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We present a fluctuating hydrodynamic description of a non-polar active lattice gas model with excluded vol-
ume interactions that exhibits motility-induced phase separation under appropriate conditions. For quasi-one
dimension and higher, stability analysis of the noiseless hydrodynamics gives quantitative bounds on the phase
boundary of the motility-induced phase separation in terms of spinodal and binodal. Inclusion of the multiplica-
tive noise in the fluctuating hydrodynamics describes the exponentially decaying two-point correlations in the
stationary-state homogeneous phase. Our hydrodynamic description and theoretical predictions based on it are
in excellent agreement with our Monte-Carlo simulations and pseudo-spectral iteration of the hydrodynamics
equations. Our construction of hydrodynamics for this model is not suitable in strictly one-dimension with
single-file constraints, and we argue that this breakdown is associated with micro-phase separation.

Active matter commonly refers to non-equilibrium systems
with energy injections at the microscopic scale that indepen-
dently drives individual constituents and often leads to large
scale self-organized structures [1–4]. Although they are in-
spired by living matter, active systems have been realized in
synthetic objects like Janus particles [5], vibrated rods [6],
driven granular systems [7], motor driven robots [8, 9], and
even in quantum matter [10]. The prominence of the field
comes from the novel emergent collective behaviours that
often comes as a surprise from an equilibrium viewpoint.
Beside their potential applicability [11, 12], these emergent
many-body structures poses an intriguing challenge for non-
equilibrium statistical mechanics. In recent decades, major
efforts have been devoted in developing a theoretical under-
standing based on effective field theories [13] and large scale
computer simulations [14–16]. However, even for simple
characteristic many-body phases of active matter, namely the
Motility-Induced Phase Separation (MIPS) [17, 18], there is
no clear bottom-up theoretical understanding, analogous to
equilibrium statistical mechanics for liquid-gas coexistence,
that could relate the large scale phases to the underlying mi-
croscopic dynamics.

A promising bottom-up approach for many-body dynam-
ics is in terms of fluctuating hydrodynamics, that has been
phenomenally successful in capturing non-equilibrium fluc-
tuations in diffusive transport models [19], Hamiltonian dy-
namical systems [20, 21], and even in quantum integrable
models [22–24]. Hydrodynamics description has also proven
tremendously effective in active matter [25, 26], although a
rigorous derivation relating to microscopic dynamics is avail-
able only for a handful of cases. One such example is an active
lattice gas [27], whose hydrodynamics was proven in math-
ematical terms and its fluctuation-extension incorporating a
stochasticity has been recently obtained [28, 29] using intrigu-
ing mapping to a well-known exclusion process. However, the
model involves an exchange dynamics between particles that
seems unphysical, presumably incorporated to sustain MIPS.
Most well-known off-lattice active dynamics [17, 30–32] are
for impassable particles with finite volume hard-core which
provides the much-needed activity induced caging effect to

FIG. 1. Model: A schematic of the model defined in 1-3, on a two-
lane ladder-lattice with periodic boundary condition.

sustain MIPS. In fact, volume exclusion is expected in natural
examples of living or synthetic active matter.

In this Letter, we propose a lattice model, that is inspired
by [27], but without the exchange dynamics. The dynamics
of our model is closer to realistic off-lattice dynamics of non-
polar active matter that are known to exhibit MIPS [17]. For
our model in the quasi-one dimension of a periodic two-lane
ladder-lattice (see Fig. 1), there is a stable MIPS state at cer-
tain range of high activity and density. For this model, we
derive the fluctuating hydrodynamics using a field-theoretical
approach that is generalizable and independent of the pre-
vious method in [28, 29]. Within the hydrodynamics we
show how dynamical instabilities of the coupled equations of
hydrodynamic fields quantitatively bound the MIPS bound-
aries (see Fig. 3). Moreover, we find that correlations from
the fluctuating hydrodynamics have excellent agreement with
their Monte-Carlo results and captures the qualitative features
seen [33] in well-known off-lattice active matter models. Our
construction of the hydrodynamics straightforwardly extends
for the higher dimensional generalization of the model and in
particular, they capture the existence of MIPS in two dimen-
sions.

For strictly one-dimensional periodic lattice, our hydrody-
namics construction predicts MIPS which is however not ob-
served in our Monte-Carlo simulation. This indicates that
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our specific hydrodynamics construction is not suitable in
one-dimension with a single-file constraint, resonating simi-
lar findings [34, 35]. We argue that this discrepancy has a
subtle origin on the formation of micro-clusters.

A quasi-1D model — We consider a two-species lattice-
gas with average density ρ0 ∈ [0,1], on a periodic two-lane
ladder-lattice (see Fig. 1), with each lane j = {1,2} contain-
ing L sites indexed as i = {1, 2, · · · , L}. To incorporate hard-
core repulsion among particles, we enforce a simple exclusion
condition that each site can contain at most one particle at a
given instance. The two species denoted by (+) and (−), rep-
resenting internal orientations of an active particle, follow a
persistent dynamics on the lattice with intermittent switching
of the orientations, as defined below.
1. Biased diffusion: a (+) particle at site (i, j) hops to

site (i ± 1, j) at rate τ−1
p
[
(ℓd/a)2± (ℓp/a)/2

]
while a

(−) particle at site (i, j) hops to (i± 1, j) site at rate
τ−1

p
[
(ℓd/a)2∓ (ℓp/a)/2

]
, provided the target site is empty.

2. Tumbling: a (+) particle at any site converts to a (−) par-
ticle at rate τ−1

p and vice versa.
3. Lane-crossing: a particle at a site (i,1) on lane-1 hops to

the site (i,2) on lane-2 at rate τ−1
× and vice versa, provided

the target site is empty.
The above dynamics mimics self-propelled particles with

persistence-time τp, self-propulsion speed ℓp/τp, and thermal-
diffusivity D = ℓ2

d/τp. The internal state (±) represents par-
ticle’s preferred direction of motion, towards right and left,
respectively. The ratio of the persistent length ℓp and the dif-
fusive length ℓd, known as the Péclet number Pe = ℓp/ℓd, is a
standard measure of activity. The parameter a denotes lattice
spacing, which we set to unity throughout this Letter.

The quasi-one dimensional geometry with the lane crossing
effectively describes motion inside narrow channels, where
particle size is comparable to the diameter of the channel, al-
lowing occasional crossing [36–39], but at a much reduced
rate compared to the exchange rate in [27], resulting in a dif-
ferent hydrodynamics.

A microscopic configuration of the system at a given time τ
is specified in terms of the binary occupation variables n±i, j(τ)
for each species σ = (±) respectively, where nσ

i, j(τ) = 1 or 0
depending on whether the site (i, j) is occupied by the species
σ or not. A more convenient choice to describe the dynamics
is in terms of the total occupation variable, ni, j = n+i, j + n−i, j
and the polarization variable, Mi, j = n+i, j − n−i, j. Due to the
exclusion condition, ni, j = {0,1} depending on the occupancy
of the site, while Mi, j = {0,±1} depending on the species of
the occupant.

We now present a hydrodynamic description by coarse-
graining these variables such that fast fluctuations are lo-
cally equilibrated over a hydrodynamic scale and slow modes
smoothly evolve. For our dynamics the relevant length and
time scales are ℓd and τp. The hydrodynamics is defined
in the re-scaled coordinates (x, t) := (i/ℓd,τ/τp), by taking
ℓd, ℓp and τp large, while keeping the diffusivity D = ℓ2

d/τp
and the Péclet number Pe = ℓp/ℓd finite. For finite τ× ≪ τp,
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FIG. 2. Test of hydrodynamics: Time evolution of the hydrody-
namic density ρ(x, t) and polarization m(x, t), starting from a Gaus-
sian profile ρ(x,0) centered around the middle of the system, with
(+) particles placed at the left-half and (−) particles at the right-
half. The solid lines represent noiseless hydrodynamic evolution
(1), while the points represent Monte-Carlo simulations of the mi-
croscopic dynamics in 1-3. The dashed lines indicate the steady state
profile from hydrodynamics. The plots are for microscopic param-
eter values ℓd = 1024, τp = 2.5ℓ2

d, ℓp = 10ℓd, τ× = 0.1 and system
size L = 4ℓd, which corresponds to Pe = 10.

the adjacent sites of the two lanes effectively equilibrates at
the hydrodynamic scale, implying their evolution is described
by the same coarse-grained variables ni, j(τ) ≃ ρ(x, t) and
Mi, j(τ)≃ m(x, t), independent of the lane-index j.

We show [40] that the evolution of ρ(x, t) and m(x, t) fol-
lows the coupled fluctuating hydrodynamics

∂tρ = ∂ 2
x ρ−Pe∂x

[
m(1−ρ)

]
+ ℓ
−1/2
d ∂xηρ (1a)

∂tm = (1−ρ)∂ 2
x m+m∂ 2

x ρ−Pe∂x
[
ρ (1−ρ)

]
−2m

+ ℓ
−1/2
d

(
∂xηm +2η f

)
, (1b)

where ηρ , ηm and η f are Gaussian noises each of zero mean
with covariance

〈
ηp(x, t)ηq(x′, t ′)

〉
= Sp,qδ (x− x′)δ (t − t ′),

with the mobility matrix Sρ,ρ = Sm,m = 2ρ(1− ρ), Sρ,m =
Sm,ρ = 2m(1−ρ), S f , f = ρ , and zero for the rest. The non-
conservative noise η f is due to tumbling events in the dynam-
ics. The same hydrodynamics extends for multi-lane general-
izations with the number of lanes≪ ℓd.

