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We consider the influence of active speed fluctuations on the dynamics of a d-dimensional ac-
tive Brownian particle performing a persistent stochastic motion. We use the Laplace transform
of the Fokker-Planck equation to obtain exact expressions for time-dependent dynamical moments.
Our results agree with direct numerical simulations and show several dynamical crossovers deter-
mined by the activity, persistence, and speed fluctuation. The persistence in the motion leads to
anisotropy, with the parallel component of displacement fluctuation showing sub-diffusive behavior
and non-monotonic variation. The kurtosis remains positive at short times determined by the speed
fluctuation, crossing over to a negative minimum at intermediate times governed by the persistence
before vanishing asymptotically. The probability distribution of particle displacement obtained from
numerical simulations in two-dimension shows two crossovers between contracted and expanded tra-
jectories via two bimodal distributions at intervening times. While the speed fluctuation dominates
the first crossover, the second crossover is controlled by persistence like in the worm-like chain model

of semiflexible polymers.

PACS numbers:
I. INTRODUCTION

Active particles self-propel, consuming and dissipating
internal or ambient energy [II, 2]. They are driven out
of equilibrium at the level of individual elements, break-
ing the detailed balance condition and the equilibrium
fluctuation-dissipation relation. Natural examples of ac-
tive matter span various length scales, including motor
proteins, motile cells, bacteria, developing tissues, bird
flocks, fish school, and animal herds [3H8]. Inspired by
such biological examples, several artificial active elements
were fabricated, e.g., vibrated rods, colloidal swimmers,
and asymmetric disks [8 [9]. Active colloids can use dif-
fusiophoresis, electrophoresis, and the Marangoni effect
to generate self-propulsion [9].

Due to their non-equilibrium nature, active parti-
cles show many remarkable properties strikingly differ-
ent from their equilibrium counterparts. Experimental
and theoretical studies gave significant insight into col-
lective motion, flocking, and motility-induced phase sep-
aration [SHIO]. Even a single active particle can show
rich and counter-intuitive physical properties. In this
context, studies of simple models have been crucial.
They displayed several ballistic-diffusive crossovers, non-
Boltzmann steady-state, localization away from potential
minima, and associated re-entrant transition for steady-
state properties of trapped particles [T1H25].

Fluctuations are inherent to self-propulsion, with its
source and nature varying from system to system. For ex-
ample, ATP hydrolysis in motor proteins or the chemical
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reaction in the diffusiophoresis of platinum-gold nano-
particles immersed in hydrogen peroxide is inherently
stochastic. The inbuilt structural asymmetry in Janus
colloids determines their instantaneous heading direc-
tion of motion, which undergoes orientational fluctua-
tions [9]. They are often modeled as active Brownian
particles (ABP) performing a continuous-time persistent
random walk, assuming a constant active speed [26H3T].
However, the mechanism of active speed generation itself
is stochastic. For example, the speed distribution in the
run and tumble motion of Myxobacteria is broad [32],33],
and in the pathogenic E. coli, it displays a bimodality
with peaks corresponding to run and stop [34] [35]. This
necessitates a description of ABP motion in the presence
of speed fluctuations.

In theoretical models, self-propulsion mechanisms can
be incorporated in various ways. The energy-depot
model is described using a stochastic energy gain and
dissipation with a part of dissipated energy leading to
self-propulsion [36]. Similarly, coupling internal chemical
processes with physical movement leads to a Langevin
description of self-propulsion in apolar and polar parti-
cles [37, 38]. Consideration of a lattice-based model with
an internal chemical process generating self-propulsion
led to a continuum description similar to the ABP model,
apart from the appearance of additional Gaussian noise
in active speed [39-4T].

In this paper, we consider the impact of such active
speed fluctuations in the dynamics of ABPs. We utilize a
Laplace transform approach initially developed to under-
stand the properties of the worm-like chain (WLC) model
of semiflexible polymers [42] to calculate the exact time
dependence of all moments of the ABP in arbitrary di-
mensions from the Fokker-Planck equation. We calculate
the time dependence of mean-square displacement, dis-
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placement fluctuation, its components parallel and per-
pendicular to the initial heading direction, and the fourth
moment of displacement. They show multiple dynamical
crossovers analyzed using exact expressions. The cal-
culation of kurtosis identifies deviations from Gaussian
behavior at intermediate times. The dynamics is ana-
lyzed further by direct numerical simulations calculating
the displacement distribution. With time, it transforms
from an initial unimodal distribution peaked at the origin
to a distribution characterizing expanded trajectories via
bimodal distributions. Eventually, the expanded state
becomes Gaussian with the peak shifting to the origin
via another bimodal distribution characterizing a coexis-
tence. The two crossovers via the two bimodalities dis-
tinguishes ABPs with speed fluctuations from that with
constant speed.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.[[T, we present
the model and describe the Laplace transform of Fokker-
Planck equation to derive the general expression for dy-
namical moments in arbitrary dimensions. In Sec.[[TI} we
obtain the mean displacement, mean-squared displace-
ment and displacement fluctuations. We demonstrate
the anisotropy in displacement fluctuations at short times
and analyze their crossovers with time. In Sec. [[V] we
calculate the fourth moment of displacement and kurto-
sis. Using the kurtosis, we show the deviations of the
dynamics from Gaussian process. In Sec. [V] we use di-
rect numerical simulations to determine the evolution of
the probability distribution function of displacement. Fi-
nally, in Sec. we conclude by presenting a summary
and outlook.

