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The study of active soft matter has developed into one of the most rapidly growing areas of
physics. Field theories, which can be developed either via phenomenological considerations or by
coarse-graining of a microscopic model, are a very useful tool for understanding active systems. Here,
we provide a detailed review of a particular coarse-graining procedure, the interaction-expansion
method (IEM). The IEM allows for the systematic microscopic derivation of predictive field theories
for systems of interacting active particles. We explain in detail how it can be used for a microscopic
derivation of active model B+, which is a widely used scalar active matter model. Extensions and
possible future applications are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics of active soft matter [1, 2] is among the
most rapidly growing subdisciplines of condensed mat-
ter physics and statistical mechanics. While the name
“active matter” is applied to a quite diverse range of
physical systems, we will, in this review article, use “ac-
tive particle” to denote a particle that converts energy
into directed motion and “active matter” for matter con-
sisting of active particles. Examples for active particles
include biological organisms like flying birds or swimming
bacteria, but also artificially produced objects like Janus
particles driven by chemical reactions [3], light-propelled
particles [4], or ultrasound-driven particles [5]. A crucial
motivation for the interest of researchers in active mat-
ter is, besides its significant potential for applications in
medicine and materials science, the remarkable collective
phenomena observed in active systems.

Field theories [6] are an extremely useful and fre-
quently applied tool in active matter physics. They
provide a coarse-grained description of active systems.
Rather than calculating the coordinates of every single
particle, one models the system using a small number
of order-parameter fields, in many cases only the local
particle number density ρ. Active field theories exist in
very different ways, ranging from simple ones such as ac-
tive model B (AMB) [7] and its extension active model
B+ (AMB+) [8], which are primarily used for studying
active phase separation, over active phase field crystal
(PFC) models [9–13] that can describe crystallization,
to complex nonlocal dynamical density functional theory
(DDFT) [14–16]. All these models are overdamped, al-
though extensions to systems with inertia are possible
[13, 17–19].

Broadly speaking, active field theories can be obtained
in two ways [6]. First, they can be derived using phe-
nomenological considerations (top-down approach), for
example as modifications of existing theories or using
symmetry arguments. Second, one can obtain them
by coarse-graining a microscopic particle-based model
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(bottom-up approach), which, in soft matter physics, is
often given by Langevin equations [20]. This approach
has the advantage that it provides microscopic expres-
sions for the coefficients that occur in the derived model
(“predictive theory”). Coarse-graining is facilitated by
following an existing systematic procedure. Such proce-
dures have the advantage that they provide a guidance
for which steps to take, and that they allow the resulting
theory to be compared to other ones obtained using the
same procedure. Such a systematic procedure is given
by the interaction-expansion method (IEM). “IEM” is
the name introduced in Ref. [21] for the coarse-graining
procedure used in Ref. [22], which builds up on earlier
work in Refs. [23–25]. The IEM was later applied also
to three-dimensional systems [21], circle swimmers [26],
active particles in external force fields [27], active parti-
cles with an orientation-dependent propulsion speed [28],
and active particles with inertia [29]. Although the name
“IEM” is used only in Refs. [5, 21, 26–31]1, closely related
methods are used also in other derivations in the litera-
ture [35–38]. Therefore, a clear and accessible introduc-
tion to the way one can obtain a predictive field theory
for active particles using the IEM is of broad relevance
for the active matter community.

In this article, we present in detail the derivation of
AMB+ from the microscopic Langevin equations gov-
erning the dynamics of the individual particles using the
IEM. For pedagogical purposes, we show more interme-
diate steps than in usual presentations. Thereby, this
article functions as a “tutorial” in that it demonstrates
all steps required to derive an active field theory from the
microscopic dynamics. While the present review focuses
on the IEM, these steps are also relevant more generally
since the methods employed here, such as gradient ex-
pansions or Cartesian expansions, are used also in many
other derivation methods. Moreover, we discuss several
generalizations of this derivation that have been proposed

1 The name “interaction expansion method” is also used in
quantum-mechanical contexts [32, 33] for a quantum Monte
Carlo method introduced in Ref. [34] that is not related to the
derivation method discussed here.
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in the literature. It is easily possible to further general-
ize the derivation presented here, such that our review is
intended to be a starting point for future research em-
ploying methods of this type.

II. ACTIVE MODEL B+

Field-theoretical models have a long tradition in ac-
tive matter physics. Early works include the celebrated
Toner-Tu model [39] describing flocks of birds and hy-
drodynamic models for bacterial turbulence [40]. While
these models focus on orientational ordering phenomena,
we here focus on theoretical descriptions of the state be-
havior of spherical active particles that use the particle
number density field (rather than an orientational or-
dering field) as the central order parameter. An impor-
tant model of this type is active model B (AMB), which
was introduced in Ref. [7] based on earlier work in Refs.
[23, 41]. AMB+, introduced in Ref. [8], is an extension
of AMB. Further extensions, such as active model H [42]
for systems in a momentum-conserving solvent and ac-
tive model I+ [29] for particles with inertia were devel-
oped later. Usually, AMB and AMB+ are introduced as
stochastic field theories (although one frequently ignores
the noise term [7]). We here present them in a determinis-
tic form since the IEM gives rise to deterministic theories
(see Section III K). Whether deterministic or stochastic
models are more useful depends on what one intends to
use the model for.

A passive dynamics of type B2 (overdamped conserved
dynamics) is given by

ρ̇ = ~∇ ·
(
M~∇δF

δρ

)
(1)

with a free energy F and a positive mobility M. The
form (1), known as “gradient dynamics” [44], ensures
that the system evolves towards the minimum of F . This
form is broken in AMB+, which is given by

ρ̇ = ~∇2 δF

δρ
+ λ~∇2(~∇ρ)2 + ξ~∇ · ((~∇ρ)(~∇2ρ)) (2)

with the free energy functional3

F [ρ] =

∫
ddr

(
a

2
ρ2 +

b

3
ρ3 +

κ

2
(~∇ρ)2

)
. (3)

2 This name is based on the classification by Hohenberg and
Halperin [43].

3 In the original presentation [8], the free energy is an even fourth-
order polynomial in ρ. The expression (3) is what comes out
of our microscopic derivation. This difference is explained by
the facts that (a) Ref. [8] uses a linear transform of the density
rather than the density itself and that (b) our derivation involves
certain approximations as a consequence of which higher-order
terms in ρ are not present.

Here, a, b, κ, λ, and ξ are constant parameters and
d is the number of spatial dimensions. Compared

to Eq. (1), AMB+ contains two terms λ~∇2(~∇ρ)2 and

ξ~∇ · ((~∇ρ)(~∇2ρ)) that cannot be expressed via the func-
tional derivative of a free energy. The presence of
these terms, which break time-reversal symmetry, is what
makes AMB+ an active field theory. For ξ = 0, AMB+
reduces to AMB. In contrast to AMB+, AMB does not
allow for rotational currents since it can be written in the
form ρ̇ = ~∇2µ with a generalized chemical potential µ.

One can derive AMB+ phenomenologically, without
any microscopic derivation, by noting that the most gen-
eral theory for the dynamics of ρ that satisfies mass con-
servation (i.e., −ρ̇ is the divergence of a current), is of

second order in ρ and of fourth order in ~∇, and satisfies
translational and rotational invariance is given by

ρ̇ = a~∇2ρ+ b~∇2(ρ2)− κ0
~∇4ρ− α~∇2(ρ~∇2ρ)

+ λ0
~∇2(~∇ρ)2 + ξ~∇ · ((~∇ρ)(~∇2ρ)),

(4)

where κ0, α, and λ0 are constant coefficients. Adding

−α~∇2(~∇ρ)2/2 + α~∇2(~∇ρ)2/2, defining κ(ρ) = κ0 + αρ
and λ = λ0 + α/2, and assuming a constant κ gives
Eq. (2).

This sort of argument, however, does not give us micro-
scopic expressions for the model parameters, these simply
have to be used as adjustable constants. Moreover, we
do not have a clear idea of the approximations required
for deriving Eq. (4) and, therefore, of the range of va-
lidity of this model. These problems can be solved by a
microscopic derivation, which is possible using the IEM.

III. THE INTERACTION-EXPANSION
METHOD

The IEM is a method that combines three typical fea-
tures of the microscopic derivation of predictive field the-
ories that are applicable on macroscopic scales. The first
of these steps is a projection onto order-parameter fields,
e.g., the concentration (or density) and the polarization
vector. Secondly, the IEM handles the convolution in-
tegral emerging in the derivation that stems from the
interactions between the particles. Thirdly, it does so in
a controlled way that gives analytical expressions for the
coefficients which occur in the derived field theory and
takes the specifics of the system, like particle length or
angular correlations, into account.

All this is achieved via multiple expansions into con-
venient bases of eigenfunctions that are a good approxi-
mate representation of the collective dynamics and that
are suitable for the physical system under consideration.
Therefore, the IEM is, at its core, quite similar to per-
turbation theory in, e.g., quantum mechanics. A com-
plicated and typically not analytically solvable problem
is reduced to a superposition of known solutions with an
adequate choice of prefactors that systematically tries to
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minimize the difference between the real solution and the
approximated one.

In the following, we perform an example derivation
step-by-step and explain the mathematics associated
with the individual steps.

