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To develop a minimal model for a cell moving in a crowded environment such as in tissue, we
investigate the response of a liquid drop of active matter moving on a flat rigid substrate to forces
applied at its boundaries. Our model incorporates active stresses due to a prescribed orientation
profile of the cytoskeleton, coupling with the substrate, surface tension and imposed boundary forces.
We find a highly non-linear response to forces that we characterise using the drop velocity, its shape,
and the traction between the drop and the substrate. There are two main modes of motion: a long
and thin drop with zero traction in the bulk, mostly occurring under strong stretching forces, and a
parabolic drop with finite traction in the bulk, mostly occurring under strong squeezing forces. There
is a sharp transition between these two modes as a function of the applied forces and indications of
drop break-up where large forces stretch the drop in opposite directions.

Cells are highly adaptable and move themselves around
in a variety of different conditions and environments [1–
3]. This is essential for biological functions such as wound
repair [4], organ development [5], and in pathological pro-
cesses such as cancer metastasis [6]. Understanding in-
dividual cell motility and how it affects collective cell
migration is key to understanding these processes. Cell
motility is powered by the cytoskeleton, a dynamic net-
work of interlinking protein filaments inside the cell [7–9].
These filaments can collectively form anisotropic liquid
crystalline (LC) phases [10].

There are a number of mechanisms by which cell
motility occurs. The most studied is cell crawl-
ing, which combines the treadmilling (polymerisa-
tion/depolymerisation) of cytoskeletal actin filaments,
with strong adhesion to the substrate, which has
been analysed extensively both experimentally [11–15]
and theoretically using hydrodynamic mechanical mod-
els [16–18], reaction-diffusion chemical models [19, 20],
and in confinement [21, 22]. Even in the absence of
actin treadmilling, spontaneous motion is still possible
in LC active matter systems [23–27]. In cells the likely
source of this type of motion is acto-myosin contractility,
where myosin II molecular motors cause actin filaments
to slide relative to each other [28, 29] and generate an
active stress that can be contractile, i.e. positive (or ex-
tensile, i.e. negative). Contractility also plays a role in
the crawling of cells [30].

A minimal description of cell motility is thus provided
by the motion of a drop of anisotropic active LC mat-
ter. The possible modes of a such a drop freely moving
on a flat rigid substrate have recently been classified by
some of us in [31]. We identified three modes: motion
due to self-advection of active units along their direc-
tion of orientation, motion due to active stresses, and
motion due to contact angle mismatch. We also showed
that a drop moving purely due to active stresses can do
so without exerting traction on the substrate [32]. This
type of motion is relevant to fast migration in crowded
environments [2, 33], where cellular adhesions are unsta-
ble at high strain rates [34]. Crowded environments also
lead to significant forces on cells. However, many of the

effects of external forces on cell-motility and migration
remain a mystery. These forces, either coming from cell-
cell tugging or from outside the cell, are important for the
functionality of cells and tissues. Experiments show that
external forces can alter cell stiffness, induce migration,
alter cell shape, induce remodelling, and alter cell pheno-
type [35–37]. Hence a better handle on them promises to
have a significant impact on our understanding of multi-
cellular systems.

In this letter, therefore, we study the dynamics of an
active LC drop on a flat surface under external forces
applied at its two ends. We model the anisotropy of
the cytoskeleton though an imposed LC director field,
and the active stress that this generates. The behaviour
is controlled by the ratio A of the active stress to the
winding number of the LC director, as measured from
the surface to the top of the drop. We classify the motion
of the drop according to (1) the difference between the
forces on each end, i.e. whether it is being squeezed or
stretched and (2) the sum of the forces applied to its two
ends, i.e. if it is being pushed to the right (R) or to
the left (L). For a passive drop with zero active stress,
A = 0, we find parabolic shapes with simple symmetric
behaviour: it moves to the right (or left) if it is pushed
in the right (or left) direction unless it is stretched above
a critical stretching force where it tends to break up into
smaller droplets. For an active drop, A > 0 we find a
much richer response to external forces. First, it moves
to the R almost all the time except when the sum of forces
is large in the L direction and it is being squeezed. We
also find a wide variety of shapes. Parabolic shapes are
observed only when the the drop is being squeezed. When
the drop is being stretched, we find (i) a double humped
shape when the sum of forces is strongly to the R, (ii) a
flat pancake shape which exerts almost no traction on the
surface when the sum of forces is small and (iii) droplet
break up when the sum of forces is strongly in the L
direction. Changing the sign of A, equivalent to either
flipping the winding number or moving from contractile
to extensile stresses, flips the directions L ↔ R.

