordered state is
repeated, there are different choices for u∗m+1, which can lead
to multiple transition states and MEPs. Next, we apply the
(m + 1)-HiSD by choosing φ(0) = φ∗ + εu∗m+1 as the initial
search position and vi(0) = u∗i (i = 1, · · · ,m+ 1) as the initial
ascent directions for searching an index-(m+ 1) saddle point.
The small positive constant ε is used to push the system away
from the minimum, which could be regarded as an upward
search on a pathway map (49). By relaxing the (m+ 1)-HiSD
in a semi-implicit scheme for time-dependent φ with updated
ascent directions vi (i = 1, · · · ,m+ 1) as the eigenvectors at
the current position φ(t) using one-step LOBPCG method,
a stationary solution φnew can be found, corresponding to a
degenerate transition state with only one negative eigenvalue
and m repeated zero eigenvalues in most cases. It should be
noted that for non-equilibrium positions φ(t), the Hessians
have no zero eigenvalues in general. If φnew turns out to be
a high-index saddle point—for instance, an index-k saddle
(k 6 m)—we then implement (k − 1)-HiSD to apply a down-
ward search on the pathway map (49) to search lower-index
saddles. The initial search position for the downward search
is chosen as φ(0) = φnew + εunew

k , and the initial ascent direc-
tions are vi = unew

i (i = 1, · · · , k − 1), where {unew
1 , · · · , unew

m }
are the orthonormal eigenvectors of D2F(φnew) calculated by
LOBPCG. This procedure is repeated to new saddle points
until the degenerate transition state is located. The MEP is
then obtained by following the gradient flow dynamics along
positive and negative unstable directions of the transition state
(SI Appendix).

Nucleation from a Liquid to a Quasicrystal First, we present the
MEP connecting a disordered liquid to a quasicrystal. By
choosing ε = −0.01 and α = 1, the QC has a lower free-energy
density of f = F/V = −2.7× 10−3 than the disordered liquid
with f = 0. The critical nucleus of QC from the liquid is
shown in Fig. 3, which is an index-1 saddle point solution to
the Euler–Lagrange equation DF(φ) = 0, corresponding to the
transition state on the MEP. The transition pathway shown
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Fig. 3. Transition pathway from the disordered liquid to QC at ε = −0.01, α = 1.
The QC critical nucleus shows a circular shape with a small amplitude. (Scale bars:
10π.)

in Fig. 3 represents the possible nucleation process starting
from the liquid state toward the quasicrystal. If the patch
of the quasicrystal is smaller than the critical nucleus, it will
shrink back to the liquid. If the patch is larger than the critical
nucleus, it will grow and eventually take over the whole system.
The critical nucleus represents a small patch of QC surrounded
by damping density waves. The density wave at the center
of the nucleus has a much smaller amplitude than that of
the corresponding QC state. Therefore, the critical nucleus
obtained from solving the Euler–Lagrange equation of the
system differs significantly from that of the classical nucleation
theory. Along the transition pathway and beyond the critical
nucleus, the nucleus grows isotropically with an increasing
amplitude at the centre, eventually reaching a full QC phase
(see Movie S1 for the liquid → QC transition pathway). Our
finding is consistent with the previous results (25, 31, 50),
indicating that there is only one critical nucleus from liquids
to quasicrystals, and the growth of quasicrystalline nucleus
will fill the whole space. Moreover, our presented example
is generic, not limited by special model parameters (see the
bifurcation diagram in SI Appendix).

Nucleation from a Quasicrystal to a Crystal Next we demon-
strate how a quasicrystal would transform to a crystal. We
choose ε = 0.05, α = 1 so that QC is a metastable state with
f = −5.3×10−3 and C6 is a stable state with f = −6.3×10−3.
For this case, we found two transition pathways connecting
QC to C6. In the one-stage transition pathway, a circular
critical nucleus of C6 shown in Fig. 4A is observed. Inter-
estingly, the growing C6 nucleus beyond the critical nucleus
shows that a transient state along the transition pathway con-
tains another interphase connecting the C6 and QC states
(see Movie S2 for the QC → C6 transition pathway). This
new interphase is the metastable LQ state, periodic in one
dimension and quasiperiodic in the other dimension, which
can be stabilized at other parameters (Fig. 2F). It is noted
that a similar interface between crystals and quasicrystals was
obtained with Dirichlet boundary conditions for the phase-
field order parameter (51). This finding indicates that LQ
could serve as an intermediate state connecting the QC and
C6 phases. Indeed, a two-stage transition pathway from QC
to C6 has been obtained from our calculations. This two-stage
pathway reveals a first transition from QC→ LQ and a second