A. General procedure

Figure 1 shows the general procedure of the IEM as
a flow chart. A microscopic description of an active
matter system is typically given in terms of Langevin
equations [20, 45] for the motion of the individual par-
ticles, which can be easily constructed and have obvi-
ous physical interpretations. From them, the statisti-
cally equivalent Smoluchowski equation can be derived
via the Fokker–Planck framework [46]. Integrating out
the degrees of freedom of all particles except for one in
the Smoluchowski equation gives a dynamic equation for
the orientation-dependent one-particle density %(~r, û, t),
where the vectors ~r and û are the spatial and angular
degrees of freedom and t is the time. This equation is
closed by providing (from simulation results or from an
analytical theory) an expression for the pair-distribution
function [31] appearing in the interaction term of the dy-
namic equation. In general, this pair-distribution func-
tion is only known approximately. Handling the inter-
action term, which, due to the presence of spatial in-
tegrals (nonlocality4) and angular integrals, is relatively
complicated, is the primary purpose of the IEM. Several
expansions are performed for this purpose – a gradient
expansion [47] for the spatial nonlocality and a combined
Fourier and Cartesian expansion [48] for the angular inte-
grals. These expansions are exact as long as they are car-
ried out to infinite order.5 However, as soon as they are
truncated at a finite order (that can be chosen depending
on how precise one wants the theory to be), the result-
ing equations of motion are approximate. Truncating the
gradient expansion gives rise to local dynamic equations
that do not involve integrals. The Cartesian expansion
replaces the angle-dependent density %(~r, û, t) by several

order-parameter fields ρ(~r, t) (density) and ~P (~r, t) (polar-
ization) that depend only on position and time. Project-

ing onto ρ and ~P by multiplying %̇ with an orientation-
dependent function and then integrating over the angu-

lar degrees of freedom and then eliminating also ~P via a
quasi-stationary approximation then gives a closed equa-

tion of motion for ρ and a constitutive equation for ~P .

4 The term “nonlocality” used here should not be confused with
the quantum-mechanical idea of nonlocality.

5 Mathematically speaking, one would, of course, have to demon-
strate that these expansions converge.

B. Langevin equations

The starting point of a coarse-graining procedure is a
microscopic description of the system of interest. For
active matter, several popular options exist [24, 49]:
Active Brownian particles (ABPs), which move with a
fixed speed in the direction of an orientation vector û
whose direction changes via a continuous diffusion pro-
cess, run-and-tumble particles (RTPs), which undergo di-
rected motion (“run”) with constant orientation until û is
changed by a sudden random event (“tumble”), and ac-
tive Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particles (AOUPs), where mod-
ulus and orientation of û undergo Gaussian fluctuations.
The relation of these models and possible unifications are
discussed in Refs. [24, 49]. Here, we focus on ABPs.

The spatial and angular Langevin equations of an ABP
are an extension of the standard Langevin equations for
passive particles [20]. For simplicity, an isotropic and
overdamped particle in two spatial dimensions is consid-
ered, resulting in [2]

~̇ri(t) = vAû(φi(t)) + ~vint,i({~ri(t)}) +
√

2DT
~ΛT,i(t), (5)

φ̇i(t) =
√

2DRΛR,i(t). (6)

Here, ~ri = (x1,i, x2,i)
T is the center-of-mass position, i

is the particle index, a superscript T denotes the trans-
pose, an overdot denotes a partial derivative with re-
spect to t, vA is the bare active propulsion velocity,
û(φi) = (cos(φi), sin(φi))

T is the normalized orientation
vector of a particle with orientation angle φi,

~vint,i({~ri}) = −βDT

N∑
j=1
j 6=i

~∇~riU2(‖~ri − ~rj‖) (7)

is the velocity contribution that originates from the
particle-particle interaction potential U2(‖~ri − ~rj‖) that
solely depends on the absolute distance between the

ith and the jth center-of-mass positions, ~∇~ri =
(∂/∂x1,i, ∂/∂x2,i)

T is the del operator with respect to
~ri, β is the thermodynamic beta, DT and DR are the
scalar translational and rotational diffusion constants of
a particle, respectively, and N is the total number of par-

ticles. Furthermore, ~ΛT,i(t) and ΛR,i(t) are unit-variance
Gaussian white noises with mean zero, i.e.,

〈~ΛT,i(t)〉 = ~0, (8)

〈ΛR,i(t)〉 = 0, (9)

〈~ΛT,i(t)⊗ ~ΛT,j(t
′)〉 = 1δijδ(t− t′), (10)

〈ΛR,i(t)ΛR,j(t
′)〉 = δijδ(t− t′), (11)

where 〈·〉 is the stochastic average, ⊗ the dyadic product,
1 the unit matrix, δij the Kronecker delta, and δ(t− t′)
the delta distribution. A visualization of the microscopic
setup can be found in Fig. 2.

The Langevin equations (5) are, at their core, force-
balance equations: The friction force is directly propor-
tional to the velocity, i.e., ~̇r, and must equal the superpo-
sition of all the additional forces. This includes the active
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Langevin equations for N particles (5) and (6)

Smoluchowski equation (16)

Dynamic equation for orientation-dependent one-particle density
ϱ(r⃗, ϕ, t) (20) with nonlocal interaction term (21)

(Simplified)
Pair-distribution function

g(r⃗, r⃗′, ϕ, ϕ′, t)

Dynamic equation for ϱ(r⃗, ϕ, t) (20) with
spatially local interaction term (28)

Dynamic equation for ϱ(r⃗, ϕ, t) (20) with
spatially local and Fourier-expanded interaction term (31)

Local dynamic equations for ρ(r⃗, t) (44) and P⃗ (r⃗, t) (52)

Local dynamic equation for ρ(r⃗, t) (4) and

constitutive equation for P⃗ (r⃗, t) (66)

Active model B+ (2)

statistically equivalent

integrating out degrees of freedom
of N − 1 particles

closes

gradient expansion (27)

Fourier expansion
of orientational dependence
of g(r⃗, r⃗′, ϕ, ϕ′, t) (29)

truncated Cartesian orientational expansion of ϱ(r⃗, ϕ, t) (42),
orientational projection onto order parameters ρ(r⃗, t) and P⃗ (r⃗, t),
truncation of gradient expansion

quasi-stationary approximation (60)

assumption of constant κ

approximations

FIG. 1. Visualization of the steps involved in the microscopic derivation of Eq. (2) from Eqs. (5) and (6). Approximations are
marked in red.
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propulsion force (∝ vA), the interaction force (∝ ~vint),
the Brownian force, which originates from the random-
like collisions of the particle with the solvent molecules
and is given by the terms6 ∝ Λ, and possible additional
forces that can be straightforwardly added to the dynam-

ics. An external force ~FE would result in an extra term
+βDT

~FE(~ri, φi, t) in Eq. (5) and an external torque TE in
an extra term +βDRTE(~ri, φi, t) in Eq. (6). There exist,
however, two caveats:

• If the diffusivity of an ABP depends on the de-
grees of freedom of the particle itself, another term

∝ ~∇D, with the respective diffusivity D, has to be
added to the Langevin equations so that they gen-
eralize correctly in the Fokker–Planck framework.

• The special case of isotropic two-dimensional par-
ticles reduces the angular Langevin equations (6)
to scalar ones. More generally they would also be
vector equations, which contain generalized noises

ΛR,j(t
′) → ~ΛR,j(t

′) that have a modified self-
correlation equivalent to the translational noises.

C. Smoluchowski equation

The idea of the Fokker–Planck equation [46] is to de-
scribe the dynamics of a system by means of the proba-

bility density P ( ~X, t; ~X0, t0), which gives the probability

that the system is in the state ~X at time t given that it

was in the state ~X0 at the initial time t0. For brevity, the
initial sate is omitted in the notation from now on. If the
probability dynamics is memoryless, i.e., it changes with
only the current state in mind, the underlying stochastic
process is a so-called continuous Markov process and can
be expressed via the master equation [46]

Ṗ ( ~X, t) =

∫
dX ′ (W ( ~X, ~X ′, t)−W ( ~X ′, ~X, t))P ( ~X ′, t).

(12)
Equation (12), which can be derived from the Chapman-
Kolmogorov equation [50], simply states that the change
of probability density is the difference of influx and out-

flux of probability. Consequently, W ( ~X, ~X ′, t) denotes

the transition rate from ~X ′ to ~X at time t. By means of
the Kramers–Moyal expansion [51, 52], Eq. (12) can be
rewritten in the form [46]

Ṗ ( ~X, t) = −~∇~X ·
(
~M1( ~X, t)P ( ~X, t)

)
+

1

2
~∇~X ·

(
M2( ~X, t) · ~∇~XP ( ~X, t)

)
.

(13)

This is the general form of the Fokker–Planck equation
with probability drift

~M1( ~X, t) = lim
∆t→0

1

∆t
〈 ~X(t+ ∆t)− ~X(t)〉 (14)

and probability diffusion

M2( ~X, t) = lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

〈(
~X(t+ ∆t)− ~X(t)

)
⊗
(
~X(t+ ∆t)− ~X(t)

)〉
. (15)

Both ~M1 and M2 can be calculated by using Langevin
equations.

