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Observing spontaneous velocity ordering or flocking during motility induced phase separation (MIPS) in a
system of spherical active Brownian particles without alignment interaction is challenging. We take up this
problem by performing simulations of spherical active inertial particles with purely repulsive potential in pres-
ence of thermal noise and absence of any explicit alignment interaction. Our results not only show the presence
of MIPS, but also reveal a micro-flocking transition. We characterize this transition in terms of a velocity order
parameter as well as a characteristic length scale derived from the spatial correlation of the velocities.
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Dynamics of many living objects, such as fishes, birds, bac-
teria, covering a wide range of length scale are modeled as
“active” particles [1–23]. For them dissipation and consump-
tion of energy happen at the level of single particle. On top of
that, existence of self propulsion makes both single-particle
behavior and their collective motion entirely different from
passive particles [10, 11, 13–22]. Models with these char-
acteristics invoked, on introduction of interaction among the
particles make it an appropriate candidate to explore various
nonequilibrium pattern formations and emergence of flocking
in the real biological systems [3–6, 12, 16–19, 21, 22].

The minimal model of Vicsek et al. was the first to explore
such a collective phenomenon [10]. For sufficiently high den-
sity and low thermal noise, in presence of a local velocity-
alignment interaction among the particles, the model shows
a transition from a disordered to an ordered state where par-
ticles move coherently forming a traveling band [13]. Mo-
tion of micro-organisms in a supposed to be viscous medium
can be modeled using overdamped active Brownian particles
(ABPs) [2, 5, 14, 16, 18, 24, 25]. Such a system of ABPs,
even with a repulsive interaction and in absence of any align-
ment interaction among them shows clustering when the den-
sity is higher than a threshold value. This is formally known
as motility induced phase separation (MIPS) [5, 14, 16, 18],
resembling a vapor-liquid-like phase transition [26] or clus-
tering in granular gas [27]. However, due to the stochastic
nature of the propulsion direction, for spherical ABPs or sim-
ilar non-polar particles, any kind of orientational or velocity
ordering during MIPS is unlikely. For non-spherical parti-
cles, e.g., dumbells, rods, elongated micro swimmers, where
the microscopic isotropy is broken, one observes velocity or-
dering even in absence of any explicit alignment interaction
among them [28–33]. Velocity ordering has been observed
for spherical particles in presence of explicit alignment inter-
action and with repulsive interaction [34, 35]. Recently, it
has also been observed even in absence of explicit alignment

* spaul@physics.du.ac.in, subhajitphys@gmail.com
† suman.jdv@gmail.com
‡ wolfhard.janke@itp.uni-leipzig.de

interaction with only repulsive interaction among the ABPs,
however, in absence of any thermal noise and very high pack-
ing fraction [36].

In most of the studies on ABPs in the past, the dynamics
was considered to be overdamped. This is motivated by the
very small sizes (between nm to 𝜇m) of real systems, viz.,
colloids or micro-organisms, which they are thought to be
representing, and hence the inertial effect can be neglected
in comparison to the drag force of the solvent. However, this
approximation does not stand as a general approach. Espe-
cially, when active particles are supposed to change velocities
during their motion [37, 38]. Interestingly, inclusion of the
inertial effect changes the MIPS behavior drastically. In such
a scenario, it has been shown that for sufficiently large self-
propulsion force, MIPS becomes reentrant [39]. To observe
MIPS, particles in the high density region are supposed to
move slowly leading to an eventual formation of clusters. For
an overdamped particle, this is possible due to slowing down
of overdamped particles following a collision. However, un-
derdamped particles can bounce back from collision without
slowing down until it encounters the next collision. Hence,
at large self-propulsion velocity one observes a breakdown of
the MIPS.

In this context, a recent study of underdamped spherical
ABP with attractive interaction observed “flocking” or orien-
tational ordering without any explicit alignment interaction
[40]. There it has been argued that the effective alignment
interaction between the particles results from the interplay
between persistent active forces and attractive interactions,
which gets manifested as a flocking transition. In this Let-
ter, we take a step ahead and show that “flocking” can be ob-
served for spherical underdamped active particles, i.e., active
inertial particles (AIP) in absence of any explicit alignment
interaction even without attractive interactions, that is with a
completely repulsive interaction only.