We model a single cell as a two dimensional incom-
pressible active nematic drop moving on a flat rigid sub-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic showing a drop on a flat surface being pushed/pulled at its boundaries by external forces f± (which can
also stretch or squeeze the drop), positive f+ or f− means that the force is directed to the right. The boundaries are set to be
at a height h0 above the solid substrate (z = 0) with corresponding contact angles φ±. The nematic director is denoted n. Inset
we indicate regions of the phase plane that correspond to stretching, squeezing, or pushing in different directions, where we
define push: F = f+ +f− and squeeze: S = −(f+−f−). (b) Schematic phase diagram for a passive drop. The light blue region
corresponds to RP(L) right-parabola left-moving drops, green corresponds to LP(R) left-parabola right-moving drops, while
droplet breakup DB is grey. (c) Schematic phase diagram for an active drop. New phases include the RP(R) right-parabola
right-moving state (dark blue), the DH(R) double-hump right-moving (coral) and the PC(R) pancake right-moving (yellow)
states. Characteristic drop shapes are superimposed in white.

strate subject to external forces at its boundaries (Fig. 1
(a)). We work in the (x̃, z̃) plane, where the drop is char-

acterised by the height h̃(x̃, t̃) of its free surface above

the substrate, and moves with velocity Ṽ . We use the
well established equations of active liquid crystal hydro-
dynamics [38, 39] where the motion of the coarse grained
orientation of elongated units n = (cos θ, sin θ), known
as the director, is coupled to the fluid velocity ũ inside
the drop. The velocity satisfies force balance equations
at vanishing Reynolds number:

∂j σ̃ij + f̃i = 0, (1a)

σ̃ij = −p̃δij + η(∂iũj + ∂j ũi)− α̃ninj , (1b)

where f̃ = f̃(x̃) is the external force per unit height, p̃ is
the pressure, ũ is the fluid velocity inside the drop, and
α̃ is the active stress which represents the coarse-grained
stresses generated when cytoskeletal actin filaments slide
relative to each other [40, 41]. Following [31, 32], we
keep the lowest order gradients in the stress tensor and
we work in the strong elastic limit, where dynamic equa-
tion for the director reduces to ∇2θ. We anchor the di-
rector parallel to the substrate, i.e. θ(z̃ = 0) = 0, and
parallel to the free surface with an imposed winding, i.e.
θ(z̃ = h̃) = ωπ+arctan(h′). The winding number ω ∈ Z+

counts the number of half turns of the director across the
drop height (Fig. 1). At fixed activity, the winding of the
director, through its chirality, breaks the left-right sym-
metry and sets the preferred direction of motion. With
no external forces, at positive activity (extensile drop),
the drop moves right for positive winding and left for

negative winding. There is no active contribution to the
drop velocity when ω = 0.

The external forces f̃x̃ = f̃+δ(x̃ − L̃
2 ) + f̃−δ(x̃ + L̃

2 ),

f̃z̃ = 0 are localised at the left and right drop bor-
ders, which leads to boundary conditions on the pressure
p̃(±L̃/2) = π̃0 ∓ f̃±, where π̃0 = 2γφ̃/L̃0 is the Laplace
pressure generated by the surface tension γ of a symmet-
ric passive drop of length L̃0 and contact angle φ̃. For
an active drop with no external forces, π0 is a constant
shift in the pressure. These boundary conditions can be
derived by integrating the x̃ component of (1a) with re-

spect to x̃ from L̃/2−∆ to L̃/2 + ∆ and from −L̃/2−∆

to −L̃/2 + ∆, with ∆ > 0, and taking the limit ∆→ 0+.
In addition to these boundary conditions, we use a free
surface boundary condition for the stress at the free sur-
face: σ̃ ·m = γκm, where γ is the surface tension, m
is the unit normal vector (see Fig 1(a)), and κ = ∇ ·m
is the curvature of the free surface. The interaction of
the drop with the rigid substrate is modelled by a par-
tial slip boundary condition: ũx̃ = l̃uσ̃x̃z̃/η, where l̃u is
a slip length. We perform calculations in the lubrication
approximation [42] for which changes in the height are
much smaller than the width.

We derive an integro-differential equation for the
steady state drop height h̃ by seeking travelling wave
solutions h̃(x̃ − Ṽ t) which must satisfy, from mass con-

servation,
∫ h̃

0
ũx̃dz̃ = Ṽ h̃, and then using the relation

p̃ = −γh̃′′, which can be derived by taking the lead-
ing order terms of the normal component of the stress
boundary condition at the drop free surface. We then
convert the resulting integro-differential equation into a
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FIG. 2. (a) Velocity of a passive drop. (b) Velocity of an active drop. (c) 2nd moment
∫ L/2

−L/2
(x − µ1)2h(x)dx of an active

drop, where µ1 =
∫ L/2

−L/2
xh(x)dx. (d) Traction between the drop and the substrate integrated over 70% of the drop length.