Our detailed derivation for (1), presented in the Sup-
plemental Materials (SM) [40], is based on an evaluation
of the Martin-Siggia-Rose-Janssen-de Dominicis action of
the stochastic differential equation (1) following a coarse-
graining of the microscopic generator [41]. This method is
generalizable for variations of the dynamics and dimension-
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FIG. 3. Phase Diagram: Spinodal and binodal, given by (2) and
(3) respectively, plotted with the solid and dashed lines. Along the
dash-dotted line, the pre-factor of the exponential in (4) diverges.
The points represent the ‘liquid’ and ‘gas’ densities obtained from
Monte-Carlo simulations and numerical iteration of hydrodynamics.
The error bars indicate the uncertainty due to the width of the density
distribution around the peaks shown in the insets. The bimodal den-
sity distribution inside the spinodal region is an indication of MIPS,
whereas the unimodal density distribution outside the binodal region
is an indication of the homogeneous phase. In the inset, the points are
from Monte-Carlo simulations and the solid lines are from a analyt-
ical calculation [40]. We use L = 4096 in Monte-Carlo simulations
and hydrodynamics equation solved numerically using Fourier spec-
tral method with 1024 modes.

ality. It is fundamentally different from a derivation [28] for
a related model [27], which rests on mapping to stochastic
diffusive models whose hydrodynamics is well-tested. Such
mapping relies on a very specific choice of the parameters,
and not extendable for our model. Compared to the hydro-
dynamics in [27, 28], the diffusion matrix and the mobility
matrix are significantly different.

In Fig. 2 we compare the noiseless hydrodynamics, set-
ting all the Gaussian noises in (1) to zero, with direct Monte-
Carlo simulation of the microscopic dynamics 1-3. In the
initial state, the left half of the system is occupied with (+)
particles and the right half with (−) particles, each drawn
from a Bernoulli distribution with a site-dependent average
density, ⟨ni⟩ = ρ (i/ℓd,0), set in Fig. 2 such that bulk den-
sity ρ0 = (ℓd/L)

∫
ρ(x,0)dx = 0.66. We convert the micro-

scopic occupation profile to the hydrodynamic density and
polarization profile by coarse-graining over boxes containing
200 sites. Only profiles of one lane, averaged over 64 ensem-
bles, are shown in Fig. 2 as the two lanes locally equilibrate
at hydrodynamic times τ×/τp ∼ 10−7. For iterating the noise-
less hydrodynamics we numerically integrate (1) without the
noise terms using a Fourier-pseudospectral method [42], treat-
ing nonlinear terms in real space and linear terms in Fourier
space with 210 modes. An excellent agreement seen in the
evolution of the profiles, asymptotically converging towards
an inhomogeneous state, indicates a phase separation between

high density and low-density regions.
It is readily seen from (1) that uniform density ρ(x) = ρ0

and m(x) = 0 is a stationary solution of the noiseless hydro-
dynamics. An inhomogeneous phase-separated state, widely
known as the MIPS for active matter systems, is an indication
of the instability of this globally homogeneous solution. The
spinodal curve on the (Pe,ρ0) plane describes the onset of in-
stability against linear perturbations. A standard linear stabil-
ity analysis [40] of the noiseless hydrodynamics (1) predicts
Pe2(1−ρ0)(2ρ0− 1) > 2 as the unstable regimes. Thus, for
0 < Pe < 4, a homogeneous state with any density 0 < ρ0 < 1
is always stable under linear perturbations. On the other hand,
for Pe > 4, the homogeneous state is unstable if

3
4
− 1

4

√
1−
(

4
Pe

)2

< ρ0 <
3
4
+

1
4

√
1−
(

4
Pe

)2

. (2)

The spinodal curve is shown in Fig. 3. Indeed, we see from
Fig. 2 that if the parameters (Pe,ρ0) are chosen from within
the spinodal region, the density profile ρ(x, t) evolves to an
inhomogeneous state. The spinodal region given by Eq. (2)
incidentally coincides with that for the model in [27].

The binodal curve gives the two densities in a phase-
separated state where a “liquid-like” high-density ρl phase
coexists with a “gas-like” low-density ρg phase. Follow-
ing [43, 44], we find that [40] for our noiseless hydrodynamics
(1), the two coexistence densities are determined by a pair of
relations

g0(ρg) = g0(ρl) and h0(ρg) = h0(ρl), (3)

where g0(ρ) = Peρ (1−ρ)− (2/Pe) log(1−ρ) and h0(ρ) =
[2/(9Pe)] (1−ρ)−3 +(Pe/6)(3−4ρ)(1−ρ)−2. We numer-
ically solve the above pair of relations (3) and obtain the bin-
odal curve, which we plot in Fig. 3 along with the spinodal.
Evidently, the volume fraction φ of the “liquid” region(s) is
given by ρlφ +ρg(1−φ) = ρ0, i.e., φ = (ρ0−ρg)/(ρl−ρg).
Therefore, for Pe > 4, for any global density ρg < ρ0 < ρl , it
is possible to sustain a nonzero fraction 0 < φ < 1 of a liq-
uid region within the analysis of the noiseless hydrodynam-
ics. In particular, the parameters between the spinodal and the
binodal curves correspond to a metastable region where, de-
pending on the initial condition, the noiseless hydrodynamics
(1) leads to either a homogeneous state or a phase-separated
state [40].

We also numerically iterate the noiseless hydrodynamics
(1) for a long time so that it reaches a stationary state, and de-
termine the steady state ‘liquid’ and ‘gas’ densities, by choos-
ing the minimum and maximum densities in the density pro-
file, respectively. However, in Monte-Carlo simulations, iden-
tifying the lowest and highest densities is less straightforward
due to the fluctuating nature of the density profile. To ad-
dress this, we extract density distributions and average them
over steady-state profiles (depicted in the inset). The result-
ing bimodal density distribution indicates the presence of two
distinct densities, characteristic of MIPS.
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FIG. 4. Correlations: Solid lines plot the analytical results of the
correlation functions whereas the points are from numerical simula-
tions. The insets show the asymptotic decay of the correlation func-
tions (with a constant shift in order to show up in the log-linear plot),
with the dashed guiding lines plot (4) with a shift for better visibil-
ity. The parameters used in the simulations are ℓd = 10.24, τp = 2ℓ2

d,
ℓp = 2ℓd, τ× = 0.1, L = 100ℓd and ρ0 = 0.25, and we average over
105 statistically-independent time steps to generate a clean curve for
comparing with hydrodynamic predictions.

We now compute the correlation functions in the stationary-
state homogeneous phase, using fluctuating hydrodynamics of
(1). For example, The density-density correlations for far-
separated points in the stationary-state homogeneous phase
has the asymptote [40]

Cρρ(x,x′)≃
A

Bℓd
exp
(
− |x− x′|

ξ1

)
(4)

where A = Pe2ρ2
0 (1 − ρ0)

2/
√

1−ρ0/2, B = 2 − Pe2(1 −
ρ0)(2 − ρ0)(2ρ0 − 1), and the correlation length ξ1 =√

1−ρ0/2. The line along which the denominator B van-
ishes, indicating breakdown of linearized hydrodynamics, is
shown in Fig. 3. Its full form and the other correlation func-
tions are given in SM [40]. We compare our analytical corre-
lation predictions with Monte-Carlo simulations in Fig. 4 and
find excellent agreements. An indirect verification of the mul-
tiplicative noise terms in (1) comes from this comparison of
correlations with Monte-Carlo results.

Generalization to d-dimensions — There are several ways
one can generalize our quasi-1D model to higher dimensions.
The straightforward generalization takes the number of lanes
to be O(ℓd) with τ× = ℓ2

d/τp. In this case, the noiseless
hydrodynamic description along the active direction remains
the same [40] as in the quasi-1D case. On the other hand,
in an isotropic generalization, we define the d-dimensional
version of the model on a periodic hyper-cubic lattice of Ld

sites and average density ρ0 ∈ [0,1]. The lattice sites indexed
as (i1, i2, · · · , id), where ik = 1, 2, · · · , L with k = 1,2, · · · ,d.
The system is composed of 2d distinct species denoted by
σ = 1,2, · · · ,2d corresponding to the 2d possible directions
of self-propulsion denoted by r̂σ =±x̂1 ,±x̂2, . . . ,±x̂d . In this
model, a particle of σ -species hops at rate τ−1

p (ℓ2
d + ℓp/2) in

FIG. 5. MIPS: Monte-Carlo simulation for the two-dimensional
models on a 512× 512 square lattice with ρ0 = 0.62. Left figure
corresponds to the 2-species (→ and←) generalization and right to
the 4-species (→, ↑, ← and ↓) generalization. The colors indicate
species (magenta≡→, cyan≡↑, green≡←, red≡↓). For the 2-species
model ℓd = 128 and for the 4-species model ℓd = 32, with Pe = 12
and τp = ℓ2

d in both cases.

the r̂σ -direction and at rate τ−1
p (ℓ2

d− ℓp/2) in the other 2d−1
directions, provided that the target site is empty. In addition, a
particle changes its species, i.e. tumbles, at rate τ−1

p . The fluc-
tuating hydrodynamics for this microscopic dynamics turns
out to be [40]

∂tρσ = (1−ρ)∇2ρσ +ρσ ∇2ρ−Pe ∇⃗[ρσ (1−ρ)] · r̂σ

− ∑
σ ′ ̸=σ

(ρσ −ρσ ′)+ ℓ
−d/2
d

[
∇⃗ · η⃗σ + ∑

σ ′ ̸=σ
ησ→σ ′

]
(5)

Here, the conservative zero-mean Gaussian noise,
η⃗σ =

(
η(1)

σ ,η(2)
σ , · · · ,η(d)

σ
)

arising from the biased-hopping

dynamics, has the covariance
〈
η(k)

σ (⃗x, t)η(k′)
σ ′ (⃗x

′, t ′)
〉

=
2ρσ (1 − ρ)δσ ,σ ′ δk,k′ δ (⃗x − x⃗′)δ (t − t ′) while the non-
conservative zero mean Gaussian noise, ησ→σ ′ = −ησ ′→σ ,
arising from the tumbling dynamics, has the covariance〈
ησ→σ ′ (⃗x, t)ηψ→ψ ′ (⃗x′, t ′)

〉
= (ρσ + ρσ ′)δσ ,ψ δσ ′,ψ ′ δ (⃗x −

x⃗′)δ (t− t ′).
Since the analysis of the above hydrodynamics equation (5)

is similar to the quasi-1D case, we do not repeat it here.
Instead, we perform Monte-Carlo simulations for the two-
dimensional microscopic model (d = 2) with both general-
izations. We observe MIPS in our simulations for some pa-
rameters, as shown in Fig. 5, indicating that MIPS can emerge
in 2D systems, even without the exchange dynamics of [27].
Therefore, in dimensions higher than one, neither achieving a
strong mixing effect nor observing the MIPS requires an ex-
change dynamics between the particles making our choice of
dynamics naturally conducive for the desired results.

