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Abstract
We consider a Vicsek-like model of Non-Brownian self-propelled particles with anti-alignment

interactions where particles try to avoid each other by attempting to turn into opposite directions. In

contrast to the regular Vicsek-model with “ferromagnetic” alignment, external noise is not required

to mix particles and to reach a non-pathological stationary state. The particles undergo apparent

Brownian motion, even though the particle’s equations are fully deterministic. We show that

the deterministic interactions lead to internal, dynamical noise. Starting from the exact N-particle

Liouville equation, a kinetic equation for the one-particle distribution function is obtained. We show

that the usual mean-field assumption of Molecular Chaos which involves a simple factorization of

the N-particle probability leads to qualitatively wrong predictions such as an infinite coefficient of

self-diffusion.

Going beyond mean-field and applying the refined assumption of “one-sided molecular chaos”

where the two-particle-correlations during binary interactions are explicitly taken into account, we

analytically calculate the scattering of particles in the limit of low density and obtain explicit expres-

sions for the dynamical noise of an effective one-particle Langevin-equation and the corresponding

self-diffusion. In this calculation, the so-called superposition principle of traditional kinetic theory

was modified to handle a system with non-Hamiltonian dynamics involving phase-space compres-

sion. The predicted theoretical expressions for the relaxation of hydrodynamic modes and the

self-diffusion coefficient are in excellent, quantitative agreement with agent-based simulations at

small density and small anti-alignment strength.

At large particle densities, a given particle is constantly approached and abandoned by different

collision partners. Modelling this switching of partners by a random telegraph process and exactly

solving a self-consistent integral equation, we obtain explicit expressions for the noise correlations

of the effective one-particle Langevin-equation. Comparison with agent-based simulation show very

good agreement.

2



PACS numbers:87.10.-e, 05.20.Dd, 64.60.Cn, 02.70.Ns

I. INTRODUCTION

Ensembles of interacting, self-propelled particles (SPPs) provide the most common real-

ization of active matter and have been attracting much attention from the statistical physics

and soft matter communities. During the last 25 years, SPP’s have been extensively studied

as minimal representations of many living and synthetic systems from insect swarms and

bird flocks to pedestrians and robots [1–5]. A wealth of intriguing collective states, including

wave formation, swirling, laning and mesoscale turbulence can be obtained by surprisingly

simple microscopic models for the particles [6]. One prominent class of such models is charac-

terized by a velocity-aligment rule among neighboring particles and goes back to the famous

Vicsek-model (VM)[7–11, 14, 15] which favours parallel alignment of propulsion directions.

Another well-established model is the Active Brownian Particle model [16–23] where self-

propelled particles interact via isotropic repulsion due to excluded volume. Both model

classes contain explicit noise sources that mimick, for example, environmental disturbances

or alignment errors. The interesting features of these models such as pattern formation and

collective motion are a result of the interplay of self-propulsion, noise, alignment and/or

steric avoidance.

Since a global theoretical framework comparable to equilibrium statistical thermody-

namics is still missing for such far-from-equilibrium systems with many interacting objects,

researchers mostly rely on agent-based computer simulations, e.g. [4, 10, 15, 23], and hy-

drodynamic theories which are constructed by symmetry arguments [24–26] or are derived

from the microscopic rules by means of mean-field assumptions [27–34]. Efforts to go be-

yond mean-field in a self-consistent way [35–37] are sparse as they are usually prohibitively

difficult or only work for specific systems in certain ranges of parameter space.

SPPs with alignment interactions form large networks of rotators, where links between

rotators are defined if they are within each others interaction range. The connectivity of

the network evolves in time and depends on the history of the directions of the rotators.

Networks of interacting rotators are studied in connection with spiking nerve cells in the

brain, pacemaker cells in the heart, or the interacting cells in developing tissue. The equation

of motions of these rotators are almost identical to the equations of SPPs with chirality where
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the chirality is given by the oscillation frequency of a particular rotator. The main difference

is the absence of evolution for the rotator positions, hence, the network configuration is

typically assumed as frozen. Similar to active matter, research in this area often focuses

on collective phenomena like synchronization, global oscillations and waves. However, the

emergence of asynchronous irregular activity instead of some form of macroscopic order is

actually more typical, e.g., in the awake behaving animal [38–40]. A full understanding of

the rich temporal structure of the asynchronous state is still an open challenge. In this

state, units behave quasistochastically because they are driven by a large number of other

likewise quasistochastic units. The statistics of the driving amount to an effective, dynamical

network noise whose correlations depend in a non-trivial way on both the osciallator and

network properties. Recently, progress was made for a system of permanently but randomly

coupled rotators in the asynchronous state: within a stochastic mean-field approximation

an effective Langevin equation for the rotators with temporally correlated noise sources was

established and the noise correlations were calculated self-consistently [41–43].

In this paper, we show the details on how the temporal correlations of the network noise

can be analytically determined in a history-dependent temporal network of Non-Brownian

self-propelled particles in the asynchronous state [44]. To this end, similar to [41] we pursue

the main idea of Brownian motion and assume that the effects of the surrounding rotators on

a focal rotator can be modeled by a Gaussian network noise term ξ(t), leading to an effective,

one-particle Langevin-equation for the angular change of the focal rotator. Since the particles

are mobile, the network noise manifests itself in the self-diffusion of the particles, which is

one of the predicted quantities of our theory. At large particle densities, this is achieved

by means of a self-consistent mapping of the network dynamics to a birth-death process,

whereas at small densities, we develop a quantitative scattering theory beyond mean-field

by using a first-principle, non-local closure of the BBGKY-hierarchy. We give a particular

example of a system of self-propelled particles, where the usual mean-field factorization of

the N-particle probability distributions, often called Molecular Chaos assumption, leads to

unphysical results whereas the non-local closure gives quantitatively correct predictions for

the dynamics of the system, even far from the stationary state. Our theory opens a route

for quantitative treatment and derivations of hydrodynamic equations beyond mean-field

for other, more complex systems of self-propelled particles with, for example, chiral [76–78],

nematic [80, 81], bounded-confidence [82, 83], vision-cone [84, 85] or other non-reciprocal
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[86, 87, 92] interactions. The theory has already been extended to binary mixtures of active

particles [79] where it quantitatively reproduces the effect of the self-propulsion speed on the

order/disorder transition. The theory has also been generalized to models with very small

external noise [79].

We consider a minimalistic version of the already bare-bones model of SPPs with

Kuramoto-like alignment [30, 88–93] without any noise term and without chirality. In-

spired by pedestrian dynamics in crowded spaces at the start of the Covid pandemic in

early 2020, we use an anti-ferromagnetic rule that favours “social distancing” of particles

travelling in initially similar directions. We develop a scattering theory which starts at

the N-particle Liouville equation and the corresponding BBGKY-hierarchy of evolution

equations for reduced robability densities. The simplicity of the anti-alignment interactions

allows us to analytically determine the cross section of the SPPs and to explicitly solve the

evolution equation of the two-particle probability density for two interacting particles in

the low density limit. Reinserting this solution in the first BBGKY-equation amounts to a

non-local closure of this equation, leading to correction terms absent in the usual mean-field

closure.

There is only a few model systems of many interacting particles for which it is possible to

analytically derive a Langevin-equation by explicitly integrating over the irrelevant degrees

of freedom. Some examples are described in the text book by Zwanzig [64]. More recent

examples are given, e.g., in Refs. [41, 94]. Here, we provide another example where this is

possible and where the approach is asymptotically exact in the limit of vanishing density

and interaction strength.

A. The model

We consider N point-particles with constant speed v0 in two dimensions and periodic

boundary conditions. The positions ~ri(t) = (xi(t), yi(t)) and the flying directions θi(t) of the

particles are updated by the following rules,

d~ri
dt

= v0 n̂i (1)

dθi
dt

=
Γ

Nβ
i

∑
jεΩi

sin(θj − θi) . (2)
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Here, n̂i = n̂(θi) = (cos θi, sin θi) is a unit vector which points in the flying direction of

particle i, and Γ is the interaction strength. In regular Vicsek-like models with polar order

[7–9, 30, 88–91], Γ is positive and supports “ferromagnetic” alignment. In this study, we

will focus on Γ < 0, i.e. “anti-ferromagnetic alignment” which mimicks social distancing of

particles.

The sum in Eq. (2) goes over the Ni particles (including particle i) that are inside a

circle of radius R around particle i and form the set Ωi. The exponent β is usually chosen

to be zero or one and has been shown to significantly impact the formation of density waves

[37, 97] in Vicsek-like models. An important dimensionless parameter of the system is the

scaled density M , also called partner number, M = πR2ρ, where ρ = N/L2 is the number

density of the particles. The parameter M describes the average number of interaction

partners. At small M � 1, interactions that involve more than two particles are very rare.

In contrast to the “work horses” of active matter, such as the active Brownian particle

model [16, 19, 22], the standard Vicsek-model (VM) [1, 7] or run-and-tumble models for bac-

terial motion [47], our microscopic model is deterministic and does not contain any external

noise. Because of the anti-alignment character of the interaction and the apparent random-

ness of who collides with whom, the system is self-mixing: the effect of the surrounding

particles on a given, focal particle, can be described by an effective dynamical noise.

As shown further below, the absence of an external noise term allowed us to find an

exact solution for the scattering of two particles, which dominates the dynamics at low

densities. It also allowed us to explicitly calculate the effect of phase-space compression in

the corresponding kinetic theory, something that is rarely, if ever, done.

II. VLASOV-LIKE KINETIC THEORY

A. The molecular chaos approximation

In this section we will first focus on the simplest kinetic approach – a Vlasov-like theory

– where only the first member of the BBGKY-hierarchy is used by simply factorizing the

N-particle distribution function [48]. This type of approach has been very useful in Plasma

physics where particles interact with many others due to long-ranged Coulomb interactions

[49, 50] and in the theory of dilute electrolytes by Debye and Hückel [51]. In the system
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considered here, one would naivly expect it to be useful at large particle number densities

and/or large interaction range, where many particles are within the collision circle of the

focal particle, i.e. where M � 1. As we will show further below, this expectation is

incorrect for our system which has a continuous time dynamics but no external noise. Note,

that the approach of factorizing the N-particle distribution function – also called Molecular

Chaos – can be much better justified in systems with a discrete time step ∆t such as in the

standard VM, [11–13, 31]. This is because there is an additional small parameter, the ratio

of the interaction radius R to the mean free path ∆t v0. If this ratio is sufficiently small,

two particles that just collided have a very small probability to collide again in the next

time step, and thus, particles are mostly uncorrelated before the next collision. This is not

the case in models with continuous time: during the small but finite encounter of collision

partners, these particles undergo correlated collisions.

B. Deriving a one-particle Fokker-Planck description

We define the 3N-dimensional vector ~Z = (~r1, θ1, ~r2, θ2, . . . , ~rN , θN) = (1, 2, 3 . . . N) which

describes the miscroscopic state of the system and where we abbreviated the phase of particle

1, that is (~r1, θ1) just by the number “1” and so on. The model equations Eq. (1) and (2)

can now be rewritten as a noiseless Langevin-equation for ~Z. Standard theory of stochastic

systems, see for example [98–100] but also standard kinetic theory, allows us to see that the

N-particle probability density PN = PN(~Z, t) is described by the Liouville-equation:

∂tPN =−
N∑
i=1

{
v0 (n̂i · ~∇i)PN + ∂θi

( N∑
j=1

[ Γ

Nβ
i

aji sin(θj − θi)
]
PN

)}
(3)

with ~∇i ≡ (∂xi , ∂yi). In general, the matrix element aji depends on the positions of the

particles, and is given by aji = 0 for |~rj − ~ri| > R and aji = 1 for |~rj − ~ri| ≤ R.

The exact equation (3) contains too much information and is intractable. To sim-

plify, we first factorize the probability distribution on the right hand side of the equation,

PN(1, 2, . . . , N) =
∏N

j=1 P1(j). This neglects correlations among the particles and amounts

to the mean-field approximation of molecular chaos. This approximation is widely used in

active particle systems [16, 27, 30–32, 101–104].
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Next, we multiply Eq. (3) by the one-point phase space density

Ψ1 =
N∑
j=1

δ(~r − ~rj) δ(θ − θj) (4)

and integrate over all particle positions and angles [105]. Here, (~rj, θj) is the phase of

particle j, whereas (~r, θ) is a field point in phase space. For more details on the integra-

tion procedure, see Refs. [37, 67]. Finally, one obtains a kinetic equation – a non-linear

one-particle Fokker-Planck-equation without diffusive terms– for the distribution function

f(~r, θ, t) = N P1(~r, θ, t),

∂tf = −v0n̂(θ) · ~∇f − ∂θ[ΓF f ] (5)

with the mean-field force,

F (~r, θ) ≡ AGβ(M(~r))

∫ 2π

0

dθ2 sin(θ2 − θ) f̄(~r, θ2) (6)

(where the time-dependence has been ommitted for briefty) and the function Gβ(~r),

Gβ =
∞∑
n=2

e−M
Mn−2

nβ(n− 2)!
(7)

which depends on the local partner number M(~r),

M =

∫
�
d~r2ρ(~r2) (8)

Here
∫
� denotes an integral over the collision circle, centered at position ~r. For β = 0 and

β = 1 the sum in Eq. (7) can be evaluated exactly to yield G0 = 1 and

G1 =
1

M

[
1− 1

M

(
1− e−M

)]
(9)

For M � 1 one finds G1 = 1/2, and in the opposite limit M � 1 one obtains G1 = 1/M .

The quantity f̄ in Eq. (6) is the average of the distibution function over the collision circle,

f̄(~r, θ) ≡ 1

A

∫
�
d~r2f(~r2, θ) (10)

where A = πR2 is the area of the collision circle.

C. Angular mode equations
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Defining the angular Fourier-transformation,

f̂n(~r, t) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

e−inθf(~r, θ, t) dθ

f(~r, θ, t) =
∞∑

n=−∞

f̂n(~r, t) einθ , (11)

the kinetic equation, Eq. (5), is transformed into a hierarchy of evolution equations for the

angular modes f̂n:

∂tf̂n +
v0

2

[
∇∗f̂n−1 +∇f̂n+1

]
= −AnπΓGβ

[
f̂n+1f̂−1 − f̂n−1f̂1

]
(12)

where ∇ and ∇∗ are the complex nabla operator and its complex conjugate, respectively,

∇ ≡ ∂x + i∂y

∇∗ ≡ ∂x − i∂y (13)

Note, that for |n| 6= 1, due to the absence of external angular and positional noise there are

no damping terms on the right hand side of Eq. (12) of the type ∼ −f̂n or ∼ ∇∇∗f̂n.

The first five hierarchy equations for n = 0, 1, . . . 4 are:

∂tf̂0 +
v0

2

[
∇∗f̂−1 +∇f̂1

]
= 0

∂tf̂1 +
v0

2

[
∇∗f̂0 +∇f̂2

]
= −AπΓGβ

[
f̂2f̂−1 − f̂0f̂1

]
∂tf̂2 +

v0

2

[
∇∗f̂1 +∇f̂3

]
= −2AπΓGβ

[
f̂3f̂−1 − f̂1f̂1

]
∂tf̂3 +

v0

2

[
∇∗f̂2 +∇f̂4

]
= −3AπΓGβ

[
f̂4f̂−1 − f̂2f̂1

]
∂tf̂4 +

v0

2

[
∇∗f̂3 +∇f̂5

]
= −4AπΓGβ

[
f̂5f̂−1 − f̂3f̂1

]
(14)

Because the distibution function f is proportional to a probability, it is a real function, and

thus the negative modes are given by complex conjugated modes,

f̂−n = f̂ ∗n (15)

III. SCATTERING THEORY FOR SMALL DENSITIES

A. Failure of the molecular chaos approximation

In chapter V, agent-based simulations of Eqs. (1) and (2) are presented. They show

that if the system is initialized in a non-stationary state with strong polar and higher order
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(all modes f̂n, defined in Eq. (11), are non-zero), it always relaxes towards a disordered

state, where all modes except f̂0 become zero. This is in qualitative disagreement with the

prediction of the hierarchy equations from Vlasov-like kinetic theory (14) where the final,

stationary state is not disordered but rather depends on initial conditions, see chapter V. As

shown later, this behavior is related to the incorrect prediction of an infinite coefficient of

self-diffusion. Since this coefficient is related to the noise strength of an effective one-particle

Langevin equation with dynamical noise, one of the main goals of the work – the derivation

of this Langevin-equation – cannot be achieved by a Vlasov-like mean-field theory.