Each square represents a single simulation and its colour corresponds to the legend. The solid line in each plot is an isoline
corresponding to zero velocity, the dashed line is an isoline corresponding to the the 1st moment µ1 = 0, and the dotted line
is an isoline corresponding to the drop having equal contact angles. (e) 2nd moment and velocity V across the RP(R)/RH(R)
boundary, indicating a first order transition. (f) Stable numerical solutions for h (top) and the corresponding traction σxz|z=0

(bottom) for A = 1, S, (g) A = 1, F = 0, (h) V < 2× 10−4. The colour of each curve matches the colour of its phase in Fig. 1
(c). The legend labels are coordinates in the (F ,S) phase plane.

non-linear ODE. After non-dimensionalisation, we retain
the salient parameters activity A and drop velocity V,

A =
α̃L̃x

4πωγε2
, V =

ηṼ

γε3
, (2)

and also height h = h̃/εL̃x, coordinates x = x̃/L̃x, z =

z̃/εLx, slip length lu = l̃u/εLx, pressure π0 = π̃0L̃x/γε,

and forces f± = f̃±L̃x/γε, where L̃x is a characteristic
length scale in the x direction. Then the drop shape
satisfies

−h′′ = C+
1

2

(∫ x

−L
2

Ah+ V
h2

3 + luh
dξ−

∫ L
2

x

Ah+ V
h2

3 + luh
dξ

)
, (3)

where C and the drop velocity V are integration constants
determined by the boundary conditions on pressure to be

C = π0 + S/2, and

V =

∫ L
2

−L
2

A dx
h
3 + lu

+ F

/∫ L
2

−L
2

dx
h2

3 + luh

 , (4)

where we have introduced squeeze S = −(f+ − f−) and
push F = f+ + f− (pull corresponds to negative push,
stretch to negative squeeze). Because equation (3) is a
second order equation, we must impose two boundary
conditions. Here, we choose to set the height of the drop
at its boundary to a finite h0 = h(±L/2), which repre-
sents a finite contact area with neighbouring cells or with
obstacles. Then equation (3) can be differentiated with
respect to x to obtain

h′′′
(

1

3
h3 + luh

2

)
+Ah2 = Vh. (5)
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FIG. 3. (a) Relative error between numerical solution and
analytic solution at x = 0 as a function of A for (F ,S) =
(−0.007, 0.005) (circles), (−0.070, 0.050) (diamonds), and
(−0.700, 0.500) (squares). The diamond coloured in blue at
A = 0.004 corresponds to the profile plotted in (b).

The drop length L is determined as part of the solu-
tion by requiring that the drop have constant volume

Ω:
∫ L/2
−L/2 hdx = Ω. The tangential traction exerted

by the drop on the substrate is σxz|z=0 = hh′′′. In
terms of h alone, using (5), the traction can be written
σxz|z=0 = (V −Ah)/( 1

3h+ lu).
We obtain solutions to (5) by numerically solving the

time dependent version of the force balance equation,
∂th + ∂xI = 0, where I = h′′′( 1

3h
3 + luh

2) + Ah2 − Vh,
which represents overdamped dynamics of the height evo-
lution. Solving the time dependent problem (starting
from a known initial condition) allows us to iteratively
evaluate the integrals in equation (4) and gives us the
potential to investigate the temporal dynamics of the
drop. The steady state of the time evolution, ∂th = 0,
is equivalent to equation (5). We simulate the dynam-
ics until steady state using a Crank-Nicholson algorithm
with adaptive time steeping, where the time step is in-
creased as steady state approaches [31]. In the numerics,
we apply both height and pressure boundary conditions
(converted to boundary conditions on h′′) because the
time evolution is a fourth order PDE:

h(±L/2) = h0, h′′(±L/2) = ±f± − π0. (6)

The boundary conditions on h′′ are required for consis-
tency with force balance, however we are in principle
free to change the boundary conditions on h. The third
derivative term is discretised implicitly, while the other
terms are explicitly discretised using finite difference co-
efficients (see SI at [43] for further details). In all simu-
lations lu = 0.05, h0 = 0.1, Ω = 1, π0 = 0.9226, ω = 1,
and the spatial step size is 0.002.

The phase diagrams in Fig. 1b-c schematically show
the regimes of drop shapes and motility that we find for
the passive A = 0 and the active A = 1 case. Figure 2
provides full results for drop velocity, drop shapes and
substrate traction.