II. THEORY

A. Model

The dynamics of this active particle in d-dimensions
is described by its position r = (r1,72,...,74) and ori-
entation & = (u1,ug,...,uq), which is a unit vector in
d-dimensions. Let the infinitesimal increments at time
t are denoted by dr; = r;(t + dt) — r;(¢t) and du; =
u;(t + dt) — u;(t). Within the Ito convention [43H45],
the equation of motion of the ABP with Gaussian speed
fluctuation is given by [39],

where the translational noise dB? due to the heat bath
follows a Gaussian distribution with its components
obeying (dB}) = 0 and (dB}dB%) = 2Dé;;dt. Within
a discrete lattice model in Ref. [39], the active displace-
ment was considered to be associated with the release
of a chemical potential. In the continuum limit, it led
to a speed with deterministic part vy and speed fluc-
tuations denoted by an additional Gaussian noise dB*

obeying (dB®) = 0 and (dB*dB*) = 2D, dt. It is easy
to see that dimensionally D, = §v?7, with a speed fluc-
tuation év? and an associated relaxation time 7,. Such
a relation can be derived directly considering the mech-
anism of active speed generation [39, 46, [47]. The ori-
entational diffusion of the heading direction is governed
by the Gaussian noise dB" with its components obeying
(dB}) = 0 and (dBdBj) = 2D,.0;; dt. The first term in
Eq. denotes a projection operator for the noise dB" in
the (d — 1)-dimensional plane perpendicular to d. The
second term ensures the normalization of the unit vector
4? = 1= (a+ da)%.

It is straightforward to perform direct numerical simu-
lations of Eq.s and using the Euler-Maruyama
integration. The units of time and length are set by
7. = 1/D, and [ = /D/D,, respectively. This sets
the unit of velocity v = ¢/7, = \/DD,.

B. Fokker-Planck equation and calculation of
moments

The probability distribution P(r,a,t) of the position
r and the active orientation @ of the particle follows the
Fokker-Planck equation

0;P(r,q,t) = D,(u-V)*P+ D, V2P + DV?P
— g u - VP, (3)

where V is the d-dimensional Laplacian operator, and
V. is the Laplacian in the (d—1) dimensional orientation
space and can be expressed as V2 = 22", 92 — [2202 +
(d — 1)xd,] using u; = z;/z with = |x|. Using the
Laplace transform P(r,a,s) = fooo dte *'P(r,u,t) the
Fokker-Planck equation becomes,
—P(r,4,0) + sP(r,4,s) = D,(a-V)*P+ D, V2P
+ DV?P —uyu- VP.

The mean of the observable ¢ in Laplace space (¢); =
[ drday(r,a)P(r,u, s). Multiplying the above equation
by ¢ (r, ) and integrating over all possible (r, @) we find,

_<¢>O + 5<¢>s = Dv<(ﬁ’ ' v)2¢>s + DrWiwﬂ
+ D<V2¢>s+vo <11'V1P>S7 (4)

where,  the initial condition sets () =
Jdrday(r,a)P(r,u,0). Without any loss of gen-
erality, we consider the initial condition to follow
P(r,a,0) = 6(r)d(a — up). Eq. can be utilized to
compute all the moments of any dynamical variable
in arbitrary dimensions as a function of time. In the
following, we consider moments of displacement and
displacement fluctuations characterizing the dynamics.

III. DISPLACEMENT

In Eq. using ¥ = 4 we get (), = 1o/(s + (d —
1)D,). The mean displacement can be calculated using



¥ =r in Eq. (4)), along with the expression for (@), to
get (r)s = votlo/s(s + (d — 1)D,). Performing an inverse
Laplace transform this leads to

@) = G2 (1= I )

The mean displacement is independent of the speed fluc-
tuation, as dB® and u are independent stochastic pro-
cesses and (dB?®) = 0. This result, thus, is the same as
the displacement of ABPs in the absence of speed fluc-
tuations [21].

A. Mean-squared displacement

The mean-squared displacement (MSD) can be cal-
culated using ¢ = r? in Eq. (4). With initial po-
sition at origin, (r?)g = 0. It is easy to see that,
(V2x), = 0, (@ V1%), = 2@ - 1), (@ - V)r2), —
2(1)s and (V?r?), = 2d(1)s. Note that (1) =
[drdaP = [drda [;° dte™*'P = 1/s using the normal-
ization f drduP = 1. Thus equation (4) leads to

S<r2>8 = 2D1;/5 + 2dD/5 + 2U0<'ll . r>s-

We evaluate (@ 1), using Eq. (4) again. Utilizing V24 =
—(d—=1)a, (a-V(u-r)) = (u); =1/s, we get

