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Active matter spans a wide range of time and length scales, from groups of cells and synthetic
self-propelled colloids to schools of fish and flocks of birds. The theoretical framework describing
these systems has shown tremendous success in finding universal phenomenology. However, further
progress is often burdened by the difficulty of determining the forces controlling the dynamics of
individual elements within each system. Accessing this local information is pivotal for the under-
standing of the physics governing an ensemble of active particles and for the creation of numerical
models capable of explaining the observed collective phenomena. In this work, we present ActiveNet,
a machine-learning tool consisting of a graph neural network that uses the collective motion of par-
ticles to learn the active and two-body forces controlling their individual dynamics. We verify our
approach using numerical simulations of active Brownian particles and active particles undergoing
underdamped Langevin dynamics, considering different interaction potentials and amounts of ac-
tivity. Finally, we apply ActiveNet to experiments of electrophoretic Janus particles, extracting the
active and two-body forces that control the colloids’ dynamics. This approach allows us to unravel
the physics governing the system’s behavior. Not only do we learn that the active force depends on
the electric field and the area fraction, but we also discover a dependence of the two-body interaction
with the electric field that leads us to propose that the dominant force between these active colloids
is a screened electrostatic interaction with a constant length scale. We believe that the proposed
methodological tool ActiveNet might open a new avenue for the study and modeling of experimental
suspensions of active particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many living systems are composed of self-propelling
(active) elements which interact and generate complex
collective phenomena [1–3]. Mathematical models of
active particles are used to predict the behavior of a
plethora of different systems, such as synthetic self-
propelled particles [4–8], groups of living cells [9–15],
flocks of birds [16], schools of fish [17] or even the col-
lective behavior of human crowds [18]. These inherently
out-of-equilibrium systems are characterized by the ac-
tivity of their individual elements and their inter-particle
interactions. Depending on the level of activity and
the nature of such interactions, these models are ca-
pable of describing phases resembling those in equilib-
rium – solid/crystal, fluid and gas – or genuinely out-
of-equilibrium phases such as living crystalline clusters
[19, 20], active turbulence [21], motility-induced phase
separation (MIPS) [22], self-assembly [23, 24] and vari-
ous types of flocking phases [25–27].
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miguel.ruiz.garcia@uc3m.es, cvaleriani@ucm.es.

Modeling systems of active particles has been success-
ful in many cases [1–3, 28–30]. Several numerical mod-
els of active particles have led to the discovery of novel
out-of-equilibrium physical behaviours, such as the ap-
pearance of a motility-induced phase separated (MIPS)
phase in a dense suspension of active Brownian repul-
sive particles (characterised by a large activity) [22]; the
appearance of a cluster phase in a dilute suspension of
active Brownian attractive particles (characterised by an
intermediate activity) [20]; or a transition from a disor-
dered to a flocking phase in a suspension of active align-
ing particles [2]. However, one of the main burdens to the
advancement of the active matter field has been the diffi-
culty to uncover, in experiments, the correct expressions
for the forces controlling the dynamics at the individual
particle level. Considering the limitations in comparing
numerical results obtained for a suspension of active par-
ticles to experimental results obtained for a suspension
of active colloids, it might be useful to develop new tools
that can extract the active and inter-particle forces di-
rectly from the experimental data. Once these forces are
learned, they enable us to unravel the physics governing
the system’s dynamics.

We are probably living in the golden age of machine
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learning. As expected, machine learning has also had a
big impact in active matter, where it has drastically im-
proved tracking of particles’ trajectories [31–34] and led
to a growing interest in coupling machine-learning mod-
els with active particles, in a quest to mimic the com-
plex behavior of natural systems [35–37]. The reverse
path has so far been more elusive. Ideally, one would
like to use machine learning to extract/learn forces con-
trolling particles’ dynamics, giving rise to the observed
complex phenomena. Some works, inspired by the suc-
cess in passive thermal systems [37–39], have started to
explore this latter direction. On the one hand, a machine-
learning model has recently been applied to active sys-
tems to learn the probability of rearrangements depend-
ing on the local structure [40], which provides valuable in-
formation on the relationship between structure and dy-
namics, but does not aim to recover the forces governing
the microscopic dynamics. On the other hand, a recent
approach estimates the effective two-body potential from
the pair correlation function [41]. Moreover, very recent
works have used machine-learning tools to recover mod-
els of pairwise particle–cell interactions in mixtures of
synthetic particles and biological cancer cells [42] and to
classify phases of active matter [43]. Further works have
tried to recover the differential equations describing dif-
ferent physical phenomena [44–46], which could be used
to build coarse-grained models for active matter. With-
out resorting to machine learning, other authors have
tackled problems related to ours. Previous works per-
formed averages on stochastic trajectories to estimate the
drift and diffusion coefficients of the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion [47, 48] or used inverse statistical-mechanical meth-
ods to optimize pair potentials reproducing equilibrium
many-particle configurations [49–51]. Other approaches
used a basis of a priori chosen functions to project the
dynamics of long stochastic trajectories, extracting force
fields and evaluating out-of-equilibrium currents and en-
tropy production in over-damped [52] and under-damped
[53] systems.

In our work, we propose a machine-learning approach,
ActiveNet, that can be trained to learn the dynam-
ics of a suspension of active particles. The active
and inter-particle forces are directly extracted from our
machine-learning tool, once trained using the system’s
trajectories. Our method exploits Graph Neural Net-
works (GNN) [54–57], which have already been used to
study many physical domains [58–66], including physical
problems in condensed matter [67, 68], material science
[69, 70], chemistry [71–73], soft matter [37, 74, 75], or
very recently, even active matter [34]. In all applications,
the network architecture and the input descriptor has
been adapted to the problem under consideration. Our
approach builds on the concepts and formalism intro-
duced by Cranmer et al. [76, 77], who presented the pos-
sibility to use GNNs to extract the conservative two-body
forces in systems of (a few) passive particles. With the
a priori assumption that, to a first approximation, most
systems of active colloids follow overdamped dynamics,

we extend the proof-of-concept work of Refs [76, 77] to
deal with active forces in the overdamped regime. Be-
sides, our model, ActiveNet, is able to tackle systems of
thousands of colloids, by means of clustering and sparse
graphs. The goal of ActiveNet is extracting the single
colloid’s active force and the interacting force between
colloids from the trajectories. It is interesting to under-
line that our approach is not restricted to particles un-
dergoing Brownian dynamics. We also show in this work
that ActiveNet can be applied to particles undergoing
underdamped Langevin dynamics [78, 79], where forces
can depend on the particles’ velocities. In this work we
show a proof-of-concept case, particles subject to active,
interacting and drag forces—which according to Stokes’
law are velocity dependent. This is a minimal example
to demonstrate that ActiveNet can also learn forces that
depend on velocities, opening a new avenue for learning
more complicated interactions involving velocities, such
as those present in colloidal systems where hydrodynamic
interactions are relevant.

