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The sedimentation process in a suspension of bacteria is the result of the competition between
gravity and the intrinsic motion of the microorganisms. We perform simulations of run-and-tumble
“squirmers” that move in a fluid medium, focusing on the dependence of the non-equilibrium steady
state on the bacterial swimming properties. We find that for high enough activity, the density
profiles are no longer simple exponentials; we recover the numerical results via the introduction of a
local effective temperature, suggesting that the breakdown of the Perrin-like exponential form is a
collective effect due to the onset of fluid-mediated dynamic correlations among particles. We show
that analogous concepts can fit also the case of shakers, for which we report the first study of this
kind. Moreover we provide evidences of scenarios where the solvent hydrodynamics induces non-
local effects which require the fully three-dimensional dynamics to be taken into account in order
to understand sedimentation of active suspensions. Finally, analyzing the statistics of the bacterial
swimming orientations, we discuss the emergence of polar order in the steady state sedimentation
profiles.

I. INTRODUCTION

A number of microorganisms (bacteria, algae, etc...)
have the ability to swim in a liquid environment through
the generation of autonomous motion at expenses of their
metabolism, thus being intrinsically out-of-equilibrium.
As such, these systems lead to new challenges such as
the understanding of how collective phenomena and self-
organization emerge from the relevant features of their
propulsion mechanism [1–4]. In this perspective a sus-
pension of active particles is qualitatively different from
a suspension of passive ones. Maybe the simplest, yet
not trivial, example of this is the case of a constant ex-
ternal forcing on the suspension, such as gravity in the
sedimentation process. In fact, when thermal fluctua-
tions are negligible (as it is in the case of particles above
the micron size), while passive particles would inevitably
precipitate, active suspensions maintain a finite sedimen-
tation length that grows with the self-propulsion speed.
This result was predicted theoretically for “dry” suspen-
sions (i.e. where the solvent hydrodynamics in neglected)
of non-interacting run-and-tumble particles [5, 6] and,
then, confirmed in numerical simulations with point-like
dipoles [7] and experimentally in suspensions of active
colloids [8]. Suspensions of self-propelled particles un-
der gravity have been also reported to display a non-
trivial orientational dynamics, with the development of
an associated polar order [9, 10] or even, in the case of
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bottom-heavy particles, to the inversion of the sedimen-
tation profiles [11]. In this paper we present a compu-
tational study of bacterial sedimentation, where hydro-
dynamics is fully resolved near and far from the swim-
mer’s surface. We provide evidence that hydrodynamic
correlations induce important deviations form the phe-
nomenology for dry suspensions in the steady state of
both self-propelled swimmers and “shakers” (for which,
to the best of our knowledge, this represents the first
study of this kind). The sedimentation profiles observed
when bacterial activity is intense are captured through a
simple extension of a drift-diffusion model with height de-
pendent effective temperature. We show that pullers de-
velop a distal region of constant density (a supernatant)
whose emergence depends on both the activity/gravity
ratio and on the confining geometry (i.e. the cell aspect-
ratio). We also address the statistics of the orientation of
bacterial swimming, finding that, in the regime of small
tumbling frequency, the suspension develops a polar or-
der whose characteristics are strongly dependent on the
type of swimmer.

II. NUMERICAL METHOD AND SIMULATION

DETAILS

The velocity field of the solvent (of dynamic viscos-
ity η) is evolved by means of a lattice Boltzmann (LB)
method [12] with nineteen lattice speeds in three dimen-
sions (D3Q19) [13]. Swimmers are modelled as solid
spherical objects of radius R. The correct momentum ex-
change and mass conservation through the set of bound-
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ary links (between grid points in and out the sphere)
representing the particles is implemented according to
the bounce-back-on-links scheme [14–16]. In order to
mimic the surface deformations inducing microswimmers’
self-propulsion, we adopt a simplified version [17] of the
“squirmer” model [18, 19], whereby only the first two
terms in the series expansion of the axisymmetric sur-
face slip velocity profile are retained, thus leaving just
two relevant parameters, dubbed B1 and B2. The first
is related to the propulsion speed, which is vp = 2

3B1m̂,
where m̂ is the squirmer orientation unit vector, defin-
ing the instantaneous swimming direction. The second
parameter, B2, determines the strength of the stresslet,
S ∝ ηR2B2, generated by the swimmer in the surround-
ing fluid (and, hence, it is related to the amplitude of
the injected vorticity) [19]. The ratio β ≡ B2

B1
, such that

β ∈ (−∞,+∞), quantifies the relative intensity of apolar
stresses and polar self-propulsion and classifies swimmers
in “pushers”, B2 < 0 (including bacteria like, e.g. E.