(@ x), = vo/[s(s + (d— 1)D,)].
Using this relation in the expression of (r?)s we obtain

2D,  2dD 202

(r?), = 2 T T s?(s+ (d—1)D,) ©

The inverse Laplace transform gives the MSD

2
2y — 94| D %
(r?) d( @1, " d)t
2”3 —(d—1)D,
T d=1)72D2 (1-er)

The time dependence of MSD is shown in Fig. a). In
the long time limit of D,t — oo, it gives a diffusive scal-
ing, (r?) = 2d Deg t with the effective diffusion constant

V2 D
D - D+ 0 v 8
off Y a=dn, T d ®)

Clearly D.g consists of thermal diffusion D, the effective
diffusion due to the persistence of motion v2/[(d—1)dD,]
and the contribution from speed fluctuations D, /d. At
D, = 0, the expression for (r?) agrees with the results for
ABPs in the absence of speed fluctuation [21]. Speed fluc-
tuation enhances diffusivity, thereby rendering a mecha-
nism for better spreading which might be utilized, e.g.,
by pathogenic bacteria in the search of host cells [35].
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FIG. 1: (color online) Time dependence of (a) (r?) in Eq.
and (b) (6r?) in Eq. @ in d =2 for Pe = v9/v = 1 (dashed
line), 100 (solid line) with D, = D,7,/¢* = 1. The crossover
times for Pe = 100 are (a) t7/7 =~ 6 X 10™* and trr/Tr = 3
and (b) t;/7» = 0.03 and t;7/7 =~ 4/3.

1. Dynamical crossovers

In the small time limit of ¢ — 0, expanding Eq. @
around ¢t = 0 we get

(r?) = 2d (D + l;“) t+vat? — @vﬁDrﬁ +O(th),
Comparing the consecutive terms in the expansion, we
can determine the crossover points shown in Fig. (1])(a).
It predicts the first diffusive (r?) ~ ¢ to ballistic (r?) ~ t2
crossover at t; ~ 2(dD + D,)/v3, followed by a ballistic
to diffusive crossover at t;; ~ 3/(d—1)D,. In Fig. (I)(a),
these crossover times are identified for parameter values
D, = D,7,/f? =1 and Pe = 100, they are t; /7, = 2(2+
bv)/Pe2 ~ 6 x 10~* and t77/7, ~ 3. Similar crossovers
are present at small Pe as well, but are less pronounced.

B. Displacement fluctuation

Using Eq. and Eq. one can directly obtain the
displacement fluctuation (6r?) = (r?) — (r)? to get

2
(6r?) = 2dDegt — ——20 (3—4e*<d*1>Drt

(d—1)2D?

+ e—2(d—1)DTt) ] (9)
The time dependence of (dr?) is plotted in Fig. (1))(b)
at two different Pe values. The plot at large Pe clearly
shows a crossover from (6r?) ~ t to (dr?) ~ t3 at small

t, followed by a crossover back to diffusive ~ ¢ scaling at
large t. This can be understood using the expansion

(6v?) = 2(dD + D,)t + %(d — 1)viD,t3

- %(d — 12Dt + O(t°).



It predicts a crossover from diffusive (dr?) ~ t scaling to
(61r2) ~ t3 scaling at t; ~ [3(dD + D,)/(d — 1)v¢D,]/?,
followed by another possible crossover back to the dif-
fusive scaling near t;; ~ 4/3(d — 1)D,. In Fig. ()(b),
the solid line shows the crossovers at bv =1 and Pe =
100. The figure also shows the estimated crossover times
tr)7. = [3(2+ D,)/Pe*]"/? = 0.03 and t;; /7, = 4/3.

C. Components of displacement fluctuation

We assume the initial heading direction g = = to-
wards the positive z-axis. Thus the second moment of

the component of displacement parallel to initial head-

ing direction rﬁ = 22 can be calculated using ¢ = 2 in

Eq.. This gives,
5<rﬁ>5 =2D,(u?), +2D/s + 2vg{zuy),.

Using Eq.(4) it is straightforward to show (u2), =
% and (zu,)s = ﬁ(ui)s. Thus we obtain
2D, (s +2D,) . 2D
s2(s +2dD,) 52

203(s + 2D,.)
s2(s+(d—1)D,)(s +2dD,)’

<rﬁ>s =

(10)

Performing the inverse Laplace transform we find the
time dependence,

2
<r|2>=2<D+D”+v° )t

d ' (d—1)dD,
(d—1)D, 24D,
+ d2D, (1 —¢€ t)
N Lg (d _ 1)672dDrt 2(3 _ d)ef(dfl)Drt
D2\ @2d+1) (d—1)2(d+1)
d?> —4d+1
- 11
a1 ) ()

It is easy to obtain the relative fluctuation <5rﬁ) =
<Tﬁ> — <’I“H>2 noting that the displacement (r) = (r-io) =
CEy (1 — e=(@=DDr ) The fluctuation in the perpen-

dicular component (6r%) = (r?), as the mean (r ) = 0.

