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We study unbiased translocation of a flexible polymer chain through a membrane pore under
the influence of active noise and steric exclusion using Langevin dynamics simulations. The active
noise is incorporated by introducing nonchiral and chiral active particles on one or both sides of the
membrane. Translocation of the polymer into either side of the pore is assisted by an effective pulling
due to particle activity and is hindered by an effective pushing due to steric repulsions between the
polymer and active particles. As a result of the competition between these effective forces, we find
a transition between two rectified (cis-to-trans and trans-to-cis) states. This transition is identified
by a sharp increase of translocation time. It varies depending on the system parameters such as
particle activity, area fraction and chirality whose effects are explored in this work.

I. INTRODUCTION

Micro/nanoscale active particles appear in a wide
range of living and artificial examples, ranging
from microorganisms such as bacteria and algae to
nano/microrobots and synthetic Janus particles [1–3].
They often exhibit self-propelled translational motion in
liquid media. This motion which is caused by specific
internal mechanisms that make use of the ambient free
energy. Such mechanisms may involve ciliary or flag-
ellate organelles as in the case of microorganisms and
phoretic forces due to autocatalytic surface reactions in
the case of Janus particles. Active particles can dis-
play fascinating collective properties and self-assembled
structures that cannot be understood within the frame-
work of equilibrium physics [4–8]. As a particular exam-
ple, self-assembled colloidal chains with directed motion
have been realized using, e.g., electrohydrodynamic con-
vection rolls in nematic liquid crystals [9], imbalanced
electrostatic interactions in a system of metal-dielectric
Janus colloids [10] and hydrodynamic interactions due to
phoretic flows produced around catalyst-coated colloids
linked as a chain [11].

Theoretical and computational models of active chains
and filaments have been explored in a growing number
of recent works; see, e.g., Refs. [12–18] and references
therein. Biological filaments such as F-actin and micro-
tubules in the presence of motility assays (e.g., molecu-
lar motors) and also active liquid crystals (active nemat-
ics) [19–23] can be modeled as semiflexible polar active
chains being tangentially propelled [24, 25]. A compu-
tationally suitable model of active polymers is that of
harmonically linked active Brownian beads that move in
two spatial dimensions (2D) [26, 27]. Various aspects of
such active polymers have been studied, including chain
(hydro)dynamics and diffusivity in viscous and viscoelas-
tic media [28–33], shape deformations [34–36], relaxation
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under imposed shear, shear-induced alignment and shear
thinning [37, 38].

Another emerging scenario involves passive chains or
filaments suspended in a bath of active Brownian parti-
cles. It is shown that conformational statistics and elastic
properties of passive polymers can significantly be altered
by the bath activity [36, 39, 40]. A number of pecu-
liar properties such as atypical swelling and looping have
been reported in the case of a flexible filament and it is
shown that the bath activity can lead to occurrence of a
modulational instability [41, 42].

Polymer translocation through nanopores in a divid-
ing membrane has been a major area of interest in
soft matter physics (see, e.g., Refs. [43–53] and refer-
ences therein). This has partly been due to the sig-
nificance of polymer translocation to important biolog-
ical processes and technological applications, such as vi-
ral DNA injection [54, 55], translocation of single- and
double-stranded DNA through nanopores (including α-
hemolysin and solid-state nanopores) [56, 57], and DNA
sequencing [58, 59].

In the context of polymer translocation in active me-
dia, effective pulling and pushing forces due to the ac-
cumulation of active particles around the polymer and
pore are shown to be responsible for nonmonotonic de-
pendence of translocation time on particles activity and
their volume fraction [60]. It is shown in Ref. [61] that
self-propelled rods facilitate polymer translocation by in-
ducing a net force, and a scaling relation based on iso-
flux tension propagation theory is obtained for average
translocation time as a function of rod length and self-
propelling force. Effect of active crowder size on the
polymer translocation is studied in [62] and it is found
that crowders of intermediate size are most favorable for
translocation in the case of forced translocation. For un-
biased translocation driven by different active crowder
sizes, an opposite directional preference is observed for
large activities.