A strictly 1D model — For the version of our model on
a periodic one-lane lattice with the dynamics 1-2, exclusion
interaction introduces single-file constraint, which preserves
positional order of the particles. Our hydrodynamics con-
struction, relying on an assumption of local equilibrium mea-
sure, predicts the same fluctuating hydrodynamics (1) as in
the quasi-1D case, which predicts the same phase boundary
as in Fig. 3. However, our Monte-Carlo simulation of this 1D
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FIG. 6. Kymographs: Comparison of space-time trajectories of par-
ticles at long hydrodynamic times for two-lane (left) and one-lane
(right) models. The black color indicates a tracer. The figures corre-
spond to parameter values (Pe = 6, and ρ0 = 0.2) outside the binodal
curve in Fig. 3.

model does not support MIPS [45] for the parameter ranges in
Fig. 3. Evidently, the predicted hydrodynamics does not work
for this strictly 1D geometry. This is further confirmed by
a direct comparison of the noiseless evolution (1) of average
fields with Monte-Carlo simulation [40].

A hydrodynamics is by construction about effective dynam-
ics of slow modes rising from local equilibrium of fast modes.
Compared to higher dimensions, the single-file constraint in
1D preserves the local order of species, and therefore, local
polarization at microscopic time scales ≪ τp. This fight be-
tween activity and local conservation, results in formation of
large number of micro-clusters, that does not coarsen as seen
in the Kymographs of particles in Fig. 6. Compared to the
fluid-like evolution in the two-lane model in its homogeneous
phase, the particle movements are severely restricted in the
one-lane model at the same parameter values. This reduced
effective diffusivity and drift of particles break [40] our spe-
cific assumption about local equilibration, invalidating the hy-
drodynamics construction.

Conclusion — In the spirit of statistical mechanics, we have
proposed a minimal model of interacting non-polar active par-
ticles where simplest kind of steric interaction leads to macro-
scopic phase separation, which is a well-known consequence
of activity. Simplicity of the model allows us to theoreti-
cally analyse the macroscopic properties using a systematic
bottom-up hydrodynamics theory. This hydrodynamic for-
mulation potentially could serve as a minimal macroscopic
description for MIPS, that is shared between different micro-
scopic models, in the spirit of the Landau theory of phase tran-
sitions. There is a plethora of active dynamics [15, 30, 46, 47]
belonging to this class for which a detailed fluctuating hydro-
dynamics is not available. It would be interesting to see how
much of the fluctuating hydrodynamics results for the present
work compares in other models, including a full character-
ization of macroscopic fluctuations in terms of large devia-
tions [48–51]. Our current work paves a crucial step in this
promising direction.
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We present additional analytical and numerical details complementing the results presented in
the main text of the Letter. These include a detailed derivation of the fluctuating hydrodynamics,
the spinodal and binodal analysis, a derivation of the spatial correlations, and details about Monte
Carlo and numerical iteration of the hydrodynamics.
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S-1. FLUCTUATING HYDRODYNAMICS FOR THE QUASI-1D MODEL: AN ACTION
FORMULATION

Here, we present a derivation of the fluctuating hydrodynamic description for the quasi-1D model introduced in
the Letter, following a similar route that was used earlier in [1] for the finite-line SSEP with slow boundaries. The
dynamics of our model is defined in items (1-3) of the Letter and schematically shown in Fig. (1) of the Letter.

The configuration of the system at any time τ is described by n(τ) ≡
{
n+
i,j(τ), n

−
i,j(τ)

}
where the occupation

variables take the values

(
n+
i,j(τ), n

−
i,j(τ)

)
=
{
(1, 0) , (0, 1) , (0, 0)

}
(S-1)

depending on whether the i-th site of j-lane is occupied by a particle of species (+) or (−), or unoccupied respectively.
This ensures that at any given time, no more than one particle of either species occupies a site. The stochastic evolution
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(
B+

i,1 , B−
i,1 , B+

i,2 , B−
i,2 , Ti,1 , Ti,2 , L+

i , L−
i

)
Rate

(1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d + ℓp/2

)
n+
i,1

(
1− n+

i+1,1 − n−
i+1,1

)

(−1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d − ℓp/2

)
n+
i+1,1

(
1− n+

i,1 − n−
i,1

)

(0 , 1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d − ℓp/2

)
n−
i,1

(
1− n+

i+1,1 − n−
i+1,1

)

(0 , −1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d + ℓp/2

)
n−
i+1,1

(
1− n+

i,1 − n−
i,1

)

(0 , 0 , 1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d + ℓp/2

)
n+
i,2

(
1− n+

i+1,2 − n−
i+1,2

)

(0 , 0 , −1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d − ℓp/2

)
n+
i+1,2

(
1− n+

i,2 − n−
i,2

)

(0 , 0 , 0 , 1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d − ℓp/2

)
n−
i,2

(
1− n+

i+1,2 − n−
i+1,2

)

(0 , 0 , 0 , −1 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p

(
ℓ2d + ℓp/2

)
n−
i+1,2

(
1− n+

i,2 − n−
i,2

)

(0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , ±1 , 0 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p n±

i,1

(0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , ±1 , 0 , 0) τ−1
p n±

i,2

(0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 1 , 0) τ−1
× n+

i,1

(
1− n+

i,2 − n−
i,2

)

(0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , −1 , 0) τ−1
× n+

i,2

(
1− n+

i,1 − n−
i,1

)

(0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 1) τ−1
× n−

i,1

(
1− n+

i,2 − n−
i,2

)

(0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , 0 , −1) τ−1
× n−

i,2

(
1− n+

i,1 − n−
i,1

)

TABLE S-1. Possible values of the various dynamical events for the quantities in (S-2) and corresponding rates.

of the system configuration relates to biased hops, tumblings and lane-crossings as

n±
i,1(τ + dτ)− n±

i,1(τ) = B±i−1,1(τ)− B±i,1(τ)∓ Ti,1(τ)− L±
i (τ) (S-2a)

n±
i,2(τ + dτ)− n±

i,2(τ) = B±i−1,2(τ)− B±i,2(τ)∓ Ti,2(τ) + L±
i (τ) (S-2b)

where, Bσi,j corresponds to the biased-hopping event of a σ-species particle between the ith and i+1th sites of j-lane,

Ti,j corresponds to the tumbling event of a particle at the ith site of j-lane and Lσi corresponds to the lane-crossing
event of a σ-species particle between the ith sites of the two lanes. For an infinitesimal dτ , the various possible values
that these variables can take are listed in Table S-1.

Our interest lies in determining the probability that the system starting from an initial configuration n(0) evolves
into a final configuration n(T ). This transition probability can be written as a path integral over all possible evolution
trajectories {n(τ),B(τ),T (τ),L(τ)} as

Pr [n(T ) |n(0)] =
∫ n(T )

n(0)

[Dn]
〈
T−dτ∏

τ=0

L∏

i=1

(
δn+

i,1(τ+dτ)−n+
i,1(τ) ,B

+
i−1,1(τ)−B+

i,1(τ)−Ti,1(τ)−L+
i (τ)

× δn−
i,1(τ+dτ)−n−

i,1(τ) ,B
−
i−1,1(τ)−B−

i,1(τ)+Ti,1(τ)−L−
i (τ)

× δn+
i,2(τ+dτ)−n+

i,2(τ) ,B
+
i−1,2(τ)−B+

i,2(τ)−Ti,2(τ)+L+
i (τ)

× δn−
i,2(τ+dτ)−n−

i,2(τ) ,B
−
i−1,2(τ)−B−

i,2(τ)+Ti,2(τ)+L−
i (τ)

)〉

{B(τ),T (τ),L(τ)}
(S-3)
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where the path integral measure on the occupation variables is defined as

∫
[Dn] :=

T∏

τ=0

L∏

i=1

2∏

j=1

∏

σ=(±)

1∑

nσ
i,j(τ)=0

(S-4)

Using an integral representation of the Kronecker-delta function δa,b = (2πi)−1
∫ iπ

−iπ
dz e−z(a−b) and then, performing

the averages over the variables Bσi,j , Ti,j and Lσ using Table S-1, we can write the exact path integral description of
the configuration’s transition probability in terms of an exact microscopic Action

Pr [n(T ) |n(0)] =
∫ n(T )

n(0)

[Dn] [Dn̂] eK[n,n̂]+H[n,n̂] (S-5a)

with the “kinetic” term

K =
L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

∑

σ=(±)

[
nσi,j(0) n̂

σ
i,j(0)− nσi,j(T ) n̂

σ
i,j(T ) +

∫ T

0

dτ

(
nσi,j(τ)

dn̂σi,j(τ)

dτ

)]
(S-5b)

and the “Hamiltonian” term

H =
ℓ2d
τp

L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

∑

σ=(±)