There are again two points to be noted:

• The Pawula theorem [53] states that the Kramers–
Moyal expansion contains either only two non-
vansishing terms (in this case, Eq. (13) is equivalent
to Eq. (12)) or an infinite number of non-vanishing
terms (in this case, Eq. (13) is an approximation
to Eq. (12)). For the Langevin model with Gaus-
sian white noise considered here, all terms of higher
order in the Kramers–Moyal expansion can be ne-
glected. This implies that we can proceed with
Eq. (13).

• The state vector ~X is a general object and the
Fokker–Planck equation (13) holds generally, i.e.,

6 Note that Eqs. (5) and (6) both have such a contribution. For
Eq. (5), this results in a Brownian force. For Eq. (6), a Brownian
torque arises.

the dimensionality and shape of the particle only
enters the exact form of the state vector but not
the form of Eq. (13).

By making use of Eqs. (5), (6), and (13)–(15), we find

Ṗ =

N∑
i=1

(
DT

~∇2
~ri

+DR∂
2
φi

)
P

− ~∇~ri ·
(
vA(φi)û(φi)P + ~vint,i({~ri})P

)
,

(16)

where P = P ( ~X, t) is a short-hand notation and the state
vector is given by

~X = (~r1, . . . , ~rN , φ1, . . . , φN )T. (17)

Equation (16), which is a special case of the Fokker–
Planck equation (namely the one describing overdamped
systems), is known as the Smoluchowski equation [46].
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D. The first equation of the BBGKY hierarchy

Equation (16) contains all microscopic information
about the system – implying that it is typically impossi-
ble to solve in practice for a many-particle system, both
because it is too complex and because the initial con-
dition (positions and orientations of all particles) is not
known. Therefore, one requires a coarse-graining pro-
cedure, where a complex microscopic dynamics such as
(16) is replaced by a more tractable approximated one.

For this purpose, we first define the orientation-
dependent one-particle density %(~r, φ, t) (for two spatial
dimensions) as

%(~r, φ, t) = N

(
N∏
i=2

∫
R2

d2ri

∫ 2π

0

dφi

)
P ( ~X, t). (18)

We have integrated here over the degrees os freedom of
all particles except for one. Without loss of generality,
this particle can be chosen to be the one with index i = 1.
furthermore, the index is dropped for this specific case,
i.e., ~r1 = ~r and φ1 = φ. Note that the integration do-
mains depend on the dimensionality. For, e.g., three spa-
tial dimensions, the domain for the translational degrees
of freedom changes to R3 and the angular domain is the
unit sphere S2 that is characterized by the polar and az-
imuthal angle φ ∈ [0, 2π] and θ ∈ [0, π), respectively. One
obviously has to take the Jacobian of the transformation
for the angular representation into account, which is 1
for two spatial dimensions but sin(θ) for three spatial di-
mensions and its spherical coordinate representation. As
a generalization of Eq. (18), the n-particle density can be
defined as

%(n)(~r, . . . , ~rn, φ, . . . , φn, t)

=
N !

(N − n)!

(
N∏

i=n+1

∫
R2

d2ri

∫ 2π

0

dφi

)
P ( ~X, t).

(19)

To find the dynamics of %, we integrate Eq. (16) over
the coordinates of all particles except for one. Using
Eq. (18), this gives

%̇(~r, û, t) =
(
DT

~∇2
~r +DR∂

2
φ − vAû(φ) · ~∇~r

)
%(~r, û, t)

+ Iint(~r, û, t) (20)

with the interaction term [22]

Iint = βDT
~∇~r ·

(
%(~r, φ, t)

∫
R2

d2r′ U ′2(‖~r − ~r′‖) ~r − ~r′
‖~r − ~r′‖∫ 2π

0

dφ′ %(2)(~r, ~r′, φ, φ′, t)

)
, (21)

where U ′(r) = dU/dr. Equation (20) is a dynamic equa-
tion for the one-body density % that depends on the un-
known two-body density %(2). Calculating a dynamic
equation for %(2) in the same way (integrating Eq. (16)
over the degrees of freedom of all particles except for

FIG. 2. Visualization of the microscopic setup considered in
the derivation and of the reduced description that exploits
translational and rotational invariance. The unit vector in
x-direction is denoted as êx. Reproduced from Ref. [22]. ©
IOP Publishing Ltd. All rights reserved.

two) would, similarly, give an interaction term that in-
volves the three-body density %(3). This generates a set
of coupled differential equations known as the Bogoli-
ubov–Born–Green–Kirkwood–Yvon (BBGKY) hierarchy
[54]. Equation (20) is the first equation of the BBGKY
hierarchy. Further equations of this hierarchy have not
been used so far in the IEM. In other contexts (such as
DDFT [55]), further equations of the BBGKY hierarchy
have been used to obtain dynamic equations that are
more accurate than the ones that are commonly used.

E. Interaction integral

The derivation up to now is rather general, approaches
of this form are restricted neither to the IEM nor to active
matter physics in general. For example, the derivation
of DDFT by Archer and Evans [56] proceeds in exactly
this way (although they do not consider orientational de-
pendencies): Derive a Smoluchowski equation from the
Langevin equations and integrate this equation out to
obtain a dynamic equation for the one-body density that
is not closed due to the presence of an interaction term.
The real difficulty in deriving field theories for systems of
interacting particles lies in finding approximations that
allow for a closed and solvable model.

Different derivation methods employ different strate-
gies to find a closure for the interaction term. Such
a strategy allows to replace the expression (21), which
involves %(2), by one in which only % appears. DDFT,
for example, relies on the adiabatic approximation [14].
Here, it is assumed that the relations between the two-
and the one-body density which hold in equilibrium con-
tinue to hold in the dynamical case. These relations then
allow for expressing the interaction term using %. The
adiabatic approximation is not exactly correct, but often
relatively good. However, it corresponds to a close-to-
equilibrium assumption, which is not what we want in
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the context of active matter (which is intrinsically far
from equilibrium).

Here, we follow a different procedure. First, we define
the pair-distribution function g as [57]

g(~r, ~r′, φ, φ′, t) =
%(2)(~r, ~r′, φ, φ′, t)
%(~r, φ, t)%(~r′, φ′, t)

. (22)

Inserting Eq. (22) into Eq. (21) gives a closed dynamic
equation for % if we know what the pair-distribution func-
tion looks like. Fortunately, g is a well-studied object. To
approximate it, one usually assumes that the system is
translationally and rotationally invariant. Moreover, the
time-dependence of g can be neglected for a stationary
state. In this case, g can be written as g(r, θ1, θ2) with
the angles

θ1 = φR − φ, (23)

θ2 = φ′ − φ (24)

and the parametrization

~r′ − ~r = rû(φR). (25)

Translational invariance implies that g can only depend
on the difference vector ~r′−~r. This vector is determined
by its length r and by the angle φR between it and the
x-axis. Consequently, g generally depends on three an-
gles (φR, φ, and φ′). Rotational invariance implies that
shifting all angles in the same way cannot have an ef-
fect on the behavior of the system. Therefore, we can
choose to subtract φ from all angles. The angle φ itself,
thereby, becomes irrelevant (zero), such that only two
rather than three angles have to be taken into account.
These two angles are defined in Eqs. (23) and (24). In
earlier applications of the IEM [25], the dependence on
θ2 was neglected, whereas later studies [22] included it.
The physical meaning of the symmetry-based reduced
variables is illustrated in Fig. 2.

An analytical expression for the pair-distribution func-
tion of interacting Brownian spheres that respects trans-
lational and rotational invariance was obtained from
Brownian dynamics simulations in Ref. [31] (see Ref. [58]
for a Python implementation and Ref. [59] for an exten-
sion to three spatial dimensions). Inserting this expres-
sion into Eq. (22) gives a relation between % and %(2),
which can be used to close Eq. (20). The resulting equa-
tion of motion can then be solved or (this will be done in
practice) approximated further. For the interaction term
(21), we now have

Iint = βDT
~∇~r ·

(
%(~r, φ, t)

∫
R2

dr

∫ 2π

0

dφR U
′
2(r)

~r − ~r′
r∫ 2π

0

dφ′ g(r, θ1, θ2)

)
%(~r′, φ′, t). (26)

F. Gradient expansion

While the dynamic equation for % can be closed by pro-
viding an explicit expression for g, the result is not easy to

work with. This has to do, among other things, with the
fact that the dynamic equation is non-local, i.e., that the
time derivative of the field at position ~r depends on the
values of the field at other positions. This non-locality
can be removed via a gradient expansion [47], where one
replaces the non-local expression (21) by one that de-
pends only on the values of % and its spatial deriva-
tives at position ~r. Gradient expansions are used very
frequently in microscopic derivations, not only in active
matter physics, but, for example, also in the derivation
of PFC models [12, 60, 61].

We assume that U ′2 rapidly goes to zero (short-range
interactions). Making the substitution ~r′ → ~r + ~r′ (such
that now ~r′ = (x′1, x

′
2)T = rû(φR)) gives, in the integral

in Eq. (26), a density %(~r + ~r′) (we suppress the depen-
dence on angles and time for the moment), which can be
Taylor expanded as

%(~r + ~r′)

=
∞∑

l1,l2=0

(x′)l1(y′)l2

l1!l2!
∂l1x1

∂l2x2
%(~r)

=

∞∑
l=0

rl

l!

l∑
l2=0

l!