transition from LQ → C6 as shown in Fig. 4A. Nucleation at
the first stage shows an ellipsoidal critical nucleus of LQ with
the periodic direction as the major axis. The energy barrier
of the LQ nucleus (∆f = 4.5× 10−6) is lower than the energy
barrier of the C6 nucleus (∆f = 5.3× 10−6), indicating that
the QC → LQ transition pathway is the more probable one.
After the QC → LQ transition, the second-stage transition
follows the formation of another ellipsoidal critical nucleus of
C6 with the quasiperiodic direction of LQ as the major axis
and eventually to the C6 phase (see Movie S3 for the QC →
LQ → C6 transition pathway). It is noted that two transition
pathways have been observed for the gyroid to lamellar transi-
tions of block copolymers (22). Furthermore, the appearance
of a metastable intermediate state as a precursor of the stable
phase is consistent with Ostwald’s step rule (52).

Nucleation from a Crystal to a Quasicrystal Finally, we present
results on the emergence of a quasiperiodic structure from a
periodic structure. By choosing ε = 5× 10−6 and α =

√
2/2,

C6 becomes a metastable state with f = −6.8 × 10−4 and
QC is a stable state with f = −7.5 × 10−4. Again, two
transition pathways are obtained in this case (Fig. 4B). It is
noted that, along the one-stage transition pathway, a larger
computation domain with L = 306 was used to avoid the
effect of finite domain sizes on growth dynamics. Similar
to the phase transition from QC to C6, a circular critical
nucleus of QC is found on the one-stage transition pathway.
After nucleation, the size of the QC nucleus increases with
the appearance of the LQ interphase (see Movie S4 for the C6
→ QC transition pathway). On the other hand, a two-stage
transition pathway from C6 to QC via a metastable LQ, as
shown in Fig. 4B, has been obtained. The critical nucleus of
LQ at the first stage assumes an ellipsoidal shape with the
quasiperiodic direction as the major axis. The energy barrier
of LQ nucleus (∆f = 1.7 × 10−6) is lower than that of C6
nucleus (∆f = 4.6 × 10−6), indicating that the C6 → LQ
transition would be more likely chosen than the direct C6 →
QC transition pathway. Because LQ and QC have similar
free energies in this case, a small driving force from LQ to
QC transition is expected. Therefore, a much larger critical
nucleus of QC is found. A full C6 → LQ → QC transition
pathway is shown in Movie S5.

Discussion

In summary, we applied an efficient numerical method to accu-
rately compute critical nuclei and transition pathways between
crystals and quasicrystals. The computational challenge of the
problem stems from the existence of multiple zero eigenvalues
of the Hessian of different ordered phases. We solved this prob-
lem by applying the HiSD method to search for high-index
saddle points, resulting in degenerate index-1 saddle points
corresponding to the critical nuclei. The proposed methodol-
ogy is applicable to a wide range of physical problems with
degeneracy undergoing phase transitions. Application of the
numerical method to the LP model reveals an interesting set of
transition pathways connecting crystalline and quasicrystalline
phases.

For the transitions between the crystalline C6 and quasicrys-
talline QC phases, two transition pathways, corresponding to
a one-stage direct transition and a two-stage indirect transi-
tion, have been obtained. We found that a one-dimensional
quasicrystalline LQ phase, with periodicity in one direction

4 | Yin et al.
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Fig. 4. Transition pathways between QC and C6. (A) From QC to C6 at ε = 0.05, α = 1; (B) From C6 to QC at ε = 5× 10−6, α =
√
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rings. (Scale bars: 10π.)

and quasiperiodicity in the other direction, plays a crucial
role to connect C6 with QC. This discovery is consistent with
the phase diagram Fig. 2F, where the LQ phase can be sta-
bilized between the stable regions of C6 and QC. The two
possible pathways represent different underlying mechanisms
of breaking periodicity. Along the one-stage transition path-
way, the periodicity breaks in two dimensions. On the other
hand, for each stage of the two-stage transition pathway, the
periodicity is broken along one direction. Compared with
the one-stage transition pathway between C6 and QC, the
two-stage transition pathway C6 ↔ LQ ↔ QC is, consistent
with the Ostwald’s step rule, more probable because the LQ
nucleus has a lower energy barrier.