We first study a passive drop A = 0 (Fig. 1 (b)) and
observe two phases of motion, both with finite traction in
the bulk: a left-moving right-parabola RP(L) for F < 0
and a right-moving left-parabola LP(R) for F > 0. These

passive drops are qualitatively close in shape to an upside
down parabola but are asymmetric with a first moment
of h that is non-zero (characteristic shapes shown in Fig.
1 (b)). The passive solutions are antisymmetric along the
push/pull F axis, and they move with opposite velocities
that increase as the drop is squeezed (see Fig. 2(a)). All
drops become longer and thinner as we move along the
stretch/squeeze axis from squeeze to stretch, eventually
reaching the region of drop breakup (DB), where the drop
free surface reaches h < 0. For passive drops, we are able
to show analytically (see SI at [43]) that for F = 0, in
this region no steady solutions exist that satisfy volume
conservation. This argument can be extended to linear
order in activity.

With activity, as shown in shown in Fig. 1 (c), we find,
in addition to RP(L), LP(R) and DB, a right-moving
right-parabola RP(R) state with finite traction, and then
two long and thin states (see 2nd moment in Figs. 2 (c)),
the right-moving double hump DH(R) state, which has a
small dip followed by a prominent frontal hump, and the
right-moving pancake PC(R) drop, which is flat almost
everywhere with the average height h̄ < h0. Both DH(R)
and PC(R) drops have zero traction in the bulk (Fig. 2
(d)). The tractionless drops that we studied in [32] can
be found in the DH(R) region of the phase plane along
the line of equal contact angle (dotted line, Figs. 2 (b)
- (d)). The symmetry about the push/pull axis is bro-
ken because the drop is motile at zero force due to the
imposed winding ω = 1 (Figs. 2 (b)). Both the RP(L)
and LP(R) regions become smaller with activity and are
pushed towards the top-left (push-left/squeeze) and top-
right (push-right/squeeze) of the phase plane respectively
by the emergence of the RP(R) phase, which largely oc-
cupies the middle squeeze region that lies between RP(L)
and LP(R).

The stretch region of the phase plane is populated by
DH(R) and PC(R), as well as DB. The region contain-
ing DH(R) and PC(R) shares a phase boundary with
RP(R) determined by the second moment of h as a mea-
sure of the spread of the drop, and the distribution of
substrate traction. The phase boundary is indicated in
the schematic Fig. 1, as determined from the data in
Figs. 2 (c) and (d). Strikingly, the transition between
RP(R) and DH(R)/PC(R) is sharp suggesting a first or-
der transition. The behaviour of the second moment and
the drop velocity across the phase boundary is shown in
Fig. 2 (e). There is a jump in both quantities going from
RP(R) to DH(R) and also from DH(R) to RP(R). The
change in drop shape induced by moving from RP(R) to
DH(R) and back to RP(R) at constant squeeze S = 2
is shown if Fig. 2 (f). The drop shape changes continu-
ously within the DH(R) region but changes sharply at the
phase boundary. There are also indications of bi-stability
in the region: we have obtained two stable solutions for
two different initial conditions at the same point in the
phase plane (see SI at [43]). In contrast, the transition
between DH(R) and PC(R) is smooth and happens under
increased stretching for constant push (Fig. 2 (g)).
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The drastic changes in drop shape that we have ob-
served are not associated with changes in direction of
motion. The active drop remains a right-parabola when
its velocity is reversed at the RP(L)/RP(R) boundary.
Stationary drop profiles are shown in Fig. 2 (h). Both
passive and active drops are fastest for strong push and
strong squeeze, towards the top corners of the phase
plane. The drop slows down dramatically on entering
the DH(R) region and continues to slow down as it en-
ters the PC(R) region and approaches DB, however it
does not stop before reaching DB.

For values of A and f± close to zero, the numerical so-
lution is in good agreement with the analytic solution at
linear order in A and f±. For constant squeeze and con-
stant push, the relative error between the numerical so-
lution and analytic solution decreases with activity (Fig.
3). The asymptotic solution remains a good approxima-
tion (∼ 10% relative error) when A is of O(1) but only
if drop is in one of the parabolic phases. The analytic
solution ceases to be a good approximation for the more
complex DH(R) and PC(R) drops.

In conclusion, we have studied the dynamics of a cell
(an active LC drop) on a flat surface under external forces
applied at its two ends. We have produced a phase dia-

gram in terms of the sum and differences of these forces
and have shown how cell shape and motile behaviour is
nonlinearly modulated by external forces. Our analy-
sis has focused on one mechanism of motility driven by
contractile/extensile active stresses. We expect that in-
cluding other mechanisms [31] will change the locations
of boundaries between the different phases we have ob-
served. Clearly the changes in shape that we have ob-
served here can be exploited to control behaviour of dif-
ferent cell phenotypes and tissue remodelling. The rela-
tion that we have derived between cell-substrate traction
and forces, and between cell velocity and traction could
be investigated by measuring the cell-substrate force us-
ing e.g. traction force microscopy and pushing/pulling
the cell with a micropipette.
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The nonlinear motion of cells subject to external forces: Supplemental Material

