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Collective motion — or flocking – is an emergent phenomena that underlies many biological
processes of relevance, from cellular migrations to animal groups movement. In this work, we derive
scaling relations for the fluctuations of the mean direction of motion and for the static density
structure factor (which encodes static density fluctuations) in the presence of a homogeneous, small
external field. This allows us to formulate two different and complementary criteria capable of
detecting instances of directed motion exclusively from easily measurable dynamical and static
signatures of the collective dynamics, without the need to detect correlations with environmental
cues. The static one is informative in large enough systems, while the dynamical one requires large
observation times to be effective. We believe these criteria may prove useful to detect or confirm
the directed nature of collective motion in in vivo experimental observations, which are typically
conducted in complex and not fully controlled environments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Collective motion is an ubiquitous emergent phenomena
observed in a wide array of different living systems and on
an even wider range of scales. Examples range from fish
schools and flocks of birds to bacteria colonies and cel-
lular migrations [1]. Its importance cannot be underesti-
mated: cellular migration, for instance, is a key driver of
embryonic development, wound healing, and some types
of cancer invasion [2]. Animal group movement may re-
duce risk of predation and underlies many foraging and
migratory processes [3].

Collective motion – or flocking – involves a large num-
ber of active units, capable of self-propelled motion, that
mutually synchronize their direction of motion. By doing
so, they break their (continuous) rotational symmetry se-
lecting a well defined mean direction for the entire group.
This symmetry breaking process may be spontaneous, so
that the emerging direction of motion is chosen by chance
among the infinitely many available ones, as it has been
observed in starling flocks [4]. But symmetry breaking
may also be directed by external cues or by some a pri-

ori knowledge of the group target (e.g.: a known for-
aging site). Cell motility, for instance, is known to be
sensitive to a wide range of external gradients of chem-
ical (chemotaxis), mechanical (durotaxis) and electrical
(electrotaxis) origin [5].

A natural question when observing flocking phenom-
ena, such as cellular migration or the coordinated move-
ment of animal groups, thus regards the nature of col-
lective motion. Is it a spontaneous phenomena, exclu-
sively driven by the interactions between individual ac-
tive units, or the observed group movement is being di-
rected by some external factor?
While this distinction can be simply made in vitro, where
experimental factors are easily controlled, in vivo obser-
vations are typically conducted in rather complex en-
vironments, making the task much more arduous [6].

Chemotactic guidance, for instance, is known to be in-
volved in many instances of embryonic development [7],
but in vivo chemical or mechanical gradients have not
systematically been observed for all cellular migration
phenomena, leading authors to speculate about other
types of spatial guidance clues which may be at play in
certain instances [8].

It may thus be desirable to formulate simple criteria
capable of discriminating in the first place between
spontaneous collective motion, taking place in an
isotropic environment and directed one, simply by
observing the static and dynamical features of the active
units involved, without the need to detect and establish
correlations (or the lack of) with gradients or other
environmental cues. Intuitively, the simplest signature
of such a difference should lie in the persistence of the
mean direction of motion, which is expected to be lower
for spontaneous flocking. However – as we will show in
the following – this simple criteria may fail for short ob-
servation times and/or small environmental anisotropies.
An alternative approach we propose involves the ob-
servation of large wavelength static fluctuations in the
active particles density, which are encoded by the density
structure factor S(q). Indeed, spontaneous collective
motion implies a diverging structure factor at small
wavenumbers q [9, 10], as experimentally confirmed in
in vitro experiments of cellular migration [11]. Here, we
argue that such a divergence is suppressed in directed
collective motion and that this fact can be used to
successfully detect directed motion even on short or
instantaneous observation timescales.

In this paper we discuss collective motion in the presence
of static and homogeneous small external fields of ampli-
tude h (i.e. in a linear response regime), showing that
directed motion can be inferred from the fluctuations of
the mean group direction (our so-called dynamical ap-

proach) only for observation times t > τc ∼ h−1. On the
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contrary, the study of the system density fluctuations in
large enough systems, may reveal directed motion also for
much shorter observation times. In particular, we show
that the free system structure factor’s divergence is sup-
pressed for wavenumbers q < qc ∼ h1/z, where z is the
dynamical scaling exponent of the celebrated Toner & Tu
theory of Flocking [9, 10]. This defines a complementary
static approach.

II. DYNAMICAL APPROACH

We begin discussing the most intuitive approach: in
the absence of a driving field or any other anisotropy,
collective motion is achieved by spontaneous breaking of
the continuous rotational symmetry. The mean direction
of any finite flock, however, is not constant, but freely
diffuses since small transverse perturbations are not
dumped and free to propagate (these are the so-called
Nambu-Goldstone modes).

On the other hand, when collective motion is driven by an
external field breaking rotational isotropy, fluctuations of
the mean direction are confined and do not lead to free
diffusion. Thus, one may discriminate between sponta-
neous and driven collective motion of any finite flock by
simply observing the mean direction dynamics for a suf-
ficiently long timescale. In the following, we precisely
quantify this idea by developing a closed stochastic equa-
tion for the mean flocking direction.