We consider 𝑁 interacting spherical AIPs in space dimen-
sion 𝑑 = 2. Equations governing their translational and rota-
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tional motions are [8, 41]

𝑚𝑖
𝑑2𝑟⃗𝑖
𝑑𝑡2

= −𝛾𝑡
𝑑𝑟⃗𝑖
𝑑𝑡

− ∇⃗𝑈𝑖 + 𝑓𝑎
𝑖 +

√︀
2𝛾𝑡𝑘𝐵𝑇𝜉𝑖(𝑡), (1)

𝛾𝑟
𝑑𝜃𝑖
𝑑𝑡

=
√︀
2𝛾𝑟𝑘𝐵𝑇𝜂𝑖(𝑡). (2)

Here 𝑚𝑖 = 𝑚 is the mass of the 𝑖-th particle, 𝑟⃗𝑖 represents its
position and 𝜃𝑖 is the propulsion direction. 𝛾𝑡 and 𝛾𝑟 represent
the translational and rotational drag coefficients, respectively,
and 𝑇 is the temperature. The Gaussian white noises 𝜉𝑖 and
𝜂𝑖 have zero mean and unit variance, and are Delta-correlated
over space and time. The passive interaction 𝑈𝑖 as a func-
tion of the the inter-particle distance 𝑟 is modeled by the re-
pulsive Weeks-Chandler-Andersen potential [42] 𝑉WCA(𝑟) =
4𝜖[(𝜎/𝑟)12− (𝜎/𝑟)6]+1/4, with 𝑟 < 21/6𝜎 and 0 otherwise.
We set both diameter of the particles 𝜎 and the interaction
strength 𝜖 to unity. The active force for the 𝑖-th particle is de-
fined by 𝑓𝑎

𝑖 = 𝑓𝑎𝑛̂𝑖, where 𝑓𝑎 and 𝑛̂𝑖 ≡ (cos 𝜃𝑖, sin 𝜃𝑖) rep-
resent, respectively, the strength and the direction of activity
or self propulsion. The translational and rotational diffusion
coefficients are given as 𝐷𝑡,𝑟 = 𝑘𝐵𝑇/𝛾𝑡,𝑟. Here, we keep
the ratio 𝐷𝑡/𝐷𝑟 = 𝜎2/3 fixed with 𝛾𝑡 = 5.0. In this context,
there are two time scales, viz., the persistence time 𝜏𝑝 = 1/𝐷𝑟

defining the characteristic time after which the propulsion di-
rection of a particle alters and the inertial time 𝜏𝑚 = 𝑚/𝛾𝑡
representing the time required for a particle to achieve its ter-
minal speed. As a measure of inertia of the particles, we de-
fine a parameter 𝜅 = 𝜏𝑚/𝜏𝑝 (= 𝑚𝐷𝑟/𝛾𝑡), which is varied
by changing 𝑚. Unless otherwise mentioned, we simulate a
system with a packing fraction 𝜑 = 𝑁𝜋𝜎2/(4𝐿2) = 0.39
at 𝑇 = 0.1 in a square box of linear dimension 𝐿 = 128
with periodic boundary condition in both directions. We ap-
ply the velocity-Verlet algorithm to integrate the equation of
motions [43], where the time step is chosen to be 0.01 in units
of 𝜏0 = 𝛾𝑡𝜎

2/𝜖. In the rest of the paper activity is expressed in
terms of the dimensionless Péclet number 𝑃𝑒 = 𝑓𝑎𝜎/𝑘𝐵𝑇 ,
the ratio between the active energy 𝑓𝑎𝜎 and thermal energy
𝑘𝐵𝑇 [4, 8]. Unless otherwise mentioned, the subsequent re-
sults presented are for 𝑃𝑒 = 150.