Coli), “pullers”, B2 > 0 (as the alga Chlamydomonas),
and “potential” swimmers, β = 0 (i.e. swimmers that
simply self-propel without generating vorticity, like the
alga Volvox carteri or certain artificial swimmers) [19–
23]. Every τ time steps the particles randomize their ori-
entation m̂, thus accounting for the characteristic “run-
and-tumble” mechanism, which can be seen as a source of
diffusion for particles that, we recall here, are insensitive
to thermal fluctuations. It is worth noticing that our
model, featuring finite size resolved particles, equipped
with the squirming motion, is able to capture hydrody-
namic effects in the sedimentation of active suspensions,
both in their near and far field manifestations.
We simulate suspensions, of volume fraction φ = 0.07, in
three-dimensional boxes of size L × L × H , with height
H ≈ 80R and variable aspect-ratio Γ = L/H . Two solid
walls (with no-slip boundary condition for the fluid veloc-
ity) confine the system in the z-direction, while periodic
boundary conditions along x, y apply. The number of
particles, with radius R = 2.3 (in lattice-spacing units),
range between ∼ 500 and ∼ 3 × 104). We introduce a
reference velocity, vg = µFg/(6πηR) (where Fg is the
gravity force magnitude and µ = 1/(6πηR) is the parti-
cle mobility), i.e. the sedimentation velocity of a passive
particle, and a reference time, tc = R/vp, that is basically
the time an isolated particle takes to displace its own ra-
dius. In terms of vg and tc, the following dimensionless
parameters can be defined, namely:

χ1 =
vp
vg

=
2B1

3vg
; χ2 =

vB2

vg
=

B2

3vg
; τ̄ =

τ

tc
, (1)

that, together with β, govern the squirmers motion. In
order to investigate how the bacterial swimming char-
acteristics and the system geometry affect the sedimen-
tation profiles, we performed several runs exploring the
parameter space spanned by (χ1, χ2, β,Γ) (the tumbling
rate will be fixed to τ̄ ≈ 4.3, unless differently specified).

III. BACTERIAL DENSITY PROFILES

We start each run with the bacteria homogeneously
distributed in space, with random orientations. To
check that a (non-equilibrium) statistically steady state
is reached, we follow the time evolution of the average

height h(t) = 1
H

∫H

0 zρ(z, t)dz, where ρ(z, t) is the (un-
steady) normalized particle density (i.e. ρ(z, t)dz is the
probability of finding a bacterium centred between z and
z + dz at the time t). We consider as steady state the
time interval during which h(t) fluctuates by less than
∼ 5%. All data shown hereafter are meant averaged over
such time interval. Our aim is to study the impact that
activity, in terms of χ1 and β, has on the squirmer sed-
imentation, and to characterize the emerging dynamical
regimes, checking whether and how hydrodynamic effects
come into play. According to the theory [5, 6], as χ1 → 1,
all particles concentrate at the bottom wall. Instead,
when χ1 ≫ 1 (i.e., in the self-propulsion dominated
regime) the steady state sedimentation profile should dis-
play an exponential form ρ(z) ∼ e−z/λ, with a sedimen-
tation length depending on the single particle velocity
(and, hence, on χ1) as

λ =
v2pτ

3vg
=

ℓ

3
χ1, (2)

where ℓ = vpτ is the bacterium run length. This result
has been found in agreement with experimental observa-
tions [8] and numerical simulations [7]. The exponential
profile characterizes also equilibrium systems, as in the
classical Perrin’s experiment for (thermal) colloids [24];
the sedimentation length is determined by the particle
diffusivity, D, and the gravity force as λ(eq) = D/(µFg)
and depends, therefore, through the Stokes-Einstein re-
lation D = µkBT , on the system temperature T , namely
λ(eq) = kBT/Fg. The formal analogy with the passive
(equilibrium) case suggests, then, to introduce an effec-

tive temperature as:

kBT
(1p)
eff =

v2pτ

3µ
, (3)