A. Mean field dynamics of the flock’s orientation

For simplicity, we work in two spatial dimensions and
consider the prototypical collective motion model intro-
duced by Vicsek and coworkers [12] in the presence of
an homogeneous external field of amplitude h and ori-
entation θh, h = h(sin θh, cos θh) [13]. It describes the
discrete-time stochastic dynamics of N active particles
with position rti and unit direction sti = (cos θti , sin θ

t
i),

rt+1
i = rti + v0s

t
i (1)

θt+1
i = Arg

[(

∑

j∼i

stj + h

)]

+ ηti , (2)

where v0 is the particles speed and Arg(v) gives the an-
gle defining the orientation of v. Moreover, ηti is a mi-

croscopic zero-average white noise such that 〈ηtiηt
′

j 〉 =

Γδijδtt′ and the sum is intended over the mt
j neighbours

of particle i (including i itself) at time t. The neighbour-
ing criteria may be either metric, such that |rti−rtj | < R0,
or topological [14].
We consider the Vicsek model (VM) (1)-(2) in the homo-
geneous and highly ordered regime, deep in the so-called

Toner and Tu (TT) phase [15]. In the presence of an
external field, the direction of motion θti of particle i can
be expressed in terms of deviations δθti from the field di-
rection, θti = θh + δθti . If we assume δθti ≪ 1, which is
reasonable in the ordered phase, we can expand (2) in a
spin-wave approximation [16].
To the first order in δθ we get

θt+1
i ≈ Arg

[

ê‖

(

∑

j∼i

1 + h

)

+ ê⊥
∑

j∼i

δθtj

]

+ ηti . (3)

where ê‖ = (cos θh, sin θh) is the unit vector identifying
the direction of the field h and ê⊥ = (− sin θh, cos θh) its
perpendicular unit vector.
We note that in Eq. (3) the component along the per-
pendicular direction is small with respect to the longi-
tudinal one. We can thus expand the Arg function as
Arg(v+ δw) ≈Arg(v) + v∨δw

|v|2 where δw ≪ v and ∨ de-

notes the skew product [17]
By the above first order expansion Eq. (3) becomes

θt+1
i ≈ θh +

∑

j∼i δθ
t
i

mt
i + h

+ ηti (4)

where mt
i is the number of neighbours of particle i (in-

cluding particle i itself) at time t. Further expanding
the denominator for h ≪ mt

i (we assume a sufficiently
high local density, as in many systems of interest such as
confluent tissues [18])

δθt+1
i ≈ 1

mt
i

∑

j∼i

(

1− h̃ti

)

δθtj + ηti (5)

where we have defined h̃ti ≡ h/mt
i.

The flocking mean direction ψ(t) can be similarly ex-
panded around the field direction

ψ(t) ≡ Arg(Ω(t)) ≈ θh +
1

N

N
∑

i=1

δθti (6)

where Ω(t) ≡ 1
N

∑N
i=1 si is the flock’s global order pa-

rameter. Eq. (6) implies

δψ(t) ≡ ψ(t)− θh ≈ 1

N

N
∑

i=1

δθti (7)

Feeding Eq. (5) in (7) we thus obtain

δψ(t+ 1) ≈ 1

N

N
∑

i=1

1

mt
i

(1− h̃ti)
∑

j∼i

δθtj + ξ(t), (8)

where we have defined ξ(t) ≡ 1
N

∑N
i=1 η

t
i and for the cen-

tral limit theorem we have that

〈ξ(t)〉 = 0 , 〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 = Γ

N
δtt′ (9)
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In order to obtain a closed equation for δψt, we finally
resort to a mean field approximation, mt

i ≈ m̄ ≡ 〈mt
i〉i,t

where the latter average is conducted over all particles
i and time t. Noting that in (8) every fluctuation δθj
appears roughly m̄ times we get

δψ(t+ 1) ≈ δψ(t)(1 − h′) + ξ(t) , (10)

where we have defined the reduced field amplitude h′ ≡
h/m̄.
Eq. (10) defines an auto-regressive process of order
one, which is the time-discrete sampling of an Ornstein-

Uhlenbeck process [19]

dx(τ) = −γ x(τ)dτ +
√
2DdWτ (11)

where dWτ is a Wiener process, h′ = γ∆t, Γ/N = 2D∆t
and τ = t∆t with ∆t ≪ 1. The two processes share the
same statistics,

〈δψ(t)2〉 = 〈x(τ)2〉 = Γ

2N

1

h′

(

1− e−2h′t
)

, (12)

showing that the mean flocking direction behaves as a one
dimensional Brownian particle in an harmonic potential
with stiffness proportional to the external field amplitude
h. For large times, t≫ 1/(2h′), the process is stationary
with

〈δψ(t)2〉 = Γ

2N

1

h′
, (13)

while for t≪ 1/(2h′) we recover diffusive behavior

〈δψ(t)2〉 = Γ

N
t . (14)

For h→ 0 therefore, our mean field approximation yields
a free diffusive behavior. One may indeed repeat the
above argument in the zero external field case with a
spin wave expansion around the mean flocking direction,
θti = ψ(t) + δθti . By the same mean field approximation,
one finally obtains the discrete time diffusive dynamics

ψ(t+ 1) = ψ(t) + ξ(t) . (15)

Arguably, our mean field approximation is rather crude;
in particular, by assuming a constant number of inter-
acting neighbours, mt

i ≈ m̄, it ignores the non-reciprocal
part of Vicsek model (VM) interactions [20, 21]. How-
ever, it should be noted that the comparison between
flocking dynamics with reciprocal and non-reciprocal in-
teractions carried on in Ref. [21] mainly reveals signif-
icant differences at the onset of order and in confined
geometries. Our theory, on the other hand, describes the
behavior of the flock’s mean direction (a global quantity)
in the strongly ordered regime, where we expect our ap-
proximation to be harmless. In the next section, we will
verify its correctness by direct numerical simulations.

500

t

0 5×10
3

1×10
4t

0

0.005

0.01

<δψ2>

FIG. 1. Spontaneous (full black line) vs. directed (h = 0.01,
full red line) mean direction squared fluctuations as a function
of time. The dashed blue line is the best fit of the spontaneous
symmetry breaking data (see text). We have chosen noise
amplitude η0 = 0.18 and system size L = 256, so that N =
ρ0L

2 ≈ 105. In the inset: zoom of the first 500 time-steps.