Here, we study polymer translocation in the presence
of active particles where may be on only one or on both
sides of the membrane. Initially, the middle bead of the
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polymer chain is fixed inside the pore and no external
driving force is applied on the chain. While in the ab-
sence of active particles, polymer translocation into ei-
ther side of the membrane is equally likely, we show rec-
tified translocation occurs by introducing active particles
on one or on both sides of the membrane. We map out a
phase diagram as a function of system parameters, such
as Péclet numbers, area fractions and chirality, to indi-
cate the two different regimes of rectification (namely cis-
to-trans and trans-to-cis phases). We thus unveil a tran-
sition between the two regimes, where the translocation
becomes excessively slow and translocation time exhibits
a sharp peak at the transition. We show that the transi-
tion is produced by the interplay between effective pulling
and pushing forces experienced by the polymer. In the
case of chiral active particles we found a nonmonotonic
dependence of the transition point on chirality strength.

The organization of the paper is as follows. We de-
scribe our model in Sec. II, discuss our results in Sec. III
and conclude the paper in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

Our model comprises a single flexible polymer chain
consisting of N dynamically passive beads with diame-
ter σ and mass m0 linked linearly via finite extension
nonlinear elastic (FENE) bonds. The latter are defined
through the stretching pair interaction energy [63]

UFENE(rij) = −
kb20
2

ln

[

1−

(

rij
b0

)2
]

(1)

for rij < b0 and UFENE = 0 otherwise, where rij = |ri −
rj | is the distance between consecutive beads labeled by i
and j = 1, · · · , N with |i−j| = 1, b0 = 2σ is the maximal
bond stretching length, and k the bond elastic constant.
The beads interact sterically among themselves via the
Weeks-Chandler-Andersen (WCA) pair potential [64]

UWCA(rij) = 4ε

[

(

σ

rij

)12

−

(

σ

rij

)6

+
1

4

]

, (2)

for rij < 21/6σ and UWCA = 0 otherwise, where rij here

is the distance between any pair of beads, and ε and 21/6σ
are the corresponding interaction strength and range.

The polymer is suspended in a continuum solvent and
translocates through a circular nanopore of diameter 2σ
designated in a thin, rigid and impermeable membrane
of thickness σ; see Fig. 1. The system also contains ac-
tive Brownian particles, self-propelling due to constant
self-propulsive forces of magnitude F0. For simplicity, we
assume that the active particles have the same size and
mass as the polymer beads (in the overdamped regime to
be considered here, the particle mass becomes obsolete)
and that they interact among themselves and with the
polymer beads via the same WCA potential as in Eq. (2).
All particles are constrained to the x − z plane within a

left right

Figure 1. Schematic view of a passive flexible polymer translo-
cating through a membrane nanopore in the presence of active
particles. The latter can be present either on (i) one side of
the membrane at area fraction φ and Péclet number Pe (not
shown) or (ii) on both sides of the membrane with left (right)
area fraction φL (φR) and Péclet number PeL (PeR).

rectangular box of dimensions Lx and Lz = Lx/2 in x and
z directions, respectively, with the dividing membrane
positioned in the middle of the box and the nanopore at
the center of the membrane (Fig. 1). The active parti-
cles can be present (i) only on one side of the dividing
membrane, which we conventionally take as its left side
and identify it later as the cis-side, or (ii) on both its left
(cis) and right (trans) sides, where the active particles
can appear with unequal self-propulsive forces and area
fractions (see below).

The translational dynamics of active particles are de-
scribed by the Langevin equation [65]

m0r̈i = F0ûi −
∂U

∂ri
− γtrṙi +

√

2γtrkBTηi(t), (3)

where ri is the position of the ith active particle and ûi is
its orientation vector to be parametrized by an orienta-
tion angle ϕi relative to the x-axis, ûi = (cosϕi, sinϕi),
and U is the total energy of particle i (sum of all steric
and elastic pair interactions, as described above). For the
polymer beads, we use the same dynamical equation as
(3) but with F0 = 0 as the beads are modeled as passive
Brownian particles (the polymer dynamics is thus given
by the Rouse model [66]; see Section IV). In Eq. (3),
γtr is the single-particle (bulk) translational friction co-
efficient of the particles and the (thermal) random forces

satisfy 〈ηi(t)〉 = 0 and 〈ηαi (t)η
β
j (t

′)〉 = δijδαβδ(t − t′),
where α, β = x, z indicate the Cartesian components. In
the case of active particles, the dynamics of orientation
vector is modeled through the equation [65]

