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Many microorganisms use chemical ‘signaling’ - a quintessential self-organizing strategy in non-
equilibrium - that can induce spontaneous aggregation and coordination in behavior. Using synthetic
signaling as a design principle, we construct a minimal model of active Brownian particles (ABPs)
having soft repulsive interactions on a chemically quenched patterned substrate. The interplay
between chemo-phoretic interactions and activity is numerically investigated for a proposed variant
of the Keller-Segel model for chemotaxis. Such competition not only results in a chemo-motility-
induced phase-separated state but also a new cohesive clustering phase with synchronized rotations.
Our results suggest that rotational order can emerge in systems by virtue of activity and repulsive
interactions alone without an explicit alignment interaction. These rotations can also be exploited
by designing mechanical devices that can generate reorienting torques using active particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Active matter refers to any collection of entities that in-
dividually and dissipatively break time-reversal symme-
try and are innately out of equilibrium [1–4]. The living
world is overwhelmingly constituted by active matter in
the form of cells [5], flocks of birds [6], human crowds
[7, 8], etc. Active units not only possess exciting fea-
tures as a collection but also show intriguing individual
dynamics and reach a statistical steady state in response
to an external stimulus that is central to many fascinat-
ing behaviors in active systems, viz. collective foraging
[9], swarming of bacteria [10–12], dynamical clustering in
active colloids [13], etc. Several of these collective effects
stem from alignment mechanisms.

The response of agents to a stimulus - customarily mod-
eled by field variations in density [14], chemical po-
tential [15], polarization [16, 17] - has finite effects on
the spatiotemporal self-propulsion speeds of the agents
that often lead to long-range anisotropic interactions.
The effect of quenched (time-independent) disorder or
stimulus in the dynamical phases of self-propelled par-
ticles [18–21] is a topic of great interest but is lacking
in its representation in literature. With the rapid de-
velopment of synthetic microswimmers, it has become
easier to employ synthetic signaling as a design prin-
ciple to create and study pattern formations [22–24].
For example, the response of active agents to a chemo-
phoretic field and its effect on the non-equilibrium phe-
nomena unique to active systems, motility-induced phase
separation (MIPS), [25] and chemotactic stabilization
of hydrodynamic instabilities in active suspensions [26]
has been studied. Furthermore, the interplay between
steric, chemo-phoretic interactions and activity, leads to
the emergence of a phase-separated state very recently
coined as the chemo-motility-induced phase-separated
(CMIPS) state [27].

On the other hand, the effect of surface interactions and
morphology on motility can be riveting [28]. The mo-
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tion of a Brownian particle as it flows through peri-
odically modulated potential-energy landscapes in two
dimensions experiences a crossover from free-flowing to
locked-in transport that depends on the periodicity of
the landscape [29]. A self-propelled colloid faces a com-
petition between hindered diffusion from the trapping
potential on a periodic crystalline surface and enhanced
diffusion due to active motion [30]. Further, a periodic
arrangement of obstacles on the substrate is found to
enhance the persistent motion of an ABP and induce
directionality in its motion [31].

Such studies motivated us to pursue a quench disor-
der framework for a collection of ABPs and to look for
changes in pattern formations and motility. In this work,
we achieve the same by exposing the well-studied collec-
tive ABP problem [32, 33] to the Keller-Segel [34]-[35]
model of chemotaxis (swimming up chemical gradients).
The presence of a quenched chemical disorder intro-
duces an induced phase-separated state at finite motil-
ity, known as CMIPS. The interplay between chemo-
phoretic interactions and activity suppresses the dynam-
ical phases that a quench-free ABP problem would oth-
erwise produce. In addition to CMIPS, we obtain a non-
trivial dynamical phase of clusters with synchronized ro-
tations. The emergence of such a phase is accompanied
by a cooperative balance between the active force and
the chemical force. The rotational sense is picked up by
the clusters naturally and is analogous to the sponta-
neous breaking of symmetry in other condensed matter
systems.