∫ T

0

dτ
[(
en̂

σ
i+1,j−n̂σ

i,j − 1
)
nσi,j (1− ni+1,j) +

(
en̂

σ
i,j−n̂σ

i+1,j − 1
)
nσi+1,j (1− ni,j)

]

+
ℓp
2τp

L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

∫ T

0

dτ
[(
en̂

+
i+1,j−n̂

+
i,j − 1

)
n+
i,j (1− ni+1,j)−

(
en̂

+
i,j−n̂

+
i+1,j − 1

)
n+
i+1,j (1− ni,j)

−
(
en̂

−
i+1,j−n̂

−
i,j − 1

)
n−
i,j (1− ni+1,j) +

(
en̂

−
i,j−n̂

−
i+1,j − 1

)
n−
i+1,j (1− ni,j)

]

+
1

τp

L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

∫ T

0

dτ
[(
en̂

−
i,j−n̂

+
i,j − 1

)
n+
i,j +

(
en̂

+
i,j−n̂

−
i,j − 1

)
n−
i,j

]

+
1

τ×

L∑

i=1

∑

σ=(±)

∫ T

0

dτ
[(
en̂

σ
i,2−n̂σ

i,1 − 1
)
nσi,1 (1− ni,2) +

(
en̂

σ
i,1−n̂σ

i,2 − 1
)
nσi,2 (1− ni,1)

]
(S-5c)

where we have denoted ni,j(τ) =
∑
σ n

σ
i,j(τ) as the total occupation number of the ith site of j-lane at time τ and

the path integral measure on the conjugate response variable is defined as

∫
[Dn̂] :=

T∏

τ=0

L∏

i=1

2∏

j=1

∏

σ=(±)

1

2πi

∫ iπ

−iπ

dn̂σi,j(τ) (S-6)

A. The hydrodynamic limit

Given the diffusive nature of the dynamics for our quasi-1D model, the occupation variables in a region of length-
scale ∼ ℓd reach a local equilibrium over a period of time-scale ∼ τp with respect to a slowly varying density profile.
In this scale, this local equilibrium measure that governs the distribution of occupation variables is given by

(
n+
i,j(τ) , n

−
i,j(τ)

)
=





(1, 0) with prob. ρ+i (τ) ≡ ρ+
(
i
ℓd
, ττp

)
(S-7a)

(0, 1) with prob. ρ−i (τ) ≡ ρ−
(
i
ℓd
, ττp

)
(S-7b)

(0, 0) with prob. 1− ρi(τ) ≡ 1− ρ
(
i
ℓd
, ττp

)
(S-7c)

It is important to note here that the local equilibrium measure followed by the occupation variables in the two lanes
is identical. This is because the particles cross between lanes more frequently than either making biased-hops or
tumbling in one lane, thereby leading to a fast equilibration between the two lanes. Consequently, we also consider
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the response variables to be approximated by slowly varying response fields which are identical for the two lanes in
the hydrodynamic length (∼ ℓd) and time (∼ τp) scales

n̂±
i,j(τ) ≃ ρ̂±i (τ) ≡ ρ̂±

( i

ℓd
,
τ

τp

)
(S-8)

In the hydrodynamic scale, the initial and final configurations typically follow the slowly varying density profiles
ρ(i/ℓd, 0) and ρ(i/ℓd, T/τp) respectively, such that for large ℓd and τp, we can write

L∑

i=1

nσi,j(0) n̂
σ
i,j(0) ≃

L∑

i=1

ρσi (0) ρ̂
σ
i (0) and

L∑

i=1

n±
i,j(T ) n̂

σ
i,j(T ) ≃

L∑

i=1

ρσi (T ) ρ̂
σ
i (T ) (S-9)

where we have used the fact that the response variables for the two lanes follow the same slowly varying response
field.

In the leading order for large ℓd and τp, the transition probability in the system configuration is given by the exact
microscopic expression in (S-5a) averaged over the occupation variables using the local equilibrium measure (S-7) as

Pr [ρ(T ) |ρ(0)] =
∫ ρ(T )

ρ(0)

[Dρ] [Dρ̂]
〈
eK[n,ρ̂]+H[n,ρ̂]

〉
{n(τ)}

(S-10)

with K and H as given in (S-5b) and (S-5c) respectively, but with n̂σi,j(τ) replaced by ρ̂σi (τ) due to (S-8).
In order to perform the averaging, we assume that for large ℓd and τp, the probability measure at different times

are independent of one another such that the leading order behaviour of the transition probability can be written as

Pr [ρ(T ) |ρ(0)] =
∫ ρ(T )

ρ(0)

[Dρ] [Dρ̂] exp
[
2

L∑

i=1

∑

σ=(±)

(
ρσi (0) ρ̂

σ
i (0)− ρσi (T ) ρ̂

σ
i (T )

)] T−dτ∏

τ=0

〈
edτ S(τ)

〉
n(τ)

(S-11a)

with the Action

S =
L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

∑

σ=(±)

(
nσi,j(τ)

dρ̂σi (τ)

dτ

)

+
ℓ2d
τp

L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

∑

σ=(±)

[(
eρ̂

σ
i+1−ρ̂σi − 1

)
nσi,j (1− ni+1,j) +

(
eρ̂

σ
i −ρ̂σi+1 − 1

)
nσi+1,j (1− ni,j)

]

+
ℓp
2τp

L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

[(
eρ̂

+
i+1−ρ̂

+
i − 1

)
n+
i,j (1− ni+1,j)−

(
eρ̂

+
i −ρ̂+i+1 − 1

)
n+
i+1,j (1− ni,j)

−
(
eρ̂

−
i+1−ρ̂

−
i − 1

)
n−
i,j (1− ni+1,j) +

(
eρ̂

−
i −ρ̂−i+1 − 1

)
n−
i+1,j (1− ni,j)

]

+
1

τp

L∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

[(
eρ̂

−
i −ρ̂+i − 1

)
n+
i,j +

(
eρ̂

+
i −ρ̂−i − 1

)
n−
i,j

]
(S-11b)

where we have made use of (S-9). It must be noted here that due to the fast equilibration between the two lanes as
in (S-8), the lane-crossing (τ×) term in the Hamiltonian vanishes.

We can further simplify the averaging in (S-11a) by noting that in the limit dτ → 0 limit, we have

∏

τ

〈
edτ S(τ)

〉
n(τ)
≃
∏

τ

edτ⟨S(τ)⟩n(τ) (S-12)

With this, the task of averaging over the occupation variables boils down to n±
i,1(τ) and n±

i,2(τ) being replaced by

ρ±i (τ) in (S-11b), which gives

Pr [ρ(T ) |ρ(0)] =
∫ ρ(T )

ρ(0)

[Dρ] [Dρ̂] e2
∫ T
0

dτ
∑L

i=1 S(ρ±i (τ),ρ̂±i (τ)) (S-13a)
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where the Action is

S
(
ρ±i (τ), ρ̂

±
i (τ)

)
= − ρ̂+i

dρ+i
dτ
− ρ̂−i

dρ−i
dτ

+
ℓ2d
τp

[(
en̂

=
i+1−n̂=

i − 1
)
n=
i (1− ni+1) +

(
en̂

=
i −n̂=

i+1 − 1
)
n=
i+1 (1− ni)

+
(
en̂

−
i+1−n̂

−
i − 1

)
n−
i (1− ni+1) +

(
en̂

−
i −n̂−

i+1 − 1
)
n−
i+1 (1− ni)

]

+
ℓp
2τp

[(
en̂

+
i+1−n̂

+
i − 1

)
n+
i (1− ni+1)−

(
en̂

+
i −n̂+

i+1 − 1
)
n+
i+1 (1− ni)

−
(
en̂

−
i+1−n̂

−
i − 1

)
n−
i (1− ni+1) +

(
en̂

−
i −n̂−

i+1 − 1
)
n−
i+1 (1− ni)

]

+
1

τp

[(
en̂

−
i,j−n̂

+
i,j − 1

)
n+
i,j +

(
en̂

+
i,j−n̂

−
i,j − 1

)
n−
i,j

]
(S-13b)

where we used an integration by parts in the τ -variable to cancel out the exponential term outside the averaging in
(S-11a).

The path integral description for the transition probability of the hydrodynamic density profiles is then obtained
by performing a gradient expansion for large ℓd and τp

Pr
[
ρ±(x,T)

∣∣ ρ±(x, 0)
]
=

∫ ρ±(x,T)

ρ±(x,0)

[Dρ±] [Dρ̂±] e−2ℓd
∫ T
0
dt

[∫ L
0
dx
(
ρ̂+ ∂tρ++ρ̂− ∂tρ−

)
−H[ρ̂± , ρ±]

]
(S-14a)

with the Hamiltonian given by

H =

∫ L

0

dx
{
ρ+ (1− ρ) (∂xρ̂+)

2 + ρ− (1− ρ) (∂xρ̂−)
2 −

[
(1− ρ−) ∂xρ+ + ρ+ ∂xρ− − Pe ρ+ (1− ρ)

]
∂xρ̂+

−
[
(1− ρ+) ∂xρ− + ρ− ∂xρ+ + Pe ρ− (1− ρ)

]
∂xρ̂− +

(
e−ρ̂++ρ̂− − 1

)
ρ+ +

(
eρ̂+−ρ̂− − 1

)
ρ−
}

(S-14b)

where we have denoted Tτ−1
p = T and Lℓ−1

d = L.
In order to write the hydrodynamic transition probability in terms of the total density (ρ = ρ++ρ−) and polarisation

(m = ρ+−ρ−) fields, we define the corresponding response fields as ρ̂ = (ρ̂++ρ̂−)/2 and m̂ = (ρ̂+−ρ̂−)/2 respectively.
This gives us

Pr
[
ρ(x,T),m(x,T)

∣∣ ρ(x, 0),m(x, 0)
]
≃
∫ ρ(x,T),m(x,T)