Thus (9r%) = (r?) — (r). As a result,

9 D, v}
<57””> = 2<D+d+(d—10)d.Dr>t
(d — 1)Dv

24D,
+ d2D, (1 —¢€ t)
N Lg (d _ 1)672dD,,‘t Sef(dfl)DT,t
D2\ @a+n  Ta—-12@+n
—2(d—1)Dt _
e _ 4d -1 , (12)
d—12  ([d-1’@

’U2
(6r2) = 2(d—1) (D+de+(d—10)dDr>t

(d B I)Dv — -
_ D, (1 _ o—2dD t)
N L% 46—(d—1)DTt B (d— 1)6—2dDTt
D2\ 21 2(d+1)
3d—1
(- 1)) ‘ (13)

In the absence of speed fluctuation D, = 0, the above
result reduces to that of usual ABPs [2I]. We show com-
parisons of direct numerical simulations of the model in
d = 2 with the above-mentioned analytic predictions in
Fig.s2]and[3] Remarkably, the parallel component shows
a non-monotonic variation in Fig. [2| The detailed nature
of their time-dependence is further analyzed in the fol-
lowing.

1. In two dimensions

The above results simplifies in two dimensions, d = 2.
In the small time limit expanding the two components
around ¢ = 0 we obtain

8
(0rf)is0 = 2(D + Dy)t — 2D, D,t* + gDvat?’
1 8
+ (gvg — gDvDT)th‘*
7 32
- (Evg - EDuDr)D§t5 + O(tﬁ)a (14)

P 8
(6v% )50 = 2Dt +2D,D,t> + (gvg — -D,D,)D,#*

3
) 8
- (6”(2) - gDvDT)DEtA + O(tS)' (15)

The resultant small time limit diffusive scalings are
(57‘ﬁ>t_>0 ~ 2(D + D,)t and (0r?); o ~ 2Dt. More-
over, the above expansions can be used to identify the
observed crossovers. Before analyzing them, we note that
the components of displacement fluctuation return to dif-
fusive scaling asymptotically, but with different effective
diffusivities

D v}
2 _ v 0
(Or)eso0 =2 <D+ 5+ 2Dr> t,

D 03
2 =2(D+ =2 0 ) 1
(55 1 soo ( T S

The differences between these two limits,

'U2
(510 — (72 es0 = (DO - Dv) '

(512 Yoo — (002 )10 = (”0 ; Dv) noan
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FIG. 2:  (color online) Components of displacement fluc-
tuation in two din}ensions for low activity Pe? < Dv with
Pe = vyt /€ and D, = D,7./f*. Points denote simulations
results and lines depict analytical predictions. The compo-
nents of displacement fluctuations () (o, red) and (6r?)
(A, blue) correspond to Eq. and Eq. respectively.
The parameter values used for (a) D, = 1 and Pe = 0.1, (b)
D, = 1 and Pe = 1, (¢) D, = 10° and Pe = 31.62. The
crossover times in (c) are t1 /7 = 1073, and t7;/7» = 1. The
parallel component shows sub-diffusive behavior at interme-
diate time-scales as the condition Pe? < D, is satisfied.

are useful to understand their time dependence. Clearly,
<(5rﬁ>/t will reduce (increase) with time for v3 < D, D,
(v3 > D,D,). In contrast, (6r2 )/t increases from short
time diffusive to asymptotic diffusive behavior, irrespec-
tive of the value of active speed.

2. Low activity limit v < D,D,

In Fig. (a), the parallel component shows diffusive-
subdiffusive- diffusive crossovers. In Fig. (2))(b) and (c),
<(5Tﬁ> shows diffusive- subdiffusive- super ballistic- diffu-
sive crossovers. The crossover points can be estimated
by comparing the various t-scaling in the right hand
side of Eq.. The first sub-diffusive crossover appears
at t;D, = (D + D,)/D,. The following super-ballistic
crossover point to (5rﬁ> ~ t3is at t;;D, = 1. The final

diffusive crossover appears at t;;; = 8D, /(8D, D, — v3).

In the perpendicular component, the crossovers
(6r2) ~ t to (6r2) ~ t? appears at t+ D, = D/D,. It
is followed by a crossover back to (6r3) ~ t at t;D, ~
[3D,D,./(v¢ — 4D, D,)] if v3 < 4D, D,.. These crossovers
are identified in Fig. (c) where with D, = 10 and
Pe = 31.62 the condition Pe? < 4D, holds. The
crossover times are t; = t7 /7. = 1/D, = 107 and
th = tf; /7 ~ [3D,/(Pe? — 4D,)] = 1.
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FIG. 3: (color online) Components of displacement fluctua-
tion in d = 2 for high activity Pe? > D, with Pe = von/[
and DU = D,7r /22 The points denote numerical simulations
and the lines denote analytic expressions. The parallel (o,
red) and perpendicular (A, blue) components of displacement
fluctuation correspond to Eq. and Eq. respectively.
The parameter values used are (a) D, = 1, Pe = 10? and
(b) D, = 10° and Pe = 1.58 x 10*. In (a), the crossover
times are denoted by t‘l‘/n = 0.11, t‘Ill/Tr =0.71, t1 /7 =
1.7 x 1072, and t{;/7- = 0.8. In (b), the crossover times
are denoted by ¢! /7. = 0.13, t!, /7. = 0.71, t# /7 = 1077,
t17 /7 = 1.2 x 1073, and t7;; /7 = 0.8.