B. Numerical simulations

We simulate the microscopic Vicsek dynamics (1) and (2)
in a two-dimensional system of linear size L with periodic
boundary conditions and with metric interactions. We
take the white noise term ηti to be uniformly distributed
in the interval [−η0π, η0π], so that its variance is

〈ηtiηt
′

j 〉 = Γδijδtt′ =
η20π

2

3
δijδtt′ (16)

In the following we fix the global particle density ρ0 =
N/L2 = 2.0 and particle speed v0 = 0.5. Noise amplitude
η0 is chosen so that our the zero field system lies in the
homogeneous ordered phase [22] – the so-called Toner &
Tu (TT) phase – comfortably far away from the ordered
band regime appearing as the transition to disorder is
approached [23, 24].
Particles positions are initialized from a uniform distri-
bution, while initial velocity are aligned in the external
field direction (or in a given direction for h = 0). A
proper transient T0 ≈ 104 is then discarded from the dy-
namics to ensure convergence to the stationary ordered
state. Squared fluctuations

〈δψ(t)2〉 = 〈[ψ(t)− ψ(0)]2〉 (17)

in the flock’s mean direction (6) are then typically eval-
uated averaging 102 independent runs for t ≤ T = 104.
As shown in Fig. 1, the difference between spontaneous
(h = 0, black line) and a directed collective motion
(h = 0.01, red line) is readily evident for long enough ob-
servation times. However, if one is restricted to a shorter
time interval (e.g.: 103 timesteps as in the inset Fig. 1),
discrimination between the two cases becomes problem-
atic (especially if one is not comparing a directed with a
spontaneous case but has only access to one set of data).
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FIG. 2. Scaling of the diffusion constant in the zero field
case. (a) Diffusion vs. noise amplitude for system size L =
256. The dashed red line marks quadratic growth, D0 ∼ η20 .
(b) Diffusion vs. total particle number for noise amplitude
η0 = 0.18 and constant density. The dashed red line marks
1/N decay. Error bars are given by two standard errors and
plot are in a double logarithmic scale.

A linear fit of the spontaneous case

〈δψ2〉 ≈ 2D0 t (18)

returns a diffusion constant D0 ≈ 5.0(1) · 10−7, to be
compared with our mean-field prediction (14)

D0 =
Γ

2N
=
η20π

2

6N
(19)

where we have made use of Eq. (16) and, in d = 2,
N = ρ0L

2. With our choice of parameters, Eq. (19)
gives D0 ≈ 4.1 · 10−7. Despite being around 20% off
quantitatively, Fig. 2 shows that the qualitative scaling
with noise amplitude and particles number predicted by
mean field theory is nicely verified.

We now turn to the directed case scaling, testing different
values of the field intensity h. Our result are shown in
Fig. 3. According to Eqs. (13), (14), rescaling by h both

10
0

10
2

10
4

t
10

-6

10
-4

10
-2

<δψ2>

(a)

10
-2

10
0

10
2

h t
10

-8

10
-6

< δψ2> h

(b)

h τc

FIG. 3. (a) Mean squared fluctuations of the flock-
ing average direction as a function of time t for differ-
ent external field values. From bottom to top h =
0.2, 0.1, 0.05, 0.02, 0.01, 0.005, 0.002, 0.001, 0. Data has been
obtained with noise amplitude η0 = 0.18 and system size
L = 256. (b) Same data with both axes rescaled by h (the
h = 0 case has been removed). The dashed red line marks
the rescaled crossover time hτc. Both graphs are in a doubly
logarithmic scale.

0.01 0.1 h

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

<δψ(∞)2>

0 0.2

h
10

12

m

FIG. 4. (a) Asymptotic value of 〈δψ2〉 as a function of h. Red
diamonds report numerical estimates, while blue dots are the
mean field estimate of Eq. (21) (see text). The dashed black
line marks the ∼ 1/h scaling. Here η0 = 0.18 and L = 256
and the plot is in double logarithmic scale. In the inset: linear
plot of the mean number of interacting active particles as a
function of h. Error bars are given by two standard errors.

time and the mean squared fluctuations nicely collapses
the curves obtained with different h ∈ [0.001, 0.2]. This
confirms that the minimum observation time needed to
discriminate spontaneous from directed motion scales as
the inverse of the field amplitude, with a crossover time

τc(h) ∼ h−1 . (20)

Note that the number of active particles N controls the
magnitude of mean direction fluctuations but not the
scaling of the crossover time.
Finally, we verify quantitatively the asymptotic expres-
sion for the flock’s direction mean squared fluctuations
(13) that, by our mean field approximation reads

〈δψ(∞)2〉 = Γ

2N

m̄

h
=
η20π

2

6N

m̄

h
. (21)

We estimate m̄ from direct numerical simulations and
use it to compute the mean field prediction for 〈δψ(∞)2〉
from Eq. (21). They are reported in Fig. 4 as blue
dots. The numerically measured values (red diamonds)
turn out to be larger by a factor 2, possibly due to
the inability of the mean field fluctuations to properly
account for the anomalously large [15] local fluctuations
in the number of interacting neighbours. Note also that
numerical estimates of m̄ (inset of Fig. 4) exhibit a weak
dependence on h.

In any case, we conclude that despite the quantita-
tive mismatch, mean field theory faithfully captures the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck scaling with h (the external field
playing the role of a stiffness) of the mean squared fluctu-
ations in the flocking direction. More generally, our anal-
ysis shows that one is able to discriminate between col-
lective and directed motion by the analysis of the mean-
squared fluctuations of the average flock’s direction, but
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only provided the observation time is larger of a crossover
threshold, scaling with the inverse of the external field
amplitude. As we anticipated, this might not be possible
in several scenarios where the observation time is limited
and/or the magnitude of spatial anisotropy is too small.