(l − l2)!l2!
cos(φR)l−l2 sin(φR)l2∂l−l2x1

∂l2x2
%(~r)

=

∞∑
l=0

rl

l!

l∑
l2=0

(
l

l2

)
(cos(φR)∂x1)l−l2(sin(φR)∂x2)l2%(~r)

=

∞∑
l=0

rl

l!
(cos(φR)∂x1

+ sin(φR)∂x2
)l%(~r) (27)

=

∞∑
l=0

rl

l!
(û(φR) · ~∇~r)l%(~r).

Inserting Eq. (27) into Eq. (26) gives

Iint = βDT
~∇~r ·

(
%(~r, φ, t)

∞∑
l=0

1

l!

∫ ∞
0

dr rl+1U ′2(r)

∫ 2π

0

dφR û(φR)(û(φR) · ~∇~r)l
∫ 2π

0

dφ′ g(r, θ1, θ2)

)
%(~r, φ′, t). (28)

G. Fourier expansion of the pair-correlation
function

Having removed the integrals over r in the interaction
term via the gradient expansion, what remains are the
angular integrals over θ1 and θ2 (or φR and φ′). (This is
why, in Fig. 1, we refer to the interaction term (28) as
spatially local rather than just as local.) Ideally, what
we want are differential equations (rather than integro-
differential equations) for order-parameter fields depend-
ing solely on ~r and t. Thus, we want to get rid of the inte-
grals by calculating them explicitly. This can be achieved
by expanding the angular dependencies of both g and %.
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We start with g, for which we use a Fourier expansion.
Exploiting that g is real, this expansion reads

g(r, θ1, θ2) =

∞∑
n1,n2=−∞

gn1n2
(r) cos(n1θ1 + n2θ2) (29)

with the r-dependent expansion coefficients [22]

gn1n2
(r) =

∫ 2π

0
dθ1

∫ 2π

0
dθ2 g(r, θ1, θ2) cos(n1θ1 + n2θ2)

π2(1 + δn10)(1 + δn20)
.

(30)
Inserting Eq. (29) into Eq. (28) gives

Iint = βDT
~∇~r ·

(
%(~r, φ, t)

∞∑
l=0

∞∑
n1,n2=−∞

1

l!

∫ ∞
0

dr rl+1U ′2(r)

∫ 2π

0

dφR û(φR)(û(φR) · ~∇~r)l (31)∫ 2π

0

dφ′ gn1n2
(r) cos(n1θ1 + n2θ2)

)
%(~r, φ′, t).

H. Cartesian order-parameter expansion

Ideally, we want to explicitly evaluate the integrals over
φR and φ′ in Eq. (31), since only in this way we can ensure
that we do not have to deal with them in the final model.
This is not immediately possible as long as % still depends
on φ′. To solve this problem, we expand also the angular
dependence of %. For this purpose, we use the Cartesian
order-parameter expansion [48, 62, 63]

%(~r, û) =

∞∑
b=0

2∑
i1,...,ib=1

%i1,...,ib(~r)ui1 · · ·uib , (32)

with the fields

%i1,...,ib(~r) =
2− δb0

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφ %(~r, û)Ti1,...,ib(û) (33)

that are symmetric traceless tensors for b ≥ 2 and thus
have two independent coefficients at every order b > 0.
Here, ui is the i-th component of û and

Ti1,...,ib(û) =
(−1)b

b!
(b+δb0)∂i1 · · · ∂ib(1−ln(r))

∣∣∣∣
~r=û

(34)

are the tensor Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind.
The first three are given by [48]

T0(û) = 1, (35)

~T1(û) = û, (36)

T 2(û) = 2û⊗ û− 1. (37)

Usually, the expansion (32) is truncated at order b = 2.
In this case, it reads

%(~r, û) ≈ ρ(~r) + ~P (~r) · û+Q(~r) : (û⊗ û) (38)

with the double tensor contraction :, the spatial density7

ρ(~r) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφ %(~r, û), (39)

the polarization

~P (~r) =
1

π

∫ π

0

dφ %(~r, û)û, (40)

and the nematic tensor

Q(~r) =
2

π

∫ π

0

dφ %(~r, û)

(
û⊗ û− 1

2
1

)
. (41)

The Cartesian order parameter expansion is orderwise
equivalent to a Fourier expansion [48, 62], i.e., the sum
of all terms of a certain order in a Fourier expansion is
equal to the sum of all terms of a certain order in a Carte-
sian expansion. In particular, this implies that the same
orthogonality properties hold for both of them, and that
one expansion can be rewritten into the other one (ex-
plicit conversion tables are provided in Ref. [48]). This
leads to the question why we use a Fourier expansion
for g and a Cartesian expansion for %. While this has,
to a certain extent, “historical” reasons, a possible moti-
vation are the relative advantages and disadvantages of
these two types of expansions. The Fourier expansion is
mathematically useful since it involves no redundancies
(in contrast to the Cartesian expansion, which in two di-
mensions leads, e.g., to four coefficients at second order of
which only two are independent) and since it is relatively
easy to do calculations with it. Moreover, the Fourier ex-
pansion is much more familiar to most physicists. This
makes it reasonable to use the Fourier expansion for g,
which is an object that (at least in the present context)
primarily serves a calculational purpose. The Cartesian
expansion, on the other hand, has the advantage of be-
ing more easily interpretable as the expansion coefficients
have a more intuitive physical meaning. If, for example,
the polarization vector at a certain position points in a
certain direction, then this is the direction that the par-
ticles located at this position are self-propelling towards.
Consequently, it is useful to express results for % in terms
of a Cartesian rather than a Fourier expansion.

I. Approximate equations of motion for the
order-parameter fields

To obtain from Eq. (20) equations of motion for the
order-parameter field %i1,...,ib , we multiply Eq. (20) by
Ti1,...,ib(û) and integrate the result over φ. This can be
done at arbitrary orders [22]. Since our goal here is to

7 The standard definition of the one-body particle density would
be 2πρ if ρ is defined by Eq. (39).
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give an introduction to this approach (and not to simply
reproduce the general results from Ref. [22]), we here
restrict ourselves to the standard order-parameter fields

ρ and ~P . In other words, we truncate the expansion (32)
at first order, giving

%(~r, û) ≈ ρ(~r) + ~P (~r) · û. (42)

Including the nematic tensor Q, as done in Ref. [22],
would make the result quantitatively more accurate, but
does not change the general idea in any way.

In the Fourier expansion of g (Eq. (29)), we include
only the contributions with n1, n2 ∈ {−1, 0, 1} (as is rea-
sonable since we have truncated the Cartesian expansion
(32) at first order) and the gradient expansion (27) at
order l = 3 (since we wish to derive AMB+, a theory of
fourth order in derivatives – note that one derivative is
already present for l = 0). Equation (20) can then be
projected onto ρ by simply integrating it over φ and then
dividing by 2π. The result is

ρ̇(~r, t)

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφ

((
DT

~∇2
~r +DR∂

2
φ − vAû(φ) · ~∇~r

)
(ρ(~r, t) + ~P (~r, t) · û(φ)) + βDT

~∇~r ·
(

(ρ(~r) + ~P (~r) · û(φ))( 3∑
l=0

1∑
n1,n2=−1

1

l!

∫ ∞
0

dr rl+1U ′2(r)

∫ 2π

0

dφR û(φR) (43)

(û(φR) · ~∇~r)l
∫ 2π

0

dφ′ gn1n2
(r) cos(n1θ1 + n2θ2)

))
(ρ(~r, t) + ~P (~r, t) · û(φ′))

)
.

Equation (43) may seem relatively complicated as it still
involves several angular integrals. However, this is un-
problematic since the integrals over φR and φ′ can be
easily calculated using a computer algebra system8 (or
by evaluating them by hand if one really solving inte-
grals). This gives (dropping dependencies on ~r and t and

defining ~∇ = ~∇~r)

ρ̇ = DT
~∇2ρ− vA

2
~∇ · ~P

+ βDT
~∇ ·
(
A1ρ~P +A2

~∇(~P 2) +A3ρ~∇ρ+A4
~P ~∇2ρ

+ 2A4(~P · ~∇)~∇ρ+A5ρ~∇2 ~P + 2A5ρ~∇(~∇ · ~P )

+A6(~∇2~∇⊗ ~P ) · ~P +A7ρ~∇~∇2ρ

)
(44)

8 For evaluating the integrals in Eq. (43) using Mathematica [64],
it saves a lot of computing time to apply “Expand” before using
“Integrate”.

with the coefficients

A1 = π2

∫ ∞
0

dr rU ′2(r)(g10(r) + g−10(r) + g1−1(r) + g−11(r)),

(45)

A2 =
1

4
π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r2U ′2(r)(g01(r) + g0−1(r)), (46)

A3 = 2π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r2U ′2(r)g00(r), (47)

A4 =
1

8
π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r3U ′2(r)(g10(r) + g−10(r)), (48)

A5 =
1

8
π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r3U ′2(r)(g1−1(r) + g−11(r)), (49)

A6 =
1

16
π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r4U ′2(r)(g01(r) + g0−1(r)), (50)

A7 =
1

4
π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r4U ′2(r)g00(r). (51)

Similarly, we can derive a dynamic equation for ~P by
multiplying Eq. (20) with û(φ)/π and then integrating
over φ. The result is

~̇P = DT
~∇2 ~P −DR

~P − vA
~∇ρ

+ βDT

(
A8
~∇(~P 2) +A9

~∇ · (~P ⊗ ~P ) +A10
~∇(ρ2)

+A11
~∇ · ((~∇ρ)⊗ ~P ) +A12

~∇ · (ρ~∇⊗ ~P ) (52)

+ 2A13
~∇ · (ρ~∇⊗ ~∇ρ) +A13

~∇ρ~∇2ρ
)

with the coefficients

A8 =
1

2
π2

∫ ∞
0

dr rU ′2(r)(g11(r) + g−1−1(r)), (53)

A9 = π2

∫ ∞
0

dr rU ′2(r)(g1−1(r) + g−11(r)), (54)

A10 = 2π2

∫ ∞
0

dr rU ′2(r)(g10(r) + g−10(r)), (55)

A11 = 2π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r2U ′2(r)g00(r), (56)

A12 = π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r2U ′2(r)(g01(r) + g0−1(r)), (57)

A13 =
1

4
π2

∫ ∞
0

dr r3U ′2(r)(g10(r) + g−10(r)). (58)

Note that, in Eq. (52), we have only included terms up
to order l = 2 (rather than of order l = 3 as in Eq. (43)).
Even at order l = 2, we have already dropped all terms

involving ~P . The reason will be explained in Section III J.

