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We report and characterize the emergence of a noise-induced state of quenched disorder in a generic
model describing a dense sheet of active polar disks with non-isotropic rotational and translational
dynamics. In this state, randomly oriented self-propelled disks become jammed, only displaying
small fluctuations about their mean positions and headings. The quenched disorder phase appears
at intermediate noise levels, between the two states that typically define the flocking transition (a
standard disordered state that displays continuously changing headings due to rotational diffusion
and a polar order state of collective motion). We find that the angular fluctuations in this dense
system follow an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process leading to retrograde forces that oppose self-propulsion,
and determine its properties. Using this result, we explain the mechanism behind the emergence of
the quenched state and compute analytically its critical noise, showing that it matches our numerical
simulations. We argue that this novel type of state could be observed in a broad range of natural
and artificial dense active systems with repulsive interactions.

Active agents convert stored or ambient energy into
mechanical work, injecting it at the smallest scales of the
system [1–3]. They typically introduce activity through
some form of self-propulsion, interact with neighbors via
alignment or attraction-repulsion forces, and can be af-
fected by noise. Many different models of active systems
have been studied in recent years, with multiple param-
eter combinations, which could have potentially resulted
in a variety of regimes and nonequilibrium phases. Only a
few have been identified up to now, however, correspond-
ing to self-organized states with various forms of (polar
or nematic) orientational order [4–6], clustering [7, 8], or
phase separation [9, 10]; as well as to disordered states
where agents move in randomly changing directions.

One of the most studied phases displaying orienta-
tional order is characterized by collective motion, a state
in which all agents are aligned and head in a com-
mon direction [11, 12]. Examples of collective motion
can be found in different types of biological systems,
including cytoskeleton-motor proteins [13–15], bacterial
colonies [16–18], insect swarms [19, 20], bird flocks [21,
22], and fish schools [23–25]. It can also develop in ar-
tificial systems, such as active colloidal suspensions [7],
colloidal rollers [26, 27], vibrated polar disks [28, 29],
or robot swarms [30–37]. This type of self-organization
was originally thought to require local alignment inter-
actions [38], but has recently been shown to also emerge
from a local coupling between attraction-repulsion forces
and heading directions [39]. Regardless of the under-
lying mechanism, collective motion corresponds in all
these cases to an ordered phase of aligned agents that
emerges from a disordered phase with randomly chang-
ing headings. Additionally, both phases are sometimes
subdivided into parameter regions with different density
distributions [8, 10, 40–47].

Beyond collective motion, other collective states have
been identified more recently in elastic or jammed ac-
tive solids [48–50]. In these systems, attraction-repulsion
forces or steric interactions between densely packed
agents can result in different forms of collective oscil-
lations and disordered dynamics [50, 51]. Despite some
initial studies, very little is known about the spatiotem-
poral states that can develop in active solids or active
jamming [51, 52].

In this Letter, we report the emergence of a noise-
induced state of quenched disorder (QD) in densely
packed active systems, where agents become jammed and
their headings fluctuate about different fixed random di-
rections. This QD phase appears at intermediate noise
levels: For lower noise, most systems self-organize into a
state of collective motion that we will refer to as mov-
ing order (MO); for higher noise, they reach a standard
state of dynamic disorder (DD) where all heading are
randomly changing. We characterize the QD phase in
a generic, minimal model of self-propelled disks with off-
centered rotation and linear repulsive interactions. These
are similar to the active polar disks with steric interac-
tions introduced in [28, 29], but with soft repulsive cores
and non-isotropic damping. Using this model, we iden-
tify the mechanism that leads to QD, describe it analyti-
cally, and show that it could develop in a broad range of
systems.

