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We propose a simulation method for Brownian dynamics of hard rods in one dimension for arbi-
trary continuous external force fields. It is an event-driven procedure based on the fragmentation
and mergers of clusters formed by particles in contact. It allows one to treat particle interactions in
addition to the hard-sphere exclusion as long as the corresponding interaction forces are continuous
functions of the particle coordinates. We furthermore develop a treatment of sticky hard spheres as
described by Baxter’s contact interaction potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

Motion of micron-sized particles in soft matter and bi-
ological systems can in general be well described by an
overdamped Brownian motion. In these dynamics, the
excluded volume part of the particle-particle interactions
is often taken into account by considering the particles as
hard spheres. The hard-sphere interaction represents a
core part of any interaction if particles cannot penetrate
each other and has a decisive impact on collective phe-
nomena. Even if a softcore potential is more accurately
accounting for the repulsive interactions when particles
approach each other, the hard-sphere model is often used
as an effective description. However, in Brownian dy-
namics simulations the hard-sphere interaction requires
special care due to its singular nature.

The problem of simulating hard spheres has been
around as long as modern computational physics [1, 2].
In these early studies, equilibrium properties were simu-
lated based on Monte Carlo methods. The first dynamic
algorithm was similar to standard Monte Carlo simula-
tions and based on rejecting movements when particle
positions violate the hardcore constraint [3]. A modifi-
cation to this approach was made by placing particles
in contact instead of rejecting the movements [4]. How-
ever, these first proposed methods are not suitable for
high particle densities. Recent developments have shown
that Monte-Carlo schemes can give quantitative agree-
ment with Brownian dynamics simulations even at high
densities [5–7].

An alternative means of simulating hardcore particle
interaction are event-driven algorithms, where particle
overlappings are avoided, similarly as it is often done in
molecular dynamics simulations [8]. Most of these ap-
proaches are based on the idea that when an attempted
displacement of the particles in the numerical procedure
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leads to an overlap of two particles, the corresponding
encounter of the two particles is treated like a binary
elastic collision. For treating a case where more than
two particles overlap, a sequence of binary collision can
be carried out. For zero external forces, a corresponding
procedure was developed in Refs. [9, 10], and for non-
zero external forces a refined method was proposed in
Ref. [11]. One may also consider binary collisions which
are not perfectly elastic [12–14].

In real systems, it is often found that more than two
particles come into contact [15–17]. Then, particles can
be grouped into clusters. The presence of clusters can be
justified by kinetic theory, thereby establishing the limits
of applicability of the binary collision theory (inelastic or
elastic) [18]. Aggregation of such clusters in Brownian
dynamics simulation was described in [19].

Here we present a method for simulating overdamped
Brownian dynamics of hard rods in one dimension based
on particle clusters. It relies on an exact method to solve
the Langevin equation for this many-body system in ar-
bitrary continuous external force fields. Particle configu-
rations are evolved such that particle clusters are moved
coherently. The clusters are formed by particles that are
in contact. They can fragment into smaller or merge into
larger clusters, and the fragmentation and merging pro-
cesses are determined by conditions on the mean external
forces acting on the clusters.

In several applications, in addition to excluded vol-
ume interactions, attractive interaction forces need to be
taken into account. To this end, a simple generalization
of the hard-sphere model was introduced by Baxter [20].
In this model of sticky hard spheres, adhesive interac-
tions are present when particles are in contact. Equilib-
rium properties of this model can be studied analytically
in one dimension [21]. Beyond one dimension, structural
properties were studied extensively by Monte Carlo sim-
ulations in the past [22–31]. Approaches based on rates
for contact breaking and formation between spheres were
developed to describe nonequilibrium kinetics of such sys-
tems [32].

For including the contact interaction into Brownian
dynamics simulations, we present a way of representing
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the δ-singularity in the sticky hard-sphere interaction po-
tential. This allows one to tackle the contact interaction
in our cluster-based algorithm. One can use this method
also in other simulation procedures for the Brownian dy-
namics of hard spheres.

II. LANGEVIN EQUATIONS FOR BROWNIAN
MOTION OF HARD RODS

The one-dimensional overdamped Brownian motion of
N hard rods of length σ with center positions at xi, i =
1, . . . , N , in an external force field f(x) is described by
the Langevin equations

dxi
dt

= µf(xi) +
√

2D ξi(t), (1)

where µ is the particle mobility, D is the diffusion co-
efficient, and ξi(t) are Gaussian white noise processes
with zero mean and correlation functions 〈ξi(t)ξj(t′)〉 =
δijδ(t− t′).

If the particles would exert continuously varying inter-
actions forces on each other, one could add these forces
to the right hand side of Eqs. (1) and simulate the par-
ticles’ motion by standard methods [33, 34], e.g. by the
Euler algorithm in the simplest approach. For hard rods,
however, the interaction cannot be described by a contin-
uously varying force. It enters the dynamics as a condi-
tion imposed on probability currents in the many-particle
Fokker-Planck equation (see supplementary material of
Ref. 35). The accurate and efficient treatment of this
interaction in the Langevin equations (1) needs special
care.