J. Quasi-stationary approximation

We have thus successfully derived a field theory for in-
teracting ABPs that involves two fields, the density ρ and

the polarization ~P . What we want to derive, however, is
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AMB+, a theory involving only ρ. One might conclude
that it was wrong to truncate the expansion (32) at order
b = 1 rather than at order b = 0 and to thereby include a

field (the polarization ~P ) that we do not wish to appear
in our final result. However, if we had done this, then
Eq. (44) would have read

ρ̇ = DT
~∇2ρ+ βDT

~∇ ·
(
A3ρ~∇ρ+A7ρ~∇~∇2ρ

)
. (59)

Equation (59) is a rather uninteresting and, in particular,
a passive theory. The coefficients A3 and A7 are (as can
be seen from their definitions in Eqs. (47) and (51)) the
ones that arise from the Fourier coefficient g00, i.e., the
ones that are still nonzero if the pair-distribution function
g has no angular dependence (as is the case in a passive
system [23]). Physically, the observation that simply ig-

noring ~P results in a passive theory can be understood
based on the fact that, at least for ABPs, the activity is
closely related to the orientation-dependence. We thus

require a strategy for incorporating the effects of ~P into

a theory in which ~P does not explicitly appear.
We can achieve this using a quasi-stationary approxi-

mation (QSA). The QSA is based on the observation that
not all observables evolve on the same timescale. Con-
served quantities such as ρ typically evolve slower than

non-conserved quantities such as ~P . The reason is that
the local amount of, e.g., particle density can only change
if the density spreads through the system [65]. Suppose

now that, after a sufficiently long time, ~P has reached a
stationary state. This stationary state will be a solution

of Eq. (52) for ~̇P = ~0. Solving Eq. (52) with ~̇P = ~0

gives ~P as a function of ρ (and its spatial derivatives).

Since ~P evolves faster than ρ, this state will be reached
on a timescale on which ρ is still changing. If, however,

ρ changes, then the stationary solution for ~P will also

change. Therefore, ~P relaxes to a new state correspond-
ing to the new ρ. Thus, if we are interested in the time
evolution of ρ only on timescales longer than the time

that ~P requires to relax, then we may assume that the ~P
appearing on the right-hand side of Eq. (44) at time t is

the ~P that is the stationary solution of Eq. (52) for the
density ρ that we have at time t. Inserting this solution

for ~P into Eq. (44) gives a closed dynamic equation for
ρ only, which is precisely what we were aiming for.

If we, motivated by these considerations, make the
QSA

~̇P = ~0, (60)

Eq. (52) gives

~P =
DT

DR

~∇2 ~P − vA

DR

~∇ρ

+
βDT

DR

(
A8
~∇(~P 2) +A9

~∇ · (~P ⊗ ~P ) +A10
~∇(ρ2)

+A11
~∇ · ((~∇ρ)⊗ ~P ) +A12

~∇ · (ρ~∇⊗ ~P ) (61)

+ 2A13
~∇ · (ρ~∇⊗ ~∇ρ) +A13

~∇ρ~∇2ρ
)
.

Equation (61) may not seem especially useful since it

gives ~P in terms of a complicated expression that in-

volves also ~P and its derivatives. However, we can make
use of the fact that we can ignore terms of higher than
third order in derivatives (see below for an explanation).
We simply insert Eq. (61) into itself (i.e., we replace ev-

ery occurrence of ~P on the right-hand side of Eq. (61) by
the entire right-hand side) and then drop terms of higher
than third order in derivatives. The result will still con-
tain terms involving ~P . We thus repeat this procedure
one more time and find the constitutive equation

~P = −DTvA

D2
R

~∇2~∇ρ+
βD2

TA10

D2
R

~∇2~∇(ρ2)

− vA

DR

~∇ρ+
βDTv

2
AA8

D3
R

~∇(~∇ρ)2

+
βDTv

2
AA9

D3
R

~∇ · ((~∇ρ)⊗ ~∇ρ) +
βDTA10

DR

~∇(ρ2)

− βDTvAA11

D2
R

~∇ · ((~∇ρ)⊗ ~∇ρ) (62)

− βDTvAA12

D2
R

~∇ · (ρ~∇⊗ ~∇ρ)

+
2βDTA13

DR

~∇ · (ρ~∇⊗ ~∇ρ) +
βDTA13

DR

~∇ρ~∇2ρ.

We have found an expression for ~P in terms of ρ and
its derivatives, valid in the long-time limit. To further
simplify the result, we have also dropped terms of higher
than second order in ρ. This is a so-called low-density
approximation. If we assume that the density is low,
then terms of higher order in densities are negligible.

Re-arranging terms and applying the vector identities

~∇ · ((~∇ρ)⊗ ~∇ρ) = (~∇2ρ)~∇ρ+
1

2
~∇(~∇ρ)2, (63)

~∇ · (ρ~∇⊗ ~∇ρ) =
1

2
~∇(~∇ρ)2 + ρ~∇~∇2ρ, (64)

~∇ρ~∇2ρ = (~∇2ρ)~∇ρ+ ρ~∇~∇2ρ (65)

gives

~P = −DTvA

D2
R

~∇2~∇ρ+
βD2

TA10

D2
R

~∇2~∇(ρ2)

− vA

DR

~∇ρ+
βDTA10

DR

~∇(ρ2)

+
βDT

2D3
R

(2v2
AA8 + v2

AA9 −DRvAA11 −DRvAA12

+ 2D2
RA13)~∇(~∇ρ)2 (66)

+
βDT

D3
R

(v2
AA9 −DRvAA11 +D2

RA13)(~∇2ρ)~∇ρ

+
βDT

D2
R

(−vAA12 + 3DRA13)ρ~∇~∇2ρ.
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A dynamic equation for ρ can then be obtained by insert-
ing Eq. (66) into Eq. (44) and dropping terms of higher

than fourth order in ~∇ and second order in ρ. We find

ρ̇ = DT
~∇2ρ

− vA

2
~∇ ·
(
− DTvA

D2
R

~∇2~∇ρ+
βD2

TA10

D2
R

~∇2~∇(ρ2)

− vA

DR

~∇ρ+
βDTA10

DR

~∇(ρ2)

+
βDT

2D3
R

(2v2
AA8 + v2

AA9 −DRvAA11

−DRvAA12 + 2D2
RA13)~∇(~∇ρ)2

+
βDT

D3
R

(v2
AA9 −DRvAA11 +D2

RA13)(~∇2ρ)~∇ρ

+
βDT

D2
R

(−vAA12 + 3DRA13)ρ~∇~∇2ρ

)
+ βDT

~∇ ·
(
A1ρ

(
− vADT

D2
R

~∇2~∇ρ− vA

DR

~∇ρ
)

+A2
~∇
(
− vA

DR

~∇ρ
)2

+A3ρ~∇ρ (67)

+A4

(
− vA

DR

~∇ρ
)
~∇2ρ+ 2A4

((
− vA

DR

~∇ρ
)
· ~∇
)
~∇ρ

+A5ρ~∇2

(
− vA

DR

~∇ρ
)

+ 2A5ρ~∇
(
~∇ ·
(
− vA

DR

~∇ρ
))

+A7ρ~∇~∇2ρ

)
.