Therefore, in the current chapter we construct an improved kinetic theory which goes

beyond the simple molecular chaos Ansatz and leads to additional dissipative terms in the

equations for the angular modes. As a result, quantitative agreement for the relaxation

of the angular modes and the self-diffusion coefficient is achieved. This improved kinetic

theory is restricted to small densities; a different theory for very large densities is presented

in chapter IVC.

At small densities, M � 1, and in the absence of clustering (as expected due to anti-

ferromagnetic interactions) most interactions are binary: two particles interact continuously

for a duration time Tdur after their first encounter, and the likelihood for a third particle to

join, is negligible. The time between subsequent encounters – the mean-free-flight time, Tfree

– is assumed to be much larger than the duration of such a binary collision, Tfree � TDur.

If the same particles meet again at a later time, they will have lost most of the memory of

their interaction due to collisions with other particles in the mean time. Because of this, it

is reasonable to assume that the two particles are approximately uncorrelated before their

encounter. However, directly after their encounter, when their distance becomes larger than

R again, they will be correlated. This means, we can factorize the two-particle probability

P2 before the encounter but not directly afterwards. This approximation has been named

one-sided molecular chaos (OMC) in the context of standard kinetic theory [58]. Due to the

absence of momentum conservation and the “diverging” interactions among point particles,

described by a negative Γ, there will be no long-time tails [60–64] and we believe that the

assumption of one-sided molecular chaos becomes asymptotically exact for M → 0. While

this hypothesis has not been proven, it is supported by the excellent agreement between

agent-based simulations and theoretical predictions at low densities.

In 1872 Boltzmann proposed his equation using powerful, intuitive arguments. However,

10



only much later, mathematical rigorous ways to derive the Boltzmann equation from the mi-

croscopic dynamics were published [52–55]. Here, we generalize the derivation from Kreuzer

[58] to active matter, see also [56] for an earlier presentation and [57] for the derivation

of the scattering cross section in regular gases. We show in the following that there are

several crucial differences between the Boltzmann-equation of a dilute classical gas and the

one for the continuous-time VM. In particular, in contrast to Hamiltonian dynamics, the

phase-space compression factor [59] is nonzero, that is, the total time derivative of PN for the

VM does not vanish. This leads to an additional non-trivial factor in the collision integral.

Furthermore, the interactions are velocity-dependent, and the diverging dynamics of the

social-distance interactions leads to forbidden pairs of angles θ1, θ2 at interaction distances

|~r1 − ~r2| ≤ R. That is, there is points in the 6-dimensional phase space of two particles,

which have zero probability, P2(θ1, ~r1, θ2, ~r2) = 0. These points form the “forbidden zone”

that is calculated in chapter III E. As a result, the collision integral in this Boltzmann-like

scattering theory is more difficult to evaluate than the one for a regular gas. Defining the

dimensionless interaction strength

Sc ≡ |Γ|R
v0

(16)

we will evaluate this novel Boltzmann-like equation in the limits of weak coupling, Sc� 1.

The quantity Sc is a measure for the change of the flying direction over the time duration

of a binary interaction. The theory could also be evaluated perturbatively for very strong

coupling, Sc� 1. However, this will be left for future studies.

Note, that there is a fundamental difference between the scattering theory presented here

and the “Boltzmann-Ginzburg-Landau approach” by Peshkov et al. [27, 34, 65, 66]. Here,

we present a bottom-up approach based on the exact Liouville-equation of a particular

microscopic model, perform explicit coarse-graining and derive asymptotically exact cross

sections in a Boltzmann-like equation. Peshkov et al. already start with a Boltzmann-like

kinetic equation that models generic features of systems with alignment interactions. At this

level of modelling, the question about the difference between simple molecular chaos and one-

sided molecular chaos is mute and does not come up. However, in many cases, their proposed

kinetic equations agree with the Vlasov-like mean-field equations of a particular microscopic

model but understandably miss the rather non-intuitive couplings between angular Fourier-

modes (partly due to phase-space compression and the existence of a forbidden zone) needed

for a description of that model beyond mean field.
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B. The first two members of the BBGKY-hierarchy

In the following, we focus on the case β = 0 in the microscopic model, Eq. (2). Integrating

the N-particle Fokker-Planck equation, Eq. (3), over all phases, except one, yields the first

member of the BBGKY-hierarchy,

∂tP1 = −v0n̂(θ) · ~∇P1

−(N − 1) Γ ∂θ

∫
dθ2

∫
d~r2 a(|~r2 − ~r|) sin(θ2 − θ)P2(~r, θ, ~r2, θ2, t) (17)

for the one-particle probability density P1 ≡ P1(~r, θ, t), and where we introduced the indi-

cator function a(r) = 1 for r ≤ R and a(r) = 0 for r > R.

Next, we multiply Eq. (3) by the two-point phase space density

Ψ2 =
N∑
j=1

N∑
k 6=j

δ(~r − ~rj) δ(θ − θj) δ(~z − ~rk) δ(β − θk) (18)

and integrate over all particle positions and angles. Here, (~rj, θj) is the phase of particle

j, (~rk, θk) is the phase of another particle k with k 6= j whereas (~r, θ, ~z, β) is a field point

in the product phase space of two particles. This results in the second member of the

BBGKY-hierarchy,

∂tP2 = −v0 [n̂(θ) · ∂~r + n̂(β) · ∂~z]P2 − Γ ∂θ
[
a(|~r − ~z|) sin(β − θ)P2

]
−Γ ∂β

[
a(|~r − ~z|) sin(θ − β)P2

]
−(N − 2) Γ ∂θ

[ ∫
dθ3

∫
d~r3 a(|~r3 − ~r|) sin(θ3 − θ)P3(~r, θ, ~z, β, ~r3, θ3, t)

]
−(N − 2) Γ ∂β

[ ∫
dθ3

∫
d~r3 a(|~r3 − ~z|) sin(θ3 − β)P3(~r, θ, ~z, β, ~r3, θ3, t)

]
(19)

for the two-particle probability density P2 ≡ P2(~r, θ, ~z, β, t).

C. Derivation of a Boltzmann-like equation

To close the first hierarchy equation, Eq. (17), it suffices to merely know the two-particle

probability density P2 inside the collision circle, i.e. for |~r2 − ~r| ≤ R. This is because

of the finite interaction range, represented by the presence of the indicator function a(r).

With this restriction in mind we look at the second hierarchy equation and realize that

the three-particle probability density P3 only contributes if its spatial coordinates are not
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further apart than 2R from each other. Thus, terms containing P3 in Eq. (19) refer to the

probability of simultaneously observing three particles at such close distances.

At small normalized particle densities, M = πR2ρ0 � 1, this probability is negligible,

that is, we can neglect three-particle collisions and formally set P3 = 0. This binary-collision

approximation closes the BBGKY-hierarchy and reduces it to just two equations.

However, one can exploit the binary collision approximation even further, ultimatly lead-

ing to just one kinetic equation. Following Ref. [58] we first drop the time-derivative ∂t

in Eq. (19) which accounts for the overall evolution of the particles over times Tfree. In

the collision integral we follow P2, however, only over the much shorter time TDur of the

duration of the two-particle encounter. The second BBGKY-equation for P3 = 0 is nothing

else than the Liouville equation for a two-particle system. By solving this first order partial

differential equation by the method of characteristics [45], it can be shown that including

the term ∂tP2 just leads to a correction of higher order in the density and becomes negligible

at M � 1. Hence, for simplicity we set ∂tP2 = 0, and Eq. (19) reduces to,

−Γ ∂θ
[
a(|~r − ~z|) sin(β − θ)P2

]
≈ Γ ∂β

[
a(|~r − ~z|) sin(θ − β)P2

]
+ v0 [n̂(θ) · ∂~r + n̂(β) · ∂~z]P2 . (20)

Since we are only interested in P2 inside the collision circle, |~r− ~z| ≤ R, we have a = 1 and

the left hand side of Eq. (20) is substituted into the collision integral of the first hierarchy

equation, Eq. (17) after setting ~z = ~r2, β = θ2. The collision integral then becomes equal to

J (coll) = (N − 1)

∫
dθ2

∫
�
d~r2

[
Γ ∂θ2

[
sin(θ − θ2)P2

]
+ v0 [n̂(θ) · ∂~r + n̂(θ2) · ∂~r2 ]P2,

]
(21)

where
∫
� denotes an integral over the collision circle, centered at position ~r. The first term

does not contribute, as one can show by partial integration with respect to θ2. Finally, one

arrives at the following kinetic equation

∂tP1 + v0n̂(θ) · ~∇P1 = J (coll) (22)

with the collision integral

J (coll) = (N − 1)

∫
dθ2

∫
�
d~r2

[
v0 [n̂(θ) · ∂~r + n̂(θ2) · ∂~r2 ]P2(~r, θ, ~r2, θ2, t)

]
, (23)

where the spatial integration goes over the area of the collision circle.
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ŷ

FIG. 1. Schematic picture of two colliding particles in the frame of particle 1, where particle 2 has

the relative velocity ~vrel = ~v2 − ~v1 and particle 1 is at rest. The x-axis is chosen parallel to ~vrel to

define the polar angle Φ. Here, particle 2 is receding, i.e. is about to leave the interaction circle of

the focal particle because Φ ∈ [−π/2, π/2].

Another consequence of the neglect of triple collisions is the fact that P2 can depend on ~r2

only through the difference ∆~r = ~r2 − ~r which allows us to write ∂~r = −∂∆~r and ∂~r2 = ∂∆~r.

The two-dimensional Gauss-theorem for a vector field ~A,∫
d~r div ~A =

∮
~A · r̂ ds (24)

allows us to express the integral over the area of the collision circle as an integral over the

edge of this circle. Using the relative velocity of particle 2 in the co-moving frame of the

focal particle, ~vrel = ~v2 − ~v = v0(n̂(θ2) − n̂(θ)), as new x-axis, we define the polar angle φ

as the angle between ~vrel and ∆~r, see Fig. 1. Substituting the arc length ds = Rdφ and the

radial vector r̂ = R(cosφ, sinφ) we arrive at

J (coll) = (N − 1)R

∫ 2π

0

dθ2

∫ 2π

0

dφ vrel cosφP2 (25)

The advantages of this representation are that we only need to specify P2 on the edge of the

interaction circle and that the number of integrations is reduced by one. It is interesting

to note that neither the interaction strength Γ nor the interaction kernel sin(θ2 − θ) occur

anymore in the collision integral. However, there has to be an implicit dependence on

the coupling strength Γ. Therefore, as a consistence test, let us check the limit Γ → 0

where particles evolve independently of each other and the collision integral is expected

to vanish. For a noninteracting system the two-particle density P2 factorizes exactly, that

is P2 = P1(~r, θ)P1(~r2, θ2). Since there is no dependence on the vector connecting both

14



particles, and thus no dependence on φ, the integral over the polar angle gives zero. Thus,

as expected, the collision integral vanishes at Γ = 0.

This observation also means that a naive factorization of P2 in Eq. (25) similar to the one

in the derivation of the Vlasov equation cannot capture the effect of the interactions. This

is were the concept of one-sided molecular chaos comes into play, where the factorization is

only used when the two particles start their interaction. In Fig. 1 we see that if the angle

φ is between π/2 and 3π/2, the two particles reduce their mutual distance from an initial

distance R, i.e. are approaching. If φ is between −π/2 and +π/2 the distance between them

will be increasing, away from the initial value of R. In this case we have receding particles.

We split the integral over φ into two domains, one for approaching particles and one for

receding particles, and for a periodic integrand we have∫ 2π

0

dφ . . . =

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφ . . .+

∫ 3π/2

π/2

dφ . . . (26)

In the approaching domain, we assume molecular chaos at impact, that is we factorize

P2 = P1(~r, θ)P1(~r2, θ2) and introduce the new variable φ̂ = φ− π, leading to cosφ = −cosφ̂

and the same integration boundaries as in the receding domain. Relabeling φ̂ by φ again,

we obtain:

J (coll) = (N − 1)R

∫ 2π

0

dθ2 vrel

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφ cosφ

[
P2|rec − P1(~r, θ, t)P1(~r2, θ2, t)

]∣∣∣∣
∆r=R

(27)

In the receding part of the integral, P2 cannot be factorized because until this time t (when

the two particles are about to leave their encounter) they had continuously interacted over

the time period TDur and thus, are correlated. However, (i) we exactly know how they have

interacted during that time, and (ii) we assume that they were uncorrelated at the earlier

“entrance” time t0 = t − TDur when they first came in contact with each other. Since we

know the positions and angles of the particles when they emerge from their encounter at

time t (because this is given by the integration variables in the receding part of the collision

integral) , and since the dynamics is deterministic, we can integrate the microscopic evolution

equations backwards in time until the entrance time t0 where the mutual distance is again

at the value R. It turns out that this backtracing from the exit time t to time t0 < t can be

done exactly for the noise-free VM, see Appendix A where the dynamics of two interacting

particles is calculated explicitly.

For a fluid with Hamiltonian dynamics, the so-called super position principle [58] relates

probability densities of particles at different times. It therefore allows the factorization of
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P2 using P1 at earlier times, and hence incorporates the aformentioned assumption (ii) in

a simple way. However, the superposition principle relies on the fact that the phase space

compression factor [59] is zero in Hamiltonian systems, which is not the case here. Therefore,

in the following chapter we develop a modified superposition principle for the noise-free VM.

D. Phase space compression and superposition principle

From the Liouville theory of classical mechanics it is well-known that the infinitesimal

volume of phase space does not change along a trajectory and that the total time derivative

of the phase space density is zero. However, if the equations of motion are not generated by

a Hamiltonian, this is not neccessarily the case. Instead, a phase space compression factor

ΛN [59] determines the total time derivative for a N-particle system,

d

dt
PN = −ΛN PN (28)

where ΛN depends on the phases of the system.

For N = 2 interacting particles, the total time derivative reads,

d

dt
P2(~r(t), θ(t), ~z(t), β(t), t) =

[
∂t + ~̇r · ∂~r + θ̇ ∂θ + ~̇z · ∂~z + β̇ ∂β

]
P2 (29)

Inserting the microscopic rules of the noise- and field-free VM, Eqs.(1, 2), at close range,

gives

d

dt
P2 =

[
∂t + v0n̂(θ) · ∂~r + Γsin(β − θ) ∂θ + v0n̂(β) · ∂~z + Γsin(θ − β) ∂β

]
P2 (30)

Using the product rule in the differentiations in the second hierarchy equation, Eq. (19), at

zero noise and without external field, gives[
∂t + v0n̂(θ) · ∂~r + Γsin(β − θ) ∂θ + v0n̂(β) · ∂~z + Γsin(θ − β) ∂β

]
P2 = 2ΓP2 cos(β − θ) (31)

Terms containing P3 vanish exactly because only two particles exist in this case. Replacing

the right side of Eq. (30) by Eq.(31) gives

d

dt
P2 = 2Γ cos(β − θ)P2 (32)

where we can read off the phase space compression factor for the two-particle VM,

Λ2 = −2Γ cos(β − θ) (33)
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FIG. 2. Forbidden zone in the angular plane of angles φ and ∆ = θ2−θ. The black box denotes the

original integration domain, ∆ ∈ [−π, π], φ ∈ [−π/2, π/2]. For Sc = 0.2, exit states in the inner

seed-shaped brown area are forbidden, i.e. do not occur in reality and, thus, have zero probability.

For Sc = 0.6 states in the yellow and brown areas are forbidden, and so on. The size of the forbidden

arera increases with anti-alignment strength Sc. At large Sc � 1, only states in the four corners

of the original integration area are “allowed”, i.e. contribute to the collision integral.

Taking time as the only independent variable, Eq. (32) can be integrated from time t0 to t.