In the following we present a method to solve Eqs. (1),
which we refer to as Brownian cluster dynamics (BCD)
simulations. We will also consider Baxter’s sticky hard-
sphere interaction [20], which corresponds to an addi-
tional attraction between two hard rods when they get
in contact.

III. BCD SIMULATIONS FOR HARD RODS IN
EXTERNAL FORCE FIELD

Our new algorithm gives an approximate solution of
the Langevin equations (1) by evolving the system in
fixed time steps ∆t. It is based on conditions for clus-
ter movements. Such movements are highly relevant, for
example, to understand unexpected particle currents in
driven Brownian motion through highly populated peri-
odic potentials [36]. A cluster of size n is a local arrange-
ment of n rods that are mutually in contact, but not in
contact with other rods. We call such an arrangement an
n-cluster. Single rods in this description are 1-clusters.

In dense systems, there will be clusters of all sizes that
can fragment into smaller ones and/or collide with neigh-
boring clusters during their motion. The challenge is to

identify these fragmentation and collision events accu-
rately.

We do this by first identifying at a starting time t how
the clusters move. This “cluster analysis” takes into ac-
count the fragmentation events. It amounts to assign-
ing a velocity to each particle at time t, where particles
moving together as a cluster have the same velocity. An
attempt is then made to propagate the particle positions
with these velocities in a small time step ∆t. If there
is no collision of clusters in the interval [t, t + ∆t[, the
particles are displaced correspondingly, and the cluster
analysis is carried out for the new particle configuration
at time t+ ∆t.

In the case when there is a collision of clusters during
the interval [t, t+ ∆t[, the first collision event at time tc
is determined. For the clusters involved in that collision,
the cluster analysis is carried out, yielding updated veloc-
ities for the particles being part of the colliding clusters.
Then again it is attempted to propagate the particle po-
sitions with the fixed velocities for all particles until time
t + ∆t. If there is a further collision, this is taken into
account in the same manner as the first collision.

The process is repeated until the time t+∆t is reached.
Then all particle velocities are updated by a cluster anal-
ysis.

A. Cluster analysis

We consider n hard rods of length σ forming an n-
cluster at time t. The particle positions in the n-cluster
are ordered from left to right,

x2 = x1 + σ, . . . , xn = x1 + (n− 1)σ , (2)

where x1 is the position of the leftmost particle. In the
cluster, the particles can exert forces on each other that
must obey the following conditions:

– The interaction force F int
i,i+1 of particle i on particle

(i+1) must be non-negative, F int
i,i+1 ≥ 0.

– The force F int
i+1,i exerted by particle (i+1) on particle

i is F int
i+1,i = −F int

i,i+1.

We furthermore define by

F ext
i = f(xi) +

√
2D

µ
ξi (3)

the total external force, including the stochastic force
mediated by the surrounding fluid.

The particles in the n-cluster can move in different
ways. For example, in case of a 3-cluster, all particles
can move as single particles (1-clusters). Or only the left
particle moves as a single particle (1-cluster), while the
middle and right particle move together as a 2-cluster.
Or the left and middle particle move as a 2-cluster, and
the right one as a 1-cluster. Or all 3 particle keep in touch
and the 3-cluster moves as a whole. We can distinguish
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FIG. 1. Illustration of a possible fragmentation of a 10-cluster
into a 2-, 5-, 1-, and 2-cluster. The conditions for the external
forces giving rise to such fragmentation are given in Eqs. (5)
and (6).

between these possibilities by considering the 4 composi-
tions {1, 1, 1}, {1, 2}, {2, 1}, and {3} of the 3-cluster into
the respective subclusters.

For an n-cluster, there exist 2n−1 possible composi-
tions (fragmentations) {m1, . . . ,ms} into subclusters of
sizes m1, . . . ,ms, with 1 ≤ mj ≤ n,

∑s
j=1mj = n. A

possible fragmentation of a 10-cluster into 4 subclusters
is illustrated in Fig. 1 together with the conditions for
this fragmentation to occur. The conditions for a gen-
eral composition (fragmentation) {m1, . . . ,ms} to occur,
are explained next.

Let us first consider the condition for the jth subclus-
ter of size mj to become separated from the (j+ 1)th
subcluster of size mj+1. All particles in a moving sub-
cluster must have the same velocity, and this velocity
must be the same as that of the center (of mass) of the
subcluster. The velocity of the jth subcluster is equal to
µF̄ ext

j , where

F̄ ext
j =

1

mj

mj∑
k=1

F ext
j,k (4)

is the mean external force exerted on the particles in this
subcluster. Here, F ext

j,k is the external force on particle k

in the subcluster j, i.e. it is equal to the force F ext
l on

particle l in the n-cluster, where l = k +
∑j−1
i=1 mi.