We consider a system of self-propelled polar disks with
rotation axes located behind their geometric centers, in-
teracting through linear repulsive forces. These can
be viewed as minimal representations of self-propelled
agents that are nonaxisymmetric about their centers of
rotation and thus interact with neighbors anisotropically,
which introduces torques. Figure 1(a) illustrates the in-
teractions between two such disks, i and j, with radii
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic representation of model in-
teractions and snapshots of quenched disorder states. Top:
Diagram of two soft disks (a), with repulsion radius l0/2
and self-propelled headings, n̂i and n̂j , translate and rotate
about their axes, ~ri and ~rj , located a distance R behind each
centroid. The linear repulsion, proportional to disk overlap

‖~lij‖ − l0, is projected onto each centroid, resulting in forces
and torques about ~ri and ~rj . Bottom: Typical quenched dis-
order state obtained from random initial conditions (b) and a
fully aligned initial state (c), both placed on a periodic arena,
initially forming a perfect hexagonal lattice. Each disk is rep-
resented by an arrow that starts at its centroid, points in its
heading direction, and is colored by angle (see inset).

l0/2 and heading directions n̂i and n̂j . Their axes of ro-
tation ~ri and ~rj are positioned at a distance 0 ≤ R ≤ l0/2
behind their centroids, so R controls the degree of eccen-
tricity of their rotational motion. This implies that, for
small R, the interaction forces will mainly affect disk po-
sitions, whereas for large R, they will mainly affect their
orientations.

We define the interaction between two neighboring
disks, i and j, as a linear repulsive central force, given by
~fij = k(|~lij | − l0)~lij/|~lij | if |~lij | ≤ l0, and by ~fij = 0 oth-
erwise. Here, k determines the repulsion strength and ~rij
is the vector that joins both geometric centers, which can
be expressed in terms of the positions of the axes of rota-
tion and the headings as ~lij = (~rj−~ri)+R(n̂j− n̂i). The
total force over disk i is thus given by the sum of pairwise
interactions ~Fi =

∑
j
~fij , where j ∈ Si is the set of all

disks that overlap i (i.e., with center-to-center distance
smaller than l0). Note that, if we add linear attraction

forces between neighbors for |~lij | > l0, this model would
describe the active elastic sheet presented in [48], formed
by an hexagonal array of self-propelled rods with front
tips permanently linked by linear springs.

By decomposing the effect of the total interactions ~Fi
over the centroid of each disk i into displacement forces
and torques about its axis of rotation, we find the follow-

ing overdamped dynamical equations

~̇ri = v0n̂i + n̂in̂
T
i

(
α‖ ~Fi +

√
2D‖~ζi

)
+
(
I− n̂in̂Ti

) (
α⊥ ~Fi +

√
2D⊥~ζi

)
, (1)

˙̂ni = β
(
I− n̂in̂Ti

)
~Fi +

√
2Dθηi(t)n̂

⊥
i . (2)

Here, v0 is the self-propulsion speed and n̂⊥i is a unit vec-
tor perpendicular to n̂i. Note that, in order to consider
a more general model, we included above the possibil-
ity of having different damping and noise levels for the
disk rotation, front-back translation (along n̂i), and side-
ways translation (along n̂⊥i ). Rotational motion is thus
controlled in Eq. (2) by the inverse rotational damping
coefficient β and angular diffusion constant Dθ, whereas
translation is controlled in Eq. (1) by damping coeffi-
cients α‖, α⊥ and diffusion constants D‖, D⊥ (along

n̂i, n̂
⊥
i , respectively) [32, 48]. Angular noise is intro-

duced through a delta-correlated Gaussian random vari-
able ηi(t), with 〈ηi〉 = 0 and 〈ηi(t)ηj(t′)〉 = δijδ(t − t′).
Positional noise, through a vectorial delta-correlated ran-
dom variable ~ζi(t), composed of two independent Gaus-

sian random variables ζxi (t) and ζyi (t), where 〈~ζi〉 = 0
and 〈ζki (t)ζlj(t

′)〉 = δijδklδ(t − t′), with indexes k and l
representing x or y.