3. High actwity limit v: > Dy, D,

In this limit the final diffusivity in (drf) can be larger

than the short time diffusivity. The parallel component
(57“ﬁ> first crosses over from <6rﬁ> ~ t to <5rﬁ> ~ 13
at t; ~ (3(1 + D/D,)/4)"/?D" followed by another
crossover from <5rﬁ> ~ t* to <5rﬁ> ~ that t;; ~
[8D,D,/(v} —8D,D,)]D;-! and finally in the long time
limit a further crossover to (3rff) ~ t at t;rr ~ [5(vg —
SDUDT)/(’?U(% — 32DI,DT)]DT_1 when t; < tj; < trpr is
satisfied. As before, the crossover times are calculated
by comparing different terms in Eq. . The condi-
tion tr77 > trr leads to v3 > ((68 4+ +/1744)/5) D, D, and
the condition t;; > t; amounts to v3 < (16(D3/3(D +
D,))'/? + 8D,)D,. Even for D = 0, the condition
tyr > t corresponding to v < (16//3 4+ 8)D, D, con-
flicts with the assumption of v} > D, D,. It suggests
that <5rﬁ) ~ t% is not possible. Thus, the possible
crossovers are (dr{f) ~ t to (0rf) ~ t4, finally to (orjf) ~ t.

The first crossover <6rﬁ> ~ t to <57‘ﬁ> ~ t* can ap-



pear at tll‘ = [6(D + D,)/(v3 — 8DUDT)]1/3 and the sec-
ond crossover <5rﬁ> ~ t! to <5rﬁ> ~ t can appear at
th =t = (g —8D,D,)/(Tv¢ — 32D,D,)|D; L.

In Fig. , we show the crossovers (dr2) ~ t to ~ t
finally to ~ t. The crossover times in Fig. (a) for D, =
1 and Pe = 102 are ¢} /7, = [6(1 + D,)/(Pe? — 8)]'/3 ~
0.11 and t!, /7. = [5(Pe? —8D,)/(TPe® — 32D,)] ~ 0.71.
Similarly, the crossover times in Fig. (b) for D, = 10°
and Pe = 1.58 x 10* are tg/rr ~ 0.13 and tgl/rr ~ 0.71.

One possible scenario of crossovers in (r?) is the
following: (i) from (6r%) ~ t to (0r?) ~ 3 at
t+'D, = [3DD,/(v¢ — 4D,D,)]'/? with the condition
v¢ > 4D,D, + 3D?D,/D (tf; < t7), (ii) back to
(6r2) ~ t at t{;,D, = [4(v3 — 4D, D,)/(5v3 — 16D, D,.)
if the condition v3 > [(47 +V/417)/8] D, D..(t1; < t7;) is
satisfied. Moreover, t;y; > t; leads to the condition vg >
16(D — D,)D,D, /(5D —4D,,). The crossovers (dr? ) ~ ¢
to ~ t3 and finally to ~ t are shown in Fig. (a) for
D, =1, Pe = 102. The crossover times identified in the
figure are t7 = t1 /7, = [3/(Pe? —4D,)]"/? = 1.7x 1072,
tt; = t17/7 = [4(Pe? — 4D,)/(5Pe* — 16D,)] = 0.8

Another scenario of possible crossovers are (6r2) ~

IV. FOURTH MOMENT AND KURTOSIS

In this section we obtain the fourth moment of dis-
placement (r?) and hence the kurtosis to quantify the
deviations from possible Gaussian behavior. Proceeding
as before, using ¢ = r* in Eq. and the relations

s(rh), = 4D, ((r?)s + 2((0 - 1)?),) + 4(d + 2) D(r?),
4vg{(t - T)r?)s,

S<ﬁ’ ! I'>5 = _(d - 1)Dr<ﬂ ’ I‘>S + U0<1>S’

= 2Dy (1)s +2D,(r*)s — 2dD,((a - 1)?),
2D(1)5 4 2vp(@ - 1),

s((-r)r?), = 6D, (i 1), — (d—1)D.{(%-r)r?),

+ (44+2d)D(w - 1) + vo(r?)s + 200 ((d - 1)?)4
it is straightforward to obtain the fourth moment of dis-
placement in the Laplace space

+

Va)
-~
—

[~

L]
-

o

~
@
+ |

1 16Dy(Dy + D)
4 _ _ -~ - 7
(r%)s = 8[Dy + (d+2)D](Dy +dD)33 + s2(s + 2dD,)