Several studies with different models suggested the exis-
tence of multiple localized states composed of Hexagon (21)
or quasicrystal (53) patches surrounded by the liquid. This
phenomenon generally corresponds to the special case of phase
coexistence between the disordered state and the ordered state,
which occurs in a narrow region near the phase boundary be-
tween these two phases. Thus, the parameter range for the
existence of multiple localized states is very limited. Further-
more, these localized states would correspond to local minima
of the free energy landscape, whereas the critical nuclei cor-
respond to saddle points on the free-energy surface. Using
the LP model, we demonstrated that there is only one critical
nucleus along the MEP from the liquid state to the quasicrys-
talline state. If multiple critical nuclei exist, our method can
also find them, and the MEP from the initial state to the final
state may pass through multiple transition states, correspond-
ing to multiple energy barriers. When multiple MEPs exist,

the nucleation of quasicrystals would most likely occur along
the MEP whose critical state is with the lowest energy barrier.

It should be pointed out that the LP model is a phenomeno-
logical model, and the results obtained from such a model
cannot be applied directly to physical experiments, unless a
connection is made between the physical system and the model
parameters. Nevertheless, these findings shed light on the nu-
cleation and growth of quasicrystals. The accurate numerical
results provide a comprehensive picture of critical nuclei and
transition pathways between periodic and quasiperiodic struc-
tures.

Materials and Methods

Crystalline Approximant Method. For a given set of d base vectors
{e∗1, · · · , e∗d}, a reciprocal lattice vector k of d-dimensional qua-
sicrystals can be expressed as

k = κ1e∗1 + · · ·+ κde∗d, κj ∈ R. [4]
It is important to note that some of the coefficients κj might be
irrational numbers. A quasiperiodic function φ(r) can be expanded
as

φ(r) =
∑

k

φ̂(k) exp(ik · r). [5]

Since some reciprocal lattice vectors cannot be represented as linear
combinations of e∗i with integer coefficients, proper rational num-
bers L are chosen such that Lκj of all the concerned reciprocal
lattice vectors k could be approximated as integers. As a result, a
quasiperiodic function could be approximated by a periodic function
with a period 2πL,

φ(r) =
∑

k

φ̂(k) exp
(

ik · r
L

)
, [6]

Yin et al. PNAS | December 3, 2021 | vol. XXX | no. XX | 5



where k are linear combinations of e∗j with integer coefficients.
Within this approximation, the computational domain becomes
[0, 2πL]d with periodic boundary conditions for φ(r). For the 2D
(d = 2), 12-fold quasicrystals, q is chosen as 2 cos π

12 in the LP model.
For e∗1 = (1, 0) and e∗2 = (0, 1), the coefficients to be approximated
are 1,

√
3

2 , 1
2 , q cos π

12 , q cos π4 , and q cos 5π
12 , and proper values of

L are 30, 82, 112, 306, etc. (SI Appendix). We have tested the
accuracy of various L and found that L > 112 gave results within
the required accuracy. Therefore, we set L = 112 or 306 in our
numerical calculations, and use the spectral methods for Eq. 6 with
N = 1024 or 3072 points in each dimension to discretize the order
parameter φ(r). The stable phases are calculated using gradient
flow,

φ̇ = −DF(φ) = −
(
∇2 + 12

)2 (∇2 + q2
)2
φ+ εφ− P(φ3 − αφ2),

[7]
with a semi-implicit scheme (30), where Pϕ = ϕ − 1

V

∫
dr ϕ is

the projection operator of the mass conservation constraint. The
nonlinear terms in Eq. 7 are treated by using the pseudospectral
method (29). The semi-implicit scheme and the pseudospectral
method are also applied in the HiSD Eq. 2.