Furthermore, we adopt the ensemble approach [80] , in
order to estimate the error bars in the predicted observ-
ables. In practice, a set of GNNs are trained on the same
data, each GNN differing by means of the initial, random
guess of its training coefficients. This yields an ensemble
of networks that give a distribution of predictions for a
given input. The overall prediction of the ensemble is
taken as the average of the distribution and the error bar
is its standard deviation. After validating our approach,
we use ActiveNet to extract both active and two-body
forces from experiments of electrophoretic Janus colloidal
particles [81, 82], these are spherical particles of silica
half-coated with titanium. An external electric field cre-
ates an asymmetrical dipole in the particles that couples
to the electrolite where they are submerged, generating
an asymmetric ion distribution in the vicinity of each
colloid’s surface, leading to self-propulsion and complex
interactions [81]. A schematic representation of the ex-
perimental set-up is reported in figure 1 (A). With our
approach, we are able to independently extract the active
and two-body forces controlling the particles’ dynamics,
and unravel the physics dominating their movement. We
hope that our approach will lead to new insights in the
physics governing experimental active colloids.

II. THE GRAPH NEURAL NETWORK

To start with, the systems we focus on are in the over-
damped regime (Brownian dynamics), where inertia is
neglected and viscous forces dominate the dynamics. In
this limit, the deterministic equation of motion for par-

ticle i simplifies to ˙⃗xi ∝ F⃗i. For this reason, in the fol-
lowing, we will alternatively refer to forces or velocities,
since they are related by the Stoke’s law (see appendix
C 2 for more details). All forces acting on each parti-

cle – represented by F⃗ – can be of different nature, such
as inter-particle interactions, external conservative fields
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FIG. 1. Experimental set-up. (A) Scheme of an observa-
tion cell. (a) Cover slip, (b) ITO electrode, (c) 25 nm silica,
(d) spacer with UV glue, (e) 25 nm silica, (f) 5 nm chromium,
(g) 80 nm gold, (h) cover slip and (i) glass slide. (B-E) Snap-
shots of the experimental system. (B) Zoom on five elec-
trophoretic Janus particles where the two hemispherical caps
are clearly seen. When an electric field, E, is applied perpen-
dicular to the substrate particles orient themselves in such
a way to maximize the magnitude of their induced dipoles,
the equator that separates the caps is perpendicular to the
substrate, confining the movement to 2D. Depending on the
intensity of the electric field, E, and the area fraction, ϕ, dif-
ferent phases are observed: (C) Gas phase (dilute, ϕ = 0.10,
E = 727 Vcm−1). (D) Liquid-like phase (ϕ = 0.29, E = 181
Vcm−1, activity is too low to phase separate). (E) Interrupted
phase separation (ϕ = 0.29, E = 363 Vcm−1).

or active forces. Active forces model different mecha-
nisms of self-propulsion, where particles (such as bacteria
or Janus particles) extract energy from the environment
and use it for self-propelling. Our goal is to disentan-
gle and learn the different forces acting on the particles
from their trajectories. These forces can be later used
to predict the dynamics of a new group of particles or
to understand the physics governing the dynamics of the
system.

Learning to predict the dynamics of active particles
can be achieved using a broad range of machine-learning
models. For example, one could use a Deep Neural Net-
work (DNN) that takes the positions and internal ori-
entations of all particles as inputs (3N degrees of free-
dom for a 2D system) and predicts velocities (2N de-
grees of freedom for the same 2D system). Training this

model would be very challenging, and even if success-
ful, would lead to a highly-dimensional nonlinear func-

tion f⃗(c⃗1, . . . , c⃗N ) : R3N → R2N , where c⃗i is the coordi-
nate vector of particle i (position and orientation). Even
though this network could predict the system’s dynamics,
it presents two main drawbacks: (i) it cannot be easily
applied to a system with a different (varying) number of
particles, (ii) there is no guarantee (probably not possible
in most cases) that we can use this method to disentangle
and extract all forces controlling the dynamics of individ-
ual particles, e.g. the active and inter-particle forces.

Graph Neural Networks, on the other hand, are combi-
nations of DNNs applied sequentially on a graph. Their
modularity and the possibility of adding inductive bi-
ases – a priori assumptions that simplify the model –
make them easier to train. By design, the same GNN
can be applied to systems of different number of parti-
cles, and after training one can easily extract the forces
acting on single particles. In our case, we use an edge
and a node function (two neural networks): each node
on the graph corresponds to one particle in the system
and edges represent the interactions between two parti-
cles. The edge function encodes the information of pairs
of particles (e.g., their mutual distance), and will lead to
the estimate of the two-body force. Whereas the node
function takes as input the coordinates of a particle and
the output of the edge function (see appendix C 2 for
more details) and will lead to the estimate of the one-
body forces, such as the active force. For each time frame,
a new graph is created (eventually with a different num-
ber of nodes), and the GNN (defined by the functions
applied to the nodes and edges) is applied.