The remainder of the article is organized as follows. In
section II, we discuss the model for chemotaxis and nu-
merical details for the Brownian simulations. In section
III, we present the single-particle model and the inter-
acting model. The state diagram as a function of activity
and steepness of the chemical gradient, the steady-state
structural behavior, the dynamical characteristics of the
phases, and the phase transitions are described for the
latter case. We summarize our significant findings in
section IV and suggest directions for future work.
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II. MODEL AND NUMERICAL DETAILS

A collection of ABPs with radii a0 having a self-
propulsion speed v0 are simulated on a two-dimensional
surface with a patterned chemical concentration. The
steric force Fij between two disks i and j is short-ranged
and repulsive: Fij = −k(2a0 − rij)r̂ij , if rij < 2a0
and Fij = 0 otherwise. Here, rij = rj − ri. In ad-
dition to the steric repulsion, particles also experience
a time-invariant periodic chemical concentration on the
substrate: c(r) = h0sin(

2πx
λ )sin( 2πyλ ) with wavelength λ

and amplitude h0. Within a distance of one wavelength,
both a hill and a valley of the chemical potential occur
in both x and y directions. Each local minima of the
patterned c(r) can be treated as a separate subsystem
containing a sufficient number of ABPs. Activity and
phoresis are decoupled, making these particles different
from ones that are inherently chemically active [36, 37].
Then, the motion of an ABP self-propelling in a direc-
tion pi(t) = (cosθi(t), sinθi(t)) is given by the following
over-damped equations :

∂tri = v0pi(t) + βD∇c(ri, t) + µ
∑
j ̸=i

Fij (1)

∂tθi = βpi(t)×∇c(ri, t) + ηRi (t) (2)

Equations 1 and 2 model the response of active particles
to the local chemical gradient drawing from the Keller-
Segel model of chemotaxis. βD is the chemophoretic
coupling coefficient measuring the translational diffusion
in response to the force exerted by the chemical field
onto the center of mass of the particle. β is the chemo-
tactic coupling coefficient measuring angular diffusion
arising from the reorienting torques exerted by the lo-
cal gradients. The strength of orientational fluctuations
in the system is governed by the Gaussian white noise
ηRi of strength DR with zero mean and delta correla-
tion, whereas β is to be viewed as the true chemotac-
tic response. The swimming direction of the particle is
chemo-attractive if βD, β > 0 (motion towards the chem-
ical gradient) and chemo-repulsive if βD, β < 0 (motion
away from the chemical gradient) for the position and
orientation respectively. β and βD are in principle in-
dependent and can have different signs and magnitudes.
For example, a passive particle can undergo phoresis but
not taxis. In this study, we fix βD = β = −1. The
symmetry in the functional form of c(r) ensures that
the same dynamical steady-states are reached for both
chemo-attractive and chemo-repulsive interactions, i.e.,
hills of the chemical profile would become valleys and
vice-versa.

The scales of the problem are defined using parameters
of the substrate: the length up to which a particle trans-
lates before it experiences a rotation due to the chemical
gradient is given by lc = βD/β; the ratio |βD|/β2 sets an
intrinsic time scale τc. All other times and lengths in the
system are scaled with τc and lc. The elastic time scale

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the single-particle model. Back-
ground color map: white for chemical hill, brown for chem-
ical valley. Preferred straight-line or circular trajectories of
a single particle are shown for times 1500τc < t < 2500τc
for some system configurations (b-c) and (f-h). (d) Particle
is localized for low ν and high ϵ. (e) The radius of orbital
motion R for circular trajectories increases with ν and falls
with ϵ. The dashed line has a slope of 1.

(µk)−1 is taken to be 5× 10−2τc. To compare the active
force to the chemical force, we define a dimensionless ac-
tivity ν = v0√

λ−1βDβ
which is varied between [0.25, 10] as

v0 ∈ [0.05, 2]. Wavelength is fixed to λ = 25lc. The sur-
face gradient ϵ = h0/λ quantifies the steepness of chem-
ical concentration and is kept in the range [10−3, 101].
The dynamics and steady state of the system are stud-
ied by varying the surface gradient ϵ which provides the
particles an effective attraction to valleys and activity ν
that disperses particles throughout the substrate. Each
realization of the system is 5×105 time steps long with
a time step ∆t = 5×10−3τc. All statistical quantities
are recorded every 103 steps. The system is studied for
a L × L square geometry with periodic boundary con-
ditions (PBC) applied in both directions. Data from
20 independent realizations are used for averaging. We
consider two cases of interest: (A) Single-particle model,
(B) Interacting or Many-particle model with a packing
density of Φ = 0.6. The chosen density is safely above
the critical density Φc = 0.39 [33] to produce MIPS but
not high enough to cause jamming [38]. The packing
density, wavelength, and particle size are crucial in de-
termining the phase diagram. The effect of the variation
in these parameters is briefly discussed towards the end
of section III.