32D,(D, + D)D, 8D, v3(5s+ 2(d — 1)D,)

t to (0r%) ~ t? at t+D, = D/D, with condition + $3(s + 2dD,) $3(s+ (d— 1)D,)?
v < 4D,D, + 3D2D, /D (t{; > t7) to (o) ~ 3 at 32D,02(s + 2D,)
tH, = 3D,/(v — 4D, D,) with condition v > [(47 + + = -0 -
VATT) /81Dy D, (1, > t4) to (0r2) ~ ¢ with condi- s +(d = 1Dr)(s +2dD,)
tion v2 > 4D, D, at ti;,;D, = [4(v} — 4D,D,)/(5v3 — 4 8Duw(d+2)Bs+2(d—1)Dy)
16D, D,)]. These are shown in Fig. (b) at D, = 10° s%(s+ (d = 1)Dy)?
and Pe = 1.58 x 10%. The identified crossover times 8@3(33+2(d+ 2)D,)
are ty = tIL/Z'T = 1/D, = 1075 tf = t&/n = + $3(s+ (d— 1)Dy)2(s + 2dD,)’ (18)
3D,/(Pe* — 4D,) ~ 1.2 x 1073 and tf;; = tf,;/7 =
4(Pe* —4D,)/(5Pe? —16D,) ~ 0.8.
J
Performing the inverse Laplace transform, we obtain the time evolution of the fourth moment,
4 2 t 1 —2dD,t
(r*(t)) = 4[D,, + (d + 2)D](D, + dD)t* + 16D, (D,, + D) [QdDT ~ 2dD.)? (1—e )}
+ 32D, (D, + dD)D, [ £t — (1- eQdDrt)]
v "|4dD, (2dD,)? ' (2dD,)3
t2 t 3te~(d=1)Drt 4
+8Duy [(d— R v o e vt Ty el ”D”)]
| 32D,02 { t2 (d®—4d+1)t  =3d°+11d* =5d+1  (d—3)e”=VPL (4 qu
"0 12(d—1)dD,  2(d—1)2d2D? 4(d — 1)3d3D3 (d—1)3(d+1)D3  4d3(d+1)D3
8 (d?vg + 10dvg + 25v3) e=(@=DPt 4 (dPud + 23d%0d — Tdug + vF)
B (d—1)4(d+1)2D4 (d—1)4d3D?
N 8te= =Vt (B3DD,v3 + 2d*DD,v3 — dDD,v¢ + dv§ — 2DD,v3 — Tv§)
(d—1)3(d+1)D}
4t (d°D?D? — 3d3D?D? + 2d*DD,v3 + 2d*D*D? + 2d* DD,vi — 4dDD,v + dvg + 2v)
+ ([d—1)2dD?
_ 8t (d*DD,v§ + d*DDwi — 2d*DD,vg + d*ug + 6dvg — vg) (19)

(d—1)3d2D3
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FIG. 4: (color online) (a) Fourth moment and (b) kurtosis
of displacement as a function of time in d = 2 at f)v = 1.
(a) The points denote simulation results and the lines are
plots of Eq.. At Pe = vt /€ = 4 (V) two crossovers
are identified at ¢;/7 =~ 0.17 and t;7/7» =~ 6.38. The plot
for Pe = 10 (©) shows three crossovers at t;/7. ~ 0.027,
trr/7r = 0.32, and t;r7 /7 &= 1.42. (b) Plot of kurtosis K as a
function of time at Pe = 4 (solid line) and Pe = 10 (dashed
line).

For D, = 0 this result agrees with the fourth moment
of usual ABPs as obtained in Ref. [2I]. The fourth mo-
ment of a general Gaussian process obeys

= )2 + 2 ()2 - (1)) (20)

Using the expression of (r*)(¢), the kurtosis in d-
dimensions is defined as

4
K= & 1. (21)

Ha
In Figa) we show the comparison between analytic ex-
pression (lines) and numerical simulation results (points)
in d = 2 dimensions for (r?). Fig@(b) shows the time-
dependence of kurtosis. To analyze the crossovers in (r*)
in d = 2, we expand the analytical expression in Eq.

around ¢ = 0 to obtain

(r'(t)) = (12D2 + 32D, D + 32D*)t?

+ [4 3D, +4D) v0—3D2D]

16D2D2 16 20
+ (v Nl ?DDT 60— 3 DUDTUS> t
2 4p 64D3D;°3 _ 4DDZvg 11D, D}v} e
3 15 3 3
+ O(t%). (22)

This gives the expression in short time limit

(t*0 = (12D2 + 32D, D + 32D%)¢%. (23)
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FIG. 5: (color online) Deviation from Gaussian nature: ky-
mographs of the kurtosis K as a function of time t/7, of the
two-dimensional ABP for different Pe at D, = 1 (a) and for
different D, at Pe = 10 (b).

In the long time limit, Eq. for d = 2 gives

2D,v3

(r*(t))4m00 ~ 8 | (Dy + 2D)* + 2 (24)

The difference between the small and long time fourth
order moments gives

(Yoo — (10 = 4}3& (40§ — D,D,) t*,  (25)
which arises due to the active speed fluctuation. Whether
(r*) will eventually increase or decrease with time de-
pends on if 402 > D, D, (Pe? > D,/4) or 4v2 < D,D,
(Pe* < D,/4). The parameter values in Figl4{(a) obey
the condition Pe? > D, /4 and thus shows increase in
(r*) with time.