We start by showing in Fig. 1 representative snapshots
of steady-state configurations which are obtained by starting
from a random initial condition and letting the simulations run
for a considerable amount of time until they reach a steady
state. The chosen values of 𝜅 in Figs. 1(a)-(d) correspond
to masses 𝑚 = 10−2, 10−1, 1.0. and 10.0. The snapshots
in Figs. 1(a)-(c) clearly show phase separation between low-
and high-density phases, reminiscent of the vapor-liquid phase
separation in a system of passive particles with attractive in-
teractions [26]. However, here the phase separation is solely
driven by the activity in presence of a repulsive interaction
among the particles, hence, basically it is an MIPS. Interest-
ingly, in this case, unlike for ABPs, no phase separation is
observed for higher values of 𝜅, evident from the snapshot
presented in Fig. 1(d).

For a quantitative understanding of the above mentioned
MIPS, in Figs. 1(a)-(d) we also show the plots of normalized
distributions 𝑃 (𝜌loc) of the local densities 𝜌loc for different
values of the inertia parameter 𝜅. To calculate 𝜌loc, at first
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FIG. 1. (a)-(d) Normalized distributions 𝑃 (𝜌loc) of the local density
𝜌loc for steady-state configurations at different values of the inertial
parameter 𝜅. Representatives of corresponding configurations are
also shown. (e) Radial distribution function 𝑔(𝑟) considering sepa-
rately the particles within the “liquid” and “vapor” phases for differ-
ent values of 𝜅.

we divide the whole simulation box into a number of smaller
square boxes, each of size 4𝜎 × 4𝜎. Then, the particle den-
sity 𝜌loc of each of these spatially distributed boxes is calcu-
lated. For Figs. 1(a) and (b), i.e., for the lower values of 𝜅,
two peaks appear at 𝜌loc ≈ 0.15 and ≈ 0.9, corresponding
to the densities of the “vapor”-like and “liquid”-like phases,
respectively. With increasing 𝜅 the separation between the
peaks gradually decreases [Fig. 1(c)]. For 𝜅 = 0.12 the distri-
bution becomes single peaked around 𝜌loc ≈ 0.39 indicating
a homogeneous distribution of the particles [Fig. 1(d)]. We
have checked roughly that MIPS does not occur for 𝜅 > 0.05.
Thus, for the rest of the Letter, for MIPS we choose 𝜅 accord-
ing to this limiting value.

To have an understanding of the structure formation of the
observed MIPS, we calculate the radial distribution function
𝑔(𝑟) = 𝑛(𝑟)/(2𝜋𝑟𝛿𝑟), where 𝑛(𝑟) counts the number of par-
ticles within a shell of width 𝛿𝑟. In Fig. 1(e) we show plots of
𝑔(𝑟) separately for “vapor” and “liquid” phases for two differ-
ent values of 𝜅. For 𝜅 = 1.2× 10−3, in the liquid-like phase,
one sees different peaks, well separated from each other. The
peaks appearing at 1,

√
3, 2,

√
7, 3, . . . in units of 𝜎 sug-

gest a hexagonal quasi-periodic arrangement of the particles.
Also, finite values of 𝑔(𝑟) for 𝑟 < 𝜎 indicate inter-particle
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FIG. 2. (a)-(d) Typical velocity fields of all the particles for different values of 𝜅. (e)-(g) Velocities of the particles only within the clustered
region for 𝜅 = 0, 1.2× 10−4 and 1.2× 10−2. (h) Section of a cluster showing a typical vortex-like defect for 𝜅 = 1.2× 10−3.

separations smaller than 𝜎 which in turn implies the existence
of an effective attraction between the particles in the liquid-
like phase. Since only a repulsive force is acting between the
particles, it can be inferred that the effective attraction arises
owing to the activity or self propulsion [44]. On the other
hand, for the “vapor” phase we see only one peak with much
lower height followed by a constant value of 𝑔(𝑟) close to
0. This indicates random arrangements of the particles in the
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FIG. 3. (a)-(b) Distributions of the 𝑥-component of velocity 𝑃 (𝑣𝑥)
of particles for high and low density regions, marked as “liquid” and
“vapor”, respectively, for two different 𝜅. (c) Fraction of particles
that are part of any cluster as a function of 𝜅. (d) Ratio 𝑓𝑇 between
kinetic temperatures of the “liquid” and “vapor” regions versus 𝜅.
Error bars in (c) and (d) are of the size of the data points.