III. RESULTS

A. Single-particle model

The effect of the patterned surface on the dynamics of a
single particle is studied by setting µ = 0 and DR = 0
in equations 1 and 2. A unit cell of the periodically pat-
terned chemical substrate having size L = 12.5lc encom-
passing exactly one hill of the chemical concentration is
chosen. A model cartoon of the cell is shown in Fig. 1
(a) and the trajectories are reported in Fig. 1 (b-d) for
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FIG. 2. State diagram in the (ν, ϵ) plane. Symbols corre-
spond to phases: square for CMIPS, cross for SRC, diamond
for CC, star for LC.

ν = 2.5 and (f-h) for ν = 5.

For low ϵ and high ν [see Fig. 1(f)], the particle exhibits
unconfined diffusive dynamics, moving along a straight
line. There is a preference to traverse along the x − y
direction followed by x and y directions owing to the ar-
rangement of valleys or minima of c(r) and PBC. For a
lower ν or higher ϵ, the particle is unable to escape the
chemical valley it was initialized in [see Fig. 1(b-d,g-h)].
The competition between the motility and chemical gra-
dient results in a bias to move on a contour of constant
c that is approximately circular with a radius R that
decays as R ∼ (νϵ )

0.5
[see Fig. 1(e)]. For a fixed ν, in-

creasing ϵ leads to steeper chemical profiles and smaller
orbital radius R as shown in Fig. 1(b-c,g-h). The con-
finement becomes stronger for very high ϵ and low ν [see
Fig. 1(d)] resulting in effective localization of the parti-
cle position.

B. Interacting model

Particle-particle interaction and noise are turned on by
setting µ = 1 and DR = 10−4τ−1

c for a system size

L = 100lc. For a packing density Φ =
N×πa2

0

L×L of 0.6,
around N ∼ 2000 particles are simulated. The simula-
tion starts from a homogeneous arrangement of particles
with a constant self-propulsion speed and randomized
orientations on the substrate. The chemical field dic-
tates the particles to follow a path with lower c, whereas
the activity and interaction among the particles encour-
age them to cluster. Consequently, periodic clusters are
formed in the systems for which the surface gradient is
non-negligible. The (ν, ϵ) phase-space is explored and
the state diagram is presented in Fig. 2. The character-
istics of the obtained phases follow.

Chemo-motility-induced phase-separated (CMIPS) state:
For very low ϵ ∼ 10−3 and moderate ν ≥ 0.75, we ob-

FIG. 3. (a) Late-time snapshot of a CMIPS system with
ν = 5, ϵ = 0.001. (b) Zoomed-in late-time snapshot of SRC
system with ν = 1.25, ϵ = 0.01. Red dashed circles indicate
areas where particles are exchanged between clusters. (c)
Position and orientation of a tagged particle (red) revolving
in a cluster of SRC for times t1 < t2 < t3 < t4 separated by
20τc. Particles are colored according to their orientations as
indicated by the color ring in the inset.

tain a rotating macroscopic cluster formation as seen in
Fig. 3 (a) and Supplementary Material S1, wherein a
dense liquid phase coexists with the gaseous phase. The
phase separation is due to an interplay between chemo-
phoretic interactions that collapse particles into valleys
of the chemical concentration forming clusters, and ac-
tivity that disperses particles from the clusters. This is
in contrast with the self-trapping positive feedback that
leads to MIPS [33, 39]. CMIPS is structurally similar
to MIPS which can be retrieved as ϵ → 0. Unexpect-
edly, the macroscopic clustering found for CMIPS phase
appears at much lower dimensionless activity ν ∼ 0.75,
whereas for the same packing density of particles on a
flat surface, the minimum Péclet number Pe = v0

DRa0
re-

quired to obtain MIPS is much larger ∼ 50 − 100 [40].
Some key differences between CMIPS and MIPS are
shown in Fig. 6(a) and 7(a). Unlike in MIPS, the pres-
ence of small local gradients CMIPS weakens the macro-
scopic clustering and orientational correlations and slows
down the translational dynamics of particles resulting in
lowered diffusivity.