ϕ̇i = ω +

√

2kBT

γrot

ζi(t), (4)

where ω is angular speed of active particles which is
nonzero only in the case of chiral active particles. γrot is
the (bulk) rotational friction coefficient and the random
torque satisfies 〈ζi(t)〉 = 0 and 〈ζi(t)ζj(t

′)〉 = δijδ(t− t′).
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Figure 2. (a) Main set: Translocation time of a polymer chain in the presence of active particles on cis-side of the membrane
as a function of particles Péclet number for different values of active particle area fractions. Inset: Translocation time of a
polymer chain in the presence of passive particles on the cis-side as a function of particles area fraction. Symbols are simulation
data and dotted curves are guides to the eye. (b) Percentage of the chain translocation into the cis-side of the membrane in
the φ− Pe phase space. Squares are simulation data and black line demonstrates the boundary between the two phases.

With further details provided in Appendix A, we only
note here that Eqs. (3) and (4) are solved numerically
to obtain the translocation time τ , which is reported in
rescaled units τ̃ = τ/τ0 with τ0 = σ

√

m0/ε taken as
characteristic time scale. We start the simulations from
an initial state where the middle polymer bead is man-
ually fixed inside the pore and the self-propulsive forces
are turned off (F0 = 0) for all particles as the system is
equilibrated before the self-propulsive forces are switched
on and the middle bead released. τ gives the time taken
(from the moment of release) for either of the polymer
end-beads to pass through the pore [67]. We fix the num-
ber of polymer beads, the chain flexibility and the par-
ticle radii (being equal among different particle species)
and focus only on the role of particle activity, chirality
and crowding that are characterized by the active parti-
cle Péclet number, chirality strength and area fraction.
When active particles are present only on one side of the
membrane (case i), the latter quantities are denoted by
Pe, Γ and φ, with the Péclet number defined standardly
as

Pe =
σF0

kBT
. (5)

When active particles are on both sides of the membrane
(case ii; Fig. 1), for the sake of simplicity and reduc-
ing number of variables, we only consider nonchiral ac-
tive particles. In this case, the left/right area fractions,
{φL, φR}, and the left/right Péclet numbers, {PeL,PeR},
are defined accordingly; see Appendix A.

III. RESULTS

A. Active particles on cis-side (case i)

1. Nonchiral active particles

Before proceeding with the discussion of our results
for the case of nonchiral active particles (with Γ = 0), we
consider the baseline case where the polymer transloca-
tion occurs in the presence of passive Brownian particles
(Pe = 0) confined to the left side of the membrane. As
expected, the osmotic force that arises from the steric
interactions of the polymer and the passive particles al-
ways drives out the polymer [68, 69] with a translocation
time, τ̃ , that depends on the area fraction of the pas-
sive bath φ, as shown in the inset of Fig. 2(a). Taking
this process as the reference cis-to-trans translocation,
the left side can be identified as the cis-side, even when
the active self-propulsion of the bath particles are turned
on (this differs from Refs. [60, 61] where the compart-
ment containing the active particles is designated as the
trans-side).

The polymer translocation time in the presence of ac-
tive particles of Péclet number Pe on the cis-side is shown
in the main set of Fig. 2(a) for different fixed area frac-
tions of active particles, φ. As seen, at sufficiently small
Pe, the translocation time remains nearly unchanged rel-
ative to its reference value at Pe = 0 albeit with a shal-
low minimum discernible at the smaller area fractions,
φ . 0.15. This means that, small activity of the parti-
cles at small area fractions facilitates translocation of the
polymer chain into the trans-side and reduces the translo-
cation time. This is because at small Pe, activity is not
large enough to make particle accumulations around the
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Figure 3. Typical snapshots for translocation of the polymer chain in the presence of active particles on the cis-side of the
pore and with Péclet numbers Pe = 1, Pe = 5 and Pe = 10. Area fraction of active particles is taken as φ = 0.1.

polymer chain, but instead, slight collisions of the ac-
tive particles with the polymer can help it to translocate
into the trans-side. As the Péclet number is increased
to an intermediate value of Pe∗, the translocation time
increases rapidly to a maximum value before it falls off,
tending to zero as Pe is further increased. This nontrivial
behavior can partially be interpreted as a consequence of
prolonged detention times of active particles and their
crowding near the confining walls and especially around
the polymer chain, at larger Péclet numbers. We discuss
this phenomenon with more details in the following.