For the jth and (j+1)th subclusters to separate, the ve-
locity of the (j+1)th subcluster must be larger than that
of the jth subcluster, i.e. the condition F̄ ext

j < F̄ ext
j+1 must

be fulfilled. The same holds true for the other subcluster
separations, i.e. we obtain

F̄ ext
j < F̄ ext

j+1 , j = 1, . . . , s− 1 . (5)

as a first set of conditions for the composition
{m1, . . . ,ms} to occur.

In addition, the particles in the jth subclusters need
to keep in contact. This means that the condition (5) for
subcluster separation must be violated for all possible
fragmentations of this subcluster. We thus obtain

1

i

i∑
k=1

F ext
j,k ≥

1

mj − i

mj∑
k=i+1

F ext
j,k , i = 1, . . . ,mj − 1 .

(6)

The same holds true for all other subclusters, i.e. in-
equalities (6) must be obeyed for all j = 1, . . . , s. This
gives the second set of conditions for the composition
{m1, . . . ,ms} to occur.

For completeness, let us derive these conditions on the
forces in a more formal manner by considering the equa-
tions of motions of particles in a subcluster of size m.
For simplicity, we here label the particle coordinates in
the subcluster as x1 . . . , xm. The equations are:

ẋ1 = µ(F ext
1 − F int

1,2) , (7a)

ẋi = µ(F ext
i + F int

i−1,i − F int
i,i+1) , i = 2, . . . ,m−1 ,

(7b)

ẋm = µ(F ext
m + F int

m−1,m) . (7c)

All particles in the subcluster have the same velocity,

ẋ1 = . . . = ẋm = µF̄ ext , (8)

where F̄ ext =
∑m
i=1 F

ext
i /m is the mean external force.

Unless the external forces F ext
i acting on the particles in

the subcluster are all equal, the interaction forces F int
i−1,i

between the particles must enforce these conditions.
In fact, Eqs. (8) constitute m linear equa-

tions for determining the (m − 1) interaction forces
F int
1,2 , F

int
2,3 , . . . , F

int
m−1,m. Only (m−1) of these equations

are independent, since
∑m
i=1 ẋi does not depend on the

interaction forces. The solution of the system of linear
equations gives

F int
i,i+1 =

m−i
m

i∑
j=1

F ext
j − i

m

m∑
j=i+1

F ext
j . (9)

for i = 1, . . . ,m− 1. These interaction forces have to be
non-negative, yielding the (m−1) conditions in Eq. (6)
for the subcluster to move as a whole (with mj = m).

Moreover, each subcluster must become separated
from its neighboring subclusters. This gives the set of
conditions (5).

B. Algorithm

We consider the positions xi of the N rods to be or-
dered as

x1 < x2 < . . . < xN , (10)

where (xi+1 − xi) ≥ σ. In the absence of the hardcore
interaction, the particle positions could be propagated as

xi(t+ ∆t) = xi(t) + µf(xi)∆t+
√

2D∆tNi , (11)

when applying the Euler scheme with time step ∆t for
solving Eqs. (1). Here Ni are independent random num-
bers drawn from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean
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and unit variance (standard normal distribution). Ac-
cordingly, the total external forces (3) at time t are ap-
proximated by

F ext
i (t) =

xi(t+ ∆t)− xi(t)
µ∆t

= f(xi(t)) +
1

µ

√
2D

∆t
Ni .
(12)

Knowing these forces, the cluster analysis is carried
out. For each cluster of touching particles, we iden-
tify the decomposition into subclusters according to the
condition (5). Specifically, for a k-cluster with k > 1,
we consider the fragmentation into each possible pair of
subclusters (j, k − j), j = 1, . . . , k − 1. For these sub-
clusters, we calculate the respective mean external forces
F̄ ext
j and F̄ ext

k−j , using Eq. (12) for the force exerted on
each individual particle of the subcluster. We split the
k-cluster into that pair of subclusters, for which the dif-
ference (F̄ ext

k−j − F̄ ext
j ) > 0 is the largest. Then we repeat

this procedure for the two subclusters, and again for the
pair of subclusters resulting from the two subclusters and
so on. The procedure stops, if no further splitting into
subclusters occurs.

After this step, it is known which particles form clus-
ters that will move with the same velocity at the be-
ginning of the time interval [t, t + ∆t[. For particles
i = j, . . . , j + n forming such cluster with n particles,
the velocities according to Eq. (8) are

vi(t) =
µ

n

j+n∑
k=j

F ext
k (t) , (13)

with the F ext
k (t) from Eq. (12).

Knowing the velocities, all particle positions are propa-
gated within the time interval [t, t+∆t[ in an event-driven
procedure from a collision at time tc to a next collision
at time t′c.