Changing variables ~z = ~r2, β = θ2 one obtains:

P2(~r(t), θ(t), ~r2(t), θ2(t), t) =

P2(~r(t0), θ(t0), ~r2(t0), θ2(t0), t0) exp

[
2Γ

∫ t

t0

dt̃ cos{θ2(t̃)− θ(t̃)}

]
(34)

This is the superposition principle for the VM. It reduces to the common principle of a

classical gas in the limit of vanishing alignment, Γ = 0. Note, that the extended super-

position principle depends on the microscopic details of the model. As pointed out in [45]

the same result (34) can be obtained when the Liouville-equation of a two-particle system

(within interaction range R) is solved exactly by the method of characteristics, where the

charcteristics are given by the actual trajectories of the particles.
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E. One-sided molecular chaos and the forbidden zone

We are now in position to complete the treatment of one-sided molecular chaos from

chapter III C: The quantity P2 of receding particles that end their encounter at time t is

expressed as a functional of P1 by means of the superposition principle under the assumption

that the two particles were statistically independent at the earlier time t0, at the start of

their encounter,

P2(~r(t), θ(t), ~r2(t), θ2(t), t) ≈

P1(~r(t0), θ(t0), t0) P1(~r2(t0), θ2(t0), t0) exp

[
2Γ

∫ t

t0

dt̃ cos{θ2(t̃)− θ(t̃)}

]
(35)

However, this factorization at an earlier time for receding particles fails for cases where the

dynamics of the model does not allow particular two-particle states (~r(t), θ(t), ~r2(t), θ2(t)) at

all. ForM → 0 these cases do not occur in reality but in the mathematical evaluation of the

collision integral, and have to be properly taken into account. As explained further below in

the evaluation of Eq. (41), for anti-alignment interactions, that is for Γ < 0, this often occurs

for small differences between the two angles at the exit time t. In those cases, we simply

set P2(~r(t), θ(t), ~r2(t), θ2(t), t) = 0 in the collision integral. This amounts to a reduction of

the integration domain in the collision integral for receding particles at exit time t. The

removed section of the integration domain will be called forbidden zone and is pictured in

Fig. 2. While there are also quite improbable two-particle states for approaching particles,

this is always ignored on the level of a Boltzmann-like description and is subject of further

research. Within Boltzmann-like approaches, the incoming particles are always considered

as completely independent, something we know since 1970 from the work by Alder and

Wainright [60] is not true for regular, classical fluids where momentum is conserved during

collisions.

The “price” for a Boltzmann-like description, that is, for the simplicity of having an

equation for P1 alone, is to sacrifice the complete knowledge of the time evolution of the

system. Our aim here is to obtain a description that is only valid on length scales of the

mean free path λfree and on time scales of the mean free time and beyond. The binary

collision approximation applied earlier only makes sense if the duration of the encounters

Tdur is much smaller than Tfree and consequently, the interaction range R must also be much

smaller than λfree. This means, in a coarse grained description on the scales of λfree and
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FIG. 3. Schematic picture of particles 1 and 2 with the definition of the connecting vector ∆~r, and

the angles α1, α2, β, θ1 and θ2.

Tfree we can assume t ≈ t0 and ~r(t) ≈ ~r2(t) ≈ ~r(t0) ≈ ~r2(t0) in the arguments of P1 and P2

in Eq. (35). Hoever, the angular changes, for example, θ(t) − θ(t0) during the collision, as

well as the time difference t− t0 in the phase space compression integral can be significant

and have to be treated in detail. This coarse-graining leads to a simplification of Eq. (35):

P2(~r, θ, ~r2, θ2, t) ≈

P1(~r, θent, t)P1(~r, θ2,ent, t) exp

[
2Γ

∫ t

t0

dt̃ cos{θ2(t̃)− θ(t̃)}

]
(36)

where θent and θ2,ent are the angles of the two particles at the entrance time t0 (when they first

started their encounter) that leads to their departure at the later time t with angles θ and θ2.

Thus, these entrance angles are functions of the exit angles θ and θ2 as well as of the direction

of the vector ∆~r which connects the particles at the exit time t. These dependencies, such

as θent = θent(θ, θ2,∆~r) and TDur = TDur(θ, θ2,∆~r) are analytically derived in section III F 3

using the results from Appendix A for the dynamics of two particles. For the noise-free VM,

the calculations could be done exactly with the following results:

In a two-particle interaction, the sum of the angles of the two involved particles c̃ = θ2 +θ

is conserved during the time evolution, see Appendix A. However, the angular difference

∆ = θ2 − θ changes during the backtracing from t to t̃ with t0 ≤ t̃ ≤ t according to

tan
[∆(t̃)

2

]
= tan

[∆(t)

2

]
exp
[
2Γ(t− t̃)

]
(37)

For Γ < 0 this means that the difference decreases in the backwards evolution. The distance
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between the two particles evolves during backwards evolution in the following way,

∆r(t̃) =

√
R2 + 4v2

0G
(
G+

R

v0

sin
c

2

)
(38)

where G is a time-dependent function,

G(t− t̃) =
1

2 Γ

[
asinhµ− asinh

{
µ exp(2Γ(t− t̃))

}]
, (39)

with the abbreviation µ ≡ tan[∆/2] where ∆ ≡ ∆(t) = α2(t)−α1(t) = θ2− θ. The quantity

c in Eq. (38) is the sum of the flying directions α1 and α2 with respect to the connecting

vector of the particles, see Fig. 3, and is taken at the (fixed) exit time t, c ≡ α1(t) + α2(t).

According to Eq. (39), at the exit time t̃ = t, G is equal to zero, and Eq. (38) delivers the

required result: ∆r(t) = R. Tracing time backwards with t̃ < t (for particles that fulfill

the receding condition), one sees that independent of the sign of the coupling constant Γ,

the particle’s distance becomes initially smaller than R, i.e. the particles engage in the

alignment interaction. Typically, after a certain time, the distance starts increasing again.

At the particular time t̃ = t0 when the bracket in Eq. (38) becomes zero, the distance has

reached the value R again, which defines the entrance time t0,

G(t− t0) +
R

v0

sin
c

2
= 0 (40)

Substituting G from Eq. (39) gives the following expression for the duration TDur = t − t0
of the interaction,

TDur =
1

2 Γ
ln

{
sinh

[
asinh(µ) + 2 ΓR

v0
sin c

2

]
µ

}
. (41)

The angular difference ∆(t0) at the start of an interaction can be determined by inserting

the calculated duration of the interaction, Eq. (41), into Eq. (37), resulting into

asinh

[
tan

(
∆(t0)

2

)]
= asinh

[
tan

(
∆(t)

2

)]
+

2 ΓR

v0

sin
c

2
(42)

One sees that, as expected, for Γ = 0 there is no change of the angles, and for negative Γ

the initial angular difference has a smaller absolute value than at the exit point.

If the argument of the logarithm in Eq. (41) is negative, there is no real solution for the

time duration. This indicates that the point (~r, θ, ~r2, θ2) cannot be reached by the dynamics

of the system, i.e. amounts to a point in an inaccessible, or forbidden part of the 2-particle
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phase space. Whenever two particles start an interaction they will never be able to leave

their encounter with angles from that part of phase space. This is because a non-zero,

negative interaction strength Γ ensures that their angular difference can not be too small at

the exit point. For positive Γ and for receding collisions with −π/2 ≤ φ ≤ π/2, Eq. (41)

always has a real solution for the duration time TDur, hence, there is no forbidden zone.

Setting the argument of the logarithm to zero gives us criteria for the forbidden zones. For

Γ < 0, a two-particle state is in the forbidden zone if

|µ| ≤ sinh

(
2Sc

∣∣∣∣sin c2
∣∣∣∣) (43)

with Sc = |Γ|R/v0. Thus, angular differences |∆| assumed at the exit point of an interaction

that are smaller than the critical value ∆C ,

∆C = 2atan

[
sinh

(
2Sc

∣∣∣∣sin c2
∣∣∣∣)] (44)

cannot occur. Hence, P2 = 0 for this state. Since sin(c/2) does also depend on ∆, it is

better to substitute it be means of Eq. (B4) in the argument of the logarithm in Eq. (41)

and to use the addition theorem sinh(a + b) = sinh(a) cosh(b) + cosh(a) sinh(b) to obtain

an alternative condition for the forbidden zone in terms of ∆ and φ as (note, that we are

always assuming that φ is in the receding interval [π/2, π/2] where cosφ ≥ 0)

sin
|∆|
2

< tanh(2Sc cosφ) (45)

where the critical value ∆C follows as

∆C = 2 asin(tanh(2Sc cosφ)) (46)

The maximum possible critical value is obtained for cosφ = 1 (or sin(c/2) = 1, according to

Eq. (B4)) with

∆C,max = 2 atan

[
sinh

(
2Sc

)]
= 2 asin(tanh(2Sc) . (47)

For large coupling Sc� 1, ∆C,max approaches π,

∆C,max ≈ π − 4e−2Sc (48)

This is the expected result, because it means that whatever the angular difference at the en-

trance of a collision, at strong coupling particles always depart in almost opposite directions.

Thus, exit states where the particle angles do not differ that strongly, cannot occur.

21



F. Boltzmann-like scattering theory for weak anti-alignment, Sc� 1

1. Handling of the forbidden zone

For negative Γ, a forbidden section exists in phase space, see Fig. 2. This can be handled

by an appropriate reduction of the integration domain in the collision integral, which will

be discussed here. Condition Eq. (46) can be rewritten as a condition for a critical angle

φC for a given angular difference ∆ as

cosφC =
1

2Sc
atanh

[
sin
|∆|
2

]
(49)

The forbidden zone occurs now for angles φ with cosφ > cosφC . However, on one hand, for

angular difference ∆ that are larger than ∆max given in Eq. (47), the expression for cosφC

gives a value larger than one. This means, no angles φ (at fixed ∆) qualify for the definition

of the forbidden zone. This simply means that once |∆| is sufficiently large, all values of φ

from the relevant interval −π/2 ≤ φ ≤ π/2 are possible, i.e. lead to nonvanishing values of

P2. On the other hand, for angular differences |∆| < ∆max, the cosine cosφC is smaller than

one and, for fixed ∆ there is now a finite (forbidden) interval [−φC , φC ] where P2 = 0. Here,

we define φC as

φC = acos

{
Min

[
1,

1

2Sc
atanh

(
sin
|∆|
2

)]}
(50)

where only nonnegative values of the acos function are used.

Expanding Eq.(46) for small Sc gives the critical angular difference ∆C ,

∆C = 4Sc cosφ

[
1− 2

3
Sc2 cos2φ

]
+O(Sc5) (51)

such that for |∆| ≤ ∆C the two-particle probability density P2 vanishes for receding particles.

In linear order in Sc, this gives a simple definition of the forbidden zone in terms of the

angle φ for fixed ∆:

cosφ ≥ cosφC =
|∆(t)|
4Sc

+O(Sc2) (52)

If |∆(t)| is larger than 4Sc, there is no forbidden zone and all angles of φ are possible. If

|∆(t)| is smaller than that, there is a finite interval [−φC , φC ] in which P2 does vanish. This

motivates the following splitting of the integration over θ2 in the collision integral (assuming

periodicity of the integrand):∫ π

−π
dθ2 . . . =

∫ 4Sc+θ

−4Sc+θ

dθ2 . . .+

∫ −4Sc+θ

−π+θ

dθ2 . . .+

∫ π+θ

4Sc+θ

dθ2 . . . (53)
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The first integral contains the forbidden zone, meaning that not all angles φ are allowed in

it. In the following two integrals, all angles of φ are possible. This leads to the final splitting

of the two-dimensional collision integral for receding particles:∫ π

−π
dθ2

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφ . . . =∫ 4Sc+θ

−4Sc+θ

dθ2

{∫ −φC
−π/2

dφ . . .+

∫ π/2

φC

dφ . . .

}

+

∫ −4Sc+θ

−π+θ

dθ2

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφ . . .+

∫ π+θ

4Sc+θ

dθ2

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφ . . . (54)

where we have already removed the forbidden part because the integrand is zero there. As

long as Sc is not too large, Sc < π/4, this splitting works, at least formally. Of course, at

larger Sc the expression for φC is not quantitatively correct anymore and nonlinearities of

O(Sc2) and higher, according to Eq. (50), need to be taken into account.

2. The duration of the encounter

Expanding the duration time, Eq. (41), for small Sc gives

TDur =
R

v0 µ
sin

c

2

[√
1 + µ2 − ΓR

v0µ
sin

c

2
+

4Γ2R2

3v2
0µ

2
sin2 c

2

]
(55)

where cosh(asinhµ) =
√

1 + µ2 was used. For zero coupling, Γ = 0, particles just fly straight

through the interaction circle and the duration becomes

TDur,0 =
R

v0

sin
( c

2

)√1 + µ2

µ
=
R

v0

cosφ

|sin∆(t)
2
|

(56)

where Eqs.(A15, B4) were used. Eq. (56) confirms that TDur,0 is always positive for a

receding collision where π/2 ≤ φ ≤ π/2. For small Γ 6= 0, one has

TDur = TDur,0 − sgn(Γ)Sc
R

v0

(
cosφ

tan∆(t)
2

)2

+O(Sc2) (57)

Anti-alignment, i.e. Γ < 0, leads to a decrease of the angular difference during back-tracing,

which makes it harder for the particles to separate from each other. In contrast, for positive

Γ the angular difference increases in the back-wards time evolution, leading to a faster

increase of their distance, and thus to a shorter interaction time. Thus, in first order in Sc,
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for Γ < 0, the duration of the encounter is increased compared to the non-interacting case,

as quantified by Eq. (57). At first sight, this result seems to be counter-intuitive as it is

well-known that particles stay together longer due to ferromagnetic alignment and shorter

if anti-alignment is present. This puzzle is resolved by noting that we do not consider

the average duration of all encounters but that we select only receding particles, that is

particles that just underwent a binary collision, and analyse the effect of the interaction on

the duration of their encounter by backtracing in time. In the former case, one would place

the condition of an approaching pair of particles on the evaluation, whereas in the latter

case, the condition of a receding pair is used, resulting in qualitatively different outcomes.

3. The change of the flying angles during the interaction

To properly close the first BBGKY-equation by the extended super position principle

(36), explicit relations for the entrance angles, θent = θ(t0) and θ2,ent = θ2(t0) as functions of

the exit angles and the connecting angle Φ are needed. Because θ+ θ2 stays constant during

a two-particle collision, see Appendix A, one has

θ(t0) =
1

2

[
θ(t) + θ2(t)−∆(t0)

]
θ2(t0) =

1

2

[
θ(t) + θ2(t) + ∆(t0)

]
(58)

Substituting Eq. (B4) into (42), the difference of the angles at entrance time t0 is obtained

as

∆(t0) = 2atan

{
sinh

[
asinh

[
tan

(
∆(t)

2

)]
+

2ΓR

v0

cosφ sgn

(
sin

∆(t)

2

)]}
(59)

For weak coupling Sc = |Γ|R/v0 � 1 and sufficiently large initial differences ∆(t) such that

|µ| � 2Sc| cosφ|, expression (59) can be expanded in terms of ε ≡ 2ΓR cosφ sgn(sin∆(t)/2)/v0

as

∆(t0) = 2 atan

[
µ+ ε

√
1 + µ2 +

ε2

2
µ+

ε3

6

√
1 + µ2 + . . .