Synchronized Rotating clusters (SRC): For slightly
higher ϵ ∼ 10−2 and moderate ν, the periodic nature
of the chemical concentration is seen through the forma-
tion of periodic clusters. The macroscopic CMIPS phase
is suppressed as strong chemical gradients induce local
splitting. These periodic clusters are composed of or-
bits of particles that revolve around the cluster center as
shown in Fig. 3 (b). A sense of rotation is picked up by a
cluster without any alignment mechanism such that any
two nearest clusters at a point in time rotate oppositely.
The handedness of a cluster may also change with time,
and this change is reciprocated by the rest of the system
[refer Supplementary Material S2]. This is possible be-
cause these clusters are spatially well-connected and can
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FIG. 4. Late-time snapshots for (a) CC system with ν =
3.75, ϵ = 1 and (b) LC system with ν = 3.75, ϵ = 10. Par-
ticles are colored according to their orientations as indicated
by the color ring in the inset.

exchange particles.

Localized clusters (LC): For very high ϵ ≥ 100, particle
trajectories asymptotically converge to bounded areas in
space leading to trapping in the valleys of the chemical
profile [see Fig. 4 (b-c)]. The dynamics of one cluster are
independent of the others in the system. Connectivity
between the clusters is lost as particles overlap with each
other, and the system collapses to the non-interacting
model, i.e., each localized cluster can be treated as an
independent subsystem. This phase arises purely due to
the employment of soft excluded volume interactions in
the model. Were the interactions hard, then in this range
of ϵ, particles would randomly hop from one localized
region of the system to another.

Crossover clusters (CC): For ϵ ranging between the SRC
and LC phases, i.e., ϵ ∼ 10−1, periodic clusters are
formed as shown in Fig. 4 (a). These clusters serve as
the cross-over phase between SRC and LC phases. They
are characterized by hopping transport of particles from
one cluster to another but occasionally may show non-
synchronized incomplete rotations of a few clusters of
the system, depending on the system parameters. Each
cluster acts like a chemo-repulsive shell due to the local
anisotropy in the chemical concentration. This constricts
the freedom of a cluster to grow beyond a certain size.
The details of such dynamics are discussed later.

The dynamics of the phases are quantified by calculating
the mean square displacement (MSD) of the particles:

(3)

where < .. > stands for average over many reference
times t0, particles and realisations. MSD regime shifts
from ballistic (slope 2) during initial times to diffu-
sive (slope 1) for late times as shown in Fig. 5. The
MSD of particles systematically decreases as we go from
CMIPS to CC phase. The effective diffusivity D =
limt→∞ < ∆r2(t) > /4t is shown in the inset of Fig.
5. D ∈ [10−8, 10−5] for CMIPS ; D ∈ [10−9, 10−8] for
SRC ; D ∈ [10−11, 10−8] for CC. We find the scaling re-
lation: D ∼ νβ . We obtain β ≃ 2 for CMIPS as is
known for other active systems [41, 42]; 1 < β < 2 for
SRC ; 0 < β < 2 for CC. D is zero for the LC phase

FIG. 5. Mean-square displacement < ∆r2(t) > vs. time
for CMIPS, SRC, and CC phases showing crossover from
ballistic to diffusive regime. Inset shows diffusivity D as a
function of ν. The dashed line is drawn for slope 1 and the
solid line is drawn for slope 2. Key: orange square for CMIPS
(ν, ϵ) = (3.75, 0.001), red cross for SRC (2.5, 0.01) and blue
diamond for CC (3.75, 0.1)

irrespective of ν. The repressed translational dynamics
(note the low diffusivities) in CMIPS and SRC phases
are compensated by enhanced rotational dynamics, as
discussed next.