We carried out simulations of N self-propelled polar
disks, using Euler’s method to integrate Eqs. (1) and (2)
synchronously for all disks in a periodic rectangular arena
of size l0

√
N × l0

√
3N/2. For N even, this fits exactly√

N ×
√
N disks in a perfect hexagonal lattice with all

neighbors at the edge of their repulsive potentials (i.e.,
with distance l0 between neighboring geometrical cen-
ters). This spatial configuration was used as initial con-
dition, with all angles either aligned in the x direction
or selected at random. As we explored the phase space,
we found three possible steady states: MO, DD, and the
aforementioned QD state. States MO and DD have been
well documented in the literature, as they correspond to
the standard order-disorder (flocking) transition in col-
lective motion. Instead, state QD had not been previ-
ously reported and will be the focus of what remains of
this Letter.

Figures 1(b) and 1(c) display examples of QD states
obtained in simulations. Panel (b) is a snapshot of the
stationary solution reached starting from random initial
angles, whereas panel (c) shows the state reached starting
with all headings aligned. We observe that the final spa-
tial distribution depends on the initial conditions, as the
latter presents larger domains of locally aligned agents.
In both cases, all disks are jammed when the QD state is
reached, presenting essentially fixed mean positions and
orientations. Note, however, that some changes may oc-
cur due to particle rearrangements, especially in smaller
systems, but these will only develop at extremely large
timescales.
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Our phase space explorations found that QD appears
for various combinations of the parameters in Eqs. (1)
and (2), as we show in the Supplemental Material [53],
but not in the often studied case with fully isotropic
damping (α‖ = α⊥), or in limit cases with no angular
noise (Dθ = 0) or no rotational anisotropy (R = 0). In
order to study the emergence of QD in the simplest pos-
sible context, we will thus focus on a different limit case,
setting α⊥ = D‖ = D⊥ = 0, with α‖ > 0 and Dθ > 0. In
addition, we will fix in all simulations below α‖ = 0.02,
β = 1.2, k = 5, l0 = 1, v0 = 0.002, N = 1600, and
dt = 0.01, while varying R, Dθ.

To analyze our simulation results, we introduce two or-
der parameters that allow us to discriminate between the
collective states. The first one corresponds to the stan-
dard polarization ψ = 〈||∑N

i=1 n̂i||〉t/N (where 〈·〉t is the
average over time after reaching a steady state), which
determines the degree of alignment between agents. We
thus have ψ = 1 if all agents are perfectly aligned and
ψ = 0 if they are randomly oriented. The second one
evaluates the persistence of the orientation of each agent
over time, averaged over all agents, and is defined by
φ =

∑N
i=1 ||〈n̂i〉t||/N . If the orientation of each agent

fluctuates about a fixed mean value, we have φ = 1; if
they are randomly rotating over time, φ = 0.

Figure 2 presents the three phases obtained in our sim-
ulations, as a function either of Dθ for fixed R = 0.3
(a,b), or of R for fixed Dθ = 0.2 (c,d). Panels (a) and (c)
show the steady state values of ψ (◦) and φ (�), start-
ing from either aligned (open symbols) or random (solid
symbols) headings. Panel (a) shows that we find the MO
phase (ψ ≈ φ ≈ 1) at low Dθ, with agents displaying
long-range polar order and a persistent orientation. At
high Dθ, for either low or high R values, we find the
DD phase (ψ ≈ φ ≈ 0), where headings are continuously
randomly changing in any direction. Finally, at interme-
diate Dθ and R values, we find the QD phase (ψ ≈ 0
and φ ≈ 1), where each agent has a (randomly oriented)
constant mean heading, about which its instantaneous
orientation is fluctuating.

To help identify the boundaries between the phases, we
compute in Figs. 2(b,d) the order parameter variances,
labeled ψ2 and φ2. Their maxima correspond to the tran-
sition points used to color the MO, DD, and QD regions
in panels (a) and (c). Panel (a) shows that the QD phase
is only found at intermediate noise levels for R = 0.3, be-
tween the MO and DD phases. Panel (d) shows that it
also requires intermediate R values; if R is too big or too
small, the system falls into the DD phase. Note that the
transition between MO and DD occurs at a slightly lower
critical Dθ when simulations are started from a state with
random, rather than aligned, headings.