Compared to the naive approach of adopting a sin-
gle, huge neural network, trained over all data, the GNN
model is less complex. The lower complexity is made pos-
sible by some crucial, physically justified assumptions: a)
the same forces control the dynamics of all particles (par-
ticles are identical), and b) many-body interactions are
neglected, only one-body (active and drag forces) and
two-body forces are considered, although these assump-
tions can be relaxed if necessary. The training of the
GNN goes as follow, first we apply the edge function

ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j) to a node i and each of its j-neighbors (each pair
of particles constitutes an edge, ij). Then, we sum up
these outputs and we feed the result to the node func-

tion, ψ⃗, along with the coordinates of the i-th node, c⃗i.
The output of the node function is the predicted velocity
for the i-th particle v⃗pi . Mathematically,

v⃗pi ≡ ψ⃗

c⃗i, ∑
dij<Γ

ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j)

 (1)

where dij is the Euclidean distance between particles i
and j. Since we tackle systems of thousands of particles
and the number of edges in a fully connected graph scales
as ∼ N2, we introduce edges in our graph only between
pairs of particles such that dij < Γ and the number of
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FIG. 2. Predicting the dynamics of active parti-
cles with a Graph Neural Network (ActiveNet) while
learning the functional form of the active and inter-
particle forces. (a) ActiveNet is formed by a node function

ψ⃗ (in pink) and an edge function ξ⃗ (in orange). Function ξ⃗
takes the coordinates c⃗ of two particles and, after training, it
outputs a linear transformation of the two-body force acting

between them. Function ψ⃗ takes the coordinates of particle

i and the sum of the outputs of ξ⃗ for all the edges ij such

that |r⃗i − r⃗j | < Γ. After training, the output of ψ⃗ (v⃗pi ) is
the predicted velocity of particle i (acceleration in the case of
underdamped dynamics). Applying ActiveNet to all particles
in the system (the graph) provides all the predicted velocities.

During the learning process the internal parameters of ξ⃗ and

ψ⃗ are optimized so that all the v⃗pi approach the ground-truth
velocities. Both the node (b) and edge (c) functions are neu-
ral networks with two hidden layers of 300 neurons and the
appropriate input and output dimensions.

edges scales now as ∼ N . This process is repeated for
each particle in the system, using the same node and
edge functions. The training is performed by minimizing
the difference between the predicted and ground-truth
velocities. In this case, we use the loss function:

L =
∑
i

|v⃗i − v⃗i
p|. (2)

In figure 2, we show a diagram of the basic idea behind
the GNN workflow, that we will name ”ActiveNet”. Note
that this scheme applies also to the case of underdamped
dynamics, where ActiveNet outputs the predicted accel-
eration instead of the predicted velocity of the particle.

In this case, velocities can be used as inputs to ξ⃗ and

ψ⃗, making it possible to learn forces that depend on ve-

locities. Once ActiveNet is trained, we use ξ⃗ and ψ⃗ to
extract the inter-particle and active forces that it has
learned (see the appendix C 2 for more details). Note
that the two-body force learned for distances larger than
Γ will be meaningless since there is no data there. In
practice, we choose a small Γ value for a first training,
and train again the model with larger values of Γ until we
see that the inter-particle force term goes to zero. Thus,
we gain no information by increasing Γ even further.

III. RESULTS

A. ActiveNet correctly learns the forces in
simulations of active particles

In the case of overdamped dynamics, our approach is
actually a fitting of the active and conservative forces
(velocities) by the two neural networks composing Ac-
tiveNet, such that the observed collective dynamics is
recovered, and the forces controlling the particles’ dy-
namics are learnt. This section validates our method
for its use in experimental suspensions of active par-
ticles. We test our model first using simulations of a
two-dimensional suspension of active Brownian particles
(detailed in section B). We choose to study spherical
self-propelled particles with a force of constant modu-
lus acting in the direction of their orientation measured
with respect to the horizontal axis (θ). Particles interact
with each other via different two-body potentials. The
internal orientation of every particle changes according
to a diffusion equation, whereas the overdamped trans-
lational equations of motion for all particles determine
their trajectories. To demonstrate that ActiveNet can
be extended beyond active Brownian particles, we also
simulate active particles whose translational equations
undergo Langevin (instead of Brownian) dynamics, see
appendix B for more details.

We perform simulations on very different systems,
ranging from active Brownian repulsive particles in a
MIPS phase, to active Brownian attractive particles in a
dynamic clusters phase, to a gas of active repulsive parti-
cles, either undergoing Brownian or Langevin dynamics.
Figure 3 shows the two-body forces (|Gp

ij |) and the active

force (|F p|) that ActiveNet learns (continous lines) after
training making use of trajectories generated in simula-
tions where particles interact with different potentials,
attractive or repulsive, and present different levels of ac-
tivity. In the case of active particles undergoing Langevin
dynamics, besides the two-body and active forces, Ac-
tiveNet also learns the drag force acting on each particle,
which we include as panel (d) in figure 3. For compari-
son, we also show the ground-truth forces imposed in the
simulations as dashed lines.

In the overdamped cases, for each simulation Ac-
tiveNet is trained using 380 snapshots of 2 500 parti-
cles. ActiveNet adopts as input the positions and ori-
entations of all particles in each frame, and learns to
predict the correct velocities. In this process, the edge
function learns the conservative force between any pair
of particles (up to a linear transformation) whereas the
node function learns the active force acting on each par-
ticle. In the case of underdamped Langevin dynamics,
ActiveNet adopts as an input positions, orientation and
velocities of all particles in each frame, and learns to pre-
dict the correct accelerations. In this process, the edge
function learns the conservative force between any pair of
particles (up to a linear transformation), as in the Brow-
nian case. However, the node function learns not only
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(f) (g)