ρ(x,0),m(x,0)

[Dρ] [Dm] [Dρ̂] [Dm̂] e
−2ℓd

∫ T
0
dt

[∫ L
0
dx
(
ρ̂ ∂tρ+m̂ ∂tm

)
−H[ρ̂,m̂,ρ,m]

]

(S-15a)

with the Hamiltonian

H =

∫ L

0

dx
{
ρ (1− ρ) (∂xρ̂)

2 + ρ (1− ρ) (∂xm̂)2 + 2m (1− ρ) ∂xρ̂ ∂xm̂−
[
∂xρ− Pem (1− ρ)

]
∂xρ̂

−
[
(1− ρ) ∂xm+m∂xρ− Pe ρ (1− ρ)

]
∂xm̂+ 2 ρ sinh2 m̂−m sinh 2m̂

}
(S-15b)

In order to characterise fluctuations which are up to Gaussian order only, we make the quadratic approximation by
keeping terms which are at most quadratic in the response fields such that the Hamiltonian reduces to

H[ρ̂, m̂, ρ,m] =

∫ L/ℓd

0

dx

[
Sρ,ρ
2

(∂xρ̂)
2+

Sm,m
2

(∂xm̂)2+Sρ,m ∂xρ̂ ∂xm̂+2Sf,f m̂
2+J̄ρ ∂xρ̂+J̄m ∂xm̂−2 J̄f m̂

]
(S-16a)

with

Sρ,ρ = Sm,m = 2 ρ (1− ρ) (S-16b)

Sρ,m = 2m (1− ρ) (S-16c)

Sf,f = ρ (S-16d)

J̄ρ = −∂xρ+ Pem (1− ρ) (S-16e)

J̄m = −(1− ρ) ∂xm−m∂xρ+ Pe ρ (1− ρ) (S-16f)

J̄f = m (S-16g)
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We can now write the corresponding fluctuating hydrodynamics for our quasi-1D model by inverting the MSRJD-
Action in (S-15a) with the Hamiltonian in (S-16). This is given as

∂tρ = −∂x
(
J̄ρ −

1√
ℓd

ηρ

)
(S-17a)

∂tm = −∂x
(
J̄m −

1√
ℓd

ηm

)
− 2

(
J̄f −

1√
ℓd

ηf

)
(S-17b)

where the noise vector η ≡ (ηρ ηm ηf )
T is a multivariate Gaussian noise-vector whose probability distribution is

Pr(η) ∼ exp

{
− 1

2

∫
dtdt′ dxdx′ [(η(x, t)− µ)T Σ−1 (η(x′, t′)− µ)

]}
(S-18)

with the mean-vector and the covariance-matrix respectively

µ =



0
0
0


 and Σ = δ(x− x′) δ(t− t′)




Sρ,ρ Sρ,m 0
Sρ,m Sm,m 0
0 0 Sf,f


 (S-19)

S-2. GENERALISATION TO d-DIMENSIONS

Here, we generalise the Action formalism and thus, the fluctuating hydrodynamic description for our model on a d-
dimensional hyper-cubic lattice with Ld sites with periodic boundaries. The lattice sites are indexed as (i1, i2, · · · , id)
with ik = {1, 2, · · · , L} for k = 1, 2, · · · , d. We discuss two possible generalisations as mentioned in the Letter.

A. Case I: 2-species generalisation

This case corresponds to the case where the system is composed of particles of 2-species (denoted as (±)) similar to
the quasi-1D model. The (±) particles move persistently in the ±x̂1 direction (which we refer to as active direction)
with the motion being symmetric along all other directions

{
± x̂2, · · · ,±x̂d

}
(which we refer to as passive directions).

The microscopic dynamics is defined as

• Biased-Hopping : A (+) particle at site (i1, i2, · · · , id) hops to the site (i1 ± 1, i2, · · · , id) at rate (ℓ2d ± ℓp/2)/τp
and to the sites (i1, i2±1, · · · , id), · · · , (i1, i2, · · · , id±1) at rate ℓ2d/τp, while a (−) particle at site (i1, i2, · · · , id)
hops to the site (i1±1, i2, · · · , id) at rate (ℓ2d∓ℓp/2)/τp and to the sites (i1, i2±1, · · · , id), · · · , (i1, i2, · · · , id±1)
at rate ℓ2d/τp, provided that the target site is unoccupied

• Tumbling : A (+) particle converts to a (−) particle at rate 1/τp and vice-versa

Starting from an initial configuration ρ±(x, tini), the probability that the system eventually reaches a final config-
uration ρ±(x, tfin) has a hydrodynamic path integral description

Pr
[
ρ±(x⃗, tfin)

∣∣ ρ±(x⃗, tini)
]
=

∫
[Dρ±] [Dρ̂±] e−ℓ

d
d

∫
dt [

∫
dx⃗ (ρ̂+ ∂tρ++ρ̂− ∂tρ−)−H[ρ̂± , ρ±]] (S-20a)

with the Hamiltonian given by

H =

∫
dx⃗
{
ρ+ (1− ρ)

∣∣∇⃗ρ̂+
∣∣2 + ρ− (1− ρ)

∣∣∇⃗ρ̂−
∣∣2 −

[
(1− ρ−) ∇⃗ρ+ + ρ+ ∇⃗ρ− − Pe ρ+ (1− ρ) x̂1

]
· ∇⃗ρ̂+

−
[
(1− ρ+) ∇⃗ρ− + ρ− ∇⃗ρ+ + Pe ρ− (1− ρ) x̂1

]
· ∇⃗ρ̂− +

(
e−ρ̂++ρ̂− − 1

)
ρ+ +

(
eρ̂+−ρ̂− − 1

)
ρ−
}

(S-20b)

and where we have denoted ρ = ρ+ + ρ−.
The fluctuating hydrodynamic equations corresponding to this Action formalism is then given by

∂tρ± = (1− ρ)∇2ρ± + ρ±∇2ρ∓ Pe ∂x1
[ρ± (1− ρ)]∓ (ρ+ − ρ−) +

1

ℓ
d/2
d

(
∇⃗ · η⃗± ± ηf

)
(S-21)

with the Gaussian noises having zero means and covariances
〈(

η⃗±(x⃗, t) · x̂k
) (

η⃗±(x⃗
′, t′) · x̂k′

)〉
= 2 ρ± (1− ρ) δk,k′ δ(x⃗− x⃗′) δ(t− t′)

〈
ηf (x⃗, t) ηf (x⃗

′, t′)
〉
= ρ δ(x⃗− x⃗′) δ(t− t′) (S-22)
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B. Case II: 2d-species generalisation

In this generalisation, the system is composed of particles belonging to 2d number of species (denoted as σ = {(±)k}
with k = 1, 2, · · · , d), corresponding to the possible internal orientations in the spatial directions r̂k = {±x̂k} with
k = 1, 2, · · · , d. This corresponds to the isotropic generalisation of our quasi-1D model in higher dimensions. The
microscopic dynamics is defined as

• Biased-Hopping : A particle of (+)k species at site (i1, i2, · · · , id) hops to the site (i1, i2, · · · , ik + 1, · · · , id) at
rate (ℓ2d + ℓp/2)/τp and to the other adjacent sites at rate (ℓ2d− ℓp/2)/τp, while a particle of (−)k species at site
(i1, i2, · · · , id) hops to the site (i1, i2, · · · , ik − 1, · · · , id) at rate (ℓ2d + ℓp/2)/τp and to the other adjacent sites
at rate (ℓ2d − ℓp/2)/τp, provided that the target site is unoccupied

• Tumbling : A particle of σ species converts to any other species at rate 1/τp

Starting from an initial configuration ρσ(x, tini), the probability that the system eventually reaches a final configu-
ration ρσ(x, tfin) has a hydrodynamic path integral description

Pr
[
ρσ(x⃗, tfin)

∣∣ ρσ(x⃗, tini)
]
≃
∫

[Dρ] [Dρ̂] e−ℓdd
∫
dt [

∫
dx⃗

∑
σ(ρ̂σ ∂tρσ)−H[ρσ,ρ̂σ ]] (S-23a)

where the Hamiltonian is given by

H =

∫
dx⃗
∑

σ

{
ρσ (1− ρ)

∣∣∇⃗ρ̂σ
∣∣2 −

[
(1− ρ) ∇⃗ρσ + ρσ ∇⃗ρ− Pe ρσ (1− ρ) r̂σ

]
· ∇⃗ρ̂σ +

∑

σ′ ̸=σ
ρσ
(
eρ̂σ′−ρ̂σ − 1

)}

(S-23b)

and we have used ρ =
∑
σ ρσ.