Zero Eigenvalues of Hessians at Equilibrium States. The Hessians of
ordered equilibrium states exhibits multiple zero eigenvalues. We
dealt with this by treating the eigenvectors corresponding to re-
peated zero eigenvalues as unstable directions, and the degenerate
transition states (index-1 saddle points) can be calculated from
degenerate metastable states using HiSD for index-k saddle points
(k > 1). Here, the (Morse) index of a stationary point of a functional
is defined as the number of negative eigenvalues of the Hessian (54),
and the word “degenerate” specifies that its Hessian has zero eigen-
values. For instance, the stable/metastable phases have index 0, and
the transition states are index-1 saddle points. The homogeneous
state φ(r) = 0 is an isolated solution and its Hessian has no zero
eigenvalues in general. For C6, the Hessian has two repeated zero
eigenvalues, corresponding to the translation along the x and y axes,
while the rotation transformation cannot be realized because of the
discretization method. On the other hand, numerical calculations
show that the Hessian at LQ has zero eigenvalues of multiplicity
three and the Hessian at QC has zero eigenvalues of multiplicity four.
The various zero-eigenvalue multiplicities of Hessians can be ex-
plained with a higher-dimensional description of quasicrystals—that
is, a d-dimensional quasicrystalline structure can be represented by
a projection from a higher-dimensional periodic structure (17). To
calculate QC, a four-dimensional (4D) reciprocal space should be
applied in the projection method (30), because the reciprocal lattice
vectors can be represented by linear combinations of four primitive
reciprocal vectors with integer coefficients, as the arrows shown in
Fig. 2A–E. Since the 2D projection of any 4D translation of QC
remains as an equilibrium state, QC is a degenerate solution with
four repeated zero eigenvalues. Correspondingly, three primitive
reciprocal vectors are enough to represent LQ with integer coeffi-
cients. In addition, Hessians at nonequilibrium points have no zero
eigenvalues generally.
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Dimensionless form of the two-dimensional Lifshitz–Petrich model. The original two-dimensional Lifshitz–Petrich (LP) model
may contain seven parameters c > 0, q2 > q1 > 0, β > 0 and ε, α,A ∈ R for a general physical system (1),

F(φ) =
∫
dr
{
c

2
∣∣(∇2 + q2

1
) (
∇2 + q2

2
)
φ
∣∣2 − ε

2φ
2 − α

3 φ
3 + β

4 φ
4
}
,

s.t.
∫
dr (φ−A) = 0,

[1]

but only three parameters remains after rescaling (2). Let q = q2/q1 and φ(r) = q4
1
√
β−1cφ̃(q1r) +A, we have

F̃(φ̃) = βc−2q−14
1
(
F(φ)− C̃

)
=
∫
dr
{

1
2
∣∣(∇2 + 12) (∇2 + q2) φ̃

∣∣2 − ε̃

2 φ̃
2 − α̃

3 φ̃
3 + 1

4 φ̃
4
}
,

s.t.
∫
dr φ̃ = 0,

[2]

where the rescaled parameters are (V is the integral area in Eq. 1)

α̃ = α− 3Aβ√
βcq4

1
, ε̃ = ε+ 2Aα− 3A2β

cq8
1

, C̃ = V
(
c

2q
4
1q

4
2A

2 − ε

2A
2 − α

3A
3 + β

4A
4
)
. [3]

Therefore, without loss of generality, we can set c = β = q1 = 1 and A = 0 in the LP model.
The parameter q represents the ratio of two characteristic wavelength scales in the system. To stabilize different quasicrystals,

the LP model requires certain choices of q. In the current study, q is chosen as 2 cos π
12 to stabilize various ordered phases of

interest, including the two-dimensional 12-fold (dodecagonal) quasicrystals. For the three-dimensional icosahedral and two-
dimensional 10-fold (decagonal) quasicrystals, q is chosen as 2 cos π5 . For the two-dimensional 8-fold (octagonal) quasicrystals, q
is chosen as 2 cos π8 (2). A similar phase field crystal model was used in (3–5) to stabilize quasicrystals with various symmetries,
which is slightly different from Eq. 1, and our methodology can be directly applied to this model as well.

The actual free energy barrier is proportional to the values ∆F obtained in our calculations that is in unit of kT , that
is, ∆Fphysical = ∆F ξ kT , where ξ is a model-dependent parameter. From the derivation of the Landau theory from certain
molecular models, all the parameters in the Landau theory were specified by the molecular parameters (6). Since we have taken
the Landau theory as a generic model of phase transitions, the information about the exact value of ξ is not available within
our current approach. If we take the Landau theory specified by Eq. 1 as the starting physical model, we could determine the
value of ξ via the scaling analysis following Eq. 1. Specifically, the free energy given by Eq. 1 is in the unit of kT . Thus, the
scaled free energy is in the unit of β−1c2q14

1 kT , or ξ = β−1c2q14
1 .