Orientational dynamics of particles are characterized
by measuring the orientational auto-correlation function
(OACF):

C(t) =< cos(ϕi(t0)− ϕi(t+ t0)) > − < cosϕi(t+ t0) >
2

(4)
where < ... > has the same meaning as before. ϕi is the
direction of the instantaneous velocity of the ith particle.
OACF exponentially decays for CMIPS [see Fig. 6 (a)]
with a decay time of tc ∼ 50τc. OACF of MIPS for the
same self-propulsion speed is found to have a correlation
time twice as large. This renders the conclusion that a
finite ϵ induces local splitting of clusters disturbing the
orientation correlations. Orientations of particles in the
CC and LC phases do not share a functional relation-
ship, leading to a zero OACF [see Fig. 6 (c-d)].

The OACF shows clear oscillations for the SRC phase
indicating robust rotational order in the system [see Fig.
6 (b)]. To support it, snapshots of a single cluster with a
red tagged particle and its variation over time are shown
in Fig. 3 (c). The time taken to complete one full cycle
is annotated in Fig. 6 (b) by highlighting two orienta-
tions separated in time by t4 − t1 = 60τc. While it is
the steepness of the valley (ϵ) that drives the particles
into periodic clusters, once the clusters are formed, the
activity alone ensures the particle dynamics inside the
cluster. However, moving tangentially on orbits of fixed
radii from the center of the unit cell encompassing a val-
ley is the only means to minimize the surface potential.
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FIG. 6. Variation of the particle orientational auto-
correlation function C(t) for (a) CMIPS and MIPS (green)
(b) SRC (c) CC and (d) LC phases are plotted for 350τc in
the steady state. Long-tailed decay in (a) and oscillations in
(b) indicate the presence of collective rotations. The system
configurations for the four phases are the same as in Fig. 5.

This leads to an almost circular trajectory of the parti-
cles. Note that for a similar range of ϵ, the trajectory
of a single particle is also circular with finite radius as
shown in Fig. 1.

The handedness of any two nearest rotating clusters in
SRC is opposite [see Fig. 3 (b)]. The sense of rotation of
a cluster is purely decided by the particles that are at the
outermost orbit as they have the highest magnitude of
instantaneous velocity in the cluster. The regions where
particles are exchanged between clusters are highlighted
in red dashed circles. A particle from a cluster leaving to
join one of the nearest clusters retains its sense of motion
as it is energetically unfeasible to reorient it opposite to
its original propelling direction. This gives rise to a spe-
cific sense of rotational order in all the clusters such that
any two nearest clusters rotate oppositely. In this way,
activity, steric repulsion, and periodicity of the chemi-
cal profile lead to synchronized rotations in the whole
system.

The structural ordering of the particles in different
phases is characterized by the radial distribution func-
tion (RDF) g2(r). RDF is a measure of the probability of
finding a particle at r2 given a particle at r1 with r = |r2-
r1|. In two dimensions, < n > g(r)d2r gives the number
of particles in d2r, where < n > is the mean number of
particles in the unit area. RDF is plotted against the
normalized radial distance r′ = r/(2a0) in Fig. 7. Ev-
idently, CMIPS, SRC, and CC show their largest peak
at the nearest-neighbor (nn) distance r′ = 1. The sec-

ond and third peaks occur at r′ =
√
3 (second nn) and

r′ = 2 (third nn) respectively [see insets I of Fig. 7].
This indicates the presence of hexagonal close-packing
(HCP). We also compared the RDF of CMIPS with a
MIPS system having the same v0 in Fig. 7(a). We find

FIG. 7. The pair correlation function g2(r
′) for (a) CMIPS

and MIPS (green) (b) SRC (c) CC and (d) LC phases.
The black dashed line is drawn at r′ =

√
3. Positions of

peaks throw light on structural ordering and overlap be-
tween particles in the respective phases. Inset I zooms into
r′ ∈ (1.5, 2.25). Inset II zooms into r′ ∈ (5.25, 9.5). The sys-
tem parameters for the four phases are the same as in Fig. 5.

that the location of the first few peaks is the same for
both cases, but the peaks are sharper in CMIPS indi-
cating tighter packing than MIPS. Also, at larger radial
distances, RDF of CMIPS approaches a value lower than
1 due to the voids created by the maxima of the chemi-
cal profile, while RDF of MIPS approaches 1 indicating
a random arrangement of particles.