]

= ∆(t) +
2ε√

1 + µ2
− ε2µ

1 + µ2
+O(Sc3)

= ∆(t) + 2ε

∣∣∣∣cos
∆(t)

2

∣∣∣∣− ε2

2
sin∆(t) +O(Sc3)

= ∆(t) + 2 sin∆(t)

[
ΓTDur,0 −

Γ2R2

v2
0

cos2φ

]
+O(Sc3) (60)
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where the last equality is only valid for −π ≤ ∆ ≤ π. Combining Eqs. (58,60) we find for

weak coupling:

θ(t0) = θ(t)− sin∆(t)

[
ΓTDur,0 −

Γ2R2

v2
0

cos2φ

]
+O(Sc3) (61)

θ2(t0) = θ2(t) + sin∆(t)

[
ΓTDur,0 −

Γ2R2

v2
0

cos2φ

]
+O(Sc3) (62)

4. The phase space compression integral

The integral in the extended superposition equation, Eq. (36), which reflects phase space

compression, is transformed by means of a trigonometric identity,

JS =

∫ t

t0

dt̃ cos{θ2(t̃)− θ(t̃)}

]
=

∫ t

t0

dt̃
1− µ̃2

1 + µ̃2
(63)

with µ̃ ≡ tan(θ2(t̃)− θ(t̃)/2. Using Eq.(37), it is rewritten as

JS =

∫ t

t0

dt̃
1− µ2exp(4Γ(t− t̃))
1 + µ2exp(4Γ(t− t̃))

, (64)

and by means of the transformation x = exp(2Γ(t− t̃)) it is solved exactly as

JS =
1

2Γ

∫ µ exp(2Γ(t−t0))

µ

1− x2

x(1 + x2)
dx

=
1

2Γ

∫ µ exp(2Γ(t−t0))

µ

(
1

x
− 2x

1 + x2

)
dx

=
1

2Γ

[
ln

µ exp(2Γ(t− t0))

1 + µ2 exp(4Γ(t− t0))
− ln

µ

1 + µ2

]
(65)

= t− t0 −
1

2Γ
ln

1 + µ2 exp(4Γ(t− t0))

1 + µ2

= cos∆(t)TDur,0 − Sc sgn(Γ)
R

v0

cos2φ

[
1

tan2(∆/2)
+ 2cos2(∆/2)

]
+O(Sc2) (66)

Note, that substituting P2 as given in Eq. (36) into (27) amounts to a non-local closure of

the first BBGKY-equation. This is because in this kinetic equation for P1 at angle θ, one

inserts a functional of P1 at the different angles θent 6= θ and θ2,ent 6= θ. In principle, there

is also a non-locality in position and time, something we neglected in the Boltzmann-style

coarse-graining of (35).
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5. Evaluating the collision integral

Calculation of the approaching part

To evaluate the collision integral in Fourier-space, we introduce the angular Fourier transform

of the one-particle probability, P̂n,

P̂n(~r, t) =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
P1(~r, θ, t)e−inθ (67)

and its inverse

P1(~r, θ, t) =
∞∑

n=−∞

P̂n(~r, t)einθ (68)

Multiplying the collision integral, Eq. (27), by e−imθ/(2π) and integrating over θ gives its

Fourier component

Ĵ (coll)
m = Ĵ (rec)

m + Ĵ (app)
m (69)

where the contribution from approaching particles follows as

Ĵ (app)
m = −(N − 1)R

∑
n1,n2

P̂n1P̂n2

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ2 vrel

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφ cosφ eiθ(n1−m)+in2θ2 (70)

Inserting vrel = 2v0|sin(∆/2)| from Eq. (B3) and performing the integration over φ gives

Ĵ (app)
m = −4(N − 1)Rv0

∑
n1,n2

P̂n1P̂n2

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
eiθ(n1−m)K̂m(θ) (71)

with the integral K̂m,

K̂m(θ) =

∫ 2π

0

dθ2

∣∣∣∣sinθ2 − θ
2

∣∣∣∣ ein2θ2 (72)

Since the integrand is periodic we can rewrite this integral as

K̂m(θ) =

∫ π+θ

θ

dθ2 sin
θ2 − θ

2
ein2θ2 −

∫ θ

−π+θ

dθ2 sin
θ2 − θ

2
ein2θ2

=

∫ π+θ

θ

dθ2

2i

[
ei(θ2−θ)/2 − e−i(θ2−θ)/2

]
ein2θ2

−
∫ θ

−π+θ

dθ2

2i

[
ei(θ2−θ)/2 − e−i(θ2−θ)/2

]
ein2θ2

=
1

(1/4)− n2
2

ein2θ (73)

This expression is well-defined for all mode numbers n2 and is periodic in θ as expected.

Furthermore, for n2 = 0 it is positive and equal to 4 as can be verified easily by a direct
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integration of Eq. (72) for n2 = 0. Substituting K̂m from Eq. (73) into (71) and integrating

over θ yields the final result:

Ĵ (app)
m = −4(N − 1)Rv0

∞∑
n=−∞

P̂n P̂m−n
(1/4)− (m− n)2

(74)

Note, that the largest contribution to the m-th mode of Ĵ (app) comes from the same mode

n = m of P̂n, and that the contribution of mode products with larger differences |m−n| >> 1

of the mode numbers decays inversely proportional to the square of that difference. Thus,

we expect that a kinetic description using just a few modes should be sufficient.

Calculation of the receding part in first order in Sc

The contribution to the collision integral from receding particles, written in Fourier-space,

is

Ĵ (rec)
m = (N − 1)R

∑
n1,n2

P̂n1P̂n2

(
Ĥ1 + Ĥ2 + Ĥ3

)
(75)

where we used the integral-splitting of Eq. (54) to define

Ĥ1 =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

∫ 4Sc+θ

−4Sc+θ

dθ2

{∫ −φC
−π/2

dφQ(θ, θ2, φ) +

∫ π/2

φC

dφQ(θ, θ2, φ)

}
(76)

Ĥ2 =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

∫ −4Sc+θ

−π+θ

dθ2

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφQ(θ, θ2, φ) (77)

Ĥ3 =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

∫ π+θ

4Sc+θ

dθ2

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφQ(θ, θ2, φ) (78)

with the kernel

Q(θ, θ2, φ) = vrel e
2Γ JS cosφ exp [−iθm+ in1θentr + in2θ2,entr] (79)

where JS, given in Eq. (66), describes phase space compression, and where vrel =

2v0|sin(∆/2)|.

The goal is to first calculate the total collision integral in first order, O(Sc), in the coupling

strength Sc. Higher order contributions are straightforward but tedius to calculate, and are

treated further below. We therefore approximate the kernel Q in the definitions of Ĥ2 and

Ĥ3 as

Q ≈ 2v0

∣∣∣∣sin∆

2

∣∣∣∣ (1 + 2ΓTDur,0 cos∆) cosφ eiθ(n1−m)+in2θ2

× (1− in1ΓTDur,0 sinφ) (1 + in2ΓTDur,0 sinφ)

= 2v0

∣∣∣∣sin∆

2

∣∣∣∣ cosφ eiθ(n1−m)+in2θ2

× (1 + ΓTDur,0 [2cos∆ + i(n2 − n1)sin∆]) (80)
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We cannot use this simple expansion in the integral Ĥ1 because the duration of an encounter

TDur,0 diverges for ∆ → 0, and |ΓTDur| ≥ 1 inside the integral. In this case, an exact

treatment of the phase space compresson factor is pursued. Defining β as

β = asinhµ+
2ΓR

v0

sin
c

2
= asinhµ+

2ΓR

v0

sgn (sin∆/2) cosφ (81)

we obtain

µe2ΓTDur = sinhβ = tan
∆(t0)

2
(82)

where the first equality follows from Eq. (41), and the second equality from (42). Inserting

Eq. (82) into Eq. (65), the phase space compression factor is given by

e2ΓJS =
sinhβ

1 + sinh2β

1 + µ2

µ
=

sin∆(t0)

sin∆(t)
(83)

= 1 + ε

[√
1 + µ2

µ
− 2µ√

1 + µ2

]
+ ε2 µ2 − 5

2(1 + µ2)
+O(Sc3) (84)

= 1− 2 sgn(Γ)Sc cosφ sgn

(
tan

∆

2

) {
2sin

∆

2
− 1

sin∆
2

}
(85)

+2Sc2 cos2φ
µ2 − 5

1 + µ2
+O(Sc3) (86)

with ε ≡ 2 sgn(Γ)Sc sgn
(
sin∆

2

)
cosφ. The integral Ĥ1 takes the following form,

Ĥ1 = 2v0

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

∫ 4Sc+θ

−4Sc+θ

dθ2

∫
Ω

dφ cosφ

∣∣∣∣sin∆

2

∣∣∣∣ sinhβ

1 + sinh2β

1 + µ2

µ
eiS (87)

where Ω is the domain specified in Eq. (76) for the integration over φ, and S(θ, θ2, φ) is

some phase. Transforming the θ0-integral to the new variable x = ∆/(4Sc) = (θ2−θ)/(4Sc)

one has

Ĥ1 = 8Sc v0

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫
Ω

dφ cosφ |sin(2Sc x)| sinh(2Scβ̃)

1 + sinh2(2Sc β̃)

1 + tan2(2Sc x)

tan(2Sc x)
eiS

(88)

with β̃ = asinh[tan(2Sc x)]/(2Sc) + sgn(Γ) sgn(x) cosφ. Since x is of order one, the sinh,

sin,tan and atan functions can be expanded for small Sc with the result

Ĥ1 = 16Sc2 v0

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫
Ω

dφ cosφ sgn(x) (x+ sgn(Γ) sgn(x) cosφ) eiS +O(Sc3) (89)

Thus, Ĥ1 is of order O(Sc2) and will be neglected in this first oder approach. Inserting the

approximated kernel Q from Eq. (80) into the expressions for Ĥ2 and Ĥ3 and integrating
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over φ gives

Ĥj =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
eiθ(n1−m) {4v0Bj1 + ΓRπ [2Bj2 + i(n2 − n1)Bj3]} (90)

for j = 2, 3 and the auxiliary integrals

B21 = −
∫ −4Sc+θ

−π+θ

dθ2 sin
θ2 − θ

2
ein2θ2

B22 =

∫ −4Sc+θ

−π+θ

dθ2 cos(θ2 − θ) ein2θ2

B23 =

∫ −4Sc+θ

−π+θ

dθ2 sin(θ2 − θ) ein2θ2

B31 =

∫ π+θ

4Sc+θ

dθ2 sin
θ2 − θ

2
ein2θ2

B32 =

∫ π+θ

4Sc+θ

dθ2 cos(θ2 − θ) ein2θ2

B33 =

∫ π+θ

4Sc+θ

dθ2 sin(θ2 − θ) ein2θ2 (91)

One finds,

B31 =
1

(1/2)− 2n2
2

ein2θ
[
2n2i(−1)n2 + (1− 4Sc i n2)e4Sc i n2

]
+O(Sc2) (92)

and the exact relation B21(n2) = e2in2θ B31(−n2). Thus, the sum is

B31 +B21 =
1

(1/4)− n2
2

ein2θ [cos(4Sc n2) + 4Sc n2 sin((4Sc n2)] +O(Sc2) (93)

This sum has the expected limit for Sc→ 0 but no contribution in O(Sc):

B31 +B21 = K̂M(θ) +O(Sc2). (94)

Since we only need the sum of Ĥ2 and Ĥ3 in linear order in Sc, it suffices to evaluate the

following sums

B22 +B32|Sc=0 =∫ π+θ

−π+θ

cos(θ2 − θ) ein2θ2 dθ2 = πein2θ [δn2,−1 + δn2,1] (95)

B23 +B33|Sc=0 =∫ π+θ

−π+θ

sin(θ2 − θ) ein2θ2 dθ2 = −i πein2θ [δn2,−1 − δn2,1] (96)
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Performing the sum

Ĥ1 + Ĥ2 + Ĥ3 = δm,n1+n2

{
ΓRπ2 [(1− n1)δn2,−1 + (1 + n1)δn2,1] + 4v0

1

(1/4)− n2
2

}
(97)

and inserting into Eq. (75) gives the collision contribution from the receding particles as

J (rec)
m = 4v0(N − 1)R

∑
n

P̂nP̂m−n
(1/4)− (m− n)2

+ (N − 1)ΓR2π2m
[
P̂m−1P̂1 − P̂m+1P̂−1

]
(98)

Adding both contributions from receding and approaching particles leads to the final result

for the collision integral in Fourier space at order O(Sc),

J (coll)
m = J (rec)

m + J (app)
m = (N − 1)ΓR2π2m

[
P̂m−1P̂1 − P̂m+1P̂−1

]
+O(Sc2) (99)

Remembering that P = f/N and P̂n/N = f̂n/N , one realizes that the collision integral

for large particle number, N >> 1, and in linear order in Sc, is identical to the one we

had obtained by the much simpler mean-field approximation in chapter II. This is rather

surprising as we explicitly treated the (correlated) alignment interactions over the duration

of the collision encounter. In the following section we will see that the difference between

the simple factorization approximation and the one-sided molecular chaos assumption shows

up for the first time in second order in the coupling strength Sc. This is partly due to the

fact that the effect of the “forbidden zone” did not enter the calculations in linear order in

Sc.

Calculation of the receding part in second order in Sc

We find

Ĥ2 + Ĥ3 = 2v0δn1+n2,m

{
2B1(π)− π

2
Sc [i∆nB3(π) + 2B2(π)]

+
4

3
Sc2

[
−(∆n)2

2
A1(π) + 2I(π) + 2i∆nA2(π)− i∆nA3(π)

]
−2B1(4Sc) +

π

2
Sc [i∆nB3(4Sc) + 2B2(4Sc)] +O(Sc3)

}
(100)

with ∆n ≡ n2 − n1. The quantities Ai and Bi are angular integrals which are defined and

calculated in Appendix C. The auxiliary quantity I in Eq. (100) can be expressed in terms

of integrals Ai as

I(π) =

∫ π

−π

µ2(x)− 5

1 + µ2(x)

∣∣∣sinx
2

∣∣∣ ein2x dx = −A1(π)− A4(π) (101)
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with µ(x) = tan(x/2). The part Ĥ1 is of second order in Sc, and one obtains

Ĥ1 = 16Sc2 v0δn1+n2,m J +O(Sc3) (102)

where J is the following double integral:

J =

∫ 1

−1

dx

{∫ −φc
−π/2

dφ (|x| − cosφ)cosφ+

∫ π/2

φc

dφ (|x| − cosφ)cosφ

}
(103)

which can be written as J = J0 − J1 with

J0 =

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ π/2

−π/2
dφ(|x| − cosφ)cosφ = 2− π (104)

J1 =

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ φc

−φc
dφ(|x| − cosφ)cosφ (105)

Since at this order in Sc we have cosφc ≈ |x|, the integral can be solved by the transformation

x = cosy, and one finds J1 = −4/3. Thus, finally we obtain

Ĥ1 = 16Sc2 v0δn1+n2,m

[
10

3
− π

]
(106)

Adding Ĥ1 to Ĥ2 + Ĥ3, inserting in Eq. (75) and collecting only terms of order Sc2 one

finds the following addition to the collision integral Ĵ (coll)
m that goes beyond naive mean-field

theory:

(N − 1)Rv0 Sc
2
∑
n1,n2

P̂n1P̂n2δn1+n2,m

{
8

3

[
1

n2
2 − 1

4

(
1− 3∆nn2 +

1

2
∆n2

)
+

1

n2
2 − 9

4

(
9− 5∆nn2 +

3

2
∆n2

)]}
(107)

This new contribution can be written by means of a coupling matrix gm,n,

Ĵ (new)
m = (N − 1)Rv0 Sc

2

∞∑
n=−∞

P̂nP̂m−ngm,n (108)

with

gm,n =
8

3
m

[ 3
2
m− n

(m− n)2 − 1
4

+
n+ 1

2
m

(m− n)2 − 9
4

]
(109)

The coupling matrix has a rather intricate form and it is useful to establish symmetry

requirements to check its consistency. Because of mass conservation, the mode f̂0 = ρ0/(2π)

should never change in a homogeneous system. As a consequence, the collision integral

should be zero for m = 0. This amounts to a non-trivial cancellation of terms in the
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contributions Ĥj, j = 1, 2, 3. Thus, the coupling matrix gm,n should have the property

g0,n = 0 for all n. The distribution f is a real function and therefore its complex Fourier

coefficients obey the following relation: f̂−k = f̂ ∗k . Considering only real Fourier coefficients

(which amounts to solutions that are symmetric with respect to the x-axis) one then expects

the following symmetry relation for the coupling matrix

g−m,−n = gm,n (110)

The matrix gm,n in Eq. (109) possesses both of the required properties. The validity of the

expression for the coupling matrix is further supported numerically in agent-based simula-

tions in chapter V, where the temporal relaxation of the Fouriermodes f̂ is measured and

compared to the theoretical predictions of the one-sided molecular chaos approximation.