III. STATIC APPROACH

We now propose a second approach, based on the ob-
servation of spatial correlations. In particular, here we
focus on the static density structure factor, which is eas-
ily accessible in experimental set ups. In the absence of
any external field or other anisotropies, TT theory [9, 10]
predicts a long-ranged behavior for the slow fields spatial
correlations, as observed in starling flocks [4]. Equiva-
lently, the static structure factors, which may be obtained
by Fourier transforming spatial correlation functions, ex-
hibits a diverging behavior at small wave numbers q. This
happens since fluctuations transversal to the mean direc-
tions are soft modes, i.e. they are not damped and free
to propagate over arbitrary distances. They are known
as Nambu-Goldstone modes [16].
In the presence of an external field, on the other hand,
transversal fluctuations are damped (they acquire a
”mass” in the pseudo-particles language) and spa-
tial correlations are cut-off exponentially at a finite
characteristic length scale Lc. Correspondingly, the
structure factor’s divergence for q → 0 is suppressed
for q < qc ∼ 1/Lc. The cut-off length Lc depends on
the external field amplitude h and diverges for h → 0.
This is well known at equilibrium since the pioneering
studies of [25, 26], but as we show here it is relatively
straightforward to derive the exact scaling of the cut-off
length and of the static structure factor with h.

Here we focus on the static density structure factor

S(q) =
1

N

〈

∑

n,m

eiq·(rn−rm)

〉

(22)

where rn with n = 1, . . . , N are the position of the N
active particles, i the imaginary unit and in principle the
average 〈·〉 should be taken over different experimental
realizations or uncorrelated snapshots of the same ex-
periment. In particular, its average over all wavevector
orientations

S(q) ≡ 〈S(q)〉|q|=q (23)

can be measured relatively easily in experimental data
[11].
Introducing the number density ρ(r, t) =

∑

n δ(r − rtn)
and the density fluctuations δρ(r, t) = ρ(r, t) − ρ0, the
density structure factor becomes

S(q, h) =
1

N
〈|δρ̂(q, t)|2〉 . (24)

For a zero external field, Toner & Tu theory [15] predicts
that the isotropically-averaged density structure factor of
spontaneous collective motion diverges algebraically for
small wave numbers q as

S(q) ∼ q−ζ (25)

where ζ > 0 is a universal exponent (see below). In
the following, we show that, in the presence of a small
and static external field of modulo h, this divergence is
suppressed and

S(q, h) ∼ 1

qζ + C h
(26)

with C being a phenomenological constant.

A. Linearized density structure factor

We briefly recall the Toner and Tu hydrodynamic equa-
tions [10] in the presence of a constant and homogeneous
driving field h [13]. They rule the slow, long-wavelength
dynamics of the conserved density ρ(r, t) and velocity
v(r, t) fields and consist in the continuity equation

∂tρ+∇ · (ρv) = 0 (27)

and the velocity field dynamics

∂tv+ λ1(v · ∇)v + λ2(∇ · v)v+ λ3∇|v|2

=(α − β|v|2)v −∇P1 − v(v · ∇P2) +D1∇(∇ · v)
+D3∇2v+D2(v · ∇)2v+ f+ h .

(28)

Here all the phenomenological convective (λi, with i =
1, 2, 3) and viscous (Di > 0) coefficients, as well as the
two symmetry breaking ones, α and β can, in princi-
ple, depend on ρ and |v| and the pressures P1,2 may be
expressed as a series in the density [27]. The additive
noise term f has zero mean, variance ∆ and is delta cor-
related in space and time. The coarse-grained constant
field h = hê‖ is, by analyticity and rotational invariance
of the free system, linearly proportional to the applied
microscopic field, as long as those fields are sufficiently
small.
In the absence of fluctuations Eqs. (27)-(28) admit a
homogeneous steady state solution ρ(r, t) = ρ0, v(r, t) =
v0(h)ê‖ , where v0(h) is determined by the condition

αv0 − βv30 + h = 0 . (29)

In the zero external field case (and for α > 0), v0 =
√

α/β, with the direction ê‖ randomly selected by the
spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism. Assum-
ing analyticity of the symmetry breaking coefficients, we
have for small h

v0(h)− v0(0) ∝ h (30)
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To deal with fluctuating hydrodynamics, we follow [10]-
[27]-[13] and proceed to linearize Eqs. (27)-(28) around
the homogeneous solution,

ρ(r, t) = ρ0 + δρ(h, r, t)

v(r, t) = [v0(h) + δv‖(h, r, t)]ê‖ + v⊥(h, r, t)
(31)

where v⊥ measures velocity fluctuations transversal to
ê‖. In the Toner and Tu phase, the longitudinal veloc-
ity fluctuations δv‖ are a fast mode enslaved to the slow
fields of the unperturbed theory, v⊥ and the density fluc-
tuations δρ. Thus, they can be eliminated from Eqs.
(27)-(28) to yield the linearized hydrodynamics

∂tδρ+ ρ0∇⊥ · v⊥ + v2∂‖δρ− ρ0µ2∂t∂‖δρ

= Dρ‖
∂2‖δρ+Dρ⊥

∇2
⊥δρ+Dρv∂‖(∇⊥ · v⊥)

(32)

and

∂tv⊥ + γ∂‖v⊥

= − c20
ρ0

∇⊥δρ+DB∇⊥(∇⊥ · v⊥) +D3∇2
⊥v⊥

+D‖∂
2
‖v⊥ + gt∂t∇⊥δρ+ g‖∂‖∇⊥δρ+ f⊥ − hvv⊥

,

(33)

where we have introduced the reduced field

hv ≡ h

v0(0)
(34)

and all the various constants introduced above can be ex-
pressed as a function of the phenomenological constants
appearing in Eqs. (27)-(28). Their precise expressions
are not important in what follows, but they can be found
– together with all the details of the linearization – in Ref.
[13].
The linearized density structure factor can straightfor-
wardly computed from (32) and (33) in Fourier space,
where

v̂⊥(q, ω) ∼
∫

drdt e−i(q·x−ωt)v⊥(r, t) ,

δρ̂(q, ω) ∼
∫

drdt e−i(q·x−ωt)δρ(r, t) .