FIG. 3. ActiveNet can learn the forces present in sim-
ulations of active particles from their trajectories. To
test ActiveNet, we perform computer simulations on two-
dimensional suspensions of different systems. Panels (a), (b)
and (c) illustrate the two-body force versus the distance be-
tween two particles in several cases: (a) shows the case of
a shoulder-like potential for active particles in a gas phase
(Fp = 15); panel (b) corresponds to active repulsive (WCA-
like) Brownian particles in a MIPS phase (Fp = 30); and panel
(c) displays the case of active attractive (Lennard-Jones)
Brownian particles in a dynamic cluster phase (Fp = 3).
Panel (d) shows the drag force versus the particle’s velocity
for active repulsive (WCA-like) particles undergoing under-
damped Langevin dynamics in a gas phase (Fp = 3). In all
panels the ground-truth force (the one inputted in the simula-
tions) is plotted with dashed lines, whereas the force predicted
by ActiveNet is plotted with continous lines, in both cases re-
pulsive interactions are plotted in red and attractive in black.
See methods for more details. Insets to panels (a), (b), (c) and
(d) show snapshots of the corresponding simulations. Panel
(e) depicts the magnitude of the active force acting on each
particle versus the angle θ, either enforced in the simulations
(dashed line) or learned from ActiveNet as in (C1) (continu-
ous line). The lowest lines correspond to Fp = 3, the middle
lines to Fp = 15 and the top lines to Fp = 30. Panels (f)
and (g) display the Mean Absolute Error for the predicted
active and 2-body forces as a function of the temperature of
the simulation and the amount of data used for training the
network (measured as the number of frames, each containing
2 500 particles). The red dot shows the values of these param-
eters used for panels (a-e). Additional details can be found
in the appendix sections B and C3 (figure 6).

the active force acting on each particle but also the drag
force on each particle. See appendix sections B and C 2
for further details.

Figure 3 presents some of the most challenging cases
for ActiveNet. (i) A dilute suspension (gas phase) of
particles interacting via a repulsive force characterised by
two length scales derived from a shoulder potential, panel
(a). (ii) A dense suspension of particles interacting via a
purely repulsive Weeks-Chandler-Anderson (WCA) [83]
interaction with high activity, panel (b). Particles un-
dergo a motility induced phase separation (MIPS) and
ActiveNet has to learn a repulsive force even though the
system phase separates due to particles’ activity. (iii) A
dilute suspension of particles interacting via an attractive
Lennard-Jones interaction with low activity, panel (c).
Particles form “dynamic” clusters that jiggle and drift,
where very few particles explore different local struc-
tures, making it harder for ActiveNet to learn the two-
body forces. (iv) A dilute suspension of particles inter-
acting via a purely repulsive Weeks-Chandler-Anderson
(WCA) [83] potential with low activity, panel (d). Parti-
cles follow Langevin dynamics (differently from case (i),
where active repulsive particles undergo Brownian dy-
namics). In all cases, ActiveNet is able to correctly learn
the active, two-body and drag forces. Interestingly, the
two-body force learned by ActiveNet deviates from the
imposed force for short distances, when the imposed nu-
merical value is larger than the active force present in the
system. This is because the dominant short-range repul-
sive force leads to a lack of data at those distances. In
system (iii), ActiveNet slightly underestimates the two-
body force. This is likely due to the fact that, at low ac-
tivities, the two-body forces change within a shorter time
scale than in (i), (ii) or (iv), leading to a reduction in the
correlation between the numerical (average) velocity and
the instantaneous force we aim to learn. Moreover, in the
Langevin dynamics (case (iv)), ActiveNet can also learn
the drag force (from particles’ accelerations). We con-
clude that ActiveNet is able to learn ground-truth forces
across several orders of magnitude under a wide set of
conditions.

B. ActiveNet learns active and two-body forces in
experiments of electrophoretic Janus particles

We have performed experiments in a quasi-2D system
of induced-charge electrophoretic self-propelled Janus
colloids [4–6], (see the details in section A). Due to
the AC field, the colloids self-propel and exhibit inter-
particle interactions as a result of their electric polariza-
tion. Most experiments with passive colloids have been
modeled in the overdamped (Brownian) regime[84, 85].
For active colloids, hydrodynamics is often considered
to be relevant for unraveling particles’ motion. Photo-
catalitic TiO2-functionalised Janus microswimmers, self-
propelling when exposed to ultra-violet light [86], have
shown complex two- and three-dimensional motion, con-
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trolled by the colloids’ hydrodynamic interactions with
the glass substrate [87]. In [88], the authors studied half-
gold-coated TiO2 particles, whose direction of motion
could be reversed by exploiting the different photocat-
alytic activities on both sides. The reversal in propulsion
direction changed the hydrodynamic interaction from at-
tractive to repulsive, qualitatively described by a mini-
mal hydrodynamic model. On the other hand, it is quite
frequent to map experiments on active colloids onto sim-
ulation results of active Brownian particles (neglecting,
to a first approximation, hydrodynamics). Just to give
a few examples, experimental results on active colloids
have been compared to numerical results on active over-
damped Brownian particles in Ref. [89] (Janus Platinum-
Polysterene catalytic microswimmers with tunable buoy-
ant weight), in Ref. [90] (light-activated microswimmers,
with an inserted hematite), in Ref. [91] (silica spheres
half-coated with a carbon layer in a critical fluid), and
in Refs. [92] and [6] (induced-charge electro-phoretic col-
loids in an ac field). In the latest work[6], the authors
employed the same experimental set-up as the one we
have used here. Furthermore, we have also estimated
the Reynolds number of our experimental system and
proved it was ≪ 1. All this supported our assumption
that hydrodynamics was not going to dominate either
the dynamics or the strength of electrostatic interactions
between dipoles (as already suggested by the previous
authors studying the same system). Thus, to a first ap-
proximation, in the dilute regime and for low electric field
amplitudes, we train ActiveNet assuming overdamped
dynamics.

Without ActiveNet, extracting the expressions for the
active and two-body forces from the collective dynam-
ics of the particles would be extremely hard. ActiveNet
allows us to tackle this problem from a completely dif-
ferent point of view: from particles’ positions and ori-
entations, ActiveNet fits the active and two-body forces
that best predict the particles’ velocities. For simplic-
ity, we build ActiveNet assuming that the active force
depends on the orientation of the particle and the two-
body force depends on the distance between pairs of par-
ticles (see appendix C 1 for more details). We train Ac-
tiveNet with data extracted from ten different experi-
ments, performed at different values of both electric field
and area fraction, as reported in figure. 4 (the values are
explicitly indicated in the legend). Each time, ActiveNet
is randomly initialized before the training started. De-
pending on the amount of data gathered in each exper-
iment, we use 50 − 100 snapshots containing approxi-
mately 1 000−6 000 particles each. Figure 4 (a) presents
the modulus of the active force as a function of particles’
orientation (θ). Approximately horizontal lines indicate
that ActiveNet is learning an active force with a con-
stant modulus and no preferred direction. In this panel,
(as well as in panel (b), we mark by shadows around the
lines the estimated uncertainties (error bars) for the pre-
dictions. Each data point corresponds to the average of
an ensemble of ten ActiveNet models, trained with the
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Experimental conditions: Electric field (V/cm) and area fraction ( )ϕ