such that the sedimentation length reads λ =

kBT
(1p)
eff /Fg. In Fig. 1 we plot the time-averaged steady

state bacterial density profiles for various values of χ1

and β = 0. For values close to one, as expected, bacteria
uniformly fall down under the action of gravity; how-
ever, due to the particles finite size, the sedimentation
length remains finite. The particles in the sediment tend
to organize themselves in layers with crystal-like order,
noticeable from the peaks in the density profile, close
to the bottom wall, displaced from each other by about
one diameter (2R), as found also in a previous computa-
tional study [10]. At increasing χ1, swimmers occupy an
increasingly larger volume of liquid, and correspondigly
ρ(z) shows, over the whole box length, the predicted ex-
ponential profile [6], with a sedimentation length growing
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FIG. 1. MAIN PANEL: Density profiles ρ(z) for various val-
ues of the gravity/propulsion ratio χ1, at β = 0. For χ1

close to one, bacteria accumulate at the bottom wall, show-
ing crystal order (as the regularly spaced peaks in ρ suggest).
For large χ1 the expected exponential profile is recovered. IN-
SET: Dependence of the sedimentation length λ (computed
out of exponential fits of the bacterial density profiles) (�) on
the propulsion/gravity ratio χ1. The dashed line depicts the
theoretical expectation λ/χ1 = ℓ/3 ≈ 1.45R, Eq. (2), valid
for χ1 ≫ 1.

linearly with χ1 (see inset of Fig. 1).
If we increase |β| (thus intensifing bacterial activity) to
large enough values, for a fixed χ1, the deviation from the
exponential profile can be important, as one can see from
Fig. 2, where we plot the bacterial density ρ(z) for three
cases with same χ1 = 10 but with different β. In the
pushers/pullers case (β 6= 0), dynamic correlations are
so intense that recovering a Perrin-like form just with
the introduction of a global effective diffusion coefficient
as coming from single particle is no longer possible [8].
The larger |β|, the stronger is the departure of the sedi-
mentation profile from an exponential; indeed we found
that deviations start to be relevant from |β| ≈ 5 on.
This observation may justify why in a previous numer-
ical study of sedimenting bacteria with hydrodynamic
interactions [7] (whose force dipole model would give an
equivalent β = −1) apparently no significant effects were
detected.

IV. EXTENDED DIFFUSIVE MODEL

Due to hydrodynamic correlations the dynamics of a
bacterium in the suspension is affected by the presence of
the others through the generation of motion within the
liquid, which will act as a “bath” at an effective tempera-
ture (that measures the fluid “agitation”). We can under-
stand these effects extending a diffusive model proposed
earlier to describe bacterial sedimentation [8], based on
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FIG. 2. MAIN PANEL: Density profiles for squirmers with
χ1 = 10 and β = 0,±10 (data are vertically shifted for clar-
ity). The lines represent the predictions coming from the
numerical integration of Eq. (6) with λ = 15 and α1 = 1
(see the text for the discussion of the model parameters) for
β = 0 (dashed line), β = −10 (solid line) and β = +10
(dotted line). INSET: Fluid velocity fluctuations σ2

δu(z) =∑
3

i=1
〈(ui(r, t)−〈ui(r, t)〉)

2〉 as a function of the system height
for the case β = −10.

the Smoluchowski equation ∂tρ = −∇ · J, determined by
the flux J = −D̃∇ρ + µ̃Fgρ. The ratio of the local dif-

fusion coefficient, D̃, and particle mobility, µ̃, by virtue
of a generalized Stokes-Einstein relation, represents the
effective temperature field. Assuming that in the steady
state the density will only depend on z (we will come
back later to the validity of this assumption), the zero
flux boundary conditions at the walls gives:

dρ

dz
= −

Fg

kBTeff

ρ. (4)

We propose an effective temperature of the form Teff =

T
(1p)
eff +T (coll)

eff , consisting of two terms: the single-particle
effective temperature, Eq. (3), accounting for the self-
propulsion, plus a contribution proportional to fluid ve-
locity fluctuations, T (coll)

eff , capturing the collective ef-
fects due to hydrodynamic interactions. However, since
in the steady state bacteria are distributed inhomo-
geneously over the volume (with a density increasing
from top to bottom), also fluid velocity fluctuations

σ2
δu =

∑3
i=1〈(ui(r, t) − 〈ui(r, t)〉)

2〉 (where 〈(· · · )〉 =
1
L2

∫ ∫

(· · · )dxdy) are expected to vary (as indeed it can
be seen in the inset of Fig. 2). We should then cope
with a height dependent effective temperature Teff(z) =

T
(1p)
eff + T (coll)

eff (z), leading, upon insertion in (4), to an
equation for the sedimentation density which can be re-
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cast in the following form

dρ

dz
= −

1

λ

ρ
(

1 +
T

(coll)
eff (z)