This last step allows us to understand why we were able
to ignore a number of terms (all of order l = 3 and the

ones of order l = 2 that involve ~P ) in Eq. (52), and why
we were able to drop all terms of higher than third order

in ~∇ in Eq. (61). The sole purpose of Eq. (52) is to pro-

duce a constitutive equation for ~P that we can plug into
Eq. (44) in order to derive a dynamic equation of fourth

order in gradients. The term with the lowest order in ~∇
in Eq. (44) is −(vA/2)~∇ · ~P . This term already involves

one ~∇, implying that any terms of fourth order in ~∇ in
Eq. (52) produce terms of fifth order in Eq. (44). These
terms are irrelevant (we want a theory for ρ of fourth or-
der), such that we can directly ignore terms of fourth or-

der in Eq. (52). Moreover, Eq. (61) shows that ~P is given

by−(vA/DR)~∇ρ+“terms involving ~P and/or more ~∇s”.
If we then start recursively inserting Eq. (61) into itself,

each ~P in a term will lead to an additional ~∇. Conse-
quently, terms of third order in ~∇ in Eq. (52) that in-

volve ~P would effectively be of (at least) fourth order in
~∇ and therefore irrelevant. This is an important obser-
vation since including terms of higher order in gradients
and polarizations can very quickly make the derivation
significantly more complicated. If we plan our derivation
carefully before actually performing it, we can save a lot

of time by avoiding unnecessary calculations.9

Collecting and simplifying terms in Eq. (67) using the
identities

~∇ · (ρ~∇~∇2ρ) = ~∇2(ρ~∇2ρ)− ~∇ · ((~∇ρ)(~∇2ρ)),

(68)

~∇ · (((~∇ρ) · ~∇)~∇ρ) =
1

2
~∇2(~∇ρ)2, (69)

~∇ · (ρ~∇ρ) =
1

2
~∇2(ρ2), (70)

~∇2~∇2(ρ2) = 2~∇2(ρ~∇2ρ+ (~∇ρ)2) (71)

gives Eq. (4) with the coefficients

a = DT +
v2

A

2DR
, (72)

b =
βDT

2DR
(−vAA1 +DRA3 − vAA10), (73)

κ0 = −DTv
2
A

2D2
R

, (74)

α =
βDT

2D2
R

(2DTvAA1 + 6DRvAA5 − 2D2
RA7

+ 2DTvAA10 − v2
AA12 + 3DRvAA13), (75)

λ0 =
βDTvA

4D3
R

(4DRvAA2 − 4D2
RA4 − 2v2

AA8 − v2
AA9

− 4DTDRA10 +DRvAA11 +DRvAA12 (76)

− 2D2
RA13),

ξ =
βDT

2D3
R

(2DTDRvAA1 − 2D2
RvAA4 + 6D2

RvAA5

− 2D3
RA7 − v3

AA9 +DRv
2
AA11 −DRv

2
AA12 (77)

+ 2D2
RvAA13).

If one, as is often done [22, 25], includes also the ne-
matic tensor Q as a relevant variable, the general proce-
dure remains the same. In this case, one derives a dy-
namic equation also for Q, derives a constitutive equation
for Q, inserts this equation into the dynamic equation for

~P (giving ~̇P as a function of ρ, ~P , and their derivatives),
and then proceeds as shown here.

Moreover, it is notable that we have combined here
several truncated expansions (orientational expansions,
gradient expansion, and low-density approximation). In
this work, we have combined gradient expansions and
low-density approximations simply by applying each of
them separately, i.e., we have counted the number of ρs

9 In principle, we even could have dropped the term proportional
to A6 in Eq. (44) right from the beginning by anticipating that
~P is of first order in gradients, such that the entire term will
be of at least fifth order and therefore irrelevant. We have kept
this term here for completeness since it does not really affect the
difficulty of the calculations.
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and ~∇s in a term and discarded it if there were more
than two ρs or more than four ~∇s. An alternative, more
sophisticated approach would be based on assigning dy-

namic weights to, e.g., ρ and ~∇ and to then demand that

the sum of all dynamic weights of all ρs and ~∇s (the total
dynamic weight) is not larger than a certain value [66].
For example, if one assigns the dynamic weight 1 to both

ρ and ~∇ and discards terms with a total dynamic weight

larger than three, then the terms ρ3 or ~∇2ρ would both be

allowed (dynamic weight three), whereas the term ~∇2(ρ3)
(dynamic weight five) would be neglected. In contrast,
if we just separately count densities and gradients, then

keeping ρ3 and ~∇2ρ would require us to keep also ~∇2(ρ3)
(unless there are other reasons to drop this term).

To summarize: The microscopic derivation of the field
theory (4) from the Langevin equations (5) and (6) is
based on the following approximations:

1. Use of an approximate pair-distribution function g.

2. Truncated Fourier expansion of g.

3. Truncated Cartesian orientational expansion of %.

4. Truncated gradient expansion.

5. Quasi-stationary approximation.

6. Low-density approximation.

K. Some comments on noise

It is interesting to note that the dynamic equation (4)
for the density ρ derived here does not contain noise
terms. This might seem like a problematic omission since
usual expositions of AMB+ and related models [6] do
generally include and discuss such noise terms, and since
other derivations [8] give rise to them.

This problem has received very limited attention in
active matter physics, but was discussed in more detail
in the literature on DDFT [14, 67, 68]. DDFT exists
in stochastic [69, 70] and deterministic [56, 71] variants
(these variants differ in whether or not the dynamic equa-
tion for ρ̇ contains a noise term) and this difference ini-
tially gave rise to discussions concerned with which vari-
ant is the correct one. Eventually, it was found [67]
that these variants differ in the physical interpretation
of the density ρ. In deterministic variants, ρ is the
ensemble-averaged density, obtained by averaging over
various realizations of the Brownian noise [71]. The dy-
namics for this density does not contain noise terms since
one has averaged over them. In contrast, the density ρ
in stochastic DDFT is, depending on which variant is
used, either the microscopic density operator defined as

ρ̂ =
∑N
i=1 δ(~r−~ri) [69] or a spatially smoothed field [70],

but in any case the empirically observable density of an
actual physical system.

In the present work, we have defined the density via
an integral over the probability distribution P . The dy-
namics of P , given by Eq. (16), is deterministic (while P
encodes the noise, it is not itself a noisy quantity), and
therefore our density ρ is an ensemble-averaged quantity
obeying a deterministic dynamics. Other microscopic
derivations of active field theories [8] often rely on the
Dean equation, a stochastic differential equation derived
by Dean [69] which describes the dynamics of the den-
sity operator ρ̂. (The Dean equation is often referred
to as “Dean-Kawasaki equation”, a name that confuses
Dean’s result with that of Kawasaki [70], who derived a
similar equation for the spatially smoothed density [14].)
As long as such a derivation does not contain an ensem-
ble average (this is how deterministic DDFT was initially
derived from the Dean equation [71]), the resulting dy-
namic equation will be stochastic and therefore (although
its form may be very similar) have a different physical in-
terpretation than the deterministic result obtained here.

L. Comparison to other derivation methods

We conclude our presentation of the IEM by comparing
it to some selected other methods by which active field
theories can be derived:

• Derivation from the Dean equation: This
method (reviewed in Ref. [14]), which was discussed
already in Section III K, is relatively popular in ac-
tive matter physics. Examples where it is used to
derive an active field theory include Refs. [72–76].
The Dean equation [69] provides an exact stochas-
tic theory for the dynamics of ρ̂, which can then be
coarse-grained. A major difference of this approach
to the IEM is that the IEM gives a deterministic
and the Dean equation a stochastic theory.

• Derivation via deterministic DDFT: In (deter-
ministic) DDFT [14], one applies a relation from
equilibrium statistical mechanics (“adiabatic ap-
proximation”), which allows to calculate correla-
tion functions based on an equilibrium free en-
ergy functional, to close the interaction term. This
idea was applied to active systems in, e.g., Refs.
[15, 16, 77], after having been introduced for passive
systems in Refs. [56, 71]. The advantage of DDFT
is that one thereby does not require any further in-
put, such as a pair-distribution function g obtained
from simulations as used in the IEM. However,
DDFT has the disadvantage that it is restricted
to close-to-equilibrium systems since the adiabatic
approximation breaks down far from equilibrium.
Therefore, extensions of DDFT in which “superadi-
abatic forces” (forces not captured in the adiabatic
approximation) are included, known as “power
functional theory” [78], have also been applied to
active matter [79, 80].
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• Derivation via PFC models: PFC models
[60, 81] can be derived as a limiting case of DDFT
[61, 82]. This also holds for the active PFC
model [9, 10, 12], which has become a popular
theoretical description of active matter systems
[11, 13, 17, 83, 84]. While active DDFT is typically
formulated as a dynamical theory for %, the active

PFC model uses ρ and ~P as dynamical variables
and is, like the IEM derivation, based on an orien-
tational and a gradient expansion (although a QSA
is usually not employed in PFC derivations). PFC
models are based on the same close-to-equilibrium
assumptions as DDFT and are therefore also re-
stricted to the case of low activity. Since they use
a local free energy, they are less accurate, but also
easier to handle than DDFT.

• Derivation via the Mori-Zwanzig formalism:
The Mori-Zwanzig projection operator formalism
[85–89], reviewed recently in Refs. [90–92], allows
to derive mesoscopic and macroscopic equations
of motion systematically from the microscopic dy-
namics by projection onto a set of (in principle
arbitrary) relevant variables. The Mori-Zwanzig
formalism is a standard tool in the microscopic
derivation of field theories [88, 93, 94] and has
more recently found some applications in active
matter physics [95–97]. Compared to the IEM,
it is much more general – one can use it to de-
rive both deterministic and stochastic models [14],
and it can be applied also in other fields of physics
[98, 99] – but also considerably more complicated.
An explicit discussion of the relation between the
Mori-Zwanzig formalism and the IEM was provided
in Ref. [29], where it was shown that the Mori-
Zwanzig formalism allows to justify certain approx-
imations made in a derivation using the IEM.