We now describe the mechanism that leads to the QD
state and postulate an approximate representation of its
dynamics that will allow us to describe it analytically.
We begin by noting that, in a densely packed system and
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Order parameters (a,c) and their vari-
ances (b,d) as a function of angular noise Dθ (a,b) and degree
of rotational eccentricity R (c,d), for fixed R = 0.3 or fixed
Dθ = 0.2, respectively. The standard polarization order pa-
rameter ψ (◦) and orientation persistence order parameter φ
(�) are presented, using solid or open symbols for randomly
oriented or aligned initial conditions, respectively. We identify
three regimes: a high ψ, high φ moving order (MO) state for
Dθ ≤ 0.108 in (a); a low ψ, high φ quenched disorder (QD)
state for 0.125 < Dθ ≤ 0.32 in (a) and 0.15 < R ≤ 0.425
in (c); and a low ψ, low φ dynamic disorder (DD) state for
Dθ > 0.32 in (a) and R ≤ 0.15 or R > 0.425 in (c). Each
point is averaged over the last 2 × 106 timesteps (of 2 × 107

total), after reaching the steady state. All simulations used
the parameters detailed in the text.

for a sufficiently large R, the disks will be blocked from
rotating by neighboring agents. This implies that the an-
gular fluctuations generated by noise will be constrained
by the interparticle repulsive forces. The tangential com-
ponent of these forces corresponds to a restitution force
that opposes the disks’ angular fluctuations while their
radial component becomes a retrograde force in the −n̂i
direction. We will show below that the angular dynamics
are well described by an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process [54]
and that the transition from the MO phase to the QD
phase will occur when the mean retrograde force matches
self-propulsion.

We begin by writing an expression for the effective
restitution force that results from the repulsion of neigh-
boring disks. For small angular fluctuations ∆θ(t), about
the equilibrium point with ∆θ(t) = 0, the arc followed
by the geometric center of the disk can be approxi-
mated by a linear displacement ∆x = R∆θ. In the
packed case considered here, the agents will thus approx-
imately feel, in average, a linear restitution force given by
~f · n̂⊥ ≈ −(k/c)∆x, where c is a proportionality constant
that results from averaging over the multiple configura-
tions of neighbor positions and angular fluctuations. If
we then replace this expression into the angular equation
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of motion (2), we find that, at first order in ∆x� 1, the
orientation dynamics reduces to an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process [54] described by

∆̇θ = −βkR
c

∆θ +
√

2Dθη(t). (3)

Here, η(t) is a random variable that describes a noise
with zero mean and variance 〈η(t)η(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′). The
mean-square fluctuation of the orientation as a function
of time thus becomes

〈∆θ2〉(t) =
cDθ

βkR

(
1− e−2βkRt/c

)
. (4)

Figure 3(a) confirms that, in the MO and the QD state,
the mean-square fluctuations of the orientation as a func-
tion of time follow our analytical description. The sym-
bols display the 〈∆θ2〉 values obtained from numerical
simulations; the curves correspond to plots of Eq. (4)
with c = 4. The figure shows that both solutions match
very well for the parameters considered in this paper
(specified above) and three different Dθ noise levels. At
short timescales, Eq. (4) shows that the angular fluctu-
ations in the QD state follow a diffusive behavior with
〈∆θ2〉 ' 2Dθt. At long timescales, they saturate at a
mean-square value

〈∆θ2〉s =
4Dθ

βkR
, (5)

with characteristic crossover time τ ∼ 4/βkR.
Figure 3(b) compares the numerical 〈∆θ2〉s values after

reaching the steady state, as a function of Dθ for fixed
R = 0.3 (◦) and as a function of R for fixed Dθ = 0.15 (�),
to the analytical expression in Eq. (5) vs. Dθ (solid lines)
and vs. R (dashed lines). We find an excellent match for
〈∆θ2〉 . 0.5 but strong deviations for higher 〈∆θ2〉, as
expected given our small angle approximations.