G. Self-diffusion and velocity autocorrelation: Boltzmann-Lorentz theory

In general, a Boltzmann equation describes the advection and binary collisions of par-

ticles in terms of their probability density f . Therefore it contains information about how

the particle velocities change during collisions, and thus about the velocity autocorrelation

function (vaf). Since one-sided molecular chaos is assumed in the derivation of the Boltz-

mann equation, particles are expected to “forget” previous encounters before an interaction

starts with a new partner. This means, subsequent collision events are uncorrelated and the

vaf should decay exponentionally, at least for time scales larger than R/v0 and in situations

where the Boltzmann-like equation is expected to be asumptotically exact, i.e. for M → 0

and Sc→ 0. A similar assumption was made for regular fluids before the numerical discov-

ery of long-time tails in 1970 [60], where it was oberved that the vaf showed a power law

decay ∼ t−d/2 at long times. Here, d denotes the spatial dimension. It was shown that these

tails are a consequence of the back-flow effect which relies on momentum-conservation [61–

64]. However, momentum-conservation does not hold in the “artificial fluid” of self-propelled

particles considered here and other sources of such tails seem to be absent in this system of

point particles at low densities M � 1, [68]. Hence, long-time tails are not plausible in the

vaf of the current system; a purely exponential decay of the vaf is expected,

C(t) = 〈~v(0)2〉 e−t/τC , (111)

32



at least for times much larger than the duraction of a particle collision, Tdur. According to

the Green-Kubo relation,

D =
1

d

∫ ∞
0

〈~v(t) · ~v(0)〉 dt (112)

which is valid in the stationary state of any fluid, the self-diffusion coefficient D is given by

the time integral over the vaf. Relying on the exponential behavior of the vaf, we can easily

deduct its correlation time τC from the self-diffusion coefficient as

τC =
2D

v2
0

(113)

Therefore, in order to find τC it suffices to calculate D. This can be done by the so-called

Boltzmann-Lorentz theory, see for example [69] and its applications to granular gases [70, 71].

The main idea is to suppose that several particles are tagged but otherwise all particles are

mechanically equivalent. Then, the system is formally considered as a binary system where

a population of tagged particles is immersed in a sea of untagged background particles. For

our purposes, we tag only one particle, in particular particle i = 1, and introduce the tagged

particle density h as the ensemble average of the corresponding one-particle phase space

density,

h(~r, θ) ≡ 〈δ(~r − ~r1(t)) δ(θ − θ1(t))〉 (114)

The density of the remaining particles is given by

f̃(~r, θ) ≡
〈 N∑
j=2

δ(~r − ~rj(t)) δ(θ − θj(t)
〉

(115)

In the thermodynamic limit (td) N →∞, it does not matter whether one particle is omitted

in the summation of Eq. (115) or not, and f̃ agrees with the function f defined previously,

f = NP1. In abstract notation, the collision term of the nonlinear Boltzmann equation is

given as a functional of f by J [f, f ]. Here, the first argument in J denotes the function whose

evolution is considered; for example J [f, h] would occur in an equation for the density f and

describes scatterings of particles from the f-population on members of the h-population.

Hence, in general J [f, h] 6= J [h, f ]. The evolution equation for the tagged particle density

contains a collision term of the same functional form J [h, f ] because it describes the collision

of particle 1 with the other mechanically identical particles. An additional term of type

J [h, h] would reflect collisons among tagged particles, which are impossible with only one

tagged particle. In the case of a few tagged particles NS, these collisions are negligible as
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their density NS/V goes to zero in the thermodynamic limit V → ∞ with N/V = const.

This also means that the collision term in the evolution equation for h – a particular example

of the Boltzmann-Lorentz equation – is linear in h. In the td-limit, the evolution equation for

f̃ ≈ f is decoupled from the tagged density h, because the collision term J [f̃ , h] is smaller

than J [f̃ , f̃ ] by a factor of N.

As explained above, the collision term J [h, f ] of the Boltzmann-Lorentz equation and its

Fourier-transformed version does not have to be rederived, it follows directly from Eq. (99)

and (108) by formally replacing f̂k by ĥk at the appropriate position. Then, the Boltzmann-

Lorentz equation for the angular Fourier components of the tagged particle density becomes:

∂tĥm +
v0

2

[
∇∗ĥm−1 +∇ĥm+1

]
= ΓR2π2m

[
ĥm−1f̂1 − ĥm+1f̂−1

]
+Rv0(Sc)2

∞∑
n=−∞

ĥnf̂m−n gm,n (116)

where the coefficients gm,n are given in Eq. (109), and the terms of order O(Sc0) follow

from the hierarchy of the Vlasov-like approach, Eq. (14). The first three members of the

hierarchy (116) read

∂tĥ0 +
v0

2

[
∇∗ĥ−1 +∇ĥ1

]
= 0

∂tĥ1 +
v0

2

[
∇∗ĥ0 +∇ĥ2

]
= −AπΓ

[
ĥ2f̂−1 − ĥ0f̂1

]
+ Rv0 Sc

2
[
ĥ0f̂1g1,0 + ĥ1f̂0g1,1 + ĥ2f̂−1g1,−1 + . . .

]
∂tĥ2 +

v0

2

[
∇∗ĥ1 +∇ĥ3

]
= −2AπΓ

[
ĥ3f̂−1 − ĥ1f̂1

]
+ Rv0 Sc

2
[
ĥ0f̂2g2,0 + ĥ1f̂1g2,1 + ĥ2f̂0g2,2 + . . .

]
(117)

where ∇ and ∇∗ are the complex nabla operator and its conjugate, respectively, see Eq.

(13).

Assuming a disordered and homogeneous background, all modes of f̂n vanish, except the

n = 0 mode:

f̂n = δn,0
ρ0

2π
(118)

where ρ0 is the average total particle density. Then, the hierarchy, Eq. (117), simplifies

significantly. In particular, all terms related to the Vlasov-part of the collision integral vanish

and only terms proportional to Sc2 remain. To obtain a diffusion equation for the mode

ĥ0 which is proportional to the density of the tagged particle ρS, we perform a Chapman-

Enskog expansion [67, 72–74] and introduce a small ordering parameter ε which is set to one
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at the end of the expansion. The spatial gradients are scaled as ∇ → ε∇ and the Fourier-

modes are assumed to scale as ĥn ∼ ε|n| which can be verified a posteriori. In addition, we

introduce the usual multiple time scale expansion of the time derivative,

∂t = ε∂t0 + ε2∂t1 + . . . (119)

Inserting these expressions into Eq. (117) and collecting terms of the same order, one obtains

in linear order, O(ε), ∂t1ĥ0 = 0, and

ĥ1 =
∇∗ĥ0

2RSc2 f̂0 g1,1

(120)

meaning that at this order, ĥ1 is enslaved to the density mode ĥ0. In second order, O(ε2),

one finds ∂t0ĥ1 = 0, and

∂t1ĥ0 = −v
2

[
∇∗ĥ−1 +∇ĥ1

]
(121)

Inserting Eq. (120) in (121), subtituting g1,1 from Eq. (109), a diffusion equation is obtained,

∂tĥ0 = D∆ĥ0 (122)

D =
9π2Rv0

64M Sc2
=

9π2

64

v3
0

RΓ2M
(123)

where ĥ−1 = ĥ∗1, ∇∇∗ = ∂2
x + ∂2

y ≡ ∆ and M = πR2ρ0 = 2π2R2f̂0 from Eq. (118) was used,

and ε was set to one. The relaxation time τC of the velocity autocorrelation follows from

the diffusion coefficient D in Eqs. (113) and (123) as

τC =
9π2

32

v0

RΓ2M
(124)

In Ref. [45] it is shown how the exponentially decaying vaf follows directly from Boltzmann-

Lorentz theory without the need for Chapman-Enskog expansions and Green-Kubo formulas,

leading to the same result for τC , Eq. (124), and supporting the arguments at the beginning

of this chapter.

It is also interesting to note that there is a qualitative difference between the Vlasov-

like approximation, where the N-particle probability density is simply factorized and the

one-sided molecular chaos (OMC) assumption which takes two-particle correlations within

the duration of binary encounters into account: Only the OMC approach can explain the

finite relaxation time observed in simulations. The Vlasov-approach, which can formally be

considered by setting Sc = 0 or Γ = 0 in Eqs. (123, 124), incorrectly predicts no relaxation
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at all, i.e. τC → ∞ which is equivalent to an infinite diffusion coefficient. In VM models

with explicit noise terms, the difference between the two approximations is not as drastic,

because the noise terms lead to a finite relaxation time, even within the Vlasov-like approach.

However, the OMC approximation with external noise that is large enough to significantly

modify the particle trajectories during the collision time ∼ R/v0, is complicated to evaluate

and will be left for the future.

The predicted diffusion coefficient, Eq. (123), scales as ∼ 1/M , i.e. goes to infinity for

vanishing density. This is expected since at lowM , a particle very rarely encounters another

one, and thus moves ballistically for very long times. Eq. (123) also predicts scaling with the

coupling constant as D ∼ Sc−2. This is plausible as a vanishing coupling leads to ballistic

flights, which corresponds to an infinite diffusion coefficient. Detailed comparisons of the

predicted behavior of the diffusion coefficient with agent-based simulations are presented in

chapter V and show excellent agreement at small density and small coupling strength.

IV. DERIVING AN EFFECTIVE LANGEVIN-EQUATION

A. Brownian motion of mobile rotators

The random motion of small particles such as pollen grains immersed in a fluid is known

as Brownian motion. Einstein’s explanation of its nature can be regarded as the beginning

of stochastic modelling of natural phenomena [46]. A simple, approximate way to treat the

dynamics of the embedded particle is to model the kicks of the surrounding fluid molecules

by a random force in Newton’s equation of motion, something we know now under the name

of Langevin equation. The amount of simplification in this description is tremendous since

there is no need to describe the details of the interactions among the surrounding molecules

or between the molecules and the Brownian particle. All the information about this many-

body system is encoded in a friction term and the correlations of the noise, i.e. the random

force. In this historic example, these correlations are simple, and the strength of the noise

follows from a fluctuation-dissipation relation. In more exotic cases, such as systems of self-

driven particles with alignment interactions, it is not a priori clear whether a description by

an effective Langevin-equation always makes sense and how to determine the properties of

the noise.
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There is a few examples on how to analytically derive the properties of the noise by

explicitly integrating over the irrelevant degrees of freedom. One of them is due to R.J.

Rubin [75] who considered a harmonic lattice in which one particle – the Brownian particle

– is much heavier than the rest [96]. For other, similar systems, see Ref. [64]. In a more

recent example by van Meegen and Lindner [41], a set of immobile rotators with fixed but

randomly chosen frequencies and coupling constants were considered. Using a path integral

formalism to average over the frozen disorder, it was shown how to derive the Langevin

equation for the angular change θ̇ of a focal rotator and how to obtain the properties of the

emerging dynamical noise in this equation.

In this chapter, we will pursue the main general idea of regular Brownian motion and

assume that the effects of the surrounding particles on a focal particle can be modeled by a

typically colored but Gaussian noise term ξ, leading to an effective, one-particle Langevin-

equation for the angular change,

θ̇(t) = ξ(t) (125)

The major difference to Refs. [41, 75] is that our “rotators” are moving and have no fixed

set of interaction partners: the interactions in the VM take place on a time-varying network

[95] whose links depend on the outcome of the interactions.

We assume here that the correlations of the dynamical noise ξ = ξi for a given particle i

with the one of a different particle j, are negligible compared to the correlations of the noise

of the same particle, that is |〈ξi(t) ξj(t′)〉| � |〈ξi(t) ξi(t′)〉| for i 6= j.

In the following sections, we will show how the kinetic theory with one-sided molecular

chaos from chapter III can be utilized to calculate the properties of the noise ξ with high

precision in the limit of low density. Using a random-telegraph assumption, we also show

how the noise can be determined in the opposite limit of large density.

B. Noise calculation for low particle density

The velocity autocorrelation function (vaf) for particles of constant speed v0 can be

written as

C(τ) ≡ 〈~v(t+ τ) · ~v(t)〉 = v2
0〈cos(∆θ)〉 =

v2
0

2

[〈
ei∆θ

〉
+
〈

e−i∆θ
〉]

(126)
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with

∆θ ≡ θ(t+ τ)− θ(t) =

∫ t+τ

t

dt′ θ̇(t′) (127)

According to the assumed effective Langevin-equation, Eq. (125), the angular difference

in Eq. (127) can be expressed as the integral over the assumed Gaussian noise ξ, ∆θ =∫ t+τ
t

dt′ξ(t′). Thus, ∆θ would also be a Gaussian noise. For this kind of noise, the average

of the exponentials in Eq. (126) can be expressed as〈
e±i∆θ

〉
= exp

[
−〈(∆θ)

2〉
2

]
(128)

where one has

〈(∆θ)2〉 =

∫ t+τ

t

dt′
∫ t+τ

t

dt′′〈ξ(t′)ξ(t′′)〉 (129)

and

C(τ) = v2
0exp

[
−〈(∆θ)

2〉
2

]
. (130)

Inserting the simplest kind of noise correlations,

〈ξ(t)ξ(t̃〉 = σ2δ(t− t̃) (131)

into Eq. (129) gives

〈(∆θ)2〉 = τσ2 (132)

Plugging this result into (130) leads to an exponential decay of the vaf:

C(τ) = v2
0 exp

(
−σ

2τ

2

)
(133)

i.e. exactly what is predicted by kinetic theory for times larger than R/v0 and verified

in agent-based simulations at low density M � 1 and small coupling strength Sc � 1.

Moreover, comparing Eq. (133) with (111) gives an explicit expression for the noise strength

of the effective Langevin equation for the angle of a particle:

σ2 =
2

τC
=

64RΓ2M

9π2v0

(134)

where expression (124) from kinetic theory for τC was used. One sees that the effective noise

increases with increasing density and coupling strength. This is plausible, since increasing

these parameters leads to a stronger scattering of a particle on others which is reflected in a

stronger noise. The decrease of the noise with increasing particle velocity also makes sense

since the mean free path of a particle increases with velocity.
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In summary, by means of a quantitative kinetic theory we were able to construct an

effective Langevin equation for the time evolution of the particle’s angle. In the limit of

small density and small coupling, we observe that the noise is delta-correlated, at least on

the time-scale of the coarse-grained time of the underlying Boltzmann-like approach, Tfree,

and derive an explicit expression of the strength of this noise. Note, that the apparent white

noise obtained by this kinetic approach does not exclude the possibility that the noise is

actually colored on very short time scales of order Tdur, where the coarse-grained scattering

approach is not applicable.

C. Noise calculation for large densities: a random-telegraph approach

1. The variance 〈θ̇2〉

The calculation of the noise strength in the last section is based on the Boltzmann-like

approach and thus fails at larger densities where M is not very small anymore. Here, we

go to the opposite limit, M � 1, but still assume small coupling, Sc = |Γ|R/v0 � 1. In

this case, each particle has many neighbors on average, and the time scale of anti-alignment

is much larger than the time scale at which particles loose contact to their neighbors. The

equation of motion for the orientation of a given particle reads

θ̇i = −|Γ|
∑
j∈Ωi

sin(θj − θi) = −|Γ|
N∑
j=1

aij sin(θj − θi) , (135)

where aij = 1 if particles j and i are closer than the radius R, and is zero otherwise.

The modeling assumption of a Langevin-equation for θ̇, Eq. (125), implies that the right

hand side of (135) should be interpreted as a random variable. In the simplest mean-field

approximation we consider all particles to be independent and equally distributed in space

and orientation. Then, we can estimate the order of the autocorrelation time of the right

hand side of Eq. (135) as R/v0 because this is the inverse rate at which a given neighbor

disappears and a new, independent neighbor appears. The reorientation of the neighbors

occurs on much longer time scales, and therefore can be neglected. Thus, for time scales

much larger than R/v0 we expect the fluctuating random quantity on the right hand side of

Eq. (135) to be white noise asymptotically.