“vapor” region. We also plot 𝑔(𝑟) for 𝜅 = 0.12 where no
MIPS is observed. There, the “liquid” and “vapor” correspond
to particles having a local density 𝜌loc higher and lower than
the threshold value 𝜌𝑐 = 0.5, respectively. Since the system
is almsot homogeneous, for both of them we observe only a
single peak near 𝑟 ≈ 𝜎 followed by a flat region, and the dif-
ference in the peak heights is insignificant compared to the
case of 𝜅 = 1.2× 10−3.

Moving on to our primary interest, in Figs. 2(a)-(d) we
show the velocity field of the particles for increasing 𝜅. For
𝜅 = 0 we consider the components of the vectors provided
by 𝜃𝑖 as (𝑓𝑎 cos 𝜃𝑖, 𝑓

𝑎 sin 𝜃𝑖) whereas for 𝜅 > 0 we show the
velocity components (𝑣𝑥𝑖 , 𝑣

𝑦
𝑖 ). For 𝜅 = 0, the particles within

or outside the cluster move with same magnitude of velocity
𝑓𝑎. Now for 𝜅 > 0, but with lower values, as observed from
Figs. 2(b) and (c), interestingly, the particles within the clus-
ter have much lower velocities compared to the ones outside.
For even a higher value of 𝜅 = 0.12, as shown in Fig. 2(d),
where there is no MIPS the velocities of all the particles are
also uniform. In Figs. 2(e)-(g) we show the velocities of only
the clustered particles, for 𝜅 = 0, 1.2× 10−4 and 1.2× 10−2,
respectively. There, for a better visualization, we fixed the
magnitude of the velocity vector of each particle to unity. Dif-
ferent colors represent distinct directional angles ranging from
−𝜋 to 𝜋. With these one clearly observes the coexistence of
different domains where the particle velocities are ordered.
The number of domains is larger and the fluctuations near the
boundaries are higher for 𝜅 = 1.2 × 10−2, suggesting lower
degree of alignment for higher 𝜅. This we will quantify later
by calculating the correlation length and a suitable Vicsek-like
order parameter. Finally, in Fig. 2(h) we show the presence of
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FIG. 4. (a) Velocity order parameter ⟨𝑣𝑎⟩ versus the inertia parameter 𝜅 for different choices of the packing fraction 𝜑 and system size 𝐿.
Different colored regions are guide to eye. (b) Normalized velocity correlation 𝐶𝑣(𝑟) for different values of 𝜅 for 𝜑 = 0.39 and 𝑃𝑒 = 150.
Inset shows the variation of the correlation length 𝜉𝑣 =

∫︀
𝐶𝑣(𝑟)𝑑𝑟 vs 𝜅. (c) shows 𝐶𝑣(𝑟) for different choices of 𝜑 and the activity parameter

𝑃𝑒 for a fixed 𝜅 = 1.2× 10−3.

vortex-like defects at the boundaries of differently ordered do-
mains for 𝜅 = 1.2 × 10−3. Thus, for a certain intermediate
range of the inertial parameter 𝜅, flocking of particles within
micro domains appear. From the plots of 𝑔(𝑟) in Fig. 1(e) we
already get a hint that the interparticle separation 𝑟 can be less
than 𝜎, indicating an effective attraction even in presence of a
purely repulsive interaction. This possibly helps in develop-
ing correlated velocities among neighboring particles within
the clusters.