The eXpaanOn in Eq.(22)) shows that at short time the
scaling (r*(t)) ~ t2 can cross over to (r*(t)) ~ t3 at
tr = 3(3D2+8D(D,+D))/[3(3D,+4D)vi — 4D2D ] pro-
vided v3 > 4D2D,./[3(3D,+4D)] or Pe? > §3D “- The
nature of the crossovers that follow depends on the activ-
ity and can be analyzed using the expansion in Eq..
The solid line in Fig. (a) corresponding to D, = 1 and
Pe = 4 shows (r*(t)) ~ t? to ~ t3 crossover at t;/7, =
3(3D2+8(14-D,))/[3(3D,+4) Pe?—4D?] ~ 0.17, followed
by a crossover back to ~ t2 at t;7 /7, = 4[3(3D,+4)Pe—
4D?]/[3Pe*+16D? —4(4+5D,) Pe®] = 6.38. The dashed
line in Fig. (a) corresponding to D, =1 and Pe =10
shows the first crossover from (ri(t)) ~ t2 to ~ t3 at
tr/7 = 3(3D2 + 8(1+ D,))/[3(3D, + 4)Pe? — 4D?] ~
0.027. The second crossover from (r(t)) ~ t3 to ~ t* ap-
pears at t77 /7, = 4[3(3D,+4)Pe? —4D?]/[3Pe* +16 D2 —
4(4 4+ 5D, ) Pe?] ~ 0.32. The final crossover (r(t)) ~ t4
to ~ t? appears at t;;; =t /7 = 5[3P64+16ﬁ3—4(4+
5D,)Pe?]/[10Pe* + 64D — 5(4 4+ 11D,) Pe?] ~ 1.42.




To characterize the deviation from a possible Gaus-
sian behavior, e.g., as expected in the active Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process [I11 48], we show the evolution of kur-
tosis as a function of time in Fig. [f{b). The deviation
from the Gaussian behavior shows up in the form of a
positive kurtosis in the short time regime governed by the
speed fluctuation. Eventually the kurtosis shows an in-
termediate time deviations to negative values, controlled
by the orientational fluctuations, before asymptotically
vanishing corresponding to a long time Gaussian limit.

In Fig. (a), we show a kymograph of kurtosis de-
scribing its time evolution at different Pe, keeping the
speed fluctuation D, = 1 fixed. The amount of negative
deviation of K at intermediate times increases with Pe to
eventually saturate at K =~ —0.4. At larger Pe, the devi-
ations towards negative kurtosis appear earlier in time.
At longer times, K vanishes asymptotically. Fig. (b)
shows the kymograph of K describing its time evolution
at different D, for a fixed Pe = 10. At short times I
remains positive, showing increased positive deviations
in the presence of larger speed fluctuation D,. Again, K
shows deviations to negative values at intermediate times
before vanishing asymptotically. However, the onset of
negative deviations of kurtosis requires longer time in the
presence of stronger speed fluctuations.

V. DISPLACEMENT DISTRIBUTION

To gain further insights into the dynamical crossovers,
we present displacement distributions obtained from di-
rect numerical simulations for ABP trajectories of dimen-
sionless length L = L/ where L = vot. In Fig. |§| we plot
the distribution functions p(7) of the scaled displacement
7 =r/L at Pe = vy7,/{ = 31.6 and D, = D,7,./? = 10.
With increasing length of trajectories the distribution
transforms from a unimodal distribution with maximum
at 7 = 0 in Fig. |§| to one with the maximum corre-
sponding to extended trajectories with 7 ~ 1 in Fig. @(d
to finally a Gaussian distribution with the maximum at
7 = 0 in Fig. [6f). Both the transformations between
extended and compact trajectories are mediated by bi-
modal distributions as can be seen in Fig.s[6{c) and (e).

Note that the control parameters D, and Pe can be
expressed in terms of D, D, = v3/D, and D,, the three
terms controlling the effective diffusion in Eq., such
that D, = D,/D and Pe? = D,/D. Thus the rela-

tive strength of Pe and DY? influences the displacement
statistics. Further, the ratio L/Pe is equivalent to the
persistence ratio L/\ of the trajectory length L = wgt
and the persistence length A = vg7,.. This ratio is known
to control the extension statistics of persistent random
walks and worm like chains [2I 49]. As can be seen
from Fig. [6] the value of dimensionless trajectory length
L compared to the speed fluctuation scale D, /2 and the
activity Pe determines the properties of the displacement
distributions.
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FIG. 6: (color online) Probability distributions of displace-

ment 27p(F) with 7 = r/L at Pe = wor./f = 31.6 and
Dy = Dy1yr /02 = 10 over different time-segments expressed as
L = vot/l = 0.32 (a), 0.63 (b), 3.16 (), 31.62 (d), 126.49 (e),
and 316.23 (f).