For a given value of θi, in our mean-field picture, the terms sin(θi − θj) are independent
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FIG. 4. Histogram of θ̇ from agent-based simulations for M = 35.349 and Γ = −0.1 (black curve)

compared with fitted Gaussian function (red curve) with variance 0.05 whereas the measured value

is 〈θ̇2〉 = 0.0506. Parameters: Sc = 0.15, linear system size L = 40, N = 2000, v0 = 2, R = 3,

M Sc2 = 0.795211, time step τ = 0.025, average over 40 ensembles.

random variables. For large M there are typically many summands in Eq. (135). Hence,

according to the central limit theorem, we can approximate the sum as Gaussian. Fig. 4

shows that this is an excellent assumption already for M = 35.34, whereas for M = 3.68 the

distribution is still far from a Gaussian distribution and shows pronounced peaks, especially

at θ̇ = 0 which corresponds to the case where the focal particle is alone in its collision

circle, Fig. 5. To proceed, we calculate the variance of θ̇i from the microscopic collision

rule. Within our simple mean-field assumption we consider particles even within the col-

lision circle as uncorrelated. This is in contrast to the more accurate one-sided molecular

chaos approximation we employed at small density. Thus, we assume that the two-particle

distribution function P (θi, θj) = P (θi)P (θj) = 1/(2π)2, factorizes and obtain the variance
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FIG. 5. Histogram of θ̇ from agent-based simulations for M = 3.678 and Γ = −0.06666 (green

curve). The central peak has a height of 212.3. Parameters: Sc = 0.1, linear system size L = 40,

N = 2000, v0 = 2, R = 3, M Sc2 = 0.03677, time step τ = 0.025, average over 40 ensembles.

Comparison with the measured distribution for M = 35.34 and Sc = 0.15 (black curve).

as,

〈θ̇2
i 〉 = 〈(−|Γ|

∑
j∈Ωi

sin(θj − θi))2〉

= Γ2

∞∑
n=0

Prob(#neighbors = n)

[ n+1∑
j=2

∫ 2π

0

sin2(θj − θi)
1

2π
dθj

+
n+1∑

j 6=k,=2

∫ 2π

0

sin(θj − θi)
1

2π
dθj

∫ 2π

0

sin(θk − θi)
1

2π
dθk

]

= Γ2

∞∑
n=0

Prob(#neighbors = n)
n+1∑
j=2

∫ 2π

0

sin2(θj − θi)
1

2π
dθj

= Γ2M

∫ 2π

0

sin2(θj − θi)
1

2π
dθj =

Γ2M

2
. (136)

In section VB, the validity of Eq. (136) is checked by agent-based simulations.
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2. The relation between 〈θ̇2〉 and the velocity autocorrelation function

Differentiating the autocorrelation function, Eq. (126), with respect to time gives
dC(τ)

dτ
= Ċ = −v2

0〈 ˙(∆θi) sin(∆θi)〉 = −v2
0〈θ̇i(t+ τ) sin(∆θi)〉 (137)

For vanishing time interval, τ → 0, sin(∆θi) goes to zero and we find

Ċ|τ=0 = 0 (138)

Differentiating a second time results in
d2C(τ)

dτ 2
= C̈ = −v2

0

[
〈θ̈i(t+ τ) sin(∆θi)〉+ 〈θ̇2

i (t+ τ) cos(∆θi)〉
]

(139)

and we obtain a relation to the variance as

C̈|τ=0 = −v2
0 〈θ̇2

i 〉 (140)

For a Gaussian noise, the autocorrelation function has the form given by Eq. (130). Differ-

entiating (130) and requiring consistency with (138) yields
d

dτ
〈∆θ2

i 〉|τ=0 = 0 (141)

whereas differentiating Eq. (130) a second time leads to

C̈
∣∣
τ=0

= −v
2
0

2

d2

dτ 2
〈θ2
i 〉
∣∣
τ=0

(142)

Comparison to (140) gives us a way to obtain the small time behavior of the angular dis-

placement from the microscopic collision rule,
d2

dτ 2
〈∆θ2

i 〉
∣∣
τ=0

= 2〈θ̇2
i 〉
∣∣
τ=0

= Γ2M , (143)

where Eq. (136) was used. Due to the requirements, (141) and (143), a linear time depen-

dence of 〈∆θ2
i 〉 as in perfect angular diffusion 〈∆θ2

i 〉 ∼ τ is ruled out for small time scales

τ < R/v0 but is expected to appear at larger times. This just reflects the fact that in reality

no noise is perfectly white. Here, the effective dynamical noise is colored with a finite auto-

correlation time of order R/v0 which describes the arrival and departure of collision partner

in the collision circle of a given particle. As we will see later, this small “non-whiteness” is

essential for the long-time diffusive behavior of the displacement. According to (141) and

(143), for small times, we expand the angular displacement as

〈∆θ2
i 〉 = τ 2 Γ2M

2
+ α3|τ |τ 2 + α4τ

4 + . . . (144)

with coefficients αj given later in Eq. (174).
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3. A random telegraph model

The main difficulty in solving the microscopic evolution equations for the angles θi, Eqs.

(135), is that although the equations can be formally closed, there is a dependence on the

entire history of all the angles. This can be seen by integrating the position equations (1)

and writing the indicator functions aij as

aij(t) = a(|~ri(t)− ~rj(t)|) = a

(
v0

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

[n̂(θi(t
′))− n̂(θj(t

′))] dt′
∣∣∣∣) (145)

For low densities, the difficulty could be resolved by expressing the dynamics in terms of

isolated two-particle meetings within a Boltzmann-like theory. However, to obtain a similar

quantitative theory for moderate and high densities, one would have to abandon the one-

sided molecular chaos assumption and to include a consistent treatment of two- or higher-

particle correlation functions. In principle, this can be done by means of ring-kinetic theory

[35, 37] or the less accurate Landau kinetic theory [36] for active particles. However, these

theories are very complicated and often they can only be evaluated with a numerical effort

of the same or higher order as direct agent-based simulations. Therefore, in this paper, we

adopt a drastically simplified theoretical approach: the quantities aij in Eq. (135) which

can only take the values zero or one, are modeled as independent random telegraph (RT)

processes, see Appendix D,

〈aij(t+ τ) aij(t)〉 = δjk g(τ) for i 6= j, i 6= k (146)

with the correlation function g(τ) which is even in time, g(τ) = g(−τ) and will be constructed

from the microscopic details of the active particle system. Here, the focal particle i is different

from the particles j and k it “collides” with. This simplification decouples the dynamics of

the angles from the neighbor property aij.

To derive an equation for the angular displacement and thus for the vaf, we define the

following complex numbers at two different times t̃ and t′:

zj ≡ eiθj(t′)

z̃j ≡ eiθj(t̃) (147)
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Because of Eq. (127) we can write the mean square angular displacement as

〈∆θ2
i 〉 =

∫ t+τ

t

dt̃

∫ t+τ

t

dt′〈θ̇(t̃) θ̇(t′)〉

= Γ2

∫ t+τ

t

dt̃

∫ t+τ

t

dt′
N∑
j=1

N∑
k=1

〈aij(t̃) aik(t′) sin(θ̃j − θ̃i) sin(θk − θi)〉 (148)

with the abbreviations θ̃j ≡ θj(t̃) and θj ≡ θj(t
′). Assuming that the aij are independent of

the angles with a second moment given by Eq. (146), and using the complex representation

of the sine, one finds

〈∆θ2
i 〉 = −Γ2

4

N∑
j=1

∫ t+τ

t

dt̃

∫ t+τ

t

dt′g(t̃− t′)〈(z̃j z̃∗i − z̃iz̃∗j )(zjz∗i − ziz∗j )〉 (149)

In evaluating the right hand side of (149) we assume that particles are uncorrelated (Molec-

ular chaos assumption), that is, for example, 〈z̃jz∗i 〉 = 〈z̃j〉〈z∗i 〉 = 0 or 〈z̃∗j zj z̃iz∗i 〉 =

〈z̃∗j zj〉〈z̃iz∗i 〉. We also assume isotropy, i.e. that there is no preferered direction. This

means that combinations of the z′js and z̃′js which are not rotationally invariant, such as

zj z̃j have a vanishing mean value, e.g. 〈zj z̃j〉 = 0. This can be seen by rotating the coor-

dinate system by an arbitrary angle α. The combination zj z̃j would turn into exp(2iα)zj z̃j

i.e. would have an explicit dependence on the orientation of the coordinate system, and

thus is not rotationally invariant. In contrast, rotating the combination z∗j z̃j would show no

such dependence. Note, that the N(N − 1) terms proportional to terms 〈aij〉〈aik〉 for j 6= k

in (148) have prefactors that vanish under the presumed Molecular chaos assumption.

Finally, since all j = 1 . . . N particles have identical properties and since for j = i there

is no contribution to the right hand side, we obtain

〈∆θ2
1〉 =

Γ2(N − 1)

4

∫ t+τ

t

dt̃

∫ t+τ

t

dt′g(t̃− t′)
[
〈z̃2z

∗
2〉〈z̃∗1z1〉+ 〈z̃∗2z2〉〈z̃1z

∗
1〉
]

(150)

where we took particle i = 1 as focal particle and particle j = 2 as a representative neighbor

of particle 1. Using the Gaussian assumption for the angular displacements we can express

the products on the right hand side of (150) as given in Eq. (128). For example, one has

〈z̃∗1z1〉 =
〈

ei[θ1(t′)−θ1(t̃)]
〉

= e−
1
2
〈∆θ21(t̃−t′)〉 = 〈z̃1z

∗
1〉 (151)

Requiring self-consistency, we drop the particle indices, since every particle’s displacement

should be the same on average. Assuming stationarity and by formally going to the ther-

modynamic limit, N →∞, L→∞ at constant ρ0 = N/L2, we obtain an integral equation
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for the mean angular displacement,

〈∆θ2(τ)〉 =
Γ2

2

∫ τ

0

dt̃

∫ τ

0

dt′ ĝ(t̃− t′) e−〈∆θ
2(t̃−t′)〉 (152)

with the scaled correlation function ĝ of the random telegraph process,

ĝ(t) = lim
N→∞

(N − 1) g(t) (153)

This correlation function is calculated in Appendix D with the result

ĝ(τ) = Me−woff |τ | (154)

Here, woff is the rate by which the random variable aij switches from one to zero. Thus,

woff parametrizes the statistical modelling of the effect that a collision partner of the focal

particle leaves the collision circle at a particular time. This connection to the microscopic

dynamics will be made explicit in the following sections where woff will be determined self-

consistently by means of kinetic theory. Inserting Eq. (154) into (152) leads to the final

form of the integral equation for the mean square angular displacement

〈∆θ2(τ)〉 =
Γ2M

2

∫ τ

0

dt̃

∫ τ

0

dt′ e−woff |t̃−t′| e−〈∆θ
2(t̃−t′)〉 . (155)

Solving this self-consistent equation for the function 〈∆θ2(τ)〉 allows us to find the velocity

auto-correlation function C(τ) at all times τ by means of Eq. (130). A similar integral

equation has been found earlier in Ref. [41] in the context of randomly coupled but fixed

rotators. As shown later, knowledge of the mean square angular displacement enables the

calculation of the noise correlations 〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 by inverting Eq. (129).

4. Calculating the rate woff

The determination of the OFF-rate, woff is essential for a good model of the collision

process by the random telegraph process. We consider the event that the variable aij takes

the value zero for the first time after having started from the value one at time t = 0. The

probability that this occurs at a time between t and t+dt is denoted by W1→0 = P1→0(t) dt.

To find the probability density P1→0 for the random telegraph process, we discretize time t =

tn = n∆t with a small time step ∆t. The probability for the first “success” (corresponding

to switching from 1 to 0 for the first time) at time tn is given by the geometric discribution:

Wn = (1− woff∆t)n−1woff ∆t =

(
1− woff tn

n

)n−1

woff ∆t (156)
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Setting Wn = P1→0(t) ∆t and performing the continuous time limit ∆t→ 0 at fixed time

t = tn and using the relation

lim
n→∞

(
1− x

n

)n
= e−x (157)

gives

P1→0(t) = woffe
−woff t (158)

This exponential probability density has a finite mean: The averaged first passage time for

the flip from ON to OFF follows as

Tflip = 〈t〉 =

∫ ∞
0

t P1→0(t) dt =
1

woff
(159)

because the density P1→0(t) is normalized to one.

To determine woff and to provide a link to the random telegraph process, we first consider

the actual contact process of a particle that has entered the collision circle of the focal

particle i = 1 at time zero and leaves it at time t. As a first approximation, we assume

that Sc = |Γ|R/v0 → 0, which means that particles move ballistically in straight lines with

constant speed during their contact time. Assuming furthermore that particles outside the

collision circle are equally distributed in space and have no preferred direction, the average

contact time turns out to be finite as in the RT-process and can be calculated exactly by

means of kinetic theory, as shown in Appendix E, with the result

〈t〉 =
π2

8

R

v0

(160)

Equating this moment with the one from the RT-process, Eq. (159), leads to the OFF-rate,

woff = B
v0

R
(161)

with the constant B = 8/π2 ≈ 0.81. The behavior that woff ∼ R/v0 with a proportionality

constant of order one is expected on dimensional and physical grounds since the time a

particle of speed v0 flies through an area of linear extension R is of order R/v0. Modeling by

the random telegraph process is not perfect as indicated by the fact that the distribution of

the exit time texit is qualitatively different from the actual behavior of particles in the limit

Sc → 0. According to Eq. (E6) the distribution for the direct contact process has a power

law tail, whereas in the RT-process the distribution is exponential. As a consequence, while

the scaling behavior of woff is captured correctly, the prediction for the prefactor B should

only be taken as a first estimate. In chapter IVC7 it is shown how B can determined self-

consistently by matching it to the Boltzmann-like kinetic theory with the result B = 9π2/64.
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5. Solution of the integral equation

All parameters in the non-linear integral equation (155) for the mean square angular

displacement are defined and we proceed to solving it. First, we discretize time with a

small time step ∆t as t̃ = n∆t, t′ = m∆t, τ = p∆t with n,m, p = 0, 1, 2, . . . and define

〈∆θ(τ)2〉 = 〈∆θ(p∆t)2〉 ≡ xp. The integral equation (155) is then discretized as

xp =
MΓ2

2
∆t2

p∑
n=1

p∑
m=1

e−woff ∆t|n−m|−xn−m for p ≥ 1 (162)

with initial value x0 = 0 and where we imply the discrete time-reversal symmetry xn−m =

xm−n. At the smallest non-zero time, p = 1, Eq. (162) reproduces the quadratic small time

behavior required by Eq. (144), x1 = MΓ2

2
∆t2.

By increasing p step by step, we found a simpler form of the discretized integral equation

xp =
MΓ2∆t2

2

[
p+ 2

p−1∑
m=1

(p−m) e−mwoff−xm
]

(163)

Because the right hand side of (163) contains only displacements xm at smaller times, i.e.

with m < p, it is a recurrence relation for the value of xp using the values xp−1, xp−2, . . . x0.

Thus, by inreasing the index p in steps of one, storing all obtained values xp for use in the next

sweep, the entire temporal behavior of the angular displacement can be found numerically,

see Fig. 6. Numerical results obtained by this method in Fig. 6 show that xp increases linear

in time at large times, corresponding to a simple exponential decay of the vaf, see (130).