(35)

This calculation closely resembles the one for the zero
field case [27], and for compactness we report its details
in the appendix. To leading order in wave vector q the
linearized structure factor is

S(q, h) ≡ 〈|δρ̂(q, t)|2〉 =1

2

(

∆ ρ20 sin(θq)
2

[c+(θq)− c−(θq)]2

)

×
(

1

ǫ+(h,q)
+

1

ǫ−(h,q)

)

,

(36)

where q = |q| and θq is the angle between q and ê‖. We
have also introduced the sound speeds c±(θq) and the
field dependent dampings

ǫ±(h,q) = ǫ±(0,q) + a±(θq)h ≡ b±(θq)q
2 + a±(θq)h ,

(37)

where

a±(θq) =
(c±(θq)− v2 cos(θq)

2)

v0(0)[2c±(θq)− (v2 + γ) cos(θq)]
. (38)

They are respectively the real (c±) and imaginary part
(ǫ±) of the linearized system eigenfrequencies (see ap-
pendix). The precise form of c±(θq) and b±(θq) is not
relevant for what follows and its reported in the appendix
for compactness. Here it suffice to note that they are only
a function of the angle θq.
We conclude that a small static and homogeneous exter-
nal field only affects the damping terms, which acquire a
correction linear in the field amplitude but independent
of the wavevector magnitude q. This suppresses the small
wavelength divergence of the free theory, since

lim
q→0

S(q, h) ∼ h−1 (39)

B. Nonlinear corrections

The structure factor (36) is only valid in linear ap-
proximation. Nonlinear terms, ignored in the linearized
approach, are known to be relevant in d < dc = 4
[10, 28] and can be accounted for by a dynamical renor-
malization group (DRG) analysis [29, 30]. The original
DRG analysis of field-free flocks has been carried on in
[10]-[27], while the driven case has been first analyzed in
[13] in order to compute linear response. Here we follow
the same approach to compute the scaling behavior of
the density structure factor.

The DRG procedure is carried on in the transversal
directions and consist in two steps. In the first one,
the nonlinear equations of motion are averaged over
the short-wavelength fluctuations: i.e., we average over
the slow fields Fourier modes (35) with wavevector
lying in the (hyper-cylindrical) shell of Fourier space
b−1Λ ≤ q

⊥
≤ Λ. Here Λ is an “ultra-violet cutoff”

(essentially dictated by the inverse of the microscopic
interaction range), and b > 1 is an arbitrary rescaling
factor. Here and in the following we use the subscripts
⊥ and ‖ to denote, respectively, the directions perpen-
dicular and parallel to the broken symmetry one, i.e.
q⊥ = |q⊥| = q sin(θq) and q‖ = q cos(θq).

In the second step, in order to restore the ultraviolet cut-
off to Λ, one rescales transversal distances r⊥ = |r⊥| and
wave numbers as

r⊥ = br′⊥ , q⊥ = b−1q′⊥ . (40)

Also time, parallel distances and the fields rescale accord-
ing to [31]

r‖ = bξr′‖ , q‖ = b−ξq′‖ , t = bzt′ , δρ = bχδρ′ . (41)

This procedure leads to a new ”renormalized” set of
equations of motion with the same form w.r.t. to the
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original ones but with ’renormalized’ parameter values.
If we denote collectively the initial full parameter set

of the nonlinear equations of motion as {µ(1)
i }, we can

represent their evolution by the above DRG flow as

{µ(1)
i } → {µ(b)

i }. The scaling exponents ξ, z, and χ,
known respectively as the ”anisotropy”, ”dynamical”
and ”roughness” exponents, are in principle arbitrary.
For a suitable choice of their value, however, a ”renor-
malization group fixed point” {µ∗

i }, that is, a situation
in which the renormalized parameters do not change
under this renormalization group process, is obtained
in the b → ∞ limit. Analyzing the DRG flow near
this fixed point one can thus deduce the system scaling
properties.

The averaging step has to be performed perturbatively
in the equations’ of motion nonlinearities, and generally
produces nonlinear corrections (the so-called graphical

corrections) in the DRG flow equations. This makes ar-
duous an exact treatment of the nonlinear DRG fixed
point, and indeed no exact values for the zero external
field Toner & Tu theory scaling exponents at the non-
linear fixed point are known below the upper critical di-
mension [27]. Recent high precision simulations of the
microscopic Vicsek model, however, provide fairly good
estimates in d = 2, 3 [32].
Including an external field in the DRG analysis is, as
usual, fairly simple, and we actually may discuss it with-
out the need to specify the exact form of the nonlinear
equations of motion (they may be checked in [13]). It suf-
fice to know that they have to be rotationally invariant
with the only exception of the rescaled field hv, the only
term explicitly breaking the rotational symmetry. As a
consequence, it may not gain any graphical correction in
the short wavelength averaging step. Moreover, trivial
dimensional analysis of Eq. (33) shows that hv scales as
the inverse of time, yielding the linear recursion

hv → h′v = bzhv (42)