IV. APPLICATIONS

A. Density-dependent swimming speed

In a system of many active particles, the swimming
speed of a single particle can depend on the density of
particles in its environment. This effect, which is crucial
for the collective dynamics of active particles (see Section
IV B), can have two physical reasons [100]. First, it is
possible that the particles directly adapt their swimming
speed to the particle density via biochemical effects. This
is the case for quorum-sensing bacteria [101]. Second,
the swimming speed can depend on the density in an
effective way since particles collide with each other in a
more dense region and are thereby slowed down. This is
what happens in systems of ABPs.

Within our field-theoretical approach, we can capture

this effect by noting that Eq. (20) contains a term ~∇ ·
(vAû(φ)%) on the right-hand side, which accounts for self-

propulsion with a swimming speed vA. Suppose now that
we could find a contribution

− ~∇ · (vA,eff(ρ)û(φ)%). (78)

Such a term would describe propulsion with an effective,
density-dependent swimming speed vA,eff(ρ). Therefore,
we can calculate the density-dependent swimming speed
in the IEM framework by looking for a term of the form
(78) in Eq. (20) [22].

Clearly, contributions to such a term can have two ori-

gins – the self-propulsion term ~∇ · (vAû(φ)%) and the
interaction term. If we take a look at Eq. (31), giving an
expression for the interaction term, we can further note
that the interaction term has the form

Iint = βDT
~∇ · (%(~r, û, t)“something”), (79)

such that we need to find conditions under which “some-
thing” is equal to f(ρ)û with f being some function of
ρ. Looking further at Eq. (31), we observe that this can
only be achieved if we truncate the sum over l at order
l = 0 (otherwise there would be too many gradients to
reproduce the form (78)) and if we further replace the
function %(~r, φ′, t) by ρ(~r, t), i.e., if we perform a Carte-
sian expansion truncated at zeroth order (otherwise we
would not get a factor ρ). Doing this and then evaluating
the integrals over φR and φ′, we find

vA,eff(ρ) = v0 − ζρ (80)

with a constant

ζ = 2π2βDT

∫ ∞
0

dr rU ′2(r)(g10(r) + g−10(r)). (81)

B. Motility-induced phase separation

Motility-induced phase separation (MIPS) [100], some-
times also referred to as “active phase separation” [7],
is one of the most widely studied phenomena in active
matter physics. It corresponds to liquid-gas phase sepa-
ration, i.e., to the separation of particles in regions of high
and low density, in a system of purely repulsive identical
particles. Such phase separation would be impossible in
passive systems, but is very commonly observed in active
ones. Physically, MIPS arises from a combination of two
effects [100]. First, active particles tend to accumulate in
regions where their speed is slow. Second, as discussed
in Section IV A, the speed of active particles depends on
the density. This leads to a positive feedback loop: If the
density is higher in a certain region, then the particles
are slower there, implying that the particles accumulate
in this region and the density gets even higher, implying
that the particles become even slower and so on.

For the study of MIPS, it is sufficient to study a model
of second order in derivatives. Dropping terms of fourth
order in derivatives, Eq. (4) reads

ρ̇ = ~∇ · (D(ρ)~∇ρ) (82)
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with the density-dependent diffusion coefficient

D(ρ) = a+ 2bρ. (83)

A linear stability analysis of Eq. (82) gives the spinodal
condition [22, 23]

D(ρ) = 0. (84)

Intuitively, the condition (84) can be understood as fol-
lows: For D(ρ) > 0, Eq. (82) essentially looks like a dif-
fusion equation (although one with a density-dependent
diffusion coefficient). In general, the diffusion equation
predicts that there is a net motion of particles towards
regions with lower density, such that density differences
between two regions will vanish after some time. Mathe-
matically, this can be seen from the fact that the current,

in Eq. (82) given by −D(ρ)~∇ρ, points in the opposite di-

rection to ~∇ρ. This changes for D(ρ) < 0. In this case,
the particle current changes its direction compared to the
normal diffusion equation. Therefore, particles tend to
move towards denser regions, such that initial density dif-
ferences between two regions increase. The consequence
is phase separation.

In Fig. 3, the theoretical prediction for the spinodal for
MIPS obtained in Ref. [22] (the derivation presented here
is a simplified version of the one in Ref. [22]) is compared
with spinodals obtained in earlier studies [23, 25] and
with simulation data for ABPs from Ref. [31]. It is as-
sumed in the simulations that the particles interact via
a Weeks–Chandler–Andersen potential [102], for which
the pair-distribution function was obtained in Ref. [31]
(this result was used in Ref. [22] to calculate the model
coefficients). Figure 3 shows the spinodal as a function
of the Péclet number Pe = vAσ/DT (a measure of activ-
ity), with the particle diameter σ, and the packing den-
sity Φ, which are typical dimensionless quantities used
in active matter physics. The color code indicates the
characteristic length Lc in units of σ as calculated from
the simulations. Lc measures the length scales on which
density inhomogeneities occur [59, 103]. A high value of
Lc implies density inhomogeneities on large scales and
therefore phase separation. As can be seen, the agree-
ment of the prediction (84) with the simulation results is
good. What is also shown and compared to earlier pre-
dictions [104, 105] is the predicted position of the critical
point. (Although “critical point” is a thermodynamic no-
tion, one can give a generalized definition applicable also
to active systems [106].) Also for the critical point the
agreement of the theoretical prediction with the simula-
tion data is good.

The application to MIPS also allows to understand
why the pair-distribution function g is such an essen-
tial quantity in active matter physics. As discussed in
Section III J, assuming that g depends only on r gives
(for our system of spherical ABPs) rise to a passive field
theory, whereas the angular dependence is related to ac-
tivity. In Ref. [23], it was found that the anisotropy of g
is related to MIPS. The pair-distribution function mea-
sures the probability of finding two particles in a certain

FIG. 3. State diagram comparing simulation data for ABPs
from Ref. [31] and the theoretical prediction for the spinodal
and the critical point from Ref. [22] (“predicted spinodal” and
“predicted critical point”) with earlier theoretical predictions
for the spinodal (from Refs. [23, 25]) and the critical point
(from Refs. [104, 105]). Reproduced from Ref. [22]. © IOP
Publishing Ltd. All rights reserved.

configuration [59]. In the case of MIPS, it is, for a given
active particle, more likely that there is another particle
in front of it than behind it. (Intuitively, particles swim-
ming towards each other get stuck [107].) This can only
be described by a function g that depends also on the
particle orientations.

V. EXTENSIONS

We have presented here in detail a derivation for the
simplest possible case – spherical overdamped active
Brownian particles in two spatial dimensions. The IEM
can, however, be applied also in much more general se-
tups. Therefore, we now present some extensions of the
simple IEM shown above. Rather than re-doing the en-
tire derivation, we explicitly discuss in which way these
extensions differ from the “standard” one. This is pos-
sible since the overall strategy remains the same in all
these cases.

A. Three spatial dimensions

Given that we live in a three-dimensional world, an
important extension of the derivation shown in Section
III is a generalization towards three spatial dimensions.
Such a derivation was performed in Ref. [21]. The corre-
sponding pair-distribution function was obtained in Ref.



15

[59]. Here, we briefly summarize how the derivation from
Ref. [21] differs from the one discussed in Section III.

The main difference to the two-dimensional case is the
treatment of the orientational degrees of freedom. In two
dimensions, one can always specify the orientation of a
(hard) particle using one angle φ. In three dimensions,
the required number of angles depends on the shape of
the particle. We first consider (as is done in almost all
theoretical investigations of both passive and active mat-
ter) only particles with an axis of continuous rotational
symmetry. Examples of such particles are rods and ac-
tive spheres. For such particles, known as uniaxial par-
ticles, two angles φ ∈ [0, 2π) and θ ∈ [0, π), the usual
angles of spherical polar coordinates, are sufficient. In
dynamic equations such as Eq. (16) and Eq. (20), a par-
tial derivative ∂φ with respect to φ is replaced by the

angular momentum operator ~R = û ⊗ ~∇û, where ~∇û is
the del operator containing partial derivatives with re-
spect to the elements of û.

We thus have to extend both the angular expansion
(29) and the Cartesian expansion (32) to the case of a
dependence on two angles. The Fourier expansion (29)
then generalizes to an expansion in spherical harmonics
Y ml (û) [108] (here with Condon-Shortley phase conven-
tion), given by [21]

g(r, ûR, û, û
′)

=

∞∑
lr,l,l′=0

lr∑
mr=−lr

l∑
m=−l

l′∑
m′=−l′

g(lrll
′; r)

∑
mrmm′

C(ll′lr,mm
′mr)

Y mr∗
lr

(ûR)Y ml (û)Y m
′

l′ (û′)
(85)

with the expansion coefficients

g(lrll
′; r) =

{√
(2lr+1)(2l+1)(2l′+1)

(4π)3/2C(ll′lr,000)

∫
S2d

2u
∫
S2d

2u′
∫
S2d

2u′′ g(r, û, û′, û′′)Plr (û)Pl(û
′)Pl′(û′′), if l + l′ + lr = even,

0, else,
(86)

the Legendre polynomials Pl(û), the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients C(ll′lr,mm′mr), and the complex conjuga-
tion ∗. For the expansion of %, we can use the three-
dimensional Cartesian expansion [48, 108]

%(~r, û) =

∞∑
b=0

3∑
i1,...,ib=1

%i1,...,ib(~r)ui1 · · ·uib , (87)

with the fields

%i1,...,ib(~r) =
2b+ 1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dφ

∫ π

0

dθ %(~r, û)T
(3)
i1,...,ib

(û) (88)

and the tensor Legendre polynomials

T
(3)
i1,...,ib

(û) =
(−1)b

b!
∂i1 · · · ∂ib

1

r

∣∣∣∣
~r=û

. (89)

Also in the three-dimensional case, the angular and the
Cartesian expansion are orderwise equivalent. A compli-
cation compared to the two-dimensional case is, however,
that the number of independent expansion coefficients
becomes larger at higher orders. In two dimensions, we
have two independent coefficients at every order b > 0,
whereas in three dimensions, we have 2b+ 1 independent
coefficients at every order.