In Fig. [§(a) and Fig. [§[6), L < DY/* < Pe. From
the perspective of directional persistence, the trajecto-
ries in this regime are equivalent to rigid rods, as the
persistence ratio L/Pe = L/A ~ 1072, The unimodal
distribution p(7) with the maximum at 7 = 0 for these
quasi-one dimensional trajectories are determined by the
speed fluctuation D, alone. The increased fluctuation
due to D, in Fig. |6{(b) shrinks the trajectories further
producing a narrower distribution p(7). This behavior
changes into a bimodal distribution in Fig. @(c where

L~ Dl/ ? < Pe. The maximum at the origin is again
due to the speed fluctuations. However, with respect to
the trajectory length the speed fluctuation is significantly
smaller than the previous two cases, allowing the system
to show the second maximum in p(7) near 7 ~ 1 cor-
responding to extended trajectories of persistent motion
at L/Pe = 0.1. For longer trajectories in Fig. Ekd)f(f),

L > Di/ 2, the speed fluctuation can be neglected and
the change in p(7) can be interpreted in terms of sim-
ple persistent motion and equivalently the WLC poly-
mer [2I} [49]. The single maximum in p(7) in Fig. [6[d)
corresponds to extended configurations of a WLC poly-
mer at persistent ratio L/Pe = 1. Similar behavior was
observed earlier in Ref. [21}, 49]. Fig.[6{e) corresponds to
the persistent ratio [~// Pe = 4. The bistability observed
in this regime is equivalent to the rigid rod- flexible chain
bistability observed for WLCs in the same regime of per-
sistent ratio [49]. For longer trajectories with L/Pe = 10,
the distribution turns into unimodal Gaussian distribu-
tion with the maximum at 7 = 0. This is the asymptotic
long time behavior of the trajectories and correspond to
the flexible chain limit of WLCs [49].

Note that the first crossover from contracted trajecto-
ries in Fig. [f[a) to extended trajectories in Fig. [6(d) via



the bimodality in Fig. @(c) is due to the active speed fluc-
tuation. This behavior is absent in ABPs moving with
constant speed. The second crossover from the extended
state in Fig. [6[d) to the Gaussian contracted state in
Fig. |§|( f) is controlled by persistence as the impact of
speed fluctuations for these long trajectories can be ne-
glected. In a recent publication we have shown a mapping
of trajectories of ABPs with constant speed and in the
presence of thermal diffusion to configurations of a semi-
flexible polymer [21]. Thus the second crossover seen in
the present context is similar to the transition in polymer
properties in the WLC model via phase coexistence.

VI. DISCUSSION

We considered the impact of active speed fluctuations
on a d-dimensional active Brownian particle (ABP). We
utilized a Laplace transform method for the Fokker-
Planck equation, originally proposed to understand the
worm-like chain (WLC) model of semiflexible poly-
mers [42], to find exact expressions for dynamical mo-
ments of ABPs in arbitrary dimensions. This method
allowed us to obtain several such moments, including
the mean-squared displacement, displacement fluctua-
tions parallel and perpendicular to the initial heading
direction, and the fourth moment of displacement to
characterize the dynamics. We found several dynamical
crossovers and identified the crossover points using the
exact analytic expressions. They depend on the activity,
persistence, and speed fluctuation of the ABP.

The persistence in the motion led to an anisotropy cap-
tured by the parallel and perpendicular components of
the displacement fluctuation with respect to the initial
heading direction. As we showed, the parallel component
can display sub-diffusive behavior and non-monotonic
variations at intermediate times, unlike the perpendicu-
lar component. The exact calculation of kurtosis measur-
ing the non-Gaussian nature of the stochastic displace-
ment showed positive values at short times controlled by
the speed fluctuation. It crossed over to a negative min-
imum at intermediate times, a behavior governed by the
persistence of motion, before vanishing asymptotically at
long times characterizing the asymptotic Gaussian nature

of the ABP trajectories.

To further analyze the dynamics, we used direct nu-
merical simulations in two dimensions to obtain the prob-
ability distributions of ABP displacement as the time
elapsed. It showed two crossovers between contracted
and expanded trajectories via two separate bimodal dis-
tributions at intervening times. The first crossover from
contracted to expanded trajectories showed a clear bi-
modality at intermediate times signifying coexistence of
the two kinds of trajectories.This crossover is determined
by the speed fluctuation and is absent in ABPs with con-
stant speed. The second crossover between expanded and
contracted trajectories appearing at later times was con-
trolled by the persistence. Such a crossover mediated
via bimodal distributions is equivalent to the transition
between the rigid rod and flexible polymer via the coex-
istence of the two conformational phases observed in the
WLC model [49].

The generation of active speed from underlying
stochastic mechanisms, e.g., as considered in Ref. [2 [36]
39, [46], involves inherent speed fluctuations. Such fluctu-
ations are present in active colloids performing phoretic
motion [9] and mechanisms generating motion in motile
cells and bacteria [8, 32, B3]. Our predictions can be
tested in experiments on tagged active particles, and
our results can be used in analyzing the dynamics of
motile cells. In a dense dispersion of ABPs, inter-particle
collisions can effectively enhance active speed fluctua-
tions [28, 29]. In their run and tumble motion, several
bacteria show switching between active speeds [34] [35)].
Our methods can be extended to understand the non-
equilibrium dynamics of such systems better.
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