In Fig. 2(b), percentage of the chain translocation into
the cis-side of the box is plotted in the φ−Pe phase space.
Blue demonstrates that the chain always escapes from
the active medium and enters the trans-side, and red in-
dicates its entry with 100% probability into the cis-side.
An interesting result from this plot is that, for small Pé-
clet numbers, the polymer evades the active particles and
enters the trans-side; but, by increasing Pe, direction of
the translocation is reversed and the chain translocates
into the cis-side. According to this outcome, we define
cis-to-trans (trans-to-cis) phase as the situation in which
the chain translocates with probability > 50% into the
trans (cis) side. The solid line in the figure shows approx-
imate boundary between these phases. It is beneficial to
first take a look at some typical snapshots of the system.
In Fig. 3, snapshots are shown for three values of the
active particles Péclet number. For small activities, the
active particles have an almost uniform distribution in
the box and around the chain (as seen for Pe = 1). At in-
termediate Péclet numbers (Pe = 5), the active particles
tend to accumulate near the walls and the polymer, and
their accumulation becomes more evident at large activ-
ities (Pe = 10). Motivated by these results, we consider
role of the effective pulling and pushing forces between
the polymer and active particles. On one hand, because
of persistent motion of the active particles, they spend
longer times near the polymer chain and their accumu-
lation pull the chain into the active side, so an effective
pulling can be attributed to them. On the other hand,
polymer is pushed by the particles due to the excluded
volume effects and osmotic force. As seen in Fig. 2(b), at
a fixed value of φ and for small Péclet numbers, we can
almost see a same result as passive case and the polymer
chain always translocates into the right side (cis-to-trans

phase). By increasing Pe around the maximum, the ac-
tive particles become stronger to capture the chain and
prevent it from escaping; here, a competition between
pushing of steric effects and pulling of activity leads the
polymer to make an exit from either side of the mem-
brane. The boundary (shown as solid line in Fig. 2(b))
between cis-to-trans and trans-to-cis phases is where the
translocation of the chain into both sides of the mem-
brane becomes equally likely. Consequently, this compe-
tition results a maximum in the translocation time, as
seen for all values of φ in Fig. 2(a). The maximum point
can be considered as a transition point between the afore-
mentioned phases. Finally, for large Pe values, activity
dominates steric effects and active particles are strong
enough to enforce the chain to always translocate into
the active side (trans-to-cis phase). The observed behav-
ior shows that, polymer translocation in active media can
be rectified and its direction can be reversed under the
influence of active agents.

Higher peak at smaller values of Pe∗ can be seen in Fig.
2(a) for small area fractions, while, it drops off for larger
values of area fractions, with a shift toward larger Pe∗.
This result can also be observed in Fig. 2(b) where for
larger φ, the transition between cis-to-trans and trans-to-
cis phases occurs at larger Péclet numbers. This shows
that for larger area fractions where number of the active
particles on the cis-side is large, although the effective
pulling due to the activity grows, the pushing due to the
steric effects also becomes strong; hence, only at larger
Péclet numbers, activity can overcome steric effects and
the particles can capture the polymer chain.

For a better understanding of the role played by ac-
tive forces in the translocation of the polymer chain, the
distribution of active particle distance from the chain,
P(r̃dist), is plotted in Fig. 4 for different values of par-
ticle Péclet number. This quantity is the probability of
finding an active particle at a specified distance, r̃dist,
from the polymer chain. P(r̃dist) can be obtained upon
appropriate averaging from the simulations and is defined
as

P(r̃dist) =
1

Na

〈n(r̃dist)〉, (6)

where Na is number of the active particles on the cis-
side of the box. n(r̃dist) is number of the active particles
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Figure 4. Distance distribution of active particles from the polymer chain (probability of finding an active particle at the
specified distance r̃dist from the polymer) for different values of particle Péclet numbers. Area fraction of particles is φ = 0.2.

found at the distance r̃dist from the chain and 〈· · · 〉 de-
notes ensemble averaging. As seen in Fig. 4, for passive
bath (Pe = 0), the particles move due to the Brown-
ian motion and they are randomly distributed inside the
box without any accumulation near the polymer chain.
In this case, the most probable distance of the particles
from the polymer is somewhere in the bulk of the box
where can be considered about comparable to amplitude
of the fluctuations of the polymer chain. Active parti-
cles tend to accumulate close to the polymer, therefore
in the presence of active particles, a sharp peak in the
distribution profile is generated at a distance compara-
ble to single particle size (Pe = 2). By increasing Péclet
number, a large number of active particles accumulate
around the chain and this sharp peak grows (as seen for
Pe = 3, 5, 7, 10). As a result of this dense layer around
the polymer chain, active particles would be able to cap-
ture the chain and pull it into the active side of the box.