Initially we set tc = t. A possible collision can occur
between neighboring rods, if their velocities satisfy

vi(tc) > vi+1(tc) . (14)

The time of this possible collision is

ti,i+1 = tc +
xi+1(tc)− xi(tc)− σ
vi(tc)− vi+1(tc)

. (15)

The next collision realized is the one occuring at the
smallest time in the set {ti,i+1}, i.e.

t′c = min
i
{ti,i+1} . (16)

If t′c < (t + ∆t), we determine the particle ic taking
part in this collision:

ic = argmin
i
{ti,i+1} . (17)

This collision leads to the merging of two clusters, where
in the first cluster the rod ic is the rightmost one and in

the second cluster the rod (ic +1) is the leftmost one. As
a consequence, after time t′c the particles in the merged
cluster move together and must have the same velocity,
which is determined by the average external force, see
Eq. (8). This implies that the velocities of the particles
in the merging clusters become equal and are given by the
weighted average of the velocities vic(tc) and vic+1(tc). If
the first and second cluster contain m rods and n rods,
respectively (merger of an m- with an n-cluster), the ve-
locities vj of the rods j = ic−m+1, ic−m+2, . . . , ic +n
at time t′c become

vj(t
′
c) =

mvic(tc) + n vic+1(tc)

m+ n
. (18)

This change of velocities means that the two clusters un-
dergo a perfectly inelastic collision. The velocities of all
other rods are kept, i.e. vi(t

′
c) = vi(tc) (no updating).

To keep the implementation simple, the positions xi of
all rods are updated at time t′c,

xi(t
′
c) = xi(tc) + vi(tc)(t

′
c − tc) , i = 1, . . . , N . (19)

This event-driven procedure given by Eqs. (14)-(19) is
repeated until t′c ≥ t+ ∆t. Then the positions of all rods
i = 1, . . . , N at time t+ ∆t are calculated using

xi(t+ ∆t) = xi(tc) + vi(tc)(t+ ∆t− tc) . (20)

Thereafter, updated external forces F ext
i (t + ∆t) at

time t + ∆t are calculated, the cluster analysis is per-

Algorithms & Flow chart

I. FRAGMENTATION

1. For a cluster that consists of k > 1 particles, we consider
the velocities of each possible pair of subclusters ( j, k−
j) [ j = 1, . . . ,k−1] with respect to Eq. (12).

2. We split the cluster into subclusters, where the differ-
ence vk− j− v j > 0 is the biggest

3. Repeat 2 for all new subclusters

Motivation: I do not think it could be that some clusters
were unnecessary split (but it was checked only in some par-
ticular cases - I do not have elegant proof). However, even if
this is the case, these subclusters would be immediately joined
- by the algorithm in the next section.

II. COLLISIONS (NOT FOR THE CURRENT PAPER)

1. We have cluster identification {m1,m2, . . . ,mk}.

2. We calculate the collision time between 2 clusters. If it
is smaller than ∆t, the two clusters are unified into one
new cluster, while keeping the center of mass. The ve-
locity is recalculated via Eq.(17) of the main text. The
same procedure is applied to the newly formed cluster
and its left and right neighbors and so forth. Note: For
each collision we only change the positions & velocities
of collided clusters.

3. If the currently considered cluster does not collide with
any other clusters, the following clusters are check in
the same manner (Step 2).

Motivation of the algo: For each of the collisions, step 2
changes the prehistory, but does not affect the configuration
at the moment of the collision. By going through the colli-
sions sequentially, we rewrite the whole history, leaving only
the configuration after the last collision, which is what we are
interested in.

III. FLOW CHART FOR FRAGMENTATION

A. Proof

1. Base case: cluster size m = 2: statement is obviously
true

2. Induction step: the introduced procedure works for
cluster size n.

Now we consider the n+1-cluster

jc = argmax
1≤ j≤n

{vn+1− j− v j} (1)

Calculation of external forces [Eq. (11)]; tc ← t

Cluster analysis [Eqs. (4), (5)] based on known
cluster identification in previous time step

Calculation of velocities [Eq. (12)]

Calculation of set of times of possible collisions
[Eqs. (13), (14)]

Determination of next collision time t ′c and
clusters taking part in collision [Eqs. (15), (16)]

t ′c ≥ t +∆t?

Update of velocities of merging clusters [Eq. (17)]

Update of rod positions [Eq. (18)]

tc ← t ′c

Update of rod positions [Eq. (19)]

t ← t +∆t

yes

no

FIG. 1. Our proposed Aristotelian algorithm.

If vn+1− jc−v jc ≤ 0, then the procedure is obviously current.
Otherwise, we split the cluster into {n1,n2} if size jc and n+
1− jc, respectively. Both these clusters have size lower or
equal than n, so their further splitting is performed correctly.
All possible scenarios are presented in Fig. 3.