Performing the continuum limit of the recurrence relation (163) by
∑

∆t . . .→
∫
dt . . . for

∆t→ 0 we arrive at a simpler integral equation,

〈∆θ(τ)2〉 = MΓ2

∫ τ

0

(τ − t) e−woff t−〈∆(t)2〉 dt . (164)

Differentiating Eq. (164) or (155) twice with respect to τ leads to a non-linear differential

equation for x(t) ≡ 〈∆θ2(t)〉 with explicit time dependence,

ẍ(t) = MΓ2e−woff |t|−x(t) . (165)

The explicit time dependence in the differential equation (165) can be eliminated for t 6= 0

by the transformation

y = x+ woff |t| (166)
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FIG. 6. The normalized angular displacement 〈∆θ2〉/ε is plotted versus dimensionless time t̃ =

t woff . The black curve shows the numerical solution of the integral equation (163), whereas the

red line is the analytical linear result from Eq. (173), given here by −0.99 + 0.99995 t̃. Parameters:

ε = 0.01, wt = ∆t woff = 0.001, Ntot = 5× 104 points, M = 1, |Γ|/woff = 0.1.

to yield

ÿ(t) = MΓ2e−y(t) + 2woff δ(t) (167)

with γ ≡ MΓ2 because of ẏ = ẋ + 2woff [θ(t)− 1/2] and ÿ = ẍ + 2woffδ(t). Eq. (167) can

be interpreted as the equation of motion of a particle in an effective potential. Multiplying

by ẏ and integrating in time one finds the corresponding conserved “energy” of this motion:

E = const =
ẏ2

2
+ γe−y (168)

Because of the initial conditions x(t = 0) = 0 and ẋ(0) = 0, one has y(t = 0) = 0 and

ẏ(t = 0) = woff which gives the value of the generalized energy, E = γ + w2
off/2. Solving

Eq.(168) for the function t(y) leads to

t =

∫ y

0

[
2γ
(
1− e−x

)
+ w2

off

]−1/2
dx (169)
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The transformation exp(−x) = z2 leads to a solvable standard integral,

t = −
√

2

γ

∫ exp(−y/2)

1

dz

z
√
a2 − z2

(170)

with a2 ≡ 1 + w2
off/(2γ) = 1 + 1/(2ε) and ε = MΓ2/w2

off . One obtains

t =

√
2

γa2
ln

(
a+
√
a2 − z2

z

)∣∣∣∣exp(−y/2)

1

=

√
2

γa2
ln


[
a+

√
a2 − exp(−y)

]
exp(y/2)

a+
√
a2 − 1


(171)

Defining the variable z ≡ exp(−y/2) leads to a quadratic equation for z, which is, of course,

solvable. Thus, finally, it turns out that the integral equation (155) as well as the differential

equation (165) are exactly solvable, and the angular displacement follows as

x(t) = 2 ln

{
c2 + e−2λ |t|

2b c e−λ|t|

}
− woff |t| (172)

with ε ≡ γ/w2
off , b2 ≡ 1 + 1/2ε, c ≡ b+

√
b2 − 1, λ = woff b

√
ε/2.

The solution is rewritten in terms of the dimensionless time t̃ = t woff and the scaled

angular displacement x̃ = x/ε. Analysis for t̃ � 1 allows neglecting esponentially small

terms ∼ exp(−t̃) and gives the expected simple linear growth of the displacement at large

times:

x̃ =

√
1 + 2ε− 1

ε
t̃− 2

ε
ln

[
2
√

1 + 2ε

1 +
√

1 + 2ε

]
(173)

In Fig. 6 one sees excellent agreement of this asymptotic behavior with the full exact solution.

We checked that the analytical solution (172) agrees perfectly with the numerical solution

of the integral equation (163).

For completeness, a perturbative solution of the differential equation (165) for small times

will be given here in dimensionless form,

x̃ =
1

2
t̃2 − 1

6
|t̃|3 +

1

2

[
1

2
− ε
]
t̃4 +

1

40

[
ε− 1

3

]
|t̃|5 +O(t̃6) (174)

where the first, quadratic, term agrees with the expectation, Eq. (144).

6. Calculating the noise correlations

Differentiating Eq. (129) twice with respect to τ gives the relation between the noise

correlations and the angular displacement x(τ) = 〈[∆θ(τ)]2〉,

ẍ(τ) = 2 〈ξ(t)ξ(0)〉 (175)
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From (165) we know how to express ẍ in terms of x and y,

〈ξ(t)ξ(0)〉 =
γ

2
e−y (176)

where y = x + woff |t| and inserting the solution for x from (172) we obtain an explicit

expression for the noise correlations

〈ξ(t)ξ(t̃〉 =
γ

2

[
2 b c e−λ|t−t̃|

c2 + e−2λ|t−t̃|

]2

(177)

As shown in Fig. 8, the correlations become exponential for |τ | ' R/v0. When coarse-

graining on time scales of order R/v0 (as done in the Boltzmann-like kinetic theory), the

colored network noise appears as an effective white noise, 〈ξ(τ)ξ(0)〉 ∼ σ2δ(τ). To calculate

its strength σ2 we integrate the noise correlations from zero to a very large time T . For an

assumed white noise this gives ∫ T

0

〈ξ(t)ξ(0̃〉 dt =
σ2

2
(178)

whereas from (175) it follows∫ T

0

〈ξ(t)ξ(0̃〉 dt =

∫ T

0

ẍ

2
dt =

1

2
ẋ(T ) (179)

Equating the two results and performing the limit T → ∞, we obtain the strength of the

equivalent white noise as

σ2 = lim
T→∞

ẋ(T ) = γ

∫ ∞
0

e−x(τ)−woff τ dτ = woff

[√
1 + 2ε− 1

]
(180)

Because of τC = 2/σ2, see Eq. (134), the RT-model predicts the auto-correlation time as

τC =
2

woff
[√

1 + 2ε− 1
] (181)

Note, that in the thermodynamic limit the ratio M/N goes to zero, and the effective noise

σ2 only depends on the OFF-rate woff of the random telegraph process.

7. Matching the random-telegraph model and the Boltzmann-like theory

Eqs. (180, 181) suggest that the noise strength σ2 and the auto-correlation time τC are

solely controlled by the composite variable ε ∼MS2. As shown in Fig. (7), this is consistent

with agent-based simulations: all data points for τC approximately lie on a Master curve
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when plotted versus M Sc2. Under this assumption, expression (134) from kinetic theory,

valid for M � 1 and Sc � 1, should match the small ε limit of (180). This is indeed the

case and fixes the proportionality constant in the Ansatz woff = B v0/R to the value

B =
9π2

64
≈ 1.38791 . (182)

This leads to the final theoretical prediction for τC and the self-diffusion coefficient D,

τC =
128R

9π2v0

[√
1 +

8192M Sc2

81π4
− 1

]−1

(183)

D =
64v0R

9π2

[√
1 +

8192M Sc2

81π4
− 1

]−1

, (184)

supposedly valid for all densities M but for small Sc � 1. Plotting this prediction in

Fig. (7) shows excellent agreement with agent-based results at small MS2. At larger M

or Sc, the theory underestimates the correlation time τC , probably because the random-

telegraph theory neglects correlations among particles inside the collision circle. Since there

are more such particles at larger M , these neglected contributions carry more weight in

the final expression. Furthermore, the determination of the coefficient B was based on the

Boltzmann-like kinetic theory which was only evaluated up to O(Sc2). Thus, deviations

for Sc > 1 are also not surprising. However, modifications of the value of B will not be

sufficient to remedy the strong deviation between theoretical predictions and simulations at

large M Sc2 by about a factor of ten. This is because in this limit, the expression (181) for

τC becomes independent of B,

τC =

√
2

M

1

|Γ|
forM Sc2 � 1 (185)

Possible reasons for the discrepancies at larger M Sc2 will be investigated in section VB in

more detail.

V. NUMERICS

A. The relaxation of angular modes

The usual hydrodynamics modes, particle density and momentum density, are encoded

in the lowest angular modes f̂0 and f̂1. The higher modes f̂2, f̂3, . . . relax faster and are
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FIG. 7. The scaled auto-correlation time τC v0/R from agent-based simulations versus the scaling

variable δ = M Sc2 for different values of M , compared to the theoretical prediction, Eq. (183).

thus considered kinetic modes. It is interesting to see to if the Vlasov- and Boltzmann-like

theories introduced above are able to correctly describe the time-evolution of the angular

modes, even far away from stationary states. Here, we will restrict ourselves to homogeneous

systems and leave the evaluation of the full spatiotemporal behavior for future research.

We performed agent-based simulations by solving the time-discretized versions of Eqs.

(1,2) for N particles using a small time step τ on a quadratic domain of linear size L with

periodic boundary conditions. The system was initialized by randomly placing particles on

the domain with flying directions which are equally distributed in the interval [−α/2, α/2]

with respect to the x-axis. The angular parameter α > 0 was chosen to be significantly

smaller than 2π. Thus, the initial state is spatially homogeneous but ordered where all

angular Fourier modes are excited according to

f̂k,init =
ρ0

2π

∫ 2π

0

P (θ)e−ikθ dθ =
ρ0

2πα

∫ α/2

−α/2
e−ikθ dθ =

ρ0

2π
sinc

(
αk

2

)
(186)

which follows from the definition (11), and where P (θ) is the angular distribution of a single
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Eq. (177) versus scaled time t̃ = tv0/R for different values of the variable M Sc2 = 0.01 (black),

0.1 (red) till M Sc2 = 10 (orange). For t̃ / 0.7, the correlations are non-exponential.

particle, and ρ0 = N/L2. The temporal evolution of the the particles was calculated and

the instantaneous angular Fourier modes were measured as

f̂k(t) =
ρ0

2π

1

N

N∑
j=1

e−ikθj(t) (187)

These measurements were repeated on replica systems which were initialized in the same

way but with different random seeds, and an ensemble average of the Fourier modes was

performed. Fig. 9 shows the relaxation of the first modes, f̂1, f̂2 and f̂3. As expected the

higher modes relax faster. After a sufficiently long time, all modes had relaxed to zero,

corresponding to a disordered stationary state. The non-monotonic decay of the mode f̂2

which describes nematic order can be understood as follows: Initially, the particles fly mostly

in the x-direction, corresponding to relatively large positive values of the polar and nematic

order parameter, f̂1 and f̂2, respectively. Due to the anti-aligment interaction, particles turn

away from each other where about half of the particles tend to go towards the y-direction,

whereas the other half goes more towards the negative y-direction. This splitting corresponds
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FIG. 9. Relaxation of the first angular modes f̂k, divided by f̂0, as a function of dimensionless time

t̃ = t |Γ|, obtained by agent-based simulations (solid lines), Vlasov-like mean-field theory (dotted

lines), and Boltzmann-like kinetic theory (dashed lines) for Sc = 0.05 and M = 0.1. Parameters

for the agent-based simulations: N = 493 particles, Γ = −0.2, integration time step dt = 0.025,

v0 = 4, R = 1, linear system size L = 124, inital opening angle α = 150o, number of replicas in the

ensemble average, nens = 100.

to small polar order but significant nematic order with a negative value of f̂2, eventually

reaching the minimum value of f̂2. Later on, while attempting to turn anti-parallel to their

repective neighbors, the particles get completely mixed and disoriented, and thus all f̂k with

k ≥ 1 go to zero.

To compare this behavior with the predictions from kinetic theory, we also solved the

hierarchy equations, Eqs. (12) for the Vlasov-like hierarchy, and the Boltzmann-like hier-

archy where the additional collision term from Eq. (108) was added to the right hand side

of (12). The equations for the first 48 modes were solved explicitly where all higher modes

were set to zero. We checked, that a truncation at a slightly different mode number does no

significantly change the results.

Fig. 9 shows that at small times both kinetic theories agree very well with the agent-
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based result. However, at larger times, the regular mean-field results start deviating from

the direct simulations. Finally, at large times, a qualitatively different behavior is apparent:

the angular modes do not converge to zero but non-zero asymptotic values are reached,

meaning that the stationary state is ordered. In addition, by changing the initial opening

angle α, we observed that the actual asymptotic values depend on α, i.e. on the initial

conditions.

In contrast, the addition of the small correction due to non-mean field effects to the

Vlasov-like collision operator introduces a new long time scale, τlong = (R/v0)/M Sc2, which

describes the final relaxation of all modes to zero and is very large at low densities and

coupling strengths. Furthermore, this small modification leads to an excellent, quantitative

agreement between the Boltzmann-like kinetic theory and the agent-based simulations. As

expected, this agreement gets better, the smaller the scaled density M and the smaller the

coupling strength Sc is. For large M > 1, the assumptions of a Boltzmann-like theory are

not valid. However, the qualitative picture stays the same: the system eventually becomes

disordered, which is confirmed by the improved kinetic theory but not by the Vlasov-like

theory.

We conclude that in our noise-free system, the regular mean-field approximation of fac-

torizing the N-particle probability distribution leads to erroneous predictions, both at small

and at large density, and should be abondoned. Instead, the one-sided molecular chaos

approximation, as first used about 100 years ago in the standard Boltzmann-equation, leads

to quantitatively correct results, at least in the low density limit.

B. Checking assumptions: measuring 〈θ̇2〉

In the derivation of the self-consistent integral equation (155) that leads to the determi-

nation of the vaf in the limit of large M , a number of approxiations had to be made. One of

them was a mean-field assumption in the calculation of 〈θ̇2〉. In agent-based simulations we

checked whether the result, Eq. (136), is actually correct. We found that it is quite accurate

at small M and Sc but deviates increasingly for increasing M which is not very encouraging

as the result is needed in evaluating the large density case. For example, for M = 35.34, see

Fig. 4 we observe 〈θ̇2〉/(MΓ2/2) = 0.28633, i.e. the variance of the angular change is more

than a factor of three smaller than predicted by the Molecular Chaos assumption. To rule
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out that this has to do with the average number of particles, we measured this independently

with the result that the average number of neighbors is only a factor of 0.9633 smaller than

M . For a smaller density, M = 3.677, see Fig. 5, the difference is not so dramatic. Here, we

find 〈θ̇2〉/(MΓ2/2) = 0.68334 and an average neighbor number of 0.91407M . Simulations

at very large M = 123.7, Sc = 0.1 and N = 7000 resulted in 〈θ̇2〉/(MΓ2/2) = 0.4341194.

F. For even larger M = 135.7 and Sc = 0.15 (M Sc2 = 3.054) this ratio was measured at

〈θ̇2〉/(MΓ2/2) = 0.4483190.

This lead us to the hypothesis that for larger M , different particles within the collision

circle of particle i are significantly anti-correlated. This causes relevant contributions of

the n(n − 1) cross-terms ∼ 〈sin(θj − θi) sin(θj − θi)〉 in Eq. (136), effectively lowering the

impact of the n diagonal contributions. The variance MΓ2/2 is the essential parameter in

the analysis of the RT-approach. Lowering it means that for the predicted relaxation times

τC one should assign values that correspond to much lower M in the ideal theory (based on

Molecular chaos) which then leads to much larger predicted values of τC .

It is interesting to note, that these cross-correlations cannot occur in the small density

limit, M � 1 because in this case there is simply almost never a third particle involved in

collisions. We speculate that the increasing relevance of the anti-correlations at larger M is

due to the fact that there is n − 1 times more cross-terms than diagonal terms, and larger

n become more likely at a larger average value M = 〈n〉.

Since a self-consistent theory merely for the autocorrelation of a particle, such as Eq.

(155), is apparently not sufficient for M Sc2 > 0.01, one could expand the theory by an

equation for the cross-correlations or set up a ring-kinetic theory. However, this is beyond

the scope of this paper and will be left for future work.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we consider a model of self-propelled particles with anti-alignment interac-

tions but without external noise. Starting at the N-particle Liouville equation and assuming

low densities, we derive an asymptotically exact scattering theory by means of a non-local

closure of the first BBGKY-equation. By means of this kinetic theory and a mapping to a

random-telegraph process we construct an effective Langevin equation for the time evolution

of a focal particle in a sea of host particles, which should be valid at arbitrary densities.
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Analytical expressions for the temporal correlations of its effective noise term and the cor-

responding self-diffusion coefficient are provided. The mathematical details of all deriva-

tions are laid out and the underlying assumptions are thoroughly discussed. Comparing to

agent-based simulations we show that the theory accurately describes the time-evolution of

the hydrodynamic and kinetic modes of the system, even far from stationary states. We

demonstrate that the usual mean-field approach of Molecular Chaos which is based on a fac-

torization of the N-particle probability density, fails in this deterministic system and leads to

unphysical predictions such as an infinite coefficient of self-diffusion. The proposed theory

opens a way to analytically treat other active systems beyond mean field, such as mixtures

of different SPPs and models with non-reciprocal, chiral, and nematic interactions.

The main technical results of this paper are (i) the coupling matrix gmn, Eq. (109), for

the Fourier-modes which describe the extension of the Vlasov-like theory beyond mean field,

(ii) the integral- and corresponding differential equations for the angular displacement, Eqs.