Active particles layering around the polymer chain is
another point that can be inferred from Fig. 4. This
phenomenon is a nonequilibrium effect arising from both
active particles tendency for accumulation near surfaces
and the repulsive steric interactions between them. Such
behavior is observed as density rings in a system of inclu-
sions in an active bath [70, 71]. As demonstrated in Fig.
4, there are two consecutive pronounced layers of parti-
cles in a distance relatively far from the chain which are
present in all plots and can be regarded as steric layers.
These layers for Pe = 0 can be related to fluctuations
of the polymer chain in the passive bath. For Pe 6= 0,
these steric layers are more discernible and in addition
to them, a layer of particles in the close vicinity of the
polymer chain (r̃dist ≃ 1) also emerges which we can re-
fer to it as active layer. For large Péclet numbers, the
active layer grows and we can see an array of three layers

in the distribution profile (distinguished as a blue curve
with three peaks). It should be noted that the polymer
chain here can be viewed as a dynamic wall or fluctuat-
ing membrane and because of its fluctuations, multiple
particle layers are developed at relatively large distances
from the chain. It turns out that if we replace our flex-
ible chain with a static rigid rod, particle layers develop
at smaller distances from each other and the distribution
profile decays more rapidly and reaches zero at around
middle of the box.

2. Chiral active particles

Chirality can impute rotational motion to active par-
ticles and as a result, in confined systems, chirality-
induced currents are generated on boundaries and sur-
faces [72, 73]. Here, we can incorporate chirality in our
model by including a finite angular speed for active par-
ticles (ω) in Eq. (4). In presenting our results, we use
the dimensionless angular speed or chirality strength, Γ
(see Appendix A for dimensionless units).

In Fig. 5(a), translocation time of a polymer chain in
the presence of chiral active particles with area fraction
φ = 0.1 on the left side of the membrane is plotted as
a function of the particles Péclet number and for differ-
ent fixed chirality strengths. In all plots of this figure a
maximum can be seen and consequently a transition oc-
curs. Here, Pe∗ depends on the chirality strength and by
increasing Γ from zero it shows a nonmonotonic behav-
ior. For small values of chirality (Γ < 0.25), the whole
curve is shifted toward left when compared with nonchi-
ral case (Γ = 0). For Γ = 0.25 the transition occurs at
Pe∗ = 3.25 which is the same value of Péclet number
for the transition in nonchiral case. For larger chirality
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Figure 5. (a) Translocation time of a polymer chain in the presence of chiral active particles on cis-side of the membrane
as a function of particle Péclet numbers for different fixed chirality strengths. Symbols are simulation data and dotted curves
are guides to the eye. (b) Percentage of the chain translocation into the cis-side of the membrane in the Γ − Pe phase space.
Squares are simulation data and black curves demonstrate the boundary between the two phases. Area fraction of particles in
both plots is set to φ = 0.1.

strengths where the active particles have larger angular
speed (Γ > 0.25), larger activities are required to ap-
ply a larger effective pulling force on the chain and make
the transition to occur from cis-to-trans to trans-to-cis
phase. These results can be found more easily in panel
(b) of Fig. 5 where cis-to-trans and trans-to-cis phases
are shown in Γ-Pe phase space. Area fraction of active
particles is fixed to φ = 0.1 and colors demonstrate per-
centage of the chain translocation into the cis-side of the
box.

A remarkable point in Fig. 5(a) is the increase of
translocation time in the presence of chiral active parti-
cles in comparison with the nonchiral case. This outcome
directly results from particle chirality which weakens the
persistent motion of active particles by reorienting their
direction of motion and thus prevents their accumulation
around the chain. Consequently, the effective pulling in-
duced by activity becomes weaker and the translocation
time increases.