We are now able to write down the recursive equation for
the density structure factor in the presence of an external
field,

S(q⊥, q‖, {µ(1)
i }, hv) = bζS(bq⊥, b

ξq‖, {µ(b)
i }, bzhv) ,

(43)
where we have introduced ζ ≡ (d − 1) + ξ + 2χ and the
scaling of the structure factor has been determined con-
sidering that it is given by the Fourier transform of the
equal time, real space density correlation function. Thus,
it involves two powers of the density fluctuations and one
volume element.
The scaling of the structure factor with the field can be
now deduced by fixing a reference value h∗v for the re-
duced field (34) and choosing the rescaling factor b such
that bzhv = h∗v, which implies

b =

(

hv
h∗v

)−1/z

. (44)

In practice, one adapts the DRG magnifying glass to the
value of the external field [16]. Furthermore, if h ≪ 1
and thus also hv, this choice implies b ≫ 1, so that all
other parameters {µi} will flow to their fixed point value,

{µ(b)
i } → {µ∗

i }. Therefore, from Eq. (43) we have

S(q⊥, q‖, {µ(1)
i }, h) = h−ζ/zg(h−1/zq⊥, h

−ξ/zq‖) , (45)

where we have introduced the universal scaling function

g(x, y) = bζ/zS(h
1/z
0 x, h

ξ/z
0 y, {µ∗

i }, h∗v) , (46)

and h0 = h∗vv0(0).
While for an anisotropy exponent 0 < ξ < 1 correla-
tions behave differently in the longitudinal and transver-
sal directions, it may be convenient to consider the
isotropically-averaged density structure factor

S(q, h) = 〈S(q, h)〉|q|=q (47)

which is more easily accessible in experimental mea-
sures [11]. Note also that the most accurate numer-
ical estimates of correlation functions suggest little or
no anisotropy in d = 2, 3 dimensions [32]. In any case,
Toner and Tu theory predicts that the short wavelength
structure factor is dominated by contributions in the
q ∼ q⊥ ∼ q‖ direction [15] so that

S(q, 0) ∼ q−ζ . (48)

Along the q⊥ ∼ q‖ line and for small h one has h−1/zq ∼
h−1/zq⊥ ≫ h−ξ/zq‖, so that the structure factor is dom-
inated by transverse wavevectors q⊥ and we can replace
g with the universal scaling function w(x) = g(x, 0) (if
ξ = 1 one otherwise chooses w(x) = g(x, x)). This finally
yields the scaling for the isotropic structure factor

S(q, h) = h−ζ/zw(h−1/zq) . (49)

The behavior of the universal scaling function w can be
inferred by the request that, for h → 0, the structure
factor’s scaling coincides with the one of Eq. (48), so
that

w(x) ∼
{

x−ζ for x≫ 1
const. for x≪ 1

, (50)

and the isotropically averaged structure factor takes the
form

S(q, h) ∼ h−ζ/z

h−ζ/zqζ + C
=

1

qζ + C hζ/z
. (51)

where C is a phenomenological parameter. Numerical
estimates of the scaling exponents [32] give

z = ζ =

{

1.33(2) in d = 2
1.77(3) in d = 3

, (52)

which strongly supports the hyperscaling relation

z = d− 1 + ξ + 2χ = ζ (53)

conjectured in [9, 10, 27]. If this is the case, Eq. (51)
simplifies to finally yield Eq. (26).
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FIG. 5. Isotropically averaged density structure factor S(q, h)
for the spontaneous (black dots) and directed (h = 0.01,
red squares) case for systems of size L = 1024. Data has
been obtained averaging the structure factor of ten different
configurations sampled every 50 timesteps (see text). The
dashed blue line marks the power law divergence ∼ q−ζ , with
z = 1.33. Other parameters are ρ = 2.0, v0 = 0.5, η = 0.18.
Inset: same parameters as in the main panel, but with system
size L = 256. All axes are in a double logarithmic scale.

C. Numerical scaling

We tested our static method on two dimensional syn-
thetic data generated from the Vicsek model (1)-(2) with
metric interactions. We consider systems in the station-
ary TT phase (in the following: ρ = 2.0, η = 0.18,
v0 = 0.5 with periodic boundary conditions) with or
without an external field. We compute the structure
factor from Eq. (24), starting from real space density
field, coarse-grained in boxes of size one. The result-
ing structure factor S(q) is further averaged over all the
q orientations to obtain its isotropic average, S(q) (see
Eq. (23))[33]. Invoking the ergodicity of the stochastic
process, the average over different realizations may be
replaced by time-averages.

We first consider an external field of magnitude h = 0.01.
In Section II B, we have seen that its presence may be
inferred from the dynamic of the flock’s mean direction
only when observation times are larger than τc ≈ 500 (see
Fig. 1). In order to test the static approach in a regime
where the dynamic one fails, we have restricted the time
averages of the structure factor over a time-window of
T = 500 timesteps. Due to temporal correlations be-
tween subsequent spatial configurations, this may yield
a low statistics, especially for the lowest q modes, so we
have cut-off frequencies q ≤ π/L.