FIG. 4. ActiveNet can learn the active and inter-
particle forces in an experiment of electrophoretic
Janus particles where activity is controlled by the mag-
nitude of the electric field (E). In panels (a) and (b), the ten
different series of data (lines with different styles) represent
ten different systems, each characterised by a pair of values
of the electric field (E) and the area fraction (ϕ), as reported
in the legend, below the four panels. Note that three val-
ues of (E, ϕ) correspond to the snapshots shown in figure. 1,
we have marked them with black asterisks in panels (a) and
(b) and black circumferences in panels (c), (d) and (e). In
panels (a) and (b) we train ten instances of ActiveNet for
each dataset with different initial seeds, lines correspond to
the average result and the shadows around the lines mark the
estimated uncertainty (error bar) by means of the standard
deviation. Panel (a) displays the magnitude of the active force
versus the particle’s orientation. All lines show horizontal be-
havior indicating the absence of a preferred direction in the
system. Panel (b) displays the modulus of the inter-particle
force versus the distance between two particles. All forces are
repulsive (red lines) and they approximately follow exponen-
tial decays, βeκd. The black dashed line does not correspond
to any particular fit and is included for visualization. Panel
(c) reports the average value of the active force in panel (a)
versus E2. The dashed line is a linear fit to the points and
indicates that the active force is proportional to E2. Panels
(d) and (e) show β and κ (βeκd, d ∈ [1, 3]) for all the lines in
panel (b) versus E2 (individual fits are not plotted in panel
(b)). From panel (d), β scales as E2, the dashed blue line
represents a fit to the data. Panel (e) shows that, κ does not
depend on E or ϕ. Its value fluctuates between −1 and −2
leading to a length scale of the order of one particle diameter.
The color of the points in panels (b), (d) and (e) correpond
to the area fraction (ϕ, see colorbar).

same data and, as mentioned in the introduction, with
different initial seeds; the error bar is the standard devia-
tion of the predictions. We notice that the error bars are
small compared to the absolute values of the predicted
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values and support our observation of no preferred di-
rection. We calculate the average value of each line and
plot it in panel (c) as a function of the square of the elec-
tric field amplitude. Points are scattered along a straight

line, leading to the expected [6] relation F⃗ p ∼ CE2, see
appendix C 2. Moreover, points seem to follow differ-
ent straight lines depending on their area fraction, what

leads to a relation F⃗ p ∼ C(ϕ)E2. A possible explana-
tion is that in our experiments a different sample cell
was used for each area fraction; although these cells are
ideally equivalent, small differences in the spacing be-
tween the confining walls could lead to systematic errors
in the observed prefactor (C(ϕ)). However, more work is
needed to resolve the real cause of this dependence. It is
remarkable that ActiveNet seems to be sensitive enough
to detect this subtlety.

Figure 4 (b) shows the two-body force , with error bar
marked by a shadow, that ActiveNet learns as a function
of the distance between two particles. The straight lines
in the semi-log plot indicate an exponential decay. Low
area fraction experiments (ϕ ∼ 0.1) lead to very clear
and almost parallel straight lines, whereas experiments
at higher area fractions present more variability. The ex-
periments that combine high electric field and high area
fraction present an interrupted MIPS phase (see figure.
1). Thus, it is reasonable to assume that it will be harder
for ActiveNet to learn the two-body interactions in those
cases: here, particles are closer together and many-body
interactions will play a more pronounced role. We fit
each line between d = 1 and d = 3 to an expression of
the form βeκd (fits not shown in the plot). Panels (d)
and (e) show the best fit for β and κ, for each experi-
ment. The prefactor of the exponential decay (β) scales
also as E2, consistent with the a screened electrostatic
interaction [93, 94], since the polarization in each colloid
is proportional to E. On the other hand, κ does not
seem to depend on E or on area fraction and has an ap-
proximate value of −1.2 diameter−1, uncovering a length
scale for this interaction of approximately one particle
diameter.

IV. DISCUSSION AND FUTURE WORK

Our work shows the potential that applying deep learn-
ing methods with inductive biases (a priori assumptions)
has when studying the collective dynamics of suspensions
of active colloidal particles. The most important a pri-
ori assumptions we considered were that all particles fol-
lowed the same local rules (edge and node functions) and
that many-body interactions could be neglected. With
these assumptions, ActiveNet was not only able to pre-
dict the system’s dynamics, but could be directly used to
uncover forces acting on active particles. We validated
our approach by means of numerical simulations in the
under and overdamped regime, where we had complete
control over the active and conservative forces. We were
able to extract the correct expressions for the forces in

cases with different levels of activity and different two-
body interaction potentials, including forces that depend
on velocities – such as the drag force –, which opens
the possibility of using ActiveNet to learn more com-
plex hydrodynamic forces. In the case of experiments
with electrophoretic Janus particles, ActiveNet found an
active force proportional to E2, in agreement with pre-
vious studies [95]. Furthermore, ActiveNet was sensi-
tive enough to detect subtle differences showing a de-
pendency on area fraction. Finally, ActiveNet revealed
that particles in these experiments were interacting via a
pure repulsion, decaying as an exponential with a length
scale (κ−1) that did not depend neither on area frac-
tion nor electric field, and a prefactor that scaled as E2.
This force is consistent with a screened electrostatic in-
teraction between the colloids. Contrary to the case of
numerical simulations, the two-body force learned from
experimental data started deviating from the described
behavior when interrupted MIPS phases developed, sug-
gesting that many-body interactions might start playing
an important role in such cases.