Corresponding to this Action formalism, the fluctuating hydrodynamics for the σ-species particle is then given by

∂tρσ = (1− ρ)∇2ρσ + ρσ∇2ρ− Pe ∇⃗
[
ρσ (1− ρ)

]
· r̂σ −

∑

σ′ ̸=σ
(ρσ − ρσ′) +

1

ℓ
d/2
d

(
∇⃗ · η⃗σ +

∑

σ′ ̸=σ
ησ→σ′

)
(S-24)

with the Gaussian noises having zero means and covariances
〈(

η⃗σ(x⃗, t) · x̂k
) (

η⃗σ′(x⃗′, t′) · x̂k′
)〉

= 2 ρσ (1− ρ) δσ,σ′ δk,k′ δ(x⃗− x⃗′) δ(t− t′)
〈
ησ→σ′(x⃗, t) ηψ→ψ′(x⃗′, t′)

〉
= (ρσ + ρσ′) δσ,ψ δσ′,ψ′ δ(x⃗− x⃗′) δ(t− t′) (S-25)

S-3. THE STRICTLY-1D MODEL WITH EXCHANGE DYNAMICS

Until now, we have imposed a constraint on the motion of the active particles in that two particles in adjacent sites
are strictly forbidden from exchanging their positions. This ensures that the hard-core repulsion between the particles
is respected. However, if one is interested in studying the dynamics of active particles through a channel whose width
is a few orders more than the diameter of the particles. Motivated by this scenario, we present the Action-formalism
and subsequently, the fluctuating hydrodynamic description for a case where two adjacent particles are allowed to
exchange theirs positions at a constant rate in addition to the usual biased-hopping and tumbling dynamics. For our
derivation, we consider the model on a one-dimensional lattice with the trivial generalization to higher dimensions
being similar to the one discussed in the previous Section. Explicitly, the microscopic dynamics is now given as

• Biased-Hopping: A (+) particle at site i hops to site i ± 1 at rate (ℓ2d ± ℓp/2)/τp while a (−) particle at site i
hops to site i± 1 at rate (ℓ2d ∓ ℓp/2)/τp, provided that the target site is unoccupied

• Tumbling: A particle changes its internal orientation (i.e. (+) to (−) and vice-versa) at rate 1/τp

• Particle-Position-Exchanging: A pair of (±) particles at sites i, i+ 1 exchanges their positions at rate ℓ2e/τp

Following the same procedure outlined in Section S-1, we can now write the transition probability of the system
starting from an initial configuration ρ±(x, tini) and reaching a final configuration ρ±(x, tfin) in terms of a path integral

Pr
[
ρ±(x, tini)

∣∣ ρ±(x, tini)
]
=

∫
[Dρ±] [Dρ̂±] e−ℓd

∫
dt [

∫
dx (ρ̂+ ∂tρ++ρ̂− ∂tρ−)−H[ρ̂±,ρ±]] (S-26a)
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where the Hamiltonian is given by

H =

∫
dx
[
ρ+ (1− ρ) + E ρ+ ρ−

] (
∂xρ̂+

)2
+
[
ρ− (1− ρ) + E ρ+ ρ−

] (
∂xρ̂−

)2 − 2 E ρ+ ρ− ∂xρ̂+ ∂xρ̂−

−
{[

1− ρ− + E ρ−
]
∂xρ+ + (1− E) ρ+ ∂xρ− − Pe ρ+ (1− ρ)

}
∂xρ̂+

−
{[

1− ρ+ + E ρ+
]
∂xρ− + (1− E) ρ− ∂xρ+ + Pe ρ− (1− ρ)

}
∂xρ̂−

+ ρ−
(
eρ̂+−ρ̂− − 1

)
+ ρ+

(
e−ρ̂++ρ̂− − 1

)
(S-26b)

where E = ℓ2e/ℓ
2
d ∈ [0, 1] is a measure of the relative exchange rate.

We can write the above path integral description in terms of the total density and polarisation fields and include
only the terms which are at most quadratic in the corresponding response fields only. This gives

Pr
[
ρ(x, tfin),m(x, tfin)

∣∣ ρ(x, tini),m(x, tini)
]
≃
∫

[Dρ] [Dm] [Dρ̂] [Dm̂] e−ℓd
∫
dt [

∫
dx (ρ̂ ∂tρ+m̂∂tm)−H[ρ,m,ρ̂,m̂]] (S-27a)

with the Hamiltonian

H =

∫
dx
{
ρ (1− ρ) (∂xρ̂)

2 + [ρ (1− ρ+ E ρ)− Em2] (∂xm̂)2 + 2m (1− ρ) ∂xρ̂ ∂xm̂

−
[
∂xρ− Pem (1− ρ)

]
∂xρ̂−

[
(1− ρ+ E ρ) ∂xm+ (m− Em) ∂xρ− Pe ρ (1− ρ)

]
∂xm̂

+ 2 ρ m̂2 − 2mm̂
}

(S-27b)

The fluctuating hydrodynamic equations are then given as

∂tρ = ∂2
xρ− Pe ∂x

[
m (1− ρ)

]
+

1√
ℓd

∂xηρ (S-28a)

∂tm =
(
1− ρ+ E ρ

)
∂2
xm+

(
m− Em

)
∂2
xρ− Pe ∂x

[
ρ (1− ρ)

]
− 2m+

1√
ℓd

(
∂xηm + 2 ηf

)
(S-28b)

where the Gaussian noises ηρ, ηm and ηf have zero mean and covariances

〈
ηρ(x, t) ηρ(x

′, t′)
〉
= 2 ρ (1− ρ) δ(x− x′) δ(t− t′) (S-28c)

〈
ηm(x, t) ηm(x′, t′)

〉
= 2 [ρ (1− ρ+ E ρ)− Em2] δ(x− x′) δ(t− t′) (S-28d)

〈
ηf (x, t) ηf (x

′, t′)
〉
= ρ δ(x− x′) δ(t− t′) (S-28e)

〈
ηρ(x, t) ηm(x′, t′)

〉
= 2m (1− ρ) δ(x− x′) δ(t− t′) (S-28f)

〈
ηρ(x, t) ηf (x

′, t′)
〉
=
〈
ηm(x, t) ηf (x

′, t′)
〉
= 0 (S-28g)

The case of E = 1 corresponds to a an arguably unphysical scenario where a particle moves to an adjacent occupied
site by exchanging its position with the occupant at a rate which is exactly equal to the rate at which the particle would
have moved to the site had it been empty. This is the model whose noiseless hydrodynamics was studied in [2] and
subsequently the fluctuating hydrodynamic description was studied in [3]. We recover the fluctuating hydrodynamic
description for our model by taking E = 0 as expected.

S-4. THE SPINODAL ANALYSIS

The noiseless hydrodynamics is obtained from (S-17) by setting the noise terms equal to zero

∂tρ = −∂xJ̄ρ (S-29a)

∂tm = −∂xJ̄m − 2J̄f (S-29b)

where the conservative currents J̄ρ and J̄m arising due to biased-diffusion dynamics are given in (S-16e) and (S-16f)
respectively while the non-conservative current J̄f arising due to tumbling events is given in (S-16g).

A particular solution for the stationary state of (S-29) is given by the homogeneous profiles ρ(x, t) = ρ0 and
m(x, t) = 0. We perturb the stationary homogeneous profiles as ρ(x, t) = ρ0 + δρ(x, t) and m(x, t) = δm(x, t) with δρ
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and δm being small fluctuations in the hydrodynamic fields. This allows us to write the hydrodynamics for the small
perturbations up to the leading order as

∂t(δρ) = ∂2
x(δρ)− Pe (1− ρ0) ∂x(δm) (S-30a)

∂t(δm) = (1− ρ0) ∂
2
x(δm)− Pe (1− 2ρ0) ∂x(δρ)− 2 δm (S-30b)

Defining the continuous Fourier-transformation

(
δ̃ρ(k, t)

δ̃m(k, t)

)
=

1

L/ℓd

∫ L/ℓd

0

dx e−ikx

(
δρ(x, t)
δm(x, t)

)
(S-31)

for a large L/ℓd, we can rewrite the Fourier-transformed noiseless hydrodynamic equations for the small fluctuating
fields as

∂t

(
δ̃ρ(k, t)

δ̃m(k, t)

)
=

(
−k2 −i Pe (1− ρ0) k

i Pe (2ρ0 − 1) k −(1− ρ0) k
2 − 2

)(
δ̃ρ(k, t)

δ̃m(k, t)

)
(S-32)

where k = 2πnℓd/L with n = 0 , ±1 , ±2 , · · · . The eigenvalues of the above matrix are given by

λ±(k) = −1−
(
1− ρ0

2

)
k2 ±

√
1 +

[
Pe2(1− ρ0)(2ρ0 − 1)− ρ0

]
k2 +

ρ 2
0 k4

4
(S-33)

which obey the symmetry λ±(−k) = λ±(k).
The two eigenvalues λ+(0) = 0 and λ−(0) = −2 corresponding to the k = 0 mode respectively describe the

invariance of the spatially integrated total density
∫
dx ρ(x, t) and the exponential decay of the spatially integrated

polarisation M(t) =
∫
dxm(x, t) = M(0)e−2t, which also directly follows from S-29.

The homogeneous solutions become linearly unstable at large wavelengths when one of the eigenvalues corresponding
to the first mode (i.e., k = ±2π/(L/ℓd)) becomes positive, λ+ (2π/(L/ℓd)) > 0. This, consequently, puts a condition
on the macroscopic size of the system as

L/ℓd >
2π
√
1− ρ0√

Pe2 (1− ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1)− 2
(S-34)

Note that the term within the square root in the denominator must be positive, i.e.,

Pe2 (1− ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1) > 2 (S-35)

Interestingly, this is the same instability condition found earlier [2], where the single-file constraint is not respected
and a ± pair of particles at neighboring sites is allowed to exchange their positions at a rate ℓ2d/τp. The above
condition is equivalent to

(ρ0 − ρsl ) (ρ0 − ρsh) < 0 (S-36)

where

ρsl =
3

4
− 1

4

√
1−

(
4

Pe

)2

and ρsh =
3

4
+

1

4

√
1−

(
4

Pe

)2

(S-37)

Therefore, for Pe > 4, the system is linearly unstable in the spinodal region given by ρ0 ∈ [ρsl , ρ
s
h].