In Fig. 5 we consider a relatively large (L = 1024) system
and compare results for the directed (h = 0.01) collec-
tive dynamics with the ones for spontaneous collective
motion (h = 0). The latter case shows a behavior com-
patible with the free scaling S(q) ∼ q−ζ with ζ = 1.33
[32], while in the former case, the suppression of the low

0.1 1 q

10
1

10
2

10
3

S(q)
(a)

10
0

 h
-1/z

 q

10
-1

10
0

10
1

h S(q)
(b)

h
-1/z

q
c

FIG. 6. (a) Isotropically averaged structure factor S(q, h) for
different external field amplitudes h. From top to bottom
h = 0, 0.002, 0.005, 0.01, 0.02, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2. The dashed The
dashed orange line marks the power law divergence ∼ q−ζ ,
with z = 1.33. (b) same as (a), but with the data rescaled

by h−1/z (horizontal axis) and h (vertical axis) in order to
collapse the structure factor curves. The h = 0 data has been
omitted. The vertical dashed red line marks the location of
the (rescaled) crossover wavenumber (see text). All axes are in
a double logarithmic scale, and model parameters are ρ = 2.0,
v0 = 0.5, η = 0.18 and L = 512.

q divergence is rather evident for q < qc, where qc is a
crossover wavenumber. This shows the viability of our
static approach for large enough systems. In smaller
systems (L = 256, inset of Fig. 5), on the other hand,
directed collective motion cannot be detected by the ob-
servation of the low q behavior since the divergence sup-
pression becomes effective at wavenumbers not accessible
due to the limited system size.
To better probe the structure factor scaling, we now run
longer time-averages for systems of size L = 512 and
different external field amplitudes h ∈ [0, 0.2]. They are
shown in Fig. 6a. According to the scaling law (49) and
the hyperscaling relation (52), the field rescaled structure
factor hS(q) should be only a function of h−1/zq, and
this is verified nicely in Fig. 6b where we have once again
used used the 2d numerical estimate z = 1.33. This also
implies the crossover wavenumber scaling

qc(h) ∼ h1/z . (54)

Equation (54) immediately implies that observations
need to be carried on in large enough systems, with a
threshold linear system size

Lc(h) ∼ h−1/z . (55)

Note that the crossover temporal and spatial scales are
indeed related through the dynamical exponent,

τc ∼ Lz
c . (56)

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have discussed the behavior and scaling properties
of the mean flocking direction and static density corre-
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lations in the presence of a small homogeneous external
field. For large enough times, fluctuations in the mean
direction depart from the diffusive behavior exhibited by
finite flocks in the zero field case, following the statistics
of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. For the first time, we
have also discussed explicitly the scaling of the diffusive
process exhibited by the mean direction of motion of fi-
nite flocks in the spontaneous, zero-field case.

In large enough systems, a complementary signature of
directed motion can be found in the small q behavior of
the static density structure factor, which saturates in the
presence of an external field rather than showing the di-
vergent behavior typical of spontaneous symmetry break-
ing.

These facts can be used to detect directed collective
motion, that is flocking behavior guided by external
cues such as concentration gradients or other global
anisotropies. Observations of the mean flock’s direction
(the dynamical method) may be useful for long enough
observation times, while computing the density structure
factor (the static method) is informative in sufficiently
large systems. Note also that in order to apply our anal-
ysis it is not necessary that all active particles are able
to detect the environmental cues. In Ref [34], it has been
shown that the effect of an external static field only af-
fecting a finite fraction of the flocking particles is equiv-
alent to that of a rescaled (by the fraction of affected
particles) homogeneous field. The equivalence holds pro-
vided the affected particles are randomly distributed in
the flock. On the contrary, we do not expect our con-
siderations to be directly applicable to localized or time-
varying perturbations [35].

It is also fair to stress that while our method can detect
the presence of external fields/environmental cues, it can-
not exclude their presence: negative results may simply
mean that the external field is so small that the accessi-
ble spatial or temporal observational scales are too small
to detect it. On the other hand, strong external fields
or anisotropies beyond the linear regime should result in
a complete suppression of the static structure factor low
q divergence and of the diffusive, short time behavior of
the mean flock direction. In this regime, however, our
scaling relations are no longer valid.

This work focused on the explicit symmetry breaking of
the continuous rotational symmetry by a vectorial exter-
nal field, which we believe to be the most biologically rel-
evant situation. However, at least in principle, one may
also conceive spatial anisotropies inducing more complex
discrete symmetries. A prominent example is the active
Ising model (AIM) [36], where active particles move on
a square lattice and bias their movement along, say, the
vertical axis, favouring upwards or downward hopping
according to their binary spin variable. The discrete Z2

symmetry completely suppresses the structure factor low
q divergence, and strongly pins the mean flock direction
either in the upward or downward direction, similar to
what is expected in the presence of a strong external
field. Perhaps more intriguing, is the generalisation to

the so-called active clock model recently carried on in
[37]. Here, each particle orientation si can be in Q differ-
ent states equally distributed around the unit circle (the
AIM being recovered for Q = 2), and the hopping bias
along the lattice is proportional to the projection of s in
the hopping direction. The clock model is characterized
by a crossover scale which grows exponentially with Q.
Below such a crossover scale, the system shows a wan-
dering order parameter and a diverging structure factor,
while above it the order parameter is pinned to a discrete
clock direction and the divergence is suppressed at low
wave-numbers. This analysis is clearly complementary
to ours: we have developed scaling relations for contin-
uos particle orientations slightly biased by a small vecto-
rial field, while Ref. [37] strongly constrains orientations
along a discrete set of Q directions. We derived scaling
w.r.t. the field intensity, while Ref. [37] studies scaling
w.r.t. the number of strongly constrained directions.

In any case, its is fair to note that the approaches put for-
ward in the present paper cannot discriminate, from the
analysis of a single given collective motion instance, be-
tween collective motion in the presence of a small external
field and collective motion that somehow follows the dis-
crete symmetry of, say, a large Q active clock model. Or
to disentangle the role of the two effects, when both are
present. However, while our analysis cannot technically
exclude the presence of more than one preferred direction
of motion, we believe that this latter possibility should
not be relevant in many situations of practical interest,
and thus that our approach conveys useful information
on the nature of collective motion.