The distance distribution of chiral active particles from
the polymer chain is plotted in Fig. 6 for three different
values of particle Péclet numbers. Particles accumula-
tion near the chain is significantly reduced in comparison
with the nonchiral case (Fig. 4) and we can not observe
dense particle layers near the chain. As stated above,
this is a result of chirality and intrinsic angular velocity
of the particles. Instead, particles mostly distribute far
from the chain in the bulk where we can see two con-
secutive steric layers for small activities (Pe = 1, 3). For
large Péclet numbers, a nearly flat distribution of parti-
cles around the chain can be found (Pe = 5). This can
be interpreted by considering the fact that, for a fixed
chirality strength and by increasing Péclet number, chi-
ral active particles move on the larger circles where this
can affect their spatial distribution and destroys steric

particle layers.

B. Active particles on cis and trans-sides (case ii)

In this section, we study translocation of the polymer
chain in the presence of nonchiral active particles on both
sides of the membrane. In the main set of Fig. 7(a),
translocation time of a polymer chain in the presence of
passive (PeR = 0) and active (PeR = 3, 5, 7) particles on
the right (trans) side with area fraction φR = 0.1 is plot-
ted as a function of Péclet number of particles on the left
(cis) side, PeL. In this case, we set area fraction of the
particles on the cis-side to φL = 0.2. As in the former
case (case i), the maximum in these plots denotes the
transition point from cis-to-trans to trans-to-cis phase.
As expected, the position of the maximum in each plot
depends on the corresponding PeR. For PeR = 0 and
at low PeL, because of the larger area fraction and con-
sequently dominance of the effective pushing on the cis-
side, the polymer translocates into the trans-side. The
shallow minimum observed at small PeL, indicates that
small particle activities on the cis-side facilitate translo-
cation of the polymer into the trans-side. For larger PeL,
at the transition point (around the maximum), as a re-
sult of the competition between the effective pulling and
pushing on both sides, all plots in Fig. 7(a) show an
increase of translocation time. Finally, for large PeL,
pulling due to activity on the cis-side overcomes both ef-
fective pushing on the cis-side and pulling on the trans-
side, and as a result, the chain translocates into the cis-
side of the membrane and the translocation time decays.
An interesting point in this figure is that for large PeL,
only small differences can be seen between the four plots.
This means that, for large enough activities, the effec-
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Figure 6. Distance distribution of chiral active particles from the polymer chain for three values of particle Péclet numbers.
Chirality strength of active particles is set to Γ = 0.2 and their area fraction is φ = 0.1.

tive pulling on the cis-side is the dominant factor on the
translocation speed and other factors have low impacts.

Inset of Fig. 7(a) represents cis-to-trans and trans-to-
cis regimes in the PeL-PeR phase space for cis and trans

side area fractions φL = 0.2 and φR = 0.1. This figure
illustrates that, by increasing PeL and for a fixed value
of PeR, we always have a transition from cis-to-trans to
trans-to-cis phase. On the other hand, if we fix PeL and
increase PeR, at small values of PeL, we can not observe
any transition. This results from the fact that for small
PeL effective pulling due to the activity on the cis-side
is weak and not sufficient to overcome effective pushing,
thus, due to the larger area fraction of the particles on
the cis-side, effective pushing on the cis-side dominate
and the chain always translocates into the trans-side. For
larger values of PeL, as a result of the stronger pulling on
the cis-side, a transition from trans-to-cis to cis-to-trans

phase is observed by increasing PeR.

In Fig. 7(b), translocation time in the presence of pas-
sive particles on the trans-side and active particles on
the cis-side with equal area fractions (φL = φR = 0.1) is
plotted as a function of PeL. Translocation time shows a
decreasing trend for all values of PeL with a very fast de-
cay at small PeL. In contrast with the former case where
φL 6= φR (Fig. 7(a)), no maximum is observed here for
PeL 6= 0. In this case, equality of area fractions on the
two sides results equal effective pushings which can off-
set each other, therefore, at very small PeL where active
forces are not strong enough to break the symmetry of the
two sides, the translocation time takes very large values.
In fact, due to the equal area fractions on the two sides
of the membrane in this case and passive particles on the
trans-side, the maximum point is located at PeL = 0. By
activating particles on the cis-side and increasing their
Péclet number, the pulling force on the cis-side would be
the main effective mechanism on the translocation and
it helps the polymer to rapidly translocate through the
pore. It turns out that for PeR 6= 0, the transition point
(maximum) shifts toward PeL 6= 0 (as expected), and
behavior of the translocation time is qualitatively sim-
ilar to what we observed in Fig. 7(a). This is an im-
mediate result of breaking the symmetry of the effective