Proper values of computational domain sizes. For the two-dimensional 12-fold quasicrystals, the reciprocal vectors should
include,

kj =
(

cos jπ6 , sin jπ6

)
, j = 1, · · · , 12,

kj =
(
q cos (2j − 1)π

12 , q sin (2j − 1)π
12

)
, j = 13, · · · , 24,

[4]

where q = 2 cos π
12 . For e∗1 = (1, 0) and e∗2 = (0, 1) in the crystalline approximant method, the coefficients to be approximated

simultaneously are 1,
√

3
2 ,

1
2 , q cos π

12 , q cos π4 , q cos 5π
12 . The approximate error of the computational domain [0, 2πL]2 caused by

simultaneous Diophantine approximation (7) is,
∥∥∥∥L
(

1,
√

3
2 ,

1
2 , q cos π

12 , q cos π4 , q cos 5π
12

)
−
(

[L] ,
[√

3L
2

]
,
[
L

2

]
,
[
qL cos π

12

]
,
[
qL cos π4

]
,
[
qL cos 5π

12

])∥∥∥∥
∞
, [5]

where [a] rounds a to the nearest integer. The approximate errors Eq. 5 of integers 10 6 L 6 1000 are shown in Fig. S1. The
proper values of L, with a smaller approximate error Eq. 5 than all smaller domains, can be obtained directly from Fig. S1 as
L = 22, 30, 82, 112, 306, 418 etc., with approximate errors shown in Table S1.

Initial values for the (meta)stable states. The free energy functional of the LP model possesses many local minima, corresponding
to the stable and metastable states of the system. The stable state (C6, LQ, QC, etc.) of the system is the state which has
the lowest free energy at a given set of ε and α. When these parameters are changed, the stable state may become another
equilibrium state. The overall phase behaviour of the system is shown in the phase diagram (Fig. 2F), which displays the
stability region of each structure in the phase space spanned by ε and α.

Locating the local minima of the model free energy functional depends on the initial configuration. In order to find a
particular state, we used initial configurations composed of plane waves with the correct reciprocal wave vectors. For the
computational domain size [0, 2πL]2 in the crystalline approximant method, the reciprocal vector kj is approximated by
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kj,L = L−1[Lkj ], where [k] rounds each entry of k to the nearest integer. The initial values of these phases are prepared as
follows (8),

φ(r) =
∑

j∈J
a exp (ikj,L · r) . [6]

In practical computation, a is taken as 0.058 for better convergent performance. The initial choice of the set J , which is based
on the symmetry of the intended structure, is taken as follows:

1. QC: J = {1, 2, 3, · · · , 24};

2. C6: J = {1, 3, 5, · · · , 11};

3. LQ: J = {1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 13, 18, 19, 24};

4. T6: J = {1, 2, 7, 8, 14, 20};

5. Lamella: J = {1, 2}.
Then the (meta)stable states can be obtained using gradient flow (Eq. 7 in the main text) with a semi-implicit scheme. Note
that the (meta)stable states have much more reciprocal vectors with nonzero Fourier coefficients than the initial state, while
the amplitudes of the Fourier coefficients are smaller.

Computing the minimum energy path. The minimum energy pathways (MEPs) are the most probable pathways of the
corresponding overdamped Langevin equation from the initial metastable state to the final stable state (9), as shown in Fig. 3–4
and Movies S1–5. The MEP consists of the nucleation part (energy-increasing dynamics from the initial state to the transition
state) and the growth (nucleus growing) part (energy-decreasing dynamics from the transition state to the final state). Both
the nucleation part and the growth part correspond to gradient flows from the transition state to a minimum. Therefore, the
MEP between minima can be obtained directly using gradient flows from the corresponding transition state.

Assuming that the transition state φ0 is obtained, we first calculate the unstable direction u0 as the eigenvector corresponding
to the negative eigenvalue of the Hessian D2F(φ0). We solve gradient flow dynamics from φ0 +εu0 and φ0−εu0 until convergence
to the initial and final states, where 0 < ε� 1. Then the first part of the MEP is the time-reverse gradient flow dynamics from
the transition state to the initial state. The second part of the MEP is the gradient flow dynamics from the transition state to
the final state. For the two-stage transition pathways in Fig. 4, each stage is calculated as above, and the entire MEP is the
combination of two stages.