Like the differences in the density field, there exist signif-
icant differences in velocities as well while considering par-
ticles within and outside the cluster. This is evident from
the normalized distributions 𝑃 (𝑣𝑥) of the 𝑥-component of
the velocity plotted in Figs. 3(a) and (b), respectively, for
𝜅 = 1.2 × 10−4 and 0.12. Like in Fig. 1(e), here also we
present two different data sets corresponding to the distribu-
tions of the particles in “liquid” and “vapor” regions, i.e., for
clustered and non-clustered regions. For 𝜅 = 1.2 × 10−4,
the non-clustered “vapor” particles show almost a flat distri-
bution, while the one for the clustered particles appears to be
single-peaked near 𝑣𝑥 ≈ 0. However, for 𝜅 = 0.12 as there is
no MIPS, the distributions 𝑃 (𝑣𝑥) for both the so-called “va-
por” and “liquid” seem to be normal distributions, expected
for a homogeneous system. To check what fraction of the to-
tal number of particles becomes part of the “liquid” region or
the cluster, for different values of 𝜅, in Fig. 3(c) we plot the
fraction 𝑁𝑐/𝑁 versus 𝜅, where 𝑁𝑐 is the number of particles
that are part of any cluster. We see that for 𝜅 < 1.2×10−2 this
number is ≈ 0.75. Then with increasing 𝜅, 𝑁𝑐/𝑁 decreases
and for 𝜅 > 6.0 × 10−2 this fraction tends towards ≈ 0.45
when there is no MIPS.

Even though we find only micro domains of ordered veloc-
ities, the distributions in Fig. 3(a) prompted us to calculate the
effective temperatures defined from the corresponding aver-
age kinetic energy as

𝑇 𝑙,𝑣
eff =

𝑚

2𝑘𝐵

[︁
⟨𝑣2𝑥⟩+ ⟨𝑣2𝑦⟩

]︁
𝑙,𝑣

, (3)

where 𝑇 𝑙
eff and 𝑇 𝑣

eff are, respectively, the effective tempera-

tures of the “liquid” and “vapor” regions, and ⟨. . . ⟩ represents
average over particles in those regions. In Fig. 3(d) we plot
the ratio 𝑓𝑇 = 𝑇 𝑙

eff/𝑇
𝑣
eff as function of 𝜅. We see that 𝑓𝑇 in-

creases monotonically from ≈ 0.5 toward 1 with increasing
𝜅. While a small value of 𝑓𝑇 indicates signficant difference
in the effective temperatures of the “liquid”-like and “vapor”-
like regions, 𝑓𝑇 approaching unity indicates that the differ-
ence becomes negligible. 𝑓𝑇 shows a jump around 𝜅 ≈ 0.05
which nicely coincides with the value above which MIPS does
not appear.

To understand the local velocity ordering we define a
Vicsek-like order parameter, related to the orientation of the
particles as [10, 45]

𝑣𝑎 =
1

𝑁𝑐

𝑁𝑐∑︁
𝑖=1

⃒⃒⃒∑︀𝑛𝑖

𝑘=1 𝑣⃗
𝑖
𝑘

⃒⃒⃒
∑︀𝑛𝑖

𝑘=1

⃒⃒
𝑣⃗ 𝑖
𝑘

⃒⃒ . (4)

In Eq. (4) the summation runs over all 𝑁𝑐 particles which are
part of a cluster. For each of this particle 𝑖, 𝑛𝑖 denotes the
number of particles that are within a distance 𝑟𝑐 = 2.5𝜎 from
it. Even though the velocities are not globally aligned in the
clustered region, the order parameter 𝑣𝑎 is sufficient to capture
the formation of micro domains of ordered velocities. This
is demonstrated in Fig. 4(a) where we present the variation
of ⟨𝑣𝑎⟩ as function of the inertial parameter 𝜅 for different
packing fractions 𝜑 and lattice sizes 𝐿. There ⟨. . . ⟩ denotes
a steady-state average over different micro clusters and ini-
tial realizations. It clearly reflects a micro-flocking transition
which becomes more prominent as 𝐿 increases. Of course, an
increase in the particle density also sharpens the transition as
shown by the data for 𝜑 = 0.51 for 𝐿 = 128. The different
colored regions are somewhat a guide to the eye as the system
moves from a velocity ordered state to a state with random
velocity ordering with increasing 𝜅.