forces acting on the two sides by activating the particles
on the trans-side. In the inset of Fig. 7(b), cis-to-trans

and trans-to-cis phases corresponding to φL = φR = 0.1
are plotted in PeL-PeR phase plain. As demonstrated,
because of equal area fraction of active particles on the
two sides, the transition points are located on PeL = PeR
line.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we studied translocation of a linear flexi-
ble polymer chain through a nanopore in the presence of
active particles are assumed to be on one or both sides
of the membrane. Due to the persistent motion of ac-
tive particles and their accumulation around the polymer
chain, an effective pulling force can be applied on the
chain from active particles. An effective pushing force
can also be induced as a result of excluded volume repul-
sions between the polymer and particles. Translocation
of the polymer chain into each side of the membrane is
assisted by activity of the particles on that side and hin-
dered by steric effects of them, and depending on inter-
play between these factors on both sides and dominance
of either of them, rectification of translocation is ex-
pected. As a result of imbalance in these effective pulling
and pushing, we found a transition between two rectified
states, namely cis-to-trans and trans-to-cis phases, where
by varying particles activity, chirality strength or their
area fraction, the polymer changes its destination from
one side to the other side of the pore. The translocation
process becomes excessively slow at the transition and a
pronounced maximum in translocation time is observed.

For the case of active particles only on one side of the
membrane, we found that for larger area fraction of active
particles, the transition occurs at larger activities. This
is a result of stronger pushing force applied on the chain
and consequently a larger value of activity is needed to
overcome this pushing and prevent the chain from escap-
ing. On the other hand, translocation time decreases for
larger area fractions, which is a result of accelerating the
translocation by applying stronger pulling and phshing
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Figure 7. (a) Main set: Translocation time of a chain in the presence of active particles with area fractions φL = 0.2 and
φR = 0.1 on the cis and trans sides of the pore, respectively. Translocation times are plotted as a function of Péclet number
of particles on the cis-side, PeL, and obtained for four different values of Péclet number of particles on the trans-side, PeR.
Inset: cis-to-trans and trans-to-cis regimes in the (PeR,PeL) phase plain. (b) Main set: Translocation time of a chain in the
presence of particles with equal area fractions φL = φR = 0.1 on the cis and trans sides of the pore, plotted as a function of
Péclet number of particles on the cis-side PeL, and for PeR = 0. Inset: cis-to-trans and trans-to-cis regimes in the (PeR,PeL)
phase plain. Symbols are simulation data and curves are guides to the eye.

forces on the chain.

When active particles are on both sides of the mem-
brane, we have more complex situations. Depending on
the area fraction and activity of the particles on the
two sides, the transition may or may not occur. A bal-
ance between effective pulling and pushing on the cis and
trans sides results in increase of translocation time and
increasing asymmetry between the two sides accelerates
the translocation process.

We also observed active particles layering around the
polymer chain. Because of fluctuating motion of the
chain, particle layers develop at larger distances from the
chain, when compared with a rigid rod. Interestingly, a
thin layer of active particles with thickness about one
particle size develops very close to the chain, and it gets
more denser by increasing particle activity.

For the case of active particles on the cis-side of the
membrane we studied effect of the chirality on the poly-
mer translocation. In the parameter space Γ-Pe, by
increasing the chirality strength for a finite interval of
Péclet numbers, we twice have the transition. We also
found that, it takes longer times for the polymer chain
to translocate in the presence of chiral active particles
in comparison with the nonchiral case and this results
from chirality which reduces active particles accumultion
around the chain and weakens the effective pulling and
pushing forces applied on the chain.

Chiral active particles mostly distribute in the bulk
and they exhibit small accumultion near the polymer
chain. For a fixed chirality strength, at small particle ac-
tivities, steric particle layers can be found, but for large
Péclet numbers, particles have almost uniform distribu-
tion in the bulk.