B. Particles with arbitrary shape

For particles with a general shape (biaxial particles),
three angles (Euler angles) are required. One can, for
this purpose, further extend the expansion (87) to the

case of a dependence on three angles. This procedure is
explained in detail in Ref. [48]. In Ref. [66], the IEM
was used to derive a field theory for active particles with
arbitrary shapes.

C. Circle swimmers

In Ref. [26], the IEM was applied to systems of circle
swimmers. These are characterized by an additional con-
stant term ω (which is the angular velocity of a free parti-
cle) appearing on the right-hand side of Eq. (6). From the
modified Langevin equations, one can then carry out the
derivation in the way presented in Section III. The au-
thors of Ref. [26] derived a model of second and fourth or-
der in spatial derivatives. While the second-order model
can be mapped onto the standard second-order model
(82) by introducing an effective temperature and effec-
tive rotational diffusion coefficient, a direct mapping is
no longer possible in the fourth-order model, where the
additional contributions occurring in circle swimmer sys-
tems give rise to a chiral current involving a mixing of
spatial derivatives.

D. Mixtures

Another extension, considered in Ref. [25] (with
stronger approximations for the angular dependencies of
g than in later studies [22]), is to study mixtures. A typi-
cal example is the investigation of mixtures of active and
passive particles [12], but also mixtures of different ac-
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tive species can be considered [25]. Essentially, the main
difference is that one has to consider separate fields %µ,

ρµ, and ~Pµ for every species (µ is then an index for the
species). Also, the pair-distribution function is then a
function gµν with two indices.

E. External fields

The dynamics of ABPs in external fields was studied
using the IEM in Ref. [27]. Here, one adds an external

force ~Fext on the right-hand side of Eq. (5). Essentially,
the derivation again goes through as presented in Section
III. At second order in derivatives, one gets the expected
result

ρ̇ = −~∇ · (ρ~Fext +D(ρ)~∇ρ), (90)

i.e., the external field simply gives an additional contri-

bution ρ~Fext in the density current. This is also the way
an external field would manifest itself in, e.g., DDFT.
At fourth order in derivatives, one finds, however, that
the density current gets additional contributions in which
~Fext is multiplied with nonlinear functions of ρ and ~∇ρ
– a rather counterintuitive result that is in strong con-
trast to what one would expect based on theories such as
DDFT. The origin of these contributions is the QSA dis-
cussed in Section III J. Since the transport equation for
~P will also involve ~Fext, ~Fext will appear in the consti-

tutive equation for ~P obtained from setting ~̇P = ~0, and

by inserting the constitutive equation for ~P into the con-

tributions in the interaction term where ~P is multiplied

with nonlinear functions of ρ and ~∇ρ, one gets terms in

which the same happens to ~Fext.

F. Orientation-dependent propulsion speed

The derivation in Section III has assumed that vA is
simply a constant parameter that does not depend on
~r or φ. While this assumption is made in most deriva-
tions of active field theories, a number of recent studies
have investigated, both theoretically and experimentally,
systems where vA depends on position [109–111] and ori-
entation [28, 112]. A dependence of vA on φ can arise,
e.g., in light-driven [4] or ultrasound-driven [113] parti-
cles. Such dependencies provide a way of controlling the
collective dynamics of active particles.

With this motivation, a field theory for the collective
dynamics of active particles with orientation-dependent
propulsion was derived using the IEM in Ref. [28]. This
derivation is essentially parallel to the one shown above,
with one crucial difference: If vA in Eq. (5) depends on
φ, then, in order to remove all orientational dependencies
from the final theory for ρ, we need to perform an orien-
tational expansion also for vA. This expansion takes the

(Cartesian) form

vA(φ)û(φ) = ~µ(1) + û(φ) · µ(2) +O(û2) (91)

with the orientation-averaged propulsion velocity

~µ(1) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφ vA(φ)û(φ) (92)

and the symmetric velocity tensor

µ(2) =
1

π

∫ 2π

0

dφ vA(φ)û(φ)⊗ û(φ). (93)

This allows to derive the field theory

ρ̇ = −~∇ ·
(
~µ(1)ρ

)
+ ~∇ ·

(
D(ρ)~∇ρ

)
(94)

with the diffusion tensor

D(ρ) = (DT + c1ρ+ c2ρ
2)1+ c3ρµ

(2) +
µ(2) · µ(2)

2DR
(95)

and constant coefficients c1, c2, and c3. Note that in

deriving Eq. (94), only terms of up to second order in ~∇
have been taken into account.

G. Inertia

Active particles studied in experiments, such as mi-
croswimmers, are typically subject to very large friction
forces and therefore well described by the overdamped
Langevin equations (5) and (6). This, however, is not
true for all active particles. Important counterexamples
are vibrated granulates and flying insects [114]. In recent
years, inertial active particles have attracted an increas-
ing amount of attention (see Ref. [107] for a review). An
extension of the IEM towards inertial dynamics was pro-
posed in Ref. [29]. Here, we explain the main ideas of
this extension.

If the translational (but not the rotational) motion is
underdamped, the momentum ~p of the particles has to be
used as a state variable in addition to the position ~r and
orientation φ. Consequently, the many-body distribution
P depends not only on the positions and orientations,
but also on the momenta of all particles. Integrating
the dynamic equation for P (the inertial extension of
Eq. (16)) over the coordinates of all particles except for
one gives a dynamic equation for the orientation- and
momentum-dependent one-particle density P1(~r, ~p, û, t).
One then defines the orientation-dependent one-particle
density as

%(~r, û, t) =

∫
d2pP1(~r, ~p, û, t) (96)

and makes the generalized local equilibrium approxima-
tion

P1(~r, ~p, û, t) =
%(~r, û, t)

2πMkBT
exp

(
− (~p−M~v(~r, û, t))2

2MkBT

)
(97)
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with the particle mass M , the Boltzmann constant kB,
the temperature T , and the generalized velocity field ~v.
Equation (97) implies

%(~r, û, t)~v(~r, û, t) =

∫
d2p

~p

M
P1(~r, ~p, û, t). (98)

From the dynamic equation for P1 (which constitutes the
first equation in the BBGKY hierarchy), one then ob-
tains dynamic equations for % and ~v, which play the role
of Eq. (20) for the subsequent derivation – not because
these equations are the first equations of the BBKGY hi-
erarchy, but because they constitute unclosed governing
equations for order-parameter fields depending on ~r and
φ that can be treated in a similar way as Eq. (20). The
dynamic equation for ~v contains an interaction term that
is approximated via Fourier and gradient expansions in
the standard way. Since we have two φ-dependent order-
parameter fields, we require, in addition to the Cartesian
expansion (32) of %, a similar expansion for ~v. This ex-
pansion reads

~v(~r, û) = ~v(~r) + û · v ~P (~r) (99)

with the local velocity

~v(~r) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφ~v(~r, û) (100)

and the local velocity polarization

v ~P (~r) =
1

π

∫ 2π

0

dφ û⊗ ~v(~r, û). (101)

One thereby obtains coupled equations of motion for the

four order-parameter fields ρ, ~P , ~v, and v ~P . Due to the
larger number of order-parameter fields, a choice needs
to be made for the QSA regarding which fields are con-
sidered the slow ones. This depends on the properties
of the physical system in question. In the usual case of
strongly damped systems, such as microswimmers at low
Reynolds number, one would assume the velocity field

~v to relax quickly compared to the polarization field ~P .
Reference [29], in contrast, considered the case of weak

damping (and large DR) in which ~v can be assumed to

be slow compared to ~P . This is a specific choice made
in Ref. [29], in general the IEM allows to consider also
other limits.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have provided an introduction to
the microscopic derivation of predictive field theories for
active matter using the IEM. As an example, we have
discussed in detail all steps required for a derivation of
AMB+ using this method. Thereby, we have also cov-
ered a number of theoretical techniques that are impor-
tant also beyond this specific application, such as orienta-
tional expansions or gradient expansions. Moreover, we
have covered several extensions of the simple derivation
for spherical ABPs in two dimensions from the literature.

VII. OUTLOOK

The IEM – and field-theoretical modeling of active
matter in general – has significant potential for future
research. As can be seen from the list of extensions, the
method is quite flexible, allowing it to be applied also in
contexts for which it was not originally developed. Possi-
ble further applications include field theories for particles
with non-reciprocal interactions [38, 115], less approx-
imate models for mixtures [25], or the incorporation of
hydrodynamic interactions [116]. Moreover, one could in-
vestigate in more detail the relation of the IEM to other
approaches such as DDFT or the Mori-Zwanzig formal-
ism in order to understand in more detail which approach
is the best one in a certain given context.
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