T
(1p)
eff

) , (5)

where λ = (kBT
(1p)
eff )/Fg is the sedimentation length

discussed in the previous section. We assume, then,
T (coll)

eff (z) ∝ σ2
δu(z) to hold, so that we can finally write

dρ

dz
= −

1

λ

ρ
(

1 + α1
σ2
δu

(z)

v2
p

) , (6)

with α1 a free parameter representing the proportion-
ality constant between T (coll)

eff and σ2
δu. Comparing the

numerical integration of Eq. (6) with data from LB sim-
ulations (see Fig. 2), we find that the proposal of gauging
the global effective temperature to a height dependence
works well for β = 0 and β < 0. The phenomenology
of pullers (β > 10) appears, however, to be more com-
plicated: in fact, while the density profile can be recov-
ered where the concentration is higher, the presence of
a region of constant density, denoting the formation of a
supernatant floating over the sedimentated layer, eludes
the generalized diffusive model.

V. THE CASE OF “SHAKERS”

Another striking instance of how crucial the role played
by hydrodynamics can be is provided by the regime
where |β| → ∞, i.e. B1 goes to zero while B2 stays
finite. This regime corresponds to active suspensions
where particles do not self-propell but generate motion
in the fluid and are relevant for microswimmers known
as “shakers” [1, 25], like, e.g., melanocytes [26]. Since
both their propelling velocity and the effect of thermal
fluctuations are negligible, such a suspension would un-
dergo a gravitational collapse, if one could completely
neglect the presence of the solvent. However, as shown
in Fig. 3, the steady state density profiles develop a sed-
imentation layer, whose width increases with χ2. The
observed width cannot be interpreted simply as a result
of the close-packing of the particles, which would imply,
in fact, a value of around 8R, much smaller than the mea-
sured one. We try to recover the sedimentation profiles of
shakers following the same ideas of the previous section.
We must integrate numerically an analogue of Eq. (6),
the main difference being that now the one-particle con-

tribution to the effective temperature T
(1p)
eff is zero, since

an isolated shaker does not self-propell, so that we get
Teff(z) = T (coll)

eff (z) = α2(σ
2
δu(z)/v

2
B2

) (here we indicate
the phenomenological parameter as α2 in order to dis-
tinguish it from that of propellers). The reference speed
vB2 = B2/3, implicitly introduced in (1), is the magni-
tude of the velocity field generated by an isolated shaker,
averaged over its surface. The stationary Smoluchowski
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FIG. 3. MAIN PANEL: Density profiles for shakers with two
different χ2 < 0 (here and in the insets data are vertically
shifted for clarity): the larger |χ2| the longer the density tail
(i.e. the wider is the region occupied by particles). The lines
are the theoretical predictions coming from the numerical in-
tegration of Eq. (7), where the function σ2

δu(z) is taken from
the simulations, with α2 = 4.4. INSET A: Density profiles for
shakers with negative χ2. INSET B: Density profiles for shak-
ers with positive χ2: notice the formation of the supernatant
for large enough χ2.

equation, then, reads:

dρ

dz
= −

Fg

α2

ρ
(

σ2
δu(z)/v

2
B2

) ; (7)

the results of the numerical integration of Eq. (7) for
shakers with negative χ2 with two different values of grav-
ity are reported in Fig. 3, showing, again, good agree-
ment. Analogously to the case of pullers, shakers with
χ2 > 0 develop (for χ2 large enough) a distal region of
constant density in the sedimentation profile (see inset
B of Fig. 3). The emergence of such supernatant is due
to the sedimentate which acts as a pump and generates
motion in higher layers of fluid. It is, then, a genuinely
three-dimensional and non-local effect, two features which
make also our formalism based on a height dependent
effective temperature fail. To support this picture, we
show that, for a fixed value of χ2 the supernatant disap-
pears when decreasing the aspect-ratio Γ of the cell be-
low unity (see Fig. 4). This is, indeed, a manifestation of
three-dimensionality: using an analogy with a Rayleigh-
Bénard system [27], we argue that the geometry favors
(or not) the development of a large scale flow which can
(or can not) sustain the supernatant. In fact, the dif-
ference in the fluid flow pattern generated by a single
particle, either a pusher or a puller, is not strong enough
to sustain the different macroscopic patterns observed if
the swimmers are randomly oriented (as a matter of fact,
no supernatant is observed for pushers, or shakers, with
β < 0). Hence, a collective organization of the swimmers
is required to produce the observed macroscopic flows.



