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Topological defects play a central role in the formation and
organization of various biological systems. Historically, such
nonequilibrium defects have been mainly studied in the context
of homogeneous active nematics. Phase-separated systems, in
turn, are known to form dense and dynamic nematic bands,
but typically lack topological defects. In this paper, we use
agent-based simulations of weakly aligning, self-propelled poly-
mers and demonstrate that contrary to the existing paradigm
phase-separated active nematics form −1/2 defects. Moreover,
these defects, emerging due to interactions among dense ne-
matic bands, constitute a novel second-order collective state. We
investigate the morphology of defects in detail and find that their
cores correspond to a strong increase in density, associated with
a condensation of nematic fluxes. Unlike their analogs in ho-
mogeneous systems, such condensed defects form and decay in
a different way and do not involve positively charged partners.
We additionally observe and characterize lateral arc-like struc-
tures that separate from a band’s bulk and move in transverse
direction. We show that the key control parameters defining the
route from stable bands to the coexistence of dynamic lanes and
defects are the total density of particles and their path persis-
tence length. We introduce a hydrodynamic theory that qual-
itatively