I. ADDITIONAL PHASE DIAGRAMS
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FIG. S1. First row: passive drop (A = 0), second row: intermediate activity (A = 0.3), third row: high activity (A = 1). First

column: drop velocity. Second column: 2nd moment
∫ L/2

−L/2
(x− µ1)2h(x)dx, where µ1 =

∫ L/2

−L/2
xh(x)dx. Third column: raction

between the drop and the substrate integrated over 70% of the drop length. Fourth column: left contact angle φ− = h′(−L/2),
fifth column: right contact angle φ+ = h′(L/2). The solid line in each plot is an isoline corresponding to zero velocity, the
dotted line is an isoline corresponding to the drop having equal contact angles, and the dashed line is an isoline corresponding
to the 1st moment µ1 = 0. The high activity phase diagrams have a µ1 = 0 isoline in the DH(R)/PC(R) region but this is not
included here.

II. DERIVING THE HEIGHT EQUATION

We begin with the force balance equation in the lubrication approximation

∂x̃p̃− f̃x̃ = η∂2
z̃ ũ− α̃∂z̃(nxnz) = ∂z̃σ̃x̃z̃, (S1a)

∂z̃ p̃ = 0, (S1b)

where we have chosen

f̃x̃ = f̃+δ(x̃− L̃
2 ) + f̃−δ(x̃+ L̃

2 ), f̃z̃ = 0. (S2)
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For here, we will omit the tildes, but note that the quantities in this section are not non-dimensionalised. The
strategy will be to first integrate (S1a) at ±L/2 to get boundary conditions on p(±L/2) imposed by the Dirac deltas.
We will then solve (S1a) away from x = ±L/2, and apply the derived boundary conditions at ±L/2.

A. Integrating at the boundaries

At x = L/2, we have∫ L
2 +∆

L
2 −∆

∂xpdx− f+

∫ L
2 +∆

L
2 −∆

δ(x− L
2 )dx− f−

∫ L
2 +∆

L
2 −∆

δ(x+ L
2 )dx =

∫ L
2 +∆

L
2 −∆

∂zσxzdx.

The last term on the LHS vanishes because of the definition of the delta function and the term on the RHS vanishes
as we shrink the integration region (∆ → 0+) because the integrand is continuous. The procedure is identical at
x = −L/2. Thus we have

p(L2 + ∆)− p(L2 −∆)− f+ = 0, p(−L2 + ∆)− p(−L2 −∆)− f− = 0.

We model the system to have a uniform pressure π0 +πref , where πref is an arbitrary reference pressure while π0 is the
uniform pressure that is present in the absence of activity α and external forces F±, where the drop is stationary and
symmetric. Because the external force is localised to x = ±L/2 and we take the pressure to be uniform everywhere
else outside the drop, it must be the case that p(L2 + ∆) = p(−L2 −∆) = π0 + πref . We also define

p(L/2) = lim
∆→0+

p(L/2−∆), p(−L/2) = lim
∆→0+

p(−L/2 + ∆),

resulting in the boundary conditions

p(L2 ) = π0 + πref − f+, (S3a)

p(−L2 ) = π0 + πref + f−. (S3b)

Solving equation (S1a) is now equivalent to solving

∂xp = ∂zσxz (S4)

with boundary conditions (S3).

B. Pressure as a functional of drop height

The pressure p(x) inside the drop can be related to the drop height h(x) using the normal component of the free
surface boundary condition (see main text)

m · σ ·m = γκ− πref .

Using the scalings from the lubrication approximation, α ∼ ε−1, p ∼ ε−2, u ∼ 1, and w ∼ ε (from incompressibility),
σxx = σzz ≈ −p ∼ ε−2, σxz ∼ ε−1, we can write the LHS of the above equation as

m · σ ·m = mxσxzmz +mzσxzmx +mzσzzmz +mxσxxmx

≈ 1

1 + (h′)2
(−p(h′)2 − p− 2h′σxz)

= −p− 2
h′σxz

1 + (h′)2

≈ −p.

Approximating κ to leading order, we have

κ =
h′′

(1 + (h′)2)
3
2

≈ h′′.

Thus

p(x) = −γh′′ + πref . (S5)
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C. Height equation

To get and ODE for h(x) we apply a travelling wave condition to the kinematic boundary condition at the free
surface of the drop. Because of the nature of the problem, we first need to integrate equation (S4) in order to
apply the boundary conditions on the pressure (S3). After doing this, we use the relation between the pressure and
the second derivative of h(x) (S5) to obtain an integro-differential equation for h(x). Finally, we differentiate said
integro-differential equation to obtain an ordinary differential equation for h(x).