The question is: Was the first split correct?
Case (1): obviously true
Case (2):

FIG. 2. Flow diagram of the BCD simulation algorithm [37].
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formed again, and the event-driven procedure is carried
out for the next time step.

We note that one could also update the external forces
and perform the cluster analysis after each collision. This
would lead to an implementation of the BCD algorithm
with a variable time step. However, the use of a fixed
time step becomes more efficient in particular in dense
systems with high collision rate because the external
forces do not need to be updated during a time inter-
val ∆t.

A flow diagram illustrating the algorithm is given
in Fig. 2. A C++ code implementing this BCD algo-
rithm, which uses vector manipulation procedures from
Refs. [38, 39], is available on [37].

C. Validation: Comparison with exact
analytical results

For testing our algorithm, we compare simulation re-
sults for density profiles %(x) and two-particle densities
%2(x, x + σ) at contact with analytical results derived
from the exact density functional [40]

Ω[%(x)] (21a)

=

∫
dx %(x)

{
U(x)− µch − kBT

[
1− ln

(
%(x)

1− η(x)

)]}
of hard rods in equilibrium, where U(x) is an external
potential, µch is the chemical potential, and

η(x) =

x∫
x−σ

dy %(y). (21b)

We choose the periodic potential

U(x) =
U0

2
cos

(
2πx

λ

)
, (22)

for which the integration limit in Eq. (21a) can be taken
from zero to the wavelength λ.

The equilibrium density profiles follow by minimiza-
tion of the density functional Ω[%(x)]. Numerically, we
perform this minimization by evolving an initial profile
using the dynamical density functional theory (DDFT)
[41, 42] until the stationary equilibrium profile is ob-
tained. As initial profile, we used the Boltzmann one
%(x) ∝ exp[−U(x)/kBT ] of noninteracting particles with
a normalization

%̄ =
1

λ

∫ λ

0

dx%(x) =
N

L
, (23)

where the system length L is a multiple of λ. The cover-
age (“volume fraction”) is equal to %̄σ = Nσ/L.

The two-particle density at contact is [40, 43]:

%2(x, x+ σ) =
%(x)%(x+ σ)

1− η(x+ σ)
. (24)

To determine the density profile from our simula-
tions, we discretize our periodicity interval into Mbin bins
[xα, xα + ∆x[ with

xα = α∆x , ∆x = 1/Mbin . (25)

After each time step ∆t in the simulation, we increase a
counter pα by the number of particles in bin α. We thus
obtain

%(xα + ∆x/2) =
pα

Msmp∆x
+O(∆x,M

−1
smp) , (26)

where Msmp is the number of time intervals used in the
sampling. Equation (26) allows one to calculate the den-
sity at position x = xα + ∆x/2 with controlled accuracy.

For determining the two-particle density at contact,
we check after each time step whether one particle with
coordinate x falls into the bin α and another particle
coordinate falls into the interval ]x+σ, x+σ+∆′], where
∆′ � 1 is a small length. If this is the case, we increase
a counter qα for the bin α by one. We thus obtain

%2(xα + ∆x/2, xα + ∆x/2 + σ) = (27)
qα

Msmp∆x∆′
+O(∆x,∆

′,M−1smp)

for calculating the two-particle density at contact if the
left particle is at position x = xα + ∆x/2.

In the following we take λ as length unit, λ2/D as time
unit, and kBT as energy unit (λ = 1, D = 1, kBT = 1).
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FIG. 3. Equilibrium density profiles of hard rods in the co-
sine potential (22) obtained from BCD simulations (symbols)
and from calculations based on the exact density functional
[Eq. (21a)]. The panels show results for various filling factors
%̄ and rod lengths σ. The potential amplitude is U0 = 6 kBT .
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FIG. 4. Two-particle density at contact in equilibrium for
hard rods in the cosine potential (22) obtained from BCD
simulations (symbols) and from calculations based on the ex-
act density functional [Eq. (21a)]. The panels show results
for various filling factors %̄ and rod lengths σ. The potential
amplitude is U0 = 6 kBT .

Furthermore we must set D = kBTµ for simulating equi-
librium properties, i.e. µ = 1 in our units. We consider a
high amplitude U0 = 6 of the external potential. In the
simulations, we used the system length L = 100 with pe-
riodic boundary conditions, and chose ∆x = ∆′ = 10−3

for the discretization lengths. The time step is reduced
with increasing particle density %̄ to properly resolve col-
lisions between clusters. For the largest simulated %̄ = 0.8
here, we chose ∆t = 10−7.

In Figs. 3 and 4 we compare simulated equilibrium
density profiles %(x) with the theoretical profiles derived
from the Percus functional. These figures show an excel-
lent agreement between theory and simulation for various
representative values of rod lengths σ and mean particle
densities %̄.