To further substantiate the micro-flocking transition in
terms of a length scale, we calculate the two-point velocity-
velocity correlation function

𝐶𝑣(𝑟) =
⟨𝑣⃗𝑖 · 𝑣⃗𝑗⟩ − ⟨𝑣⃗𝑖⟩ · ⟨𝑣⃗𝑗⟩

⟨𝑣2𝑖 ⟩ − ⟨𝑣𝑖⟩2
, (5)
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where 𝑟 = |𝑟⃗𝑖 − 𝑟⃗𝑗 | is the scalar distance between particles
𝑖 and 𝑗. In Fig. 4(b) we plot 𝐶𝑣(𝑟) for different values of
𝜅 in the steady states. For smaller 𝜅 where MIPS exists, we
consider particles that are part of the “liquid” phase, whereas
for larger 𝜅 all the particles of the system are taken into ac-
count. Faster decay of 𝐶𝑣(𝑟) with increasing 𝜅 clearly in-
dicates the presence of a growing length scale capturing the
micro-flocking transition. As a quantitative estimation we
measure the correlation length 𝜉𝑣 =

∫︀
𝐶𝑣(𝑟)𝑑𝑟 and show its

variation as a function of 𝜅 in the inset of Fig. 4(b). The be-
havior is very similar to what is observed for ⟨𝑣𝑎⟩ in Fig. 4(a),
indicating the micro-flocking transition as a function of 𝜅.

To understand the effect of packing fraction and activity
strength on the velocity ordering, in Fig. 4(c) we plot 𝐶𝑣(𝑟)
for different combinations of 𝑃𝑒 and 𝜑 for 𝜅 = 1.2 × 10−3.
The slower decay of 𝐶𝑣(𝑟) with increasing activity as well
as with packing fraction indicates higher range of velocity or-
dering of the particles within the micro domains. A detailed
quantification of ⟨𝑣𝑎⟩ and 𝜉𝑣 for a complete understanding of
the observed micro flocking with variation of 𝜑 and 𝑃𝑒 will
be presented elsewhere.

In conclusion, we have reported the first observation of
micro-flocking behavior in a system of purely repulsive AIPs
in presence of thermal noise but absence of any explicit align-
ment interaction. Previously, in Ref. [40] in presence of at-
tractive interactions a flocking transition with AIPs has been
observed, which was conjectured to be an outcome of the in-
terplay of the attractive force with the strong persistence mo-
tion at high activities. Thus, our results challenge the gen-
erality of this conjecture and rather indicate that flocking is
observed due to an effective attraction among the AIPs solely
caused by the presence of strong self-propulsion forces [44].

Our findings are relevant for any macroscopic living objects
where inertial effects cannot be ignored. For small values of
𝜅, the observed MIPS (for the density phase separation) is
similar to what is expected for overdamped ABPs. However,
interestingly, within the “liquid” phase, there appear vast dif-
ferences in the velocity field with emegence of micro domains
within which the velocities of AIPs are locally ordered. Also,

the effective temperatures of the “liquid” and “vapor” regions
appear to be different, unlike for an ABP system. For much
larger 𝜅, the MIPS behavior is no more observed, and thereby
the micro-flocking transition also disappears. We have shown
that the variations of the velocity order parameter and corre-
lation length, with respect to 𝜅, can be used as quantitative
probes for this micro-flocking transition. Overall, our results
eastablish the fact that micro-flocking of particles is rather a
generic phenomenon. Thus it will be interesting to look at the
interplay between the effects of 𝑃𝑒 and 𝜅 on such velocity
ordering. As a future work, we plan to study the steady-state
phase diagram in this regard.

In future, it will also be interesting to study the nonequilib-
rium scaling laws [46] associated with such velocity ordering
of AIPs and the role of defect annihilation. Definitely, the ef-
fect of increasing activity and packing fraction on exchanging
information among the particles, as suggested in Fig. 4(c), is
also worth to investigate. Another future endevour would be
to investigate the dynamics of such a system exploring vari-
ous transport properties. Considering the recent interests in
the behavior of active polymers in general [4, 25, 45, 47–49],
it would also be intriguing to study the structure and dynamics
of a polymer consisting of AIPs as monomers.
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