The kinematic boundary boundary condition is written

∂th+ u∂xh− w = 0,

and it comes from requiring D
Dt (h(x, t) − z) = 0, where D

Dt = ∂t + u · ∇. We impose a travelling wave solution
h = h(x − V t), where V is the unknown constant drop velocity. Substituting the travelling wave condition into the
kinematic boundary condition gives the expression∫ h(x)

0

u dz = V h, (S6)

where we have made the transformation x ← x − V t, so that now x is the centre of mass coordinate. To obtain
the fluid velocity field u, we integrate (S4) twice with respect to z and use the partial slip boundary condition at
the substrate and the tangential component of the free surface boundary condition (see main text) (which can be
re-written as a condition on ∂zu(z = h)). The fluid velocity field u is then given by

u =
αh

4πωη

(
1− cos

2ωπz

h

)
+
∂xp

η

(
z2

2
− h(z + lu)

)
. (S7)

Substituting (S7) into (S6) and isolating the pressure gradient yields

∂xp =
η(α̃h− V )
1
3h

2 + luh
, (S8)

where α̃ = α
4πωη . From here the strategy will be to integrate (S8) and apply the boundary conditions (S3) in order to

determine the integration constant and the unknown drop velocity V . We find that the drop velocity is given by

ηV =

∫ L
2

−L2

ηα̃
1
3h+lu

dx+ (f+ + f−)

∫ L
2

−L2

1
1
3h

2+luh
dx

. (S9)

As a sanity check, we see that the second term in the numerator vanishes when the forces are equal and opposite,
which means that the drop velocity in unchanged by the forces when they cancel each other out. This is good. The
drop velocity also vanishes when the activity α and both forces vanish, which is good. After some algebra, and taking
advantage of the fact that we can obtain two equivalent expressions for pressure by integrating (S8) from −L2 to x or

from x to L
2 , we arrive find that the pressure is given by

p(x) = π0 + πref −
f+ − f−

2
+

1

2

∫ x

−L/2

ηα̃
1
3h+ lu

dy +
1

2

∫ x

L/2

ηα̃
1
3h+ lu

dy

− 1

2

(
f+ + f− + ηα̃I1

I2

)(∫ x

−L/2

1
1
3h

2 + luh
dy +

∫ x

L/2

1
1
3h

2 + luh
dy

)
,

(S10)

where

I1 =

∫ L/2

−L/2

1
1
3h+ lu

dy, I2 =

∫ L/2

−L/2

1
1
3h

2 + luh
dy.

Using the relation between the pressure and the second derivative of the drop height (S5), we can write (S10) as an
integro-differential equation that is independent of the reference pressure

−γh′′ = π0 −
f+ − f−

2
+

1

2

∫ x

−L/2

ηα̃
1
3h+ lu

dy +
1

2

∫ x

L/2

ηα̃
1
3h+ lu

dy

− 1

2

(
f+ + f− + ηα̃I1

I2

)(∫ x

−L/2

1
1
3h

2 + luh
dy +

∫ x

L/2

1
1
3h

2 + luh
dy

)
.

(S11)
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Finally, we can obtain an ordinary differential equation by differentiating (S11) to obtain

γh′′′

η

(
1

3
h3 + luh

2

)
+

αh2

4πωη
=

1

η

(
I1 + (f+ + f−)

I2

)
h, (S12)

where the drop velocity V is the pre-factor of h on the RHS.

III. SOLVING THE HEIGHT EQUATION WITH THE CRANK-NICHOLSON METHOD

The equation that is fed into the Crank-Nicholson algorithm is

∂th+ ∂x(−Vh+ h′′′( 1
3h

3 + luh
2) +Ah2) = 0, (S13)

where the drop velocity V is defined in the main text. Equation (S13) is subject to the constraints∫ L/2

−L/2
h(x) dx = Ω, h(±L/2) = h0, (S14)

where Ω is the dimensionless drop volume, and

h′′(−L/2) + π0 + f− = 0, h′′(L/2) + π0 − f+ = 0, (S15)

with

π0 =
2φ

− 3h0

φ +
√

9h2
0

φ2 + 6Ω
φ

,

where φ is the re-scaled contact angle.
Equation (S13) is of the form ∂th = I, where I represents the second term on the LHS of (S13). The Crank-

Nicholson scheme advances in time according to

hn+1
i

∆t
− 1

2
Ii(X

n+1) =
hni
∆t

+
1

2
Ii(X

n), (S16)

where the subscripts refer to the spatial discretisation and the superscripts refer to the time discretisation. Note that
in the second term on the LHS, Ii(X

n+1), means I evaluated at spatial point i at time-step n+ 1.