We believe that ActiveNet can be directly applied to
other suspensions of active particles. For example, it
would be interesting to use this approach to distinguish
between forces present in systems of healthy or patholog-
ical living cells (similarly to [96]), which may ultimately
lead to a diagnostic tool. ActiveNet could also be ap-
plied to passive systems. In particular, since ActiveNet
uses particles’ dynamics and not structural information,
it could be especially useful when a system of passive
colloids is out-of-equilibrium (due to a particular initial
condition or to external driving). On the theoretical side,
we are working on training a new version of ActiveNet
to account for many-body interactions. For this purpose,
one might consider including a new function in the GNN.
Moreover, a symbolic regression will help understanding
the analytic expression for the inter-particle interactions
[97, 98]. Additionally, we plan to test if the training of
these GNNs can be improved using a dynamical change of
its loss function landscape [99], considering a cutoff (Γ(t̃))
that changes during training. In cases where the dynam-
ics of the system changes during the observation time, it
will be interesting to understand how the architecture of
ActiveNet affects the capability of forgetting or transfer-
ring previous knowledge to new conditions [100, 101].

To conclude, our work opens up new avenues for un-
derstanding systems of active particles. Our approach
leads to a ready-to-use tool for experimentalists to learn
the forces present in their systems [102]. The extracted
forces will shine a light on the physics underlying ex-
perimental systems, which in turn could lead to novel
numerical and analytical models, undoubtedly leading to
new predictions in the field of active matter.
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Appendix A: Experimental details

We used silica particles with a diameter of 4.28 µm
to create Janus particles. We first deposited them onto
cleaned glass slides with a resulting area fraction of 0.1
and we left the solvent to evaporate. They were then
coated with 50 nm of titanium by vapour deposition, then
coated with 15 nm of silica. These particles were then re-
moved by gentle sonication into a NaCl 0.1 mmol dm−3

solution. The sample cell was built with an upper elec-
trode: we used 15-30 Ω cm−1 ITO cover slips from Di-
amond Coatings Ltd coated in 25 nm silica by vapour
deposition. We used a 80 nm gold electrode with 5 nm of
chromium and 25 nm of silica for the substract in contact
with particles. Specac Omni Cell spacers from Merck of
a width of 60 µm were used with Norland optical UV glue
to separate the electrodes. This left a gap of 110(10) µm
between the electrodes. An alternating square potential
at 8 kHz and varying amplitude was passed through a
signal generator creating a field perpendicular to the ob-
servation plane. A sketch of the experimental set-up is
shown in figure 1. Recordings were made with a 4.2MPix
XIMEA camera at a constant framerate (< 10.3fps) in a

reflection microscopy setup. To this end, a BS013 50:50
beam splitter from Thorlabs was used with an Olympus
UPLXAPO 20X oil immersion Objective. Particles were
detected with a custom algorithm and tracked with soft-
ware by J. C. Crocker [104].

Electro-phoretic Janus particles have tunable be-
haviours. Nishiguchi et al. [95] showed that the direction
and speed of the particles could be changed by increas-
ing the frequency of the ac electric field. Zhang et al.
and Yan et al. also demonstrated that the electrostatic
interactions between the induced charges in the particles
change and invert through a similar change in electric
field frequency [5, 6]. In our work, we selected the elec-
tric field and particle properties such that we avoided
the regime where forces between the metal and dielectric
cap were attractive, aiming for purely repulsive forces
through which we could form MIPS. The typical conduc-
tivity of ions in solution, given that they interact with
a solvent and other ions, is typically lower than that of
electrons in the metallic cap. Because of this, the ve-
locities of our particles are quenched when the frequency
of our electric field enters the region of 1M Hertz and
a visible reduction occurs in the kHz range. We there-
fore hypothesize that the screening effects of the ions and
double layers, which are induced by the induced polar-
ization of the particle, are more isotropic than if the ions
could move in sync with the AC field.

Appendix B: Numerical simulations details

We simulated a two-dimensional suspension of active
particles undergoing either Brownian or underdamped
Langevin dynamics. The numerical simulations of the
active Brownian particles consist of N = 2 500 circular
particles with diameter σ in a two-dimensional box of size
L×L (with periodic boundary conditions). The value of
L has been set to obtain the desired total number density
ρ = N

L ∈ {0.1, 0.6}. As in ref. [105], we use the total den-
sity of the system instead of the packing fraction, since a
particle’s diameter (necessary for computing the packing
fraction) might not be uniquely defined due to particles
activities (and cannot be estimated via the Barker and
Henderson’s approach [106]). To simulate active Brow-
nian particles, we perform Brownian dynamics simula-
tions, with an in house modified version of the LAMMPS
[107] open-source package, for Tsim = 107 timesteps with
dt = 10−5 (reduced units) following ref. [108]. We simu-
late an overdamped system through equations of motion
for the position r⃗i and orientation θi of the i-th active
particle, which can be written as:

˙⃗ri =
Dt

kBT

−
∑
j ̸=i

∇V (rij) + Fp n⃗i

 +
√

2Dt ξ⃗i, (B1)

θ̇i =
√

2Dr ξi,θ, (B2)

where V (rij) is the inter-particle pair potential, kB the
Boltzmann constant, T the absolute temperature, Fp a
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constant self-propulsion force acting along the orienta-
tion vector n⃗i, which forms an angle θi with the positive
x-axis, Dt andDr are the translational and rotational dif-
fusion coefficients. Furthermore, the components of the

thermal forces ξ⃗i and ξi,θ are white noise with zero mean

and correlations ⟨ξαi (t)ξβj (t′)⟩ = δijδαβδ(t−t′), where α, β

are the x, y components, and ⟨ξi,θ(t)ξj,θ(t′)⟩ = δijδ(t−t′).
Dt = kBT/γ = 0.01, with γ = 1, Dr ∈ {0.25, 1.0} and
Fp ∈ {3, 15, 30, 60, 120} in order to achieve a wide range
of phases, although we only included three cases in the
main text.