(155, 165), (iii) the noise correlations of the effective network noise, Eq. (177), and (iv) the

expression for the self-diffusion coefficient, Eq. (184).
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Appendix A: Two-particle scattering

The evolution equations for the angles of two interacting particles are

θ̇1 = Γ sin(θ2 − θ1) (A1)

θ̇2 = Γ sin(θ1 − θ2) (A2)

We define the auxiliary varibles,

∆ ≡ θ2 − θ1

c̃ ≡ θ1 + θ2 . (A3)

By adding and subtracting equations (A1, A2) one finds

˙̃c = 0 (A4)

∆̇ = −2Γ sin(∆) (A5)
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Defining the angles α1 and α2 with respect to the vector −∆~r = ~r1−~r2, see Fig. 3, we have

θ1 = α1 + β

θ2 = α2 + β (A6)

and thus, ∆ = θ2 − θ1 = α2 − α1 and

c ≡ α1 + α2 = c̃− 2β . (A7)

Even though c̃ is conserved, the quantity c depends on time. This is because during a

collision of finite duration, the positions of the particles change, resulting in a change of the

angle β which is defined in Fig. 3.

The solution of the differential equation (A5) is

tan
[∆(t̃)

2

]
= tan

[∆(t)

2

]
exp
[
2Γ(t− t̃)

]
(A8)

The time evolution of the connecting vector ∆~r = (∆rx,∆ry) follows from integrations

of Eq.(1) over time as

∆rx(t̃)−∆rx(t) = v0

∫ t̃

t

dt̂
[
cos(θ2(t̂))− cos(θ1(t̂))

]
= −2v0

∫ t̃

t

dt̂ sin
c̃

2
sin

∆(t̂)

2

∆ry(t̃)−∆ry(t) = v0

∫ t̃

t

dt̂
[
sin(θ2(t̂))− sin(θ1(t̂))

]
= 2v0

∫ t̃

t

dt̂ cos
c̃

2
sin

∆(t̂)

2
. (A9)

With the abbreviation

G ≡
∫ t̃

t

dt̂ sin
∆(t̂)

2
(A10)

and using the invariance of c̃ = θ1 + θ2, the evolution of the square of the distance between

the particles (∆r)2 = (∆rx)
2 + (∆ry)

2 follows from Eq. (A9) as

(∆r(t̃))2 = (∆r(t))2 + 4v2
0G

2 + 4v0G
{

∆ry(t)cos
c̃

2
−∆rx(t)sin

c̃

2

}
(A11)

Expressing the connecting vector in polar coordinates at the exit time, where |∆~r(t)| = R,

∆rx(t) = R cos(π + β(t)) = −R cosβ(t)

∆ry(t) = R sin(π + β(t)) = −R sinβ(t) (A12)

where β in defined in Fig. 3 (and taken at the exit time), we insert Eq. (A12) in (A11),

use Eq. (A7) and the trigonomic identity

sin

(
c̃

2
− β(t)

)
= sin

(
c(t)

2

)
= cosβ(t) sin

(
c̃

2

)
− sinβ(t) cos

(
c̃

2

)
(A13)
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to find

∆r(t̃)2 = ∆r(t)2 + 4v2
0G

2 + 4v0GR sin
c(t)

2
(A14)

which after taking the square root yields Eq. (38) of the main text. To evaluate the integral

in the definition of G, Eq. (A10), we use the identity

sin
∆

2
=

tan∆
2√

1 + tan2 ∆
2

=
µ√

1 + µ2
(A15)

and the known temporal behavior of the tangent of ∆/2 from Eq. (A8) to obtain

G =

∫ t̃

t

dt̂
µ exp(2Γ(t− t̂))√

1 + µ2 exp(4Γ(t− t̂))
(A16)

Switching to the new variable x = exp(2Γ(t− t̂)) with dt̂ = −dx/(2Γx), the integral becomes

G =
1

2Γ

∫ 1

exp(2Γ(t−t̃))

µ dx√
1 + µ2x2

(A17)

The additional transformation xµ = sinhy results in a trivially solvable integral and leads

to Eq. (39) in the main text.

Appendix B: Incorporating microscopic scattering into the collision integral

The collision integral contains the relative velocity ~vrel = ~v2 − ~v1 = v0[n̂(θ2)− n̂(θ)] and

involves integrations over the angles φ and θ2, where we take particle 1 as focal particle with

θ = θ1. However, the results of the two-particle scattering are expressed in terms of the

angles α1 and α2, and in particular c = α1 +α2. Hence, a connection between these different

sets of variables is needed. From Figs. 1, 3 and the definition of the relative velocity we see

that the scalar multiplication of ~vrel with the unit vector r̂ = ∆~r/∆r at the exit time t gives

vrel cosφ = v0(cosα1 − cosα2) = 2v0sin
c

2
sin

∆

2
(B1)

where the last statement comes from the trigonometric identity for a sum of cosine functions.

The quantity c can now be expressed in terms of the variables φ, θ, θ2 as

sin
c

2
=
vrel
v0

cosφ

2 sin∆
2

(B2)

with ∆ = θ2 − θ. Furthermore, by means of other trigonometric identities, one finds that

vrel
v0

= 2
∣∣∣sin∆

2

∣∣∣ (B3)
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Inserting this into expression (B1) leads to the simple relation

sin
c

2
= sgn

[
sin

∆

2

]
cosφ (B4)

where sgn is the signum function. Note, that in Eqs. (B1 –B4) all quantities are taken at

the fixed exit time t. Another useful identity involving the angle ∆ is given by

sgn

(
sin

∆

2

)[
1

sin∆
2

− 2sin
∆

2

]
=

cos∆∣∣sin∆
2

∣∣ (B5)

Appendix C: Angular collision integrals

In the perturbative evaluation of the collision integral in powers of Sc in section III F 5

the following angular integrals appear:

A1(a) =

∫ a

−a
ei n θ

sin2(θ)∣∣sin θ
2

∣∣ dθ = − 3

n2 −
(

3
2

)2 −
1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2 +
cos
(
a
[
n− 3

2

])
n− 3

2

−
cos
(
a
[
n+ 1

2

])
n+ 1

2

−
cos
(
a
[
n+ 3

2

])
n+ 3

2

+
cos
(
a
[
n− 1

2

])
n− 1

2

(C1)

A2(a) =

∫ a

−a
ei n θ

sin(θ) cos(θ)∣∣sin θ
2

∣∣ dθ = 2n i

{
1

n2 −
(

3
2

)2 +
1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2

}

−i

[
cos
(
a
[
n− 1

2

])
n− 1

2

+
cos
(
a
[
n+ 1

2

])
n+ 1

2

+
cos
(
a
[
n+ 3

2

])
n+ 3

2

+
cos
(
a
[
n− 3

2

])
n− 3

2

]
(C2)

A3(a) =

∫ a

−a
ei n θsin(θ)

∣∣∣∣sinθ2
∣∣∣∣ dθ = n i
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1
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(

1
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1
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(
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2
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1
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2

]
(C3)

A4(a) =

∫ a

−a
ei n θcos(θ)

∣∣∣∣sinθ2
∣∣∣∣ dθ =

1

2
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(
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(
a
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cos
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a
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]
(C4)
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For the special case a = π one ontains,

A1(π) = − 3

n2 −
(

3
2

)2 −
1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2 (C5)

A2(π) = 2n i

{
1

n2 −
(

3
2

)2 +
1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2

}
(C6)

A3(π) = n i

{
1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2 −
1

n2 −
(

3
2

)2

}
(C7)

A4(π) =
1

2

{
− 3

n2 −
(

3
2

)2 +
1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2

}
(C8)

Another simpler set of angular integrals is

B1(a) =

∫ a

−a
ei n θ

∣∣∣∣sinθ2
∣∣∣∣ dθ = − 1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2 −
cos
(
a
[
n+ 1

2

])
n+ 1

2

+
cos
(
a
[
n− 1

2

])
n− 1

2

(C9)

B2(a) =

∫ a

−a
ei n θ cos(θ) dθ = a {sinc (a [n− 1]) + sinc (a [n+ 1])} (C10)

B3(a) =

∫ a

−a
ei n θ sin(θ) dθ = i a {sinc (a [n− 1])− sinc (a [n+ 1])} (C11)

with the special case a = π:

B1(π) = − 1

n2 −
(

1
2

)2 (C12)

B2(π) = π (δn,1 + δn,−1) (C13)

B3(π) = i π (δn,1 − δn,−1) (C14)

We also need the B-integrals for the small argument a = 4Sc:

B1(4Sc) = 8Sc2 +O(Sc4) (C15)

B2(4Sc) = 8Sc+O(Sc3) (C16)

B3(4Sc) =
128

3
n i Sc3 +O(Sc5) (C17)

Appendix D: The correlation function of the Random Telegraph Process

Since the RT-process has only two allowed states, aij = 1 and aij = 0, we define the

probablity to be in the ON-state and the OFF-state as

p+(t) ≡ prob(aij = 1 at time t) (D1)

p−(t) ≡ prob(aij = 0 at time t) (D2)
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These probabilities obey two coupled Master equations

ṗ+ = won p− − woff p+ (D3)

ṗ− = woff p+ − won p− (D4)

with the ON and OFF rates won, woff , respectively. Because of p− = 1 − p+ this system

can be solved easily with the result

p+(t) = p+(0) e−λ t +
won
λ

(
1− e−λ t

)
(D5)

with abbreviation λ ≡ won + woff . In the stationary state, for t� 1/λ, one has

p+,∞ = lim
t→∞

p+(t) =
won
λ

(D6)

The average of the random variable aij in the stationary state is given by

〈aij〉 = 1× p+,∞ + 0× p−,∞ =
won
λ

(D7)

This average is identical to the probability to find particle j 6= i in the collision circle of

particle i, which is given by the ratio of the area of the collision circle to the total area of

the system,

p+,∞ =
won
λ

=
πR2

L2
=
M

N
(D8)

because of M = πR2N/L2 This gives us a connection of the ON/OFF-rates of the random

telegraph process to the actual particle dynamics.

To determine the auto-correlation in the stationary state

g(τ) = 〈aij(t+ τ) aij(t)〉 = 〈aij(τ) aij(0)〉 (D9)

with τ > 0 we need the two-time probability

p++(t̃, t) = prob(aij = 1 at time t̃ AND aij = 1 at time t) (D10)

because

〈aij(τ) aij(0)〉 = 1× 1× p++(τ, 0) + 1× 0× p+−(τ, 0) + 0× 1× p−+(τ, 0) + 0× 0× p−−(τ, 0)

= p++(τ, 0) (D11)
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We introduce the conditional probability p(+, τ |+, 0) which is the probability to find the

random variable switched on at time τ under the condition that it was switched on also at

the earlier time 0. We write p++(τ, 0) = p(+, τ |+, 0) p+(0) and find

g(τ) = p(+, τ |+, 0) p0 (D12)

where we abbreviated the probability to be in the ON-state at time 0 as p0. Finally, the

conditional probability is just the solution, Eq. (D5), of the Master equation with the specific

initial condition p+(0) = 1. This leads to

g(τ) = p0

[
e−λ τ +

won
λ

(
1− e−λ τ

) ]
τ ≥ 0 (D13)

The value of the correlation at time τ = 0 is given by p0, 〈a2
ij〉 = g(0) = p0. Since aij can

only be one ore zero, we have 〈a2
ij〉 = 〈aij〉 which is given in Eq. (D7). Thus p0 = πR2/L2

and because of time-reversal symmetry we obtain

g(τ) =
πR2

L2

[
e−λ |τ | +

won
λ

(
1− e−λ |τ |

) ]
(D14)

The OFF-rate of the process is related to how long a particle travels once it enters the

collision circle of the focal particle. Thus, this rate should be of the order of v0/R and stays

finite in the thermodynamic limit. Because of this, we see from Eq. (D8) that the ON-rate

becomes very small for large particle number N � 1 Thus, won � woff in this limit and we

find

won ∼ woff
M

N
(D15)

This means, that the decay rate λ = won +woff is dominated by the OFF-rate. Performing

the thermodyamic limit N → ∞ in ĝ = (N − 1) g(τ) by using expression (D14) with

p0 = M/N = πR2/L2 leads to the expression for the exponential auto-correlation function

ĝ(τ) of the main text, Eq. (154).

Appendix E: Calculating the contact time distribution

We assume that the distance between particles one and two is larger than R for t < 0

and that this distance is equal to R at t = 0. That means that particles one and two start

interacting at time t = 0. We are now interested in the contact time that is the maximum
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time for which the distance between particles one and two is still less or equal to R neglecting

interactions with all other particles.

Without loss of generality we assume that particle one moves into the x-direction at

t = 0, that means that θ1 = 0. The contact time depends on the position and direction of

motion of particle two at t = 0. We denote the angle between x-axis and the line connecting

particles one and two by Φ and the direction of motion of particle two by θ2.

The velocity component of particle two within the rest frame of particle one that points

towards particle one is given by

v⊥ = v0(− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ). (E1)

Clearly, the contact time is positive only if v⊥ > 0.

Case Sc = 0:

For simplicity we first assume zero coupling, Sc = 0. In that case, simple geometric consid-

erations lead to the contact time

t(θ2,Φ) =
− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ

1− cos θ2

. (E2)

The distribution of contact times depends on the rates of contacts that appear with

orientation parameters θ2,Φ per time, r(θ2, φ) as

p(t̂) =
1

Z

∫ 2π

0

dθ2

∫ 2π

0

dΦr(θ2,Φ)δ(t̂− t(θ2,Φ)), (E3)

where Z is a normalization constant. The rate of contacts is proportional to the velocity

component of particle two within the rest frame of particle one that is perpendicular to the

surface of the interaction region, that is the circle of radius R around particle one. Thus,

the rate is given by

r(θ2,Φ) = v⊥θ(v⊥), (E4)

where the Heaviside function θ(v⊥) ensures that only approaching particles are considered.

Determining Z via normalization of p(t) we find with Eqs. (E1), (E2), (E3) and (E4) the

contact time distribution

p(t) =
1

16

∫ 2π

0

dθ2

∫ 2π

0

dΦδ

(
t+

R

v0

cos θ2 cos Φ− cos Φ + sin θ2 sin Φ

1− cos θ2

)
× θ(− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ)

× (− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ). (E5)
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For large time, we find

p(t) =
2R2

3v2
0

t−3 (E6)

The average contact time, that is, the first moment of p(t) is finite and can be calculated

from the distribution, leading to the result, (π2/8)R/v0, Eq. (160), in the main text.

Case Sc→∞:

In the limit of strong coupling Sc → ∞ we assume that particles immediately anti-align

at the beginning of the interaction. We make the same assumptions as above: θ1 = 0 at

the start of the interaction between particles one and two at t = 0. After the immediate

anti-alignment the orientations of particles one and two are

θ′1 = ∆,

θ′2 = θ2 −∆, (E7)

where ∆ needs to satisfy the anti-alignment condition

θ′1 − θ′2 = π + 2kπ, (E8)

which can be rewritten as

∆ =
θ2

2
+
π

2
+ kπ, (E9)

where k is an integer. Rotating the coordinate system about ∆ around particle one we arive

at

θ′′1 = 0,

θ′′2 = −π,

Φ′′ = Φ− θ2

2
− π

2
− kπ. (E10)

Inserting these orientations into the contact time (E2) we obtain

t = cos(Φ− θ2

2
− π

2
− kπ), (E11)

where the integer k has to be chosen such that the contact time is positive for approaching

particles. Thus, the contact time can be expressed as

t = | cos(Φ− θ2

2
− π

2
)|. (E12)
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In analogy to Eq. (E13) we obtain

p(t) =
1

16

∫ 2π

0

dθ2

∫ 2π

0

dΦδ

(
t− R

v0

| cos(Φ− θ2

2
− π

2
)|
)

× θ(− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ)

× (− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ). (E13)

Eventually, we calculate the first moment of the distribution as

〈t〉 =

∫ ∞
0

dtp(t)t,

=
1

16

∫ 2π

0

dΦ

∫ 2π

0

dθ2
R

v0

| cos(Φ− θ2

2
− π

2
)|

× θ(− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ)

θ(− cos θ2 cos Φ + cos Φ− sin θ2 sin Φ)

=
π

4

R

v0

for Sc→∞ (E14)
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