IV. ADDITIONAL INTERACTIONS

If there are additional interaction forces between the
hard rods, it is straightforward to include them in the nu-
merical treatment as long as the interactions are contin-
uous functions of the particle coordinates. We focus here
on pair interactions and denote by f int(xi, xj) the force of
rod j exerted on rod i. Such interactions can include van
der Waals, electrostatic, magnetic, steric and/or deple-
tion forces [44]. The Langevin equations for overdamped

Brownian motion of the rods then are

dxi
dt

= µf(xi) + µ

N∑
j=1

f int(xi, xj) +
√

2D ξi(t) , (28)

where we set f int(xi, xi) = 0.
When applying the algorithm discussed in Sec. III B,

the only change is that the external forces in Eq. (12)
need to be replaced by

F ext
i (t) = f(xi(t)) +

N∑
j=1

f int(xi(t), xj(t)) +
1

µ

√
2D

∆t
Ni .

(29)
The prominent potential for sticky hard spheres con-

tains a δ-singularity and accordingly does not give a con-
tinuous interaction force between the rods. It therefore
requires a special treatment.

A. Treatment of Baxter’s sticky hard-sphere
potential

Baxter introduced his model of sticky hard spheres to
capture major characteristics of real interactions, which
exhibit a repulsive core and attractive part. If the at-
tractive part is a short-range surface adhesion between
particles, the pair interaction potential Vint(r) may be
modeled by including a δ-function in the corresponding
Boltzmann factor,

exp[−Vint(r)/kBT ] = Θ(r − σ) + γδ(r − σ) . (30)

Here, Θ(.) is the Heaviside step function, kBT is the ther-
mal energy, and r is the distance between particle posi-
tions. The parameter γ is a measure for the strength of
the adhesive interaction. This yields the potential [20, 21]

Vint(r) =

{ ∞, r < σ,

−kBT ln[1 + γδ(r − σ)], r ≥ σ . (31)

In the recent literature, particles with this type of inter-
action are often referred to as adhesive hard spheres.

Baxter’s model has been applied as an approxima-
tion to understand properties of Lennard-Jones fluids
[45, 46]. Interestingly, when increasing the exponents
in the Lennard-Jones potential, possible cluster forma-
tions approach the ones of Baxter’s model [47]. It was
considered also to uncover effects of adhesive interaction
on percolation behavior [22, 48–51]. Further applications
include analysis of colloid sedimentation on liquid-solid
[52] and fluid-fluid interfaces [53], different types of se-
quential adsorption [54], gelation [24, 26, 27, 55] and
gel elasticity [28], aggregation of biomolecules [56, 57],
crystallization of macromolecules [58], self-assembly of
inactive [59] and active [60, 61] particles, detachment
dynamics of colloidal spheres [62], viscosity of adhesive
hard sphere dispersions [63, 64], and charge regulation
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of colloids inside electrolyte solutions [65]. Another im-
portant application pertains to the analysis of scattering
experiments on colloids [66, 67] and nanoparticle mix-
tures [68–73]. The model has been used also to describe
dynamics in glassy states and liquid-glass phase transi-
tions [74–77]. The model has been extended to binary
mixtures of particles with different strength of Baxter’s
interactions [78, 79] and binary mixtures of different par-
ticles sizes [80]. Under certain conditions (size disparity
and high concentrations), such mixtures can undergo a
fluid-fluid phase separation [81]. Furthermore, models
based on Baxter’s model have been suggested for mix-
tures of colloids and telechelic polymers [82, 83] and for
protein-protein interactions between proteins of different
size [84].

In order to deal with the δ-singularity in Eq. (31), we
use a power-law representation δε(r) of the δ-function:

δε(r) =
p+ 1

εp+1
(ε− r)p[Θ(r)−Θ(r − ε)] , (32)

where p > 1. For p ≤ 1, the force would no longer be
continuous at r = σ + ε. The virtual interaction range
ε > 0 needs to be much smaller than the average distance
between neighboring particles. For ε→ 0, δε(r)→ δ(r).

In Baxter’s original work [20], the δ-singularity in
Eq. (31) was represented by a rectangular well, corre-
sponding to p = 0 in Eq. (32). This was particularly
suitable for the solution of the Percus-Yevick equations.
However, a rectangular potential well would yield δ-
singularities in the forces and is thus not a useful rep-
resentation for simulation of Brownian dynamics based
on Langevin equations.

By inserting this representation in Eq. (31), we obtain
the interaction force

f intp (r) =

 −kBT
γp(ε+ σ − r)p−1

εp+1

p+1 + γ(ε+ σ − r)p
, σ ≤ r < σ + ε ,

0, r ≥ σ + ε .
(33)

Because of the constant one introduced in the argument
of the logarithmic function in Eq. (31), this interaction
force is continuous at r = σ + ε.

While γ is a physical parameter characterizing the
strength of the adhesive interaction, p and ε are auxiliary
parameters defining the representation of the δ-function
in Eq. (31). What is a good choice of these auxiliary
parameters?