In the problem at hand, we consider the polymer chain

as Rouse chain and the active particles at the level of min-
imal model of active Brownian particles [74]. Hence, we
neglect several important factors that could be included
for a more comprehensive analysis in the future. These
include the effect of hydrodynamic interactions that may
play a crucial role in the polymer translocation in active
media. An interesting problem would be translocation
dynamics of a Zimm chain [66] in a suspension of dipolar
microswimmers [1]. Another factors to be investigated
could be roles of flexibility of the chain and quality of
the solvent. Interactions of the active particles with the
pore or membrane can also be considered, paving the way
for more intriguing scenarios to be explored in the future.
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Appendix A: Choice of parameter values

We choose the reference scales of length, energy and
mass as σ, ε = kBT and m0. For case i (see III A),
number of active particles is denoted by Na, and neglect-
ing the relatively small area occupied by the membrane,
their area fraction is given by φ = πNaσ

2/(2LxLz). Us-
ing definition of Péclet number in the main text 5, active
particles Péclet number is denoted by Pe, with associated
self-propulsive force magnitude F0. In this case, chirality
strength is rescaled as Γ = ωτ0. For case ii (see III B),
denoting by Na,L and Na,R number of active particles
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on cis and trans sides of the membrane and giving their
self-propulsive forces by F0,L and F0,R, the corresponding
area fractions and Péclet numbers, defined with similar
relations to the former case, are respectively given by
{φL, φR} and {PeL,PeR}.

The simulation box is periodic in the z direction and
bounded in the direction of x by planar rigid walls at
x = 0 and Lx. The interactions between walls and mem-
brane with active particles and polymer beads are mod-
eled by the same WCA potential as in Eq. (2). Thus,
while the membrane remains effectively impermeable to
the particles (with a choice of sufficiently large ε), the
polymer (and no active particles) can freely translocate
through the pore.

We solve the equations of motion using the ESPResSo
package [75] by employing the velocity Verlet algorithm
with timesteps 0.01τ0. In the numerical implementation,
the active particles and polymer beads are modeled as
three-dimensional objects being constrained to 2D.

To determine the time of polymer translocation
through the pore, τ , or τ̃ = τ/τ0 in rescaled units, we
start the simulations from an initial state where the mid-
dle bead of the polymer is artificially fixed inside the pore
and equilibrate the system for 106 timesteps by treating
all particles as passive ones (F0 = 0). We then turn on
the self-propulsive force of the active particles and release
the middle bead. The translocation time is measured as
the time taken (from the moment of release) for either of
the polymer end-beads to pass through the pore. Each
point in our plots is obtained by averaging over 100 inde-
pendent runs and errorbars are obtained using standard
error of data.

In performing our simulations, we fix N = 65 (for other

values of N , we do not expect our results to qualita-
tively be changed, and only quantitative variations e.g.,
in translocation times are expected), Lx/2 = Lz = 50σ,
k = 70kBT/σ

2, γtr = 10m0/τ0, γrot = 10m0σ
2/τ0

and vary other system parameters with a range repre-
sentative values (i.e.,Pe = 0.5 − 10, φ = 0.1 − 0.3,
Γ = 0.05 − 0.7). Corresponding to area fractions con-
sidered here, we change number of particles in cases i
and ii in the range Na, Na,L, Na,R = 333 − 1000. Our
dimensionless parameters can be mapped to some re-
alistic cases. For example, for a coarse-grained chain
of Nucleic acid with its beads of the size σ = 1nm
and mass m0 = 10−22 kg, we will have a characteristic
time scale of simulation about τ0 ≃ 0.16 ns and trans-
lational and rotational frictions about γtr ≃ 29m0/τ0
and γrot ≃ 38m0σ

2/τ0, respectively. The range of Péclet
numbers used here to discuss the representative behavior
of the system can be compared with numerous examples
of artificial nanoswimmers including Janus nanoparticles
(Pe ≃ 1−3) [76], magnetic multi-link nanoswimmers and
nanofishes (Pe ≃ 102− 103) [77, 78] and platinum-loaded
stomatocyte nanomotors (Pe ≃ 1− 5) [79]. As an exam-
ple, for nanoswimmers in the form of chains (l = 2.78µm
in length and w = 0.9 nm in width) and fabricated from
magnetic self-assembly of nanoparticles [80], a diffusion
coefficient about DT ≃ 0.28µm2/s is observed. For this
example, using relation Pe = vl/DT and in the range of
Péclet numbers used here, self-propulsion speeds in the
range v ≃ 0.1− 1µm/s can be obtained.

Our investigated range of chiralities can also be
mapped to artificial active particles such as curved self-
propelled rods (|Γ| ≃ 0.1−0.5) [81, 82] and self-assembled
rotors (|Γ| ≃ 0.1− 1) [83].
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