For large ϵ > 100, the particles descend towards the min-
ima of c after landing on a cell and are unable to escape
the minima. As the chemical force exceeds the steric in-
teraction and active force, the soft nature of the steric
force allows particles to overlap, shifting the peaks of
g2(r) towards lower radial distances [see Fig. 7 (d)].
This localizes particle positions resulting in zero diffu-
sivity. Insets II of Fig. 7 zoom into the radial distances
near the start of the next periodic valley. CMIPS shows
long-range ordering, LC indicates periodicity in cluster-
ing but such information is inconclusive in the case of
SRC and CC.

The macroscopic cluster in CMIPS also rotates as a
part or whole [refer Supplementary Material S1]. This
may occur as a result of the cluster boundary being
atop chemical maxima that provides the particles with
a reorienting torque and force to move away from the
maxima. Hence, our rotational states come from both
CMIPS (macroscopic rotations) and SRC (synchronized
rotations) phases. To characterize the strength of collec-
tive rotations we estimate the global angular frequency
Ω(ν, ϵ):

Ω(ν, ϵ) =<
1

Nc

Nc∑
i=1

|
Nc,j∑
j=1

(rj × vj)

r2j
| > (5)
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FIG. 8. (a) The global angular frequency Ω(ν, ϵ) increases
linearly with ν for SRC and CMIPS systems. Key : cyan-
ϵ = 0.01, green- ϵ = 0.005, and orange- ϵ = 0.001. The
dashed line has a slope of 1. (b) The local angular frequency
ω(ν, ϵ) for a chosen SRC (ν, ϵ) = (0.25, 0.01), CC (0.5, 0.5),
and LC (0.5, 10) system. Symbols have the same meaning as
in Fig. 2.

where Nc denotes the number of valleys in the system
(fixed for a certain λ); Nc,j refers to the number of par-
ticles in the ith cluster computed by counting particles
within a radial distance of λ/8 from the center of the ith

valley. jth particle has position rj relative to the cen-
ter of the valley and instantaneous velocity vj . A scaled
Ω = ϵΩ is chosen to filter the effect of activity on global
rotation. Scaled Ω increases linearly with ν proving that
clusters with high activity rotate faster as shown in Fig.
8(a). Ω is also comparable for SRC and CMIPS for the
same activity.

To understand the variation from SRC to LC, we mea-
sure the probability distribution function of local angular

frequency P (ω), where ω =< |
∑Nc,j

j=1
(rj×vj)

r2j
| >. This

distribution is obtained over all the unit cells, many time
snapshots and realizations in the steady state. In Fig.
8(b) we show the plot of P (ω) vs. ω for SRC, CC, and
LC phase. SRC phase shows a broad distribution with
a large tail, a signature of robust rotations. The LC
phase shows a delta function with a peak at ω = 0 as
it has no rotations. The CC phase shows a short tail
with finite moderate frequencies proving its dual behav-
ior with both localized particles and incomplete rotations
depending on the parameter space (ν, ϵ).

The state diagram and location of the phases also depend
on packing density. For example, for a smaller packing
density of Φ = 0.45 with ν = 2.5 and λ = 25lc, CMIPS
is only observed very close to ϵ = 0 and other phases are
ill-defined. Since the synchronized rotations in the SRC
phase can be obtained only if all the local clusters are
well-connected, a packing density larger than the criti-
cal packing density of disks in two-dimensions Φ > 0.6
[43] is required. The relation between particle size and
the wavelength λ is also crucial. For wavelength λ larger
than particle size a0, many particles participate in form-
ing a cluster and hence an HCP structure is achieved.
If both parameters lie in the same range, we may not
be able to observe the exchange of particles in the SRC
phase or achieve a dense packing of HCP. On the other

FIG. 9. Phase diagram in the (λ, ϵ) phase space is shown
for packing density Φ = 0.6 and ν = 2.5. The chosen values
of λ correspond to 10lc, 20lc, 25lc, and 50lc. Small λ pro-
motes the formation of CMIPS and extinguishes SRC. Large
λ suppresses both CMIPS and SRC. Symbols have the same
meaning as in Fig. 2.

hand, if the particle size is large compared to λ, the par-
ticles do not sense the chemical patterns well and move
like they would on a flat surface.