The parameter ε gives a virtual range of the attrac-
tive contact interaction and should be much smaller than
all relevant length scales in the system like the particle
size, mean distance between particles, and characteristic
lengths of the external force field, as, e.g., the wavelength
in a periodic field. At the same time, ε should not be
taken too small in order to resolve the virtual interaction
range, when particles come close to each other and are
driven by f intp towards each other. This can be accounted
for by imposing the condition

µmax
r
{
∣∣f intp (r)

∣∣}∆t� ε , (34)

0.19 0.20 0.21 0.22 0.23 0.24 0.25 0.26
r

−250

−200

−150

−100

−50

0

f
in

t
p

(r
)

h
a
rd

c
o
re

(a)

p = 2

p = 3

p = 4

p = 5

p = 6

p = 7

2 4 6 8 10
p

0

200

400

600

800

m
a
x

r
{∣ ∣ ∣
f

in
t

p
(r

)∣ ∣ ∣
} (b)

FIG. 5. (a) Interaction force f int
p (r) [Eq. (33)] exerted on a

particle at distance r by a particle at the origin for various
p, ε = 0.05, γ = 1, and σ = 0.2. The hardcore regime r ≤
σ is marked by the shaded area. The vertical dashed lines
indicates the end of the virtual interaction interval at σ+ ε =
0.25. The interaction forces are continuous at this point and
become zero for larger r, as indicated by the grey horizontal
line. (b) Maximum of

∣∣f int
p (r)

∣∣ as a function of the exponent
in the power-law representation δε(r) in Eq. (32) for the same
parameters as in (a).

which means that the maximum displacement caused by
the adhesive interaction in a time step ∆t is much smaller
than ε.

In Fig. 5(a), we plot f intp (r) for ε = 0.05 and various

p. For this ε, Fig. 5(b) shows that maxr{
∣∣f intp (r)

∣∣} is
smallest for p ∼= 2.95. As ε should be as small as possible
in Eq. (34), this value for p is preferable. For this rea-
soning, we used that maxr{

∣∣f intp (r)
∣∣} is a weakly varying

function of ε.

B. Validation: Comparison with exact
analytical results

Similarly as in Sec. III C, we test our treatment of Bax-
ter’s potential in connection with the algorithm described
in Sec. III B by comparison with exact analytical results
for equilibrium density profiles. These profiles are gen-
erated for the periodic potential in Eq. (22) by applying
the dynamic density functional theory, where now the
exact functional derivative of the density functional for
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hard rods with contact interaction [21] is used:

δΩ[%(x)]

δ%(x)
= ln

(
K(x+ σ)K̂(x− σ)

%(x)

)
+
U(x)− µch

kBT

+
1

2
ln (1− η(x)) (1− η(x+ σ))− σ

2γ
(35a)

+

x∫
x−σ

dy

2γ

√
1+2γ

%(y+σ)+%(y)

1− η(y+σ)
+ γ2

[
%(y+σ)− %(y)

1− η(y+σ)

]2

with

K̂(x) =
1

2γ

[
−
(

1− γ %(x+ σ)− %(x)

1− η(x+ σ)

)
(35b)

+

√(
1− γ %(x+ σ)− %(x)

1− η(x+ σ)

)2

+ 4γ
%(x+ σ)

1− η(x+ σ)


and

K(x) = K̂(x− σ)− %(x)− %(x− σ)

1− η(x)
. (35c)

The solution of the structure equation δΩ[%(x)]/δ%(x) =
0 gives the equilibrium density profile. As in the case
of hard rods without contact interaction, we generated
this equilibrium profile by evolving the corresponding
DDFT equations into the stationary long-time limit. The
computational time for reaching this long-time limit is
much longer than for the hard rods without contact in-
teraction, because of the more complex mathematical
structure of the functional derivative δΩ[%(x)]/δ%(x) in
Eqs. (35a)-(35c). For obtaining results in reasonable
computing time, we were limited to use a spatial dis-
cretization length ∆x = 10−3 (in units of λ) [85]. As
we discuss below, this limitation causes small systematic
deviations at high coverages %̄σ in spatial regions of low
particle densities.

In the simulations, all parameters are chosen as for
the hard rods without contact interaction considered in
Sec. III C. To represent the contact interaction we use
the integer exponent p = 3 in Eq. (32) and set ε = 0.05.

In Fig. 6, simulated equilibrium density profiles %(x)
are compared with theoretical profiles calculated from
Eqs. (35) for three strengths γ of the contact interaction
and various representative rod lengths σ and mean par-
ticle densities %̄ = 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8. For %̄ = 0.2 and 0.5,
the simulated data show an excellent agreement with the
analytical predictions.