5

10-6

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

1

10

 0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70  80

ρ(z)

z/R

Γ = 0.18
Γ = 0.35
Γ = 0.7  
Γ = 1.4  
Γ = 2.0  

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

103 Xsn

Γ

FIG. 4. MAIN PANEL: Density profiles for shakers with
χ2 = 8.3 for various aspect-ratios Γ = L/H (data are ver-
tically shifted for clarity). INSET: Fraction of particles in the

supernatant region, computed as Xsn =
∫ H

ζ0
ρ(z)dz (ζ0 being

the minimum height such that ρ(z) = 0, for some Γ and for
z > ζ0), as function of the aspect-ratio of the cell: notice that
for Γ < 1, Xsn = 0, i.e. no supernatant develops.

We will next address the emergence of orientational or-
der in the sedimentaing profiles of microswimmers.

VI. ORIENTATIONAL STATISTICS

The emergence and the dynamical relevance of
anisotropic ordering in active fluid systems has been
widely recognized in the literature [1, 9, 28]. We study
the orientational statistics measuring the PDF ρ(z∗, ez)
of the z-component of the bacterial squirming character-
istic vector, ez, within slabs of width 4R centred at differ-
ent heights z∗ along the cell. For squirmers with χ1 = 10,
β = 0 and tumbling time τ̄ ≈ 4.3 we find a bimodal distri-
bution symmetrically peaked at ez = ±1 (with a slight
imbalance towards ez = −1) and almost insensitive to
changes in z∗. However, for τ̄ ≈ 30, we observe that,
close to the wall, the peak in ρ(z∗ = 2R,−1) is more
pronounced than that in ρ(z∗ = 2R,+1), whereas the
opposite trend appears at z∗ = 18R (see Fig. 5), which
means that in the bulk bacteria swim preferentially up-
wards (i.e. against gravity). Previous theoretical studies
have predicted the emergence of polar order when bacte-
rial self-propulsion dominates over thermal noise [9]. In
our athermal case, where tumbling plays the role of an
effective noise, the higher the tumbling rate (short τ̄ ) the
closer is the dynamics to thermal diffusion. Therefore,
we need to increase τ̄ in order to favour the active diffu-
sion due to self-propulsion and, consequently, the suspen-
sion polarization. Analogously, for β 6= 0 we expect this
scenario to break down, because the generation of fluid
motion acts as an effective source of “noise”; indeed, we

-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0
ez

(A)

-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0
ez

(B)

0

0.01
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0.04

-1.0 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0

ρ(z*,ez)

ez

FIG. 5. Probability distributions of the vertical component
of bacterial orientation, ez, measured inside two slabs [z∗ −
2R, z∗ + 2R], with z∗ = 2R (thin line) and z∗ = 18R (thick
line), respectively. MAIN PANEL: Potential swimmers (β =
0). INSET A: Pullers (β > 0). INSET B: Pushers (β < 0).
In all cases χ1 = 10 and τ̄ ≈ 30.

observe that, close to the wall, ρ(z∗, ez) is peaked around
ez ≈ 0 for β < 0, and it is bimodal (with a higher at
ez ≈ −1) for β > 0, while in the bulk it is rather uniform
in both cases (insets A and B of Fig. 5). As anticipated in
the previous section, such different orientational ordering
between pushers and pullers turns out to have an impact
also on the swimmers’ distribution in space, as indicated
by the sedimentation profiles.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a computational study of suspen-
sions of run-and-tumble squirmers under gravity. Thanks
to the built-in properties of the mesoscopic approach
adopted we could take into account both the finite size
of particles and the hydrodynamics of the solvent. In the
case of potential swimmers, agreement has been found
with theoretical predictions regarding i) the dependence
of the density profiles on the activity/gravity ratio and
ii) the emergence of a polar order from the inspection of
distributions of particle orientations. We have reported
evidence that, for pushers and pullers with large enough
β, the hydrodynamic flows induced by their collective
motion determine sedimentation profiles that cannot be
understood in terms of single swimmer response to the
gravitational field. This observation appeared particu-
larly distinctive in the emblematic case of shakers. We
have, therefore, generalized the theory on the basis of a
height dependent collective effective temperature. More-
over, we have provided instances of cases (i.e. pullers and
shakers with positive β) where, due to the fluid flow and
to a non-trivial organization of swimmers, the full three-
dimensional dynamics must be considered for the sake of
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a satisfactory understanding of the sedimentation phe-
nomenology.
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