S-5. THE BINODAL ANALYSIS

For a system in a phase-separated state, a high density liquid-like phase and a low density gas-like phase coexist.
The binodal or the coexistence curve gives the two densities, denoted by ρl and ρg respectively, as a function of a
control parameter, which in our case is the Péclet number Pe. To compute the binodal, we use the procedure followed
in [2, 4], which we outline below for the convenience of the readers.
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FIG. S-1. Validity of hydrodynamics for quasi-1D model: These plots demonstrate the agreement between microscopics
and hydrodynamics outside the spinodal region (S-36). Time evolution of the hydrodynamic density ρ(x, t) and polarisation
m(x, t), starting from a step profile for both ρ(x, 0) and m(x, 0) centered around the middle of the system. The solid lines
represent noiseless hydrodynamics evolution (S-17), while the markers represent Monte-Carlo simulations of the microscopic
dynamics for the two-lane ladder-lattice model. The plots are for microscopic parameter values ℓd = 128, τp = ℓ2d, ℓp = 2ℓd,
τ× = 0.05 and system size L = 4ℓd which corresponds to Pe = 2. To match with noiseless hydrodynamics, the Monte-Carlo
results are averaged over 64 realisations. The hydrodynamic simulations are performed in the domain [0, L/ℓd = 4] using
pseudospectral method with 29 modes.

The stationary state is given by ∂tρ = 0, which has a zero flux due to symmetry, which gives us J̄ρ = 0. Using
(S-16e), we obtain

m =
1

Pe

∂xρ

1− ρ
= − 1

Pe
∂x
[
log (1− ρ)

]
(S-38)

The stationary state for the polarization field i.e., ∂tm = 0 gives us ∂xJ̄m − 2J̄f = 0, which, using (S-16f), (S-16g)
and the above expression of m, can be rewritten as

∂xg = 0 where g(ρ) = g0(ρ) + Λ(ρ) (∂xρ)
2 − κ ∂2

xρ = const. (S-39)

with g0(ρ) = Pe ρ(1− ρ)− 2

Pe
log (1− ρ), Λ(ρ) = − 2

Pe

1

1− ρ
and κ =

1

Pe
(S-40)

The spinodal curve is equivalently defined by g′0(ρ) = 0, whose two solutions are given by ρsl and ρsh respectively (see
(S-37)).

A. First relation

In the coexisting phase, density is homogeneous in the liquid (ρl) and gas (ρg) phases: ∂xρ = ∂2
xρ = 0 in the two

phases, giving

g0(ρg) = g0(ρl) ≡ ḡ(Pe) (S-41)

For Pe < 4, g0(ρ) is a monotonic function of ρ. On the other hand, it has a maximum and minimum at ρsl and ρsh
respectively for Pe > 4 [see Fig. S-2]. For Pe = 4, there is an inflection point at ρ = 3/4, where both g′0(ρ) and g′′0 (ρ)
are zero. For Pe > 4, any line g0(ρ) = const. ∈

(
g0(ρ

s
l ) , g0(ρ

s
h)
)
, intersects the g0(ρ) vs. ρ curve at three points,

and therefore, there exists an infinite number of solutions for (S-41). Hence, we need another relation for fixing the
coexistence densities, which we discuss below.
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FIG. S-2. The binodal curves are given by the pair of conditions g0(ρg) = g0(ρl) and h0(ρg) = h0(ρl), where the expressions
of g0(ρ) and h0(ρ) are given by (S-40) and (S-52) respectively. Here, g0(ρ) and h0(ρ) are plotted as a function of ρ on the left
and right figures, respectively. For Pe < 4, both they are monotonic functions of ρ. On the other hand, for Pe, both g0(ρ) and
h0(ρ) have a minimum and a maximum. For Pe = 4, there is an inflection point at ρ = 3/4, where the first and the second
derivatives of both g0 and h0 vanish.

B. Second relation

Consider the following integral across the liquid-gas interface in a phase-separated state

I =

∫ xl

xg

dx g(ρ) ∂xR(ρ) (S-42)

where R(ρ) is some function of ρ, and xg and xl are any two points inside the gas and liquid phases respectively.
Since, g(ρ) = ḡ is constant, the above integral yields

I = ḡ
[
R(ρl)−R(ρg)

]
(S-43)

On the other hand, substituting the expression of g(ρ) from (S-39) in the integral gives

I =

∫ xl

xg

dx g0(ρ) ∂xR(ρ) +

∫ xl

xg

dx
[
Λ(ρ)R′(ρ) (∂xρ)

2 − κR′(ρ) ∂2
xρ
]
∂xρ (S-44)

Now we choose R(ρ) such that the second integral is zero. Consider the relation

∂x
[
A(ρ) (∂xρ)

2
]
=
[
A′(ρ) (∂xρ)

2 + 2A(ρ) ∂2
xρ
]
∂xρ (S-45)

Choosing, 2A(ρ) = −κR′(ρ) and κR′′(ρ) = −2Λ(ρ)R′(ρ), the above relation gives

[
Λ(ρ)R′(ρ) (∂xρ)

2 − κR′(ρ) ∂2
xρ
]
∂xρ = −∂x

[
κ

2
R′(ρ) (∂xρ)

2

]
(S-46)

Since, ∂xρ = 0 in the liquid and the gas phases, the integral over the above expression across the interface is zero.
Hence, defining g0(ρ) = dϕ(R)/dR, from (S-44) we get

I = ϕ(Rl)− ϕ(Rg) (S-47)

where Rl = R(ρl) and Rg = R(ρg). Combining the two expressions of I, (S-43) and (S-47), we arrive at the relation

h0(Rg) = h0(Rl) where h0(R) = Rϕ′(R)− ϕ(R) (S-48)
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For the particular form of Λ(ρ) given above, the above differential equation of R(ρ) can be solved exactly to give
(up to an additive and a multiplicative constant)

R(ρ) =
1

3

1

(1− ρ)3
(S-49)

Inverting the above equation, we can express ρ(R) = 1− (3R)−1/3, which in turn gives

ϕ′(R) = Pe
[
1− (3R)−1/3

]
(3R)−1/3 +

2

3Pe
log (3R) (S-50)

Now, integrating with respect to R gives (up to an additive constant, which doesn’t show up in the relation)

ϕ(R) = Pe

[
(3R)1/3

2
− 1

]
(3R)1/3 +

2R

3Pe

[
log (3R)− 1

]
(S-51)

Therefore, h0(R(ρ)) can be expressed in terms of ρ explicitly as

h0(ρ) =
2

9Pe

1

(1− ρ)3
+

Pe

6

3− 4ρ

(1− ρ)2
(S-52)

and the second coexistence relation can now be written as

h0(ρg) = h0(ρl). (S-53)

The qualitative behavior of h0 is similar to that of g0(ρ) [see Fig. S-2]. For Pe < 4, h0(ρ) is a monotonic function of
ρ, whereas for Pe > 4, it has a maximum and a minimum at ρsl and ρsh respectively . For Pe = 4, there is an inflection
point at ρ = 3/4, where both h′

0(ρ) and h′′
0(ρ) are zero.

Interestingly, the two solutions of h′
0(ρ) = 0 are same as that of g′0(ρ) = 0 and are given by ρsl and ρsh respectively

[see (S-37)]. This follows from using ϕ′(R) = g0(ρ), writing h0(ρ) = R(ρ)g0(ρ)−ϕ(R(ρ)) and taking a derivative with
respect to ρ

h′
0(ρ) = R(ρ) g′0(ρ) +R′(ρ) g0(ρ)−R′(ρ)ϕ′(R) = R(ρ) g′0(ρ) (S-54)

The binodal curves are obtained by numerically solving the relations g0(ρg) = g0(ρl) and h0(ρg) = h0(ρl), where
the expressions of g0(ρ) and h0(ρ) are given by (S-40) and (S-52) respectively.

S-6. THE TWO-POINT CORRELATIONS IN THE STATIONARY-STATE HOMOGENEOUS PHASE

In this Section, we present the derivation of the two-point correlations of the hydrodynamic fields in the stationary
state of the homogeneous phase of our model. This serves as an indirect check of our fluctuating hydrodynamic
description as reported in eq. (1) of the Letter. Our result for the correlations is valid up to the leading order in 1/ℓd
and for this purpose, we use only the Gaussian noise approximation ignoring any sub-leading terms.

We begin our derivation by adding small fluctuations, δρ(x, t) and δm(x, t) which are of at most O(1/
√
ℓd) around

the stationary-state homogeneous fields, ρ(x, t) = ρ0 and m(x, t) = 0 respectively. The definition of the two-point
correlations of the fluctuating fields [5] then readily follows

Cρρ(x, x
′) =

〈
δρ(x, t) δρ(x′, t)

〉
, Cρm(x, x′) =

〈
δρ(x, t) δm(x′, t)

〉
and Cmm(x, x′) =

〈
δm(x, t) δm(x′, t)

〉
. (S-55)

Putting these perturbed total density and polarisation fields in eq. (1) of the Letter and keeping only the terms
which are at most linear in δρ and δm, we obtain the fluctuating hydrodynamic equations

∂t

(
δρ(x, t)
δm(x, t)

)
= Dx

(
δρ(x, t)
δm(x, t)

)
+ F (x, t) (S-56a)

with the deterministic, Dx and fluctuating, F (x, t) components are respectively given as

Dx =

(
∂2
x −Pe (1− ρ0) ∂x

−Pe (1− 2ρ0) ∂x (1− ρ0) ∂
2
x − 2

)
and F (x, t) =

√
2ρ0
ℓd

( √
1− ρ0 ∂xηρ√

1− ρ0 ∂xηm +
√
2 ηf

)
(S-56b)
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(a) No MIPS state forms (b) A MIPS state forms

FIG. S-3. Metastability: Here, we demonstrate that although the region outside the spinodal curve but inside the binodal
curve is linearly stable, depending on the initial state there are nonlinear instabilities which may drive the system to MIPS.
We have set Pe = 10 and ρ0 = 0.4 for making these plots which corresponds to a point between the spinodal and binodal
curves. We have taken an identical Gaussian initial total density profile, but for the initial polarisation profile, we have taken
sin 2πx/L with amplitude 0.02 for the left figure and 0.2 for the right figure.

where ηρ(x, t), ηm(x, t) and ηf (x, t) are delta-correlated Gaussian white noises with unit self-covariance and zero
cross-covariance.