Next, we simulate active particles undergoing under-
damped Langevin dynamics with the LAMMPS [107]
open source package, for Tsim = 107 timesteps with
dt = 10−3 (reduced units). The equations of motion
for the position r⃗i and orientation θi of the i-th active
particle can be written as:

m ˙⃗vi = −
∑
j ̸=i

∇V (rij) + Fp n⃗i − γtv⃗i +
√

2γtkBT ξ⃗i,

(B3)

θ̇i =
√

2Dr ξi,θ, (B4)

where V (rij) is the inter-particle pair potential, Fp a
constant self-propulsion force acting along the orienta-
tion vector n⃗i which forms an angle θi with the posi-
tive x-axis, γt the translational friction coefficient, and
Dr = kBT/γr the rotational diffusion coefficient. Fur-

thermore, the components of the thermal forces ξ⃗i and
ξi,θ are white noise with zero mean and correlations

⟨ξαi (t)ξβj (t′)⟩ = δijδαβδ(t − t′), where α, β are the x, y

components, and ⟨ξi,θ(t)ξj,θ(t′)⟩ = δijδ(t− t′). We sim-
ulated this underdamped system with N = 3600 active
particles with Fp = 5 in a rectangular box of side L = 600
corresponding to a density of ρ = 0.01. The temperature
was fixed to kBT = 1 with a traslational and rotational
friction coefficients of γt = 1 and γr = 10/3 respectively,
consistent with the rotational diffusivity of spherical par-
ticles [79].

Throughout our study, we considered three interaction
potentials between particles (V (rij), see figure 5): the
truncated and shifted Lennard-Jones potential (LJ) and
two repulsive potentials, WCA [83] and a shoulder po-
tential [109]. The short-range attractive Lennard-Jones
potential obeys the following equation

VLJ(r) = 4ϵ

[(σ
r

)12

−
(σ
r

)6
]

(B5)

where r is the center-to-center distance, σ is the particle
diameter and ϵ is the depth of the minimum, that quan-
tifies the attraction strength. The truncated and shifted
LJ potential is accomplished by truncating VLJ to zero
after a given cutoff (rcut = 2.5σ), and shifting it up to
recover continuity at r = rcut.

VTSLJ(r) =

{
VLJ(r) − VLJ(2.5σ) , r < 2.5σ
0 , r ≥ 2.5σ

(B6)

The repulsive WCA potential can be written as a trun-
cated LJ potential setting rcut = rmin = 21/6σ (the dis-
tance to the potential minimum), and shifting it up to
recover continuity at r = rcut

VWCA(r) =

{
VLJ(r) + ϵ , r < 21/6σ
0 , r ≥ 21/6σ

(B7)

where VLJ(rmin) = −ϵ. Finally, the repulsive shoulder
potential is characterized by two different length scales:
a repulsive hard core and a soft repulsive shell around
each particle (see figure 5) According to [109]

V (r) = ϵ
(σ
r

)n

+
1

2
εs {1 − tanh [k0 (r − σs)]} (B8)

where σ is the hard core diameter, ϵs and σs are the
height and width of the repulsive shoulder, respectively, n
affects the stiffness of the repulsive core and k0 describes
the steepness of the shoulder decay (figure 5). Following
ref. [109], we use the following parameters: n = 14 and
k0 = 10/σ and σs = 2.5.

FIG. 5. Two-body potentials used in the numerical
simulations. The Lennard-Jones potential describes short-
range attraction between particles. WCA and shoulder po-
tentials lead to purely repulsive forces between particles. Ac-
tiveNet can learn the inter-particle passive force derived from
all three potentials.

In our simulations we set ϵ = σ = m = 1. All
quantities are expressed in reduced LJ units, r∗ = r/σ,

τ∗ = τ
√
ϵ/mσ2, F ∗ = σF/ϵ and U∗ = U/ϵ and kB = 1.

Throughout the manuscript we drop the asterisks to
avoid cluttering all equations.

In the case of Brownian dynamics, to train our neu-
ral network, we use the position and orientation of all
particles at different times as input data and the veloc-
ities as the variables that the GNN should reproduce at
its output. At a time t we calculate the velocities as
(x⃗(t+ ∆t) − x⃗(t))/∆t, setting ∆t = 10 simulation steps.
We have checked that the GNN obtains equivalent results
choosing ∆t = 10, 50, 100. In general, using a smaller
∆t will lead to a better correlation to the instantaneous
forces present at t but noiser data (more data may be
necessary). On the other hand, a larger ∆t will lead to a
larger signal-to-noise ratio (less amount of data may be
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necessary) but a degraded correlation with the force we
want to learn. In the case of underdamped Langevin dy-
namics, to train our neural network, we use the position,
velocity and orientation of all particles at different times
as input data and the accelerations as the variables that
the GNN should reproduce at its output. At a time t
we calculate the accelerations as (v⃗(t + ∆t) − v⃗(t))/∆t,
setting ∆t = 10 simulation steps.

Appendix C: ActiveNet

1. Inductive biases for the edge and node functions

The main assumption when we use ActiveNet is that
all the particles follow the same local rules (the edge and
node functions) and that we neglect many-body inter-
actions. In this work the edge and node functions are
two fully connected deep neural networks with two hid-
den layers of 300 units (as shown in the bottom pan-
els of figure 2). In addition to this, we add some extra
inductive biases. In the case of experiments, we know
there are imperfections in the substrate where few parti-
cles might get stuck. Thus, directly providing particles’
positions (xi, yi) to the edge and node functions would
lead ActiveNet to learn this spurious (although real) in-
formation. When dealing with the edge function, we di-
rectly provide the distance between two particles, instead
of feeding ActiveNet with the coordinates and letting it
learn d =

√
(x1 − x2)2 + (y1 − y2)2. Next, we multiply

by the unitary vector pointing in the direction connecting
the two particles. We also tried providing the distance
and the unitary vector as input so that ActiveNet would
learn the correct direction of the force: this led to equiv-
alent results.

For the same reason we do not give the position of the
particles to the node function, considering as the only
input the particle’s orientation (cos θ, sin θ) and the ag-
gregated output of the edge function applied to the pairs
ij. In the of underdamped dynamics we also input the
velocity (v⃗i) to the node function. Note that we could
have given also the orientation of the particles or the ve-
locities to the edge function—which learns the two-body
interaction—, this could have led to learning an inter-
action depending on alignment or velocities. However,
we preferred to consider at this time only the distance
between the two particles to prioritize the simplest inter-
pretation of the forces learned by ActiveNet.