Using the results above, we can determine the transi-
tion between the MO and QD phases analytically. We
begin by noting that the repulsive forces that constrain
angular fluctuations not only affect ∆̇θ, but also have a
component in the −n̂ direction. Defining the mean head-
ing of a disk as ŷ = 〈n̂〉, we can use Eq. (1) to compute
the mean force along ŷ as

〈Fŷ〉 = v0〈n̂ · ŷ〉+ α〈(~f · n̂)(n̂ · ŷ)〉. (6)

Since ~f · n̂ = −k∆x sin(∆θ)/4 and n̂ · ŷ = cos (∆θ), we
find that 〈Fŷ〉 ≈ v0 − (2v0 + αkR) 〈∆θ2〉s/4 at leading
order in ∆x. Using Eq. (5), we thus obtain

〈Fŷ〉 ≈ v0 − (2v0 + αkR)
Dθ

βkR
. (7)

This expression shows that increasing the angular noise
Dθ leads to stronger retrograde forces, which will even-
tually surpass the self-propulsion term v0 and produce
backward motion. When this occurs, the collisions gen-
erate anti-alignment forces that result in the quenched
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) mean-square orientation fluctua-
tions 〈∆θ2〉 as a function of time t, for R = 0.3 and three
different values of Dθ. Numerical simulation results (sym-
bols) are well matched by our analytical predictions (curves),
expressed in Eq. (4), especially in the asymptotic regimes. (b)
Stead-state mean-square orientation fluctuations as a function
of angular noise Dθ and degree of rotational eccentricity R, for
fixed R = 0.3 or fixed Dθ = 0.15, respectively. The numeri-
cal simulations and analytical predictions expressed in Eq. (5)
match well only for low 〈∆θ2〉, as expected. (c) Phase diagram
in the R-Dθ plane. The symbols indicate the phases obtained
after reaching the steady state in simulations. No simula-
tions were carried out in the region without symbols, where
DD states are expected. The numerically obtained transi-
tion from moving order (MO) to quenched disorder (QD) is
well matched by its analytical predictions (solid black curve),
expressed in Eq. (8). All simulations used the parameters
detailed in the text and randomly oriented initial conditions.

state. Hence, the critical noise D∗θ can be computed by
imposing 〈Fŷ〉 = 0 in Eq. (7), which yields

D∗θ =
v0βkR

2v0 + αkR
. (8)

Figure 3(c) shows that the critical noise curve D∗θ(R)
matches very well the boundary between the different
phases obtained numerically in the (R,Dθ) plane, for
v0 = 0.002 and all other parameter values specified
above, thus validating our assumptions. The simulation
results also show that QD emerges between the MO and
DD phases for all R & 0.08, and that there is an optimal
R ≈ 2.26 at which the QD state remains stable for the
highest noise values. For R . 0.08, angular fluctuations
are barely confined since the rotational dynamics are al-
most isotropic, so the QD mechanisms cannot develop.

In conclusion, our results demonstrate and explain
the emergence of a novel, noise-induced QD phase that
could be generically present in a broad range of dense
active systems. Although we focused here in a limit
case with only angular noise and no sideways displace-
ments, our numerical explorations have shown that the
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QD state also appears in simulations with a range of non-
isotropic damping properties affecting the displacements
and with positional noise in addition to the angular noise.
We emphasize that this is the generally expected situ-
ation in real-world systems, where the polar nature of
self-propelled agents can be expected to be reflected in
anisotropic damping interaction with the substrate. In-
deed, various experimental systems have analyzed agents
with anisotropic damping [28, 32, 50, 55–57]. Further-
more, in additional to the general model introduced here,
we also considered the presence of the QD phase for other
models of active agents with repulsive interactions com-
monly used in the literature [39, 49, 58, 59], which are
based on self-alignment towards the displacement direc-
tion rather than on mechanical torques. We find that
QD also emerges (for a range of levels of anisotropy in
the noise and the response to external forces) when the
angular relaxation is nonlinear [49, 59], but not when it
is linear [39, 58] (see Supplemental Material [53]). Con-
sequently, we expect the QD state to emerge in experi-
mental systems and encourage the design of setups that
could detect it.
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tion of Vibrated Polar Disks, Physical Review Letters
105, 098001 (2010).
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