We further show the effect of varying the wavelength λ
of the chemical profile in Fig. 9 keeping other parame-
ters fixed. For high λ, consecutive chemical valleys are
spread further apart in space, making the crossing of
peaks difficult and conditions unfavorable to any macro-
scopic cluster formation and collective rotation. Such a
profile suppresses CMIPS and SRC, making the phase
boundaries shift to the left. For low λ, the large period-
icity of the chemical profile increases the uniformity of
the substrate and makes it favorable for CMIPS to exist
for a larger range of parameters but the SRC is shrunk
due to fewer number of particles in each local cell. This
shifts the phase boundary of CMIPS to the right and
extinguishes the SRC phase. Again for larger ϵ, the sys-
tem always goes to the LC phase due to soft-exclusion
amongst the particles.

IV. DISCUSSION

Dynamics and steady states of a collection of chemo-
phoretically interacting ABPs are studied for the case
of a chemical potential quenched in time and periodic
in space. The work elucidates competing interests be-
tween activity and chemophoresis. In the extreme lim-
its, when activity dominates we obtain chemo-MIPS i.e.,
CMIPS - a macroscopic rotating cluster, and when gra-
dients dominate we obtain localized clusters with glassy
dynamics. However, when the two forces are compara-
ble, particles arrange themselves into periodic clusters
of finite length showing synchronized rotations spanning
the whole system. The macroscopic clusters obtained
here for the CMIPS phase are very similar to MIPS ob-
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tained for much larger activity with some characteristic
differences of strong collective rotation, which appears
at the cost of suppressed translational diffusion. The
presence of local gradients eases the self-trapping mech-
anism of CMIPS and encourages cluster formation even
at smaller activities.

The mechanism of the formation of the macroscopic clus-
ter in CMIPS is distinct from the liquid-vapor phase
separation observed in equilibrium for attractive par-
ticles [44] where the long-range attractive interaction
among the particles is responsible for the formation of
liquid-vapor phase separation in equilibrium. However,
in CMIPS an effective attraction towards the local min-
ima of the chemical profile motivates the formation of
macroscopic clusters. The clusters in CMIPS are very
dynamic and have characteristic global rotation, whereas
the clusters of the liquid phase in equilibrium are dy-
namic only due to thermal diffusion.

Fascinatingly, in the case of synchronized rotations, a
strict sense of handedness is picked up by a cluster
without any intrinsic alignment interaction within the
model. An interplay of time-reversal asymmetry and
chemo-phoretic interactions between the repulsive disks
is responsible for such collective rotations in the system.
These collective responses can be easily reproduced for
various types of taxis, viz. phototaxis [45], viscotaxis
[46], electrotaxis [47], thermotaxis [48], etc. The ob-
served rotations are more robust and are in contrast with
swarms that generally have one cluster rotating about its
center of mass [49] as a response to external obstacles or
phoretic-motility [50, 51]. These rotations can even be
exploited by designing mechanical devices to generate
torques using active particles.

The chemically-induced rotational tendency we observe
in this study is very different from the rotating clusters
that appear when particles are characterized by an at-
tractive interaction and are elongated [52]. In such cases,
a competition between the short-range attraction, long-
range repulsion, and the asymmetric shape of particles
introduces an extra torque effect in the particle dynamics
and leads to the rotating phase. However, in our study,
rotation is observed for symmetric particles solely due
to competition between steric repulsion and the activ-

ity of the particles. They are very similar to the global
rotations found in a recent study [53].

Phase separation can give rise to interesting dynamics
that can be the result of the instabilities present in the
coarse-grained equations of density and local polariza-
tion of particles [54, 55]. Such studies may provide a
description of dynamical heterogeneity and fluctuations.
A similar approach is adopted in [56] to show cluster-
ing and pattern formation in chemorepulsive active col-
loids. Other recent simulation techniques to characterize
similar investigations include the kinetic Monte Carlo
method [57] and Molecular dynamics [58]. Our study
gives a microscopic understanding of the rotation of a
collection of active particles in many natural systems and
can be tested by designing experimental setups involving
microswimmers on patterned substrates. Such experi-
ments can be crucial in understanding the collective re-
sponse of biological swimmers to the underlying medium.
In future work, it would be interesting to study a model
that embodies opposite signs of the chemical coupling
coefficients or spatially random or time-dependent taxis.
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