In the large hydrodynamic system size limit L/ℓd → ∞, we define the continuous-Fourier-transformed fluctuating
hydrodynamic fields as

(
δρ̃(k, t)
δm̃(k, t)

)
=

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dx

(
δρ(x, t)
δm(x, t)

)
e−ikx (S-57)

and subsequently re-write the fluctuating hydrodynamic equations in the Fourier space

∂t

(
δρ̃(k, t)
δm̃(k, t)

)
= D̃k

(
δρ̃(k, t)
δm̃(k, t)

)
+ F̃ (k, t) (S-58a)

with the deterministic and fluctuating components in the Fourier space respectively given by

D̃k =

(
−k2 −i Pe(1− ρ0) k

−i Pe(1− 2ρ0) k −(1− ρ0)k
2 − 2

)
and F̃ (k, t) =

√
2ρ0
ℓd

(
i
√
1− ρ0 k η̃1(k, t)√

(1− ρ0) k2 + 2 η̃2(k, t)

)
(S-58b)

where η̃1(k, t) and η̃2(k, t) are Gaussian noises with mean and covariance

〈
ηα(x, t)

〉
= 0 and

〈
ηα(x, t) ηα′(x′, t′)

〉
= δα,α′ δ(x− x′) δ(t− t′) where α, α′ = {1, 2}. (S-58c)

The differential equations in (S-58a) can now be readily solved that leads to the solutions of the fluctuation fields

in Fourier space in terms of D̃k and F̃ (k, t) as

(
δρ̃(k, t)
δm̃(k, t)

)
=

∫ t

−∞
dt′ eDk(t−t′) F (k, t′) (S-59)

The two-point correlations of the fluctuating hydrodynamic fields in the Fourier space is then obtained using
the Fourier-transformed definitions of (S-55) which are given by Cρρ(k, k

′) =
〈
δρ(k, t) δρ(k′, t)

〉
, Cmm(k, k′) =
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〈
δm(k, t) δm(k′, t)

〉
and Cρm(k, k′) =

〈
δρ(k, t) δm(k′, t)

〉
. For instance, the correlations between the total density

fields of two points in Fourier space is given by

C̃ρρ(k, k
′) =

ρ0 (1− ρ0)
{
(1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) k

4 +
[
4 (1− ρ0) + Pe2 (1− ρ0)

2 + χ2
]
k2 + 2

[
2 + Pe2 (1− ρ0)

]}

{
(1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) k4 +

[
2 (1− ρ0) + (2− ρ0)χ2

]
k2 + 2χ2

}
ℓd

δ(k + k′)

(S-60)
where the parameter

χ =

√
2− Pe2 (1− ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1) (S-61)

determines the onset of linear instability of the stationary-state homogeneous fields under small perturbations i.e.,
the spinodal region.

The k = (k′ =) 0 mode relates to the spatial integral of the fluctuations of the total density field,
∫
dx δρ(x, t).

Although the total number of particles in the two-lane system as a whole is conserved, the number of particles in
each of the lanes is allowed to fluctuate due to the lane-crossing dynamics. This particle number fluctuation in the
two lanes of the system can be assumed to be independent of each other in the long time limit which implies that the

2× C̃ρρ(k, k
′) must vanish when k = (k′ =) 0. We take this into account by including an additional k = (k′ =) 0 term

proportional to the infinitesimal inter-mode width ℓd/L, such that the correlation in (S-60) is now given as

C̃ρρ(k, k
′) =

[
ρ0 (1− ρ0)

{
(1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) k

4 +
[
4 (1− ρ0) + Pe2 (1− ρ0)

2 + χ2
]
k2 + 2

[
2 + Pe2 (1− ρ0)

]}

{
(1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) k4 +

[
2 (1− ρ0) + (2− ρ0)χ2

]
k2 + 2χ2

}
ℓd

− ρ0 (1− ρ0)
[
2 + Pe2 (1− ρ0)

]

2χ2 L
δ(k)

]
δ(k + k′) (S-62)

Similarly, the correlations of total density with polarisation and polarisation with polarisation are respectively given
as

C̃ρm(k, k′) =
−2 i Pe ρ20 (1− ρ0)

[
(1− ρ0) k

2 + 2
]
k{

(1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) k4 +
[
2 (1− ρ0) + (2− ρ0)χ2

]
k2 + 2χ2

}
ℓd

δ(k + k′) (S-63)

C̃mm(k, k′) =
ρ0

{
(1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) k

4 +
[
2 (2− ρ0) + Pe2 (1− ρ0) (1− 2ρ0)

2 + (1− ρ0)χ
2
]
k2 + 2χ2

}

{
(1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) k4 +

[
2 (1− ρ0) + (2− ρ0)χ2

]
k2 + 2χ2

}
ℓd

δ(k + k′)

(S-64)

In the above two expression of the correlations involving the polarisation fields, we do not have any additional
k = (k′ =) 0 term, as the spatially-integrated fluctuating polarisation fields

∫
dx δm(x, t) do not vanish.

Finally, we take the inverse Fourier transformation of the expressions in (S-62-S-63), which gives the two-point
correlations for the fluctuating hydrodynamic fields in the stationary-state homogeneous phase. These are respectively
given by

Cρρ(x, x
′) =

Pe2 ρ20 (1− ρ0)
2

[2− Pe2 (1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1)] ℓd

[√
2

2− ρ0
e−

|x−x′|
ξ1 +

√
1− ρ0

χ2 − 2

χ
e−

|x−x′|
ξ2

]

+
ρ0 (1− ρ0)

ℓd
δ(x− x′)− ρ0 (1− ρ0)

[
2 + Pe2 (1− ρ0)

]

2χ2 L
(S-65a)

Cρm(x, x′) = sgn(x− x′)
Pe ρ20 (1− ρ0)

[2− Pe2 (1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1)] ℓd

[
2

2− ρ0
e−

|x−x′|
ξ1 + (χ2 − 2) e−

|x−x′|
ξ2

]
(S-65b)

Cmm(x, x′) =
Pe2 ρ20 (1− ρ0) (1− 2ρ0)

[2− Pe2 (1− ρ0) (2− ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1)] ℓd

(√
2

2− ρ0
e−

|x−x′|
ξ1 − χ√

1− ρ0
e−

|x−x′|
ξ2

)
+

ρ0
ℓd

δ(x− x′)

(S-65c)

where the two “correlation lengths” corresponding to the length scales of the exponentially decaying long-range
correlations are

ξ1 =

√
1− ρ0

2
and ξ2 =

√
1− ρ0
χ

(S-66)
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FIG. S-4. Two-point correlations in stationary-state homogeneous phase: We find excellent agreement between
the hydrodynamic predictions of the two point correlations (S-65) and the Monte-Carlo simulations. For the Monte-Carlo
simulations, we define the correlations Cρρ(i, i

′) = ⟨nini′⟩ − ⟨ni⟩ ⟨ni′⟩, Cρm(i, i′) = ⟨niMi′⟩ − ⟨ni⟩ ⟨Mi′⟩ and Cmm(i, i′) =
⟨MiMi′⟩ − ⟨Mi⟩ ⟨Mi′⟩, where, i and i′ denotes the lattice sites, ni = {0, 1} and Mi = {0,±1} denotes the total occupation and
polarisation of the ith site, and ⟨·⟩ denotes the averaging over time. Additionally, due to translational symmetry in our system,
spatial averaging is conducted to further refine the averaging. To compare with the fluctuating hydrodynamics results, we use
the rescaling as x − x′ = (i − i′)/ℓd discussed before. Evidently, the ρ-ρ and m-m correlations are symmetric in x − x′ while
the ρ-m correlation is anti-symmetric in x− x′.
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FIG. S-5. Breakdown of noiseless hydrodynamics in strictly 1D: Here, we show the breakdown of hydrodynamics in
1d even outside the Spinodal, ρ0 = 0.25, Pe = 2. We use the exact same initial condition and microscopic parameter values as
Fig. S-1. We see that the hydrodynamics deviate quickly from the microscopics.

Two important observations are in order at this point. First, all the three correlations show a divergence when
2−Pe2 (1−ρ0) (2−ρ0) (2ρ0− 1) −→ 0. In fact, our results for the correlations are not valid in the region 2−Pe2 (1−
ρ0) (2 − ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1) ≤ 0. Second, ξ1 > ξ2 in the region 2 − Pe2 (1 − ρ0) (2 − ρ0) (2ρ0 − 1) > 0. Consequently, the
first exponential term in each of the correlations dominates over the second exponential term when the two points in
space are far-separated i.e., x− x′ ≫ 0.

Our results for the two-point correlations are reminiscent of the correlations arising in typical boundary-driven
diffusive equilibrium systems [5] where the correlations consist of an equilibrium-like term which is delta-correlated
in space and a long-range term whose strength decays with system size.
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FIG. S-6. Breakdown of fluctuating hydrodynamics in strictly 1D: We perform Monte Carlo simulations outside the
spinodal with ρ0 = 0.25, Pe = 2 with exact same parameters in Fig. S-4 and find deviations from the predictions of the
fluctuating hydrodynamics.

S-7. DETAILS OF THE NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

For the microscopic dynamics we use usual Monte Carlo method. We consider a periodic lattice with two lanes
with L sites in each lane. We choose time step dt = 0.01 to convert the rates to probability for the Monte Carlo
simulations. The lane crossing rate 1/τ× is taken as 10,20 or 40 depending on the simulation.

To solve the hydrodynamic equations we employed the standard Fourier pseudospectral method [6], with nonlinear
terms computed in real space using the 2

3 dealiasing rule [6]. Time integration was performed in Fourier space
utilizing the standard Runge-Kutta 4th order (RK4) method and the Integrating Factor Runge-Kutta 4th order
(IFRK4) method, with a time step (dt) of 10−3 or 10−4, depending on the system’s resolution.
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