A. Spatial discretisation

For the discretisation we use the substitution x = Ly, with L being the drop length, and discretise the domain
yε[−0.5, 0.5] with uniform grid spacing ∆y. The stiff term is discretised as follows

∂x

(
h′′
(

1

3
h3 + luh

2

))
→

[
( 1

3h
3
i + luh

2
i ) + ( 1

3h
3
i+1 + luh

2
i+1)

]
(hi+2 − 3hi+1 + 3hi − hi−1)

2L4∆y4

−

[
( 1

3h
3
i−1 + luh

2
i−1) + ( 1

3h
3
i + luh

2
i )

]
(hi+1 − 3hi + 3hi−1 − hi−2)

2L4∆y4
,

and all other terms are discretised as

∂xg(h)→ g(hi+1)− g(hi−1)

2L∆y
,

where g(h) = Ah2 for the active term, and g(h) = AI1+(f++f−)
I2

h for the velocity term.
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B. Algorithm and boundary conditions

Equation (S16) leads to a set of nonlinear algebraic equations for {hn+1
i }, where {hni } are known, which is solved

using the Matlab fsolve algorithm. For N spatial grid points, define Xn+1 = (h1, ..., hN )n+1. The algorithm solves
F(Xn+1) = 0 with

F(Xn+1) =
Xn+1

∆t
− 1

2
I(Xn+1)− Xn

∆t
− 1

2
I(Xn) i = 3, ..., N − 2, (S17)

where I = (I1, ..., IN ), with Ii being the spatial differential operator evaluated at spatial point i. The boundary
conditions are implemented using grid points 1, 2, N−1, N . The condition on the drop height at ±L/2 is implemented
as

F1 = hn+1
1 − h0 (S18a)

FN = hn+1
N − h0. (S18b)

The boundary conditions on the second derivative (S15) are implemented using finite difference coefficients to approx-
imate the second derivative:

F2 =
2hn+1

1 − 5hn+1
2 + 4hn+1

3 − hn+1
4

∆y2
+ L2

(
π0 + f−

C̃

)
, (S19a)

FN−1 =
2hn+1

N − 5hn+1
N−1 + 4hn+1

N−2 − h
n+1
N−3

∆y2
+ L2

(
π0 − f+

C̃

)
. (S19b)

Once equation (S13) is discretised, we use a nonlinear solver (MATLAB’s “fsolve”) for the simultaneous equations
F(Xn+1) = 0, with the components of F given by (S17), (S18), and (S19). We also calculate the Jacobian ∂Fi/∂hj

explicitly and supply it to the nonlinear solver. The algorithm begins with a user set initial condition X1 which is
chosen to satisfy the boundary conditions on drop height but not necessarily the boundary conditions on the second
derivative. The drop velocity V as well as the drop length L are calculated iteratively starting from the initial
condition (the drop length is derived from the constraint that the drop has a constant volume) and plugged into the
Crank-Nicholson evolution equation which is solved for X2. This process is repeated until steady state is reached i.e.
the difference between Xn+1 and Xn is less than some tolerance.

IV. ASYMPTOICS

We expand the equation

h′′′( 1
3h

3 + luh
2) +Ah2 =

(
AI1 + (f+ + f−)

I2

)
h, (S20)

where I1 =
∫ L/2
−L/2( 1

3h+ lu)−1 dx and I2 =
∫ L/2
−L/2( 1

3h
2 + luh)−1 dx, for small activity and small forces.

A. Small forces and small activity

We consider small perturbations to a symmetric passive drop by expanding h(x) to linear order in f± and A around
the passive solution, obtained by setting f+ = f− = 0 and A = 0 in (S20) and either imposing h′′(x) = π0 or
h′(±L2 ) = ∓φ along with h(±L2 ) = h0:

hp = −φL
4

(
4x2

L2
− 1

)
+ h0. (S21)

We also expand L to linear order in f± and A:

L = Lp − f+L+ − f−L− +ALα + · · · (S22)
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which leads to

h(y) =H0 + f+

(
φL+

4
(y2 − 1)− h+

)
+ f−

(
φL−

4
(y2 − 1)− h−

)
+A

(
hα −

φLα
4

(y2 − 1)

)
+ · · ·

(S23)

where y = 2x/L, H0 = −φLp

4 (y2 − 1) + h0, and Lp is the length of the passive drop given by Lp =
√

6Ω
φ +

9h2
0

φ2 − 3h0

φ

for a drop of volume Ω. Substituting (S23) into (S20) and keeping terms only to linear order yields three differential
equations at O(f+), O(f−), and O(A) that can be integrated for h± and hα. At O(f+) we have

h′′′+ (x)( 1
3H

2
0 + luH0) = − 1

I2
, h+(±1) = 0, h′′(1) = −

L2
p

4
− φL+

2
. (S24)