In the future, we plan to test our method on data ob-
tained from in vitro cellular migrations[38] taking place
on a grooved substrate, but we also expect our consider-
ations to be useful to biologist to detect clear signatures
of the directed nature collective motion in in vivo cellular
migration phenomena.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We acknowledge support from PRIN 2020PFCXPE. FG
thanks Clement Zankoc for earlier numerical tests.

Appendix: Linearized structure factor: technical

details

In the following we derive the linearized structure factor
(36) from Eqs. (32)-(33). First, we rewrite Eqs. (32)-(33)
in Fourier space, according to (35)

[−i(ω − v2q‖) +Dρ‖
q2‖ +Dρ⊥

q2⊥ − φq‖ω]δρ̂+

+ [iρ0q⊥ +Dρvq⊥q‖]v̂L = 0,
(A.1)



10

[ ic2o
ρ0
q⊥ − gtq⊥ω + g‖q⊥q‖

]

δρ̂+

+ [−i(ω − γq‖) +DLq
2
⊥ +D‖q

2
‖ + hv]v̂L = f̂L

(A.2)

where we have defined φ ≡ ρ0µ2, γ = λ1v0(0) and

DL ≡ DB + DT . Moreover, v̂L e f̂L are the compo-

nents along the longitudinal direction of v̂⊥ and f̂⊥ (the
Fourier transformed transversal noise) defined as

v̂L ≡ v̂⊥ · q⊥

q⊥
and f̂L ≡ f̂⊥ · q⊥

q⊥
. (A.3)

Notice that we have omitted the equation for the (d− 2)
transversal modes v̂T , which are the components of v̂⊥

orthogonal to q⊥: this is simply due to the fact that
it is decoupled from Eqs. (A.1)-(A.2) and it does not
contribute to the longitudinal eigenmodes and the long-
ranged behavior of density correlations [27].
We proceed to find the normal modes eigenfrequencies
ω(q) of Eqs.(A.1)-(A.2), that is, the complex frequencies

at which non-zero solutions exist for zero noise, f̂L =
0. In the hydrodynamic limit (q → 0) one obtains the
complex conjugated eigenfrequencies

ω±(q) = c±(θq)q − iǫ±(h,q) . (A.4)

Their real parts (the sound speeds) are unaffected by the
external field and are given by

c±(θq) =

(

γ + v2
2

)

cos(θq)± c2(θq); (A.5)

with

c2(θq) ≡
√

(γ − v2)2 cos(θq)2

4
+ c20 sin(θq)

2 . (A.6)

The only field-dependent terms are found to be the imag-
inary dampings ǫ±(h,q) equal to

ǫ±(h,q) = ǫ±(0,q) + a±(θq)h ≡ b±(θq)q
2 + a±(θq)h ,

(A.7)
where a±(θq) is given by Eq. (38) and

b±(θq) =
Ξ±(θq)

[2c±(θq)− (v2 + γ) cos(θq)]
. (A.8)

The numerator Ξ± of Eq. (A.8) is rather complicated
but only depends on the angle θq,

Ξ±(θq) = −[DL sin2(θq) +D‖ cos
2(θq)]v2 cos(θq)+

+ [DL sin2(θq) +D‖ cos
2(θq)− φc±(θq) cos(θq)]c±(θq)+

− [Dρ‖cos
2(θq)+Dρ⊥sin

2(θq)−φc±(θq)cos(θq)]γcos(θq)

+
c20
ρ0
Dρvcos(θq)sin

2(θq)−[gtc±(θq)+g‖cos(θq)]ρ0sin
2(θq).

(A.9)
The solution of Eqs.(A.1)-(A.2) can be now easily ex-
pressed in terms of the above eigenfrequencies ω± (the
zeros of the associated matrix determinant).
In particular, in the hydrodynamic limit (q → 0) we have

δρ̂(ω,q) =
ρ0q sin(θq)f̂L

(ω − ω+(q))(ω − ω−(q))
. (A.10)

Correlating this solution pairwise we obtain

〈δρ̂(q, ω)δρ̂(−q,−ω)〉 = ρ20q
2 sin2(θq)∆

{[ω − c+(θq)q]2 + [ǫ+(h,q)]2}{[ω − c−(θq)q]2 + [ǫ−(h,q)]2}
. (A.11)

The equal time structure factor (36) is finally recovered transforming back in real (equal) time by an integration
over ω.

[1] S. Ramaswamy, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 1,
323 (2010).

[2] R. Alert and X. Trepat, Annual Review of Condensed
Matter Physics 11, 77 (2020).

[3] J. Krause and D. G. Ruxton, Living in Groups (Oxford
University Press, 2002).

[4] A. Cavagna, A. Cimarelli, I. Giardina, G. Parisi, R. San-
tagati, F. Stefanini, and M. Viale, Proceedings of the

National Academy of Sciences 107, 11865 (2010).
[5] S. SenGupta, C. A. Parent, and J. E. Bear, Nat. Rev.

Mol. Cell. Biol. 22, 529 (2021).
[6] A. Shellard and R. Mayor, Developmental Cell 56, 227

(2021).
[7] E. Scarpa and R. Mayor, The Journal of cell biology 212,

143 (2016).
[8] D. Caballero, J. Comelles, M. Piel, R. Voituriez, and



11

R. D, The Journal of cell biology 25, 815 (2015).
[9] J. Toner and Y. Tu, Physical review letters 75, 4326

(1995).
[10] J. Toner and Y. Tu, Physical review E 58, 4828 (1998).
[11] F. Giavazzi, C. Malinverno, S. Corallino, F. Ginelli,

G. Scita, and R. Cerbino, Journal of Physics D: Applied
Physics 50, 384003 (2017).
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