Bifurcation diagram of the transition from the liquid to the quasicrystal. For the nucleation from a liquid state to a quasicrystal
state, we present the result at ε = −0.01, α = 1 in the main text. To further demonstrate the generality of our results,
we presented the bifurcation diagram of the transition state here. We fix ε = −0.01 and increase α from 0 to 1, with the
domain size L = 112 and the mesh number N = 1024. The quasicrystalline state (the yellow solid line in Fig. S2A) emerges
as a local minimum at around α ≈ 0.297. Meanwhile, a circular nucleation state (the red dashed line in Fig. S2A) and a
lamellar nucleation state (the blue dotted line in Fig. S2A) also emerge. At the beginning of the emergence of the quasicrystal
metastable state, the circular nucleation state is the transition state (Fig. S2B) between the liquid state and the quasicrystal
state, where the quasicrystalline pattern is the dominant structure. After a transcritical bifurcation, the lamellar nucleation
state becomes the transition state (Fig. S2C) between the liquid state and the quasicrystal state, while the circular nucleation
state becomes an index-2 saddle point (Fig. S2D). After another transcritical bifurcation, the circular nucleation state becomes
the transition state (Fig. S2E), where the liquid state becomes the dominant structure. Note that the lamellar nucleation state
will bifurcate successively as α increases, and we did not trace this solution because its index keeps increasing. We plot the
bifurcation diagram to illustrate that for each set of parameters, we can find a transition state connecting the liquid state and
the quasicrystal state. From this transition state, two gradient flows can reach the liquid state and the quasicrystal state. The
results also demonstrate that the critical nuclei may have different sizes and amplitudes with different model parameters.
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Fig. S1. The approximate errors of different computational domain sizes [0, 2πL]2 for the two-dimensional 12-fold quasicrystals. Both the horizontal (L) and vertical
(approximate error Eq. 5) axes are shown with a logarithmic scale. Proper values of L are 22, 30, 82, 112, 306, 418, etc.
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Fig. S2. The transition state from the liquid state to the quasicrystal state in the LP model with mass conservation with ε = −0.01. A The bifurcation diagram of the transition
state. As α increases, the transition state between the liquid state and the quasicrystal state changes from a circular nucleation state to a lamellar nucleation state, and to
a circular nucleation state. Yellow solid line: Quasicrystal metastable state. Red dashed line: Circular nucleation state. Blue dotted line: Lamellar nucleation state. B The
transition state (index-1 saddle point) at α = 0.305 is a circular nucleation state, and the quasicrystalline pattern is the dominant structure of this saddle point. C The transition
state at α = 0.315 is a lamellar nucleation state. D The circular nucleation state becomes an index-2 saddle point at α = 0.315. E The transition state at α = 0.33 is a
circular nucleation state, and the liquid state is the dominant structure of this saddle point.
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Table S1. Approximate errors of proper domain sizes for the two-dimensional 12-fold quasicrystals.

approximate error 0.052559 0.019238 0.014083 0.005155 0.003774 0.001381

L 22 30 82 112 306 418
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Movie S1. The transition pathway from the liquid state to the 12-fold quasicrystalline state. The parameters
are ε = −0.01, α = 1, L = 112, and N = 1024.

Movie S2. The one-stage transition pathway from the 12-fold quasicrystalline state to the 6-fold crystalline
state. The parameters are ε = 0.05, α = 1, L = 112, and N = 1024.

Movie S3. The two-stage transition pathway from the 12-fold quasicrystalline state to the 6-fold crystalline
state, mediated by a metastable lamellar quasicrystalline state. The parameters are ε = 0.05, α = 1, L = 112,
and N = 1024.

Movie S4. The one-stage transition pathway from the 6-fold crystalline state to the 12-fold quasicrystalline
state. The parameters are ε = 5× 10−6, α =

√
2/2, L = 112, and N = 1024.

Movie S5. The two-stage transition pathway from the 6-fold crystalline state to the 12-fold quasicrystalline
state, mediated by a metastable lamellar quasicrystalline state. The parameters are ε = 5 × 10−6, α =

√
2/2,

L = 306, and N = 3072.
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