2. Extracting the active and two-body forces

Probably, the most important feature of ActiveNet is
that it allows to learn the forces governing the dynamics
of a system of particles, together with a clear physical
interpretation of the results. After training, ActiveNet
is able to predict the deterministic dynamics, extracting

inter-particle and active forces directly from ξ⃗ and ψ⃗.

As explained in the main text, ActiveNet disentangles
the components of the velocities that can be explained

through ξ⃗ and ψ⃗: to obtain the forces we then use Stokes’
law.

For the simulations of Brownian particles the expres-
sions are dimensionless and forces and velocities take the
same values. We extract the learned active force from
ActiveNet as:

F⃗ p
active(c⃗) = ψ⃗

(
c⃗, 0⃗

)
. (C1)

On the other hand, ξ⃗ learns the two-body interaction be-

tween particles. A key point here is that ψ⃗ takes as input

the sum of several outputs of ξ⃗. Therefore, if the training

is successful and ActiveNet learns the dynamics, ψ⃗ should

only perform a linear transformation on
∑

|dij<Γ|
ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j):

in other words, ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j) learns the force between any two
particles, up to a linear transformation. In particular,

|ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j)| will be the modulus of the inter-particle force
multiplied by an arbitrary constant. The fact that the
node function cannot make a nonlinear transformation on
the edge function, is the theoretical reason that allows us
to disentangle both contributions.

To recover the inter-particle force learned by ActiveNet
(plotted in Figs. 3 and 4) we compute the following

ψ⃗
(
c⃗i, ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j)

)
− F⃗ p

active(c⃗i), (C2)

In principle, this quantity could depend on the orienta-
tion of particle i, or on the angle that particles i and j
form with the horizontal (αij). To extract only the de-
pendence on the distance between the two particles we
integrate out both degrees of freedom,

G⃗p
ij = (C3)

=

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

[
ψ⃗
(
c⃗i, ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j)

)
− F⃗ p

active(c⃗i)
]

dθdαij

2π2
,

In the case of experiments, assuming Brownian dynam-
ics, we obtain forces using Stokes’ law. We multiply the
learned velocities (which are of the order of 1 particle’s
diameter s−1) by 6πηr ∼ 1.7 10−12 N, considering the
water viscosity η ∼ 10−3 Pa s and the particle radius
r ∼ 4.3µm.

In the case of particles undergoing Langevin dynamics
(the underdamped case), we study the trajectories gen-
erated by the dimensionless equations described in Sec.
B. We consider an edge function analogous to the over-
damped case. However, the node function takes now also
the velocity of the particle as another input and we train
ActiveNet to predict the acceleration of particle i:

a⃗pi ≡ ψ⃗

θi, v⃗i, ∑
dij<Γ

ξ⃗(c⃗i, c⃗j)

 , (C4)
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where θi and v⃗i are the orientation and velocity of particle
i. Once ActiveNet has been trained, and it can correctly
predict particles’ accelerations, we take advantage of the
isotropicity of the system to compute the active, drag
and two-body forces. We integrate out the velocity of
the particle to get the active force:

F⃗ p
active(θ) =

∫ vmax

vmin

∫ 2π

0
ψ⃗
(
θ, v, ωv, 0⃗

)
vdvdωv

π(vmax − vmin)2
, (C5)

where v and ωv represent the modulus and orientation of
particle i’s velocity. Similarly, we compute the drag force
integrating out the internal orientation of the particle:

F⃗ p
drag(v⃗) =

∫ 2π

0
ψ⃗
(
θ, v, ωv, 0⃗

)
dθ

2π
. (C6)

Finally, since we are only interested on the dependence
of the two-body force on the distance between particles
i and j, we integrate out the internal orientation and
velocity of particle i, and also average over the angle
between both particles:

F⃗ p
2-body(d) = (C7)

=

∫∫∫ 2π

0

∫ vmax

vmin
ψ⃗
(
θ, v, ωv, ξ⃗(d, αij)

)
vdvdωvdαijdθ

4π3(vmax − vmin)2
,

where θ, v and ωv, represent the internal orientation,
speed and orientation of the velocity of particle i, whereas
d and αij represent the distance and angle determined by
the vector that goes from particle i to j.

3. Estimating the Mean Absolute Error (MAE)

To estimate the validity range of ActiveNet, we com-
pute the Mean Absolute Error for the predicted active
and 2-body forces (eqs. C9 and C8 ) of particles in a
two-dimensional dilute suspension of 2 500 active repul-
sive (WCA) Brownian particles characterised by an ac-
tive force of 30 (reduced LJ units).

MAE(G⃗p
ij) =

1

N

∑
d

|G⃗p
ij(d) − F⃗ theo

WCA(d)| (C8)

MAE(F p
x ) =

1

N

∑
θ

|F p
x (θ) − |Fp| cos θ|

MAE(F p
y ) =

1

N

∑
θ

|F p
y (θ) − |Fp| sin θ|

MAE(F⃗ p) =

√
MAE2(F p

x ) + MAE2(F p
y ) (C9)

As shown in the main text, panels (f) and (g) of figure 3
display the Mean Absolute Error for the predicted active
and 2-body forces as a function of the temperature and
the amount of data used for training the network (mea-
sured as the number of frames). The red dot in these
panels shows the value of these parameters used for pan-
els (a-e) of the same figure. We now show the evaluation
of errors for the two-body force and the active force (fig-
ure 6). The solid black curves are the forces learnt by
ActiveNet, the dashed curves are the input forces in the
simulation: a WCA potential for the pairwise interac-
tions and an isotropic active force with a modulus of 30
in reduced LJ units.

FIG. 6. Visual representation of the evaluation of the er-
rors. The solid black curves are forces learnt by ActiveNet,
the dashed curves are the ground-truth forces programmed
into the simulation. The shaded region in between them is a
measure of ActiveNet’s prediction error. The top four pan-
els correspond to the four limit cases for the two-body force:
(a) low data – high temperature, (b) high data – high tem-
perature, (c) low data – low temperature and (d) low data
– low temperature. The dotted vertical lines show the range
in which the error was computed. The bottom four panels
(e,f,g,h) correspond to the same cases for the active force.
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