For %̄ = 0.8 (graphs in the right column in Fig. 6), the
agreement between simulations and the numerical solu-
tion of the structure equations is also good, but close to
x = 0 (or x = 1) small deviations are seen. Note that
the density profiles in Fig. 6 are plotted on a logarithmic
scale, i.e. the absolute deviation between the data ob-
tained from the simulations and the numerical solution
is very small.
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FIG. 6. Equilibrium density profiles of sticky hard rods in the
cosine potential (22) obtained from BCD simulations (sym-
bols) and from numerical solution of the DFT structure equa-
tions with the functional derivative from Eqs. (35) (solid
lines). The panels in each column refer to equal values of
the mean particle density %̄ and rod length σ given at the top
of the figure. The rows refers to equal values of the strength
γ of the contact interaction (31). Its values are given on the
right side of the figure. The amplitude of the cosine poten-
tial is U0 = 6 kBT . In the graphs for σ = 0.8 and %̄ = 0.8
(right column), density profiles are shown for two values of
the virtual interaction range ε.

In order to see whether the deviations are caused by
our choice of ε or the limited accuracy of the numerical
solution of the structure equations, we in addition carried
out simulations for a smaller value ε = 0.025 (blue circles
in the right column of Fig. 6). For γ = 0.1 and γ = 1, the
simulated results for ε = 0.05 and ε = 0.025 overlap, and
for γ = 10 the results are almost converged with respect
to a decrease of ε. This indicates that the simulated data
represent the true profiles and that the numerical solution
of the structure equation is not perfectly accurate close
to x = 0. As discussed above, the accuracy of solving the
structure equations is limited by the spatial resolution
∆x.

C. Time-dependent mean-square displacement

As an application of our method to a dynamical quan-
tity, we show in Fig. 7 the time-dependent mean-square
displacement (MSD) of a tagged rod for a system with
U0 = 0 (no periodic potential) in the absence of a contact
interaction (γ = 0), and for sticky rods with γ = 1. At
short times, where the root of the MSD is smaller than
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FIG. 7. Time-dependent mean-square displacement of a
tagged hard rod for a system with U0 = 0 (no periodic po-
tential) in the absence of a contact interaction (γ = 0), and
for sticky rods with γ = 1. The rod length is σ = 0.5 and the
mean density is %̄ = 0.5. The data were obtained from simu-
lations in a system of length L = 400 with periodic boundary
conditions. Dashed lines at short and long times indicate
the asymptotic diffusive and subdiffusive behavior, and the
dashed horizontal line marks the squared mean interparticle
distance.

the mean interparticle spacing, the dynamics must reflect
that of independent rods, i.e. the MSD increases linearly
with time. The short-time diffusion coefficient is smaller
in the presence of contact interaction due to enhanced
cluster formation. When the MSD becomes comparable
to the squared mean interparticle distance [(L/N − σ)2,
as indicated by the dashed horizontal line in Fig. 7], col-
lisions become relevant. The behavior then crosses over
to the well-known anomalous single-file diffusion, where
the MSD grows as a square root of t. Interestingly, the
subdiffusion is faster in the presence of contact interac-
tion. A more detailed investigation of this effect and the
change of behavior for U0 > 0 will be presented elsewhere.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Overdamped Brownian motion of particles is ubiqui-
tous in soft matter and biological systems and clustering
of particles is widely observed in the dynamics observed
at high densities. Here we have presented a new method

to simulate Brownian dynamics of clusters formed by
hardcore interacting particles in one dimension. This
method can be applied to the motion in arbitrary exter-
nal force fields and allows one to determine interaction
forces between particles in contact. It relies on a fragmen-
tation and merging of clusters based on the evaluation
of mean external forces acting upon individual clusters.
This includes the random forces exerted by the fluid en-
vironment. We proposed an algorithm to implement the
fragmentation and merging processes in an event-driven
scheme.

Particle interactions beyond hardcore can be straight-
forwardly included into the algorithm as long as the cor-
responding interaction forces are continuous functions of
the particle coordinates. Other types of interactions need
addition considerations. In particular, Baxter’s sticky
hard-sphere interaction for describing adhesive forces is
an important case. We developed a method to tackle the
δ-singularity in this model which occurs when particles
get in contact.

Our event-driven numerical method for treating clus-
ter dynamics in collective overdamped Brownian motion
has been successfully tested by comparison with theoret-
ical results derived from exact density functionals, both
for hardcore interacting systems and in the presence of
the additional attractive contact interaction in the sticky
hard-sphere model.

In view of the existing methods for treating Brownian
motion of hard spheres, we consider our new method to
fill a gap when it becomes necessary to model collective
dynamics of particle clusters, as they can manifest them-
selves, for example, as Brownian solitons [36]. As for fur-
ther developments of the method, a challenging task its
extension to higher dimensions. This requires a refined
procedure of cluster analysis and the cluster dynamics
may be treated similarly as in the one-dimensional case
by decomposing forces in the directions normal to the
hard spheres at contact points and perpendicular to it.
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