For consistency, we must have also h′′+(−1) = −φL+/2 but we cannot impose this on the equation, as there are
already three boundary conditions. Fortunately, it falls out automatically because the integrals I1 and I2 encode both
boundary conditions on h′′. At O(f−) we have

h′′′−(x)( 1
3H

2
0 + luH0) = − 1

I2
, h−(±1) = 0, h′′−(−1) =

L2
p

4
− φL−

2
. (S25)

Again, for consistency, we must have h′′−(1) = −φL−/2, which again falls out automatically. At O(A) we have

h′′′α (x)( 1
3H

2
0 + luH0) =

I1
I2
−H0, hα(±1) = 0, h′′α(1) = −φLα

2
. (S26)

For consistency we must have h′′α(−1) = −φLα/2, which falls out automatically. To perform the integration, we use
the variable y = 2x

L . It is useful to define the following function

Gf (y) =

(
1 + y√

1+4h0/φLp

)2

log

(
1 + y√

1+4h0/φLp

)
−
(

1− y√
1+4h0/φLp

)2

log

(
1− y√

1+4h0/φLp

)
+

1

βφ

[(
β − φy√

1+4h0/φLp

)2

log

(
β − φy√

1+4h0/φLp

)
−
(
β + φy√

1+4h0/φLp

)2

log

(
β + φy√

1+4h0/φLp

)]
,

where

β =

√√√√1 + 4h0

φLp
+ 12lu

φLp

1 + 4h0

φLp

.

We also need

Gα(y) =
φ

4β

[(
β

φ
+

y√
1 + 4h0/φLp

)2

log

(
β

φ
+

y√
1 + 4h0/φLp

)
−
(
β

φ
− y√

1 + 4h0/φLp

)2

log

(
β

φ
− y√

1 + 4h0/φLp

)]
.

In terms of these functions, the leading order contributions to the drop height are

h+(y) =
−L2

p(1 + 4h0

φLp
)

8G′′f (1)

[
Gf (y) + 1

2G
′′
f (1))

(
1 +

4φ

L +
L2
p

)
y2 −

√
1 + 4h0

φLp
Gf (1)y −

G′′f (1)(1 + 4φL+/L
2
p)

2(1 + 4h0/φLp)

]
, (S27a)

h−(y) =
−L2

p(1 + 4h0

φLp
)

8G′′f (1)

[
Gf (y)− 1

2G
′′
f (1)

(
1− 4φL−

L2
p

)
y2 −

√
1 + 4h0

φLp
Gf (1)y +

G′′f (1)(1− 4φL−/L
2
p)

2(1 + 4h0/φLp)

]
, (S27b)

hα(y) =
3L2

p

√
1 + 4h0

φLp

2φ

[
G′′α(1)

G′′f (1)
Gf (y)−Gα(y) +

√
1 + 4h0

φLp

(
Gα(1)− G′′α(1)

G′′f (1)
Gf (1)

)
y

]
, (S27c)
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where

L+ =
−L3

p

24

(
φLp

2
+ h0

)−1

, (S28a)

L− =
L3
p

24

(
φLp

2
+ h0

)−1

, (S28b)

Lα = 0. (S28c)

V. CRITERION FOR DROP BREAK-UP AT ZERO NET FORCE

Consider a passive drop with A = 0 and F = 0. The equation for drop height becomes

h′′′( 1
3h

3 + luh
2) = 0 (S29)

and has the solution

h = −1

2

(
π0 +

S
2

)(
x2 − L2

4

)
+ h0, (S30)

where we have used h(±L/2) = h0 and h′′ = f+ − π0. The drop length L is determined by the volume constraint∫ L/2
−L/2 h dx = Ω > 0. The drop length diverges at S = −2π0 ≈ −1.99 (π0 is chosen so that the contact angle of a

passive drop is one), and goes negative for S < −2π0. This means that volume conservation is not truly satisfied

even though the condition
∫ L/2
−L/2 h dx = Ω is satisfied mathematically by a negative L. This is clear in the left plot

in figure S2, where h < 0 for S < −2π0 and thus
∫ |L|/2
−|L|/2 h dx < 0, with |L| being the actual length of the drop. The

critical value of S = −2π0 is consistent with what we see on the phase diagrams: the DB region for a passive drop
begins between S = −1 and S = −2 along the line F = 0 (see main text).
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FIG. S2. Left: droplet height profiles at F = 0 and A = 0. Here, π0 = 0.9226 and Ω = 1. Right: drop length L as a function
of S.

VI. DIFFERENT STEADY STATES RESULTING FROM DIFFERENT INITIAL CONDITIONS

Our model is capable of producing different steady state drop profiles for the same activity and applied forces
starting from different height profiles in the iterative Crank-Nicholson algorithm. This is shown in figure S3.
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FIG. S3. Left: Initial height profiles (dashed lines) and steady state profiles (solid lines) for Right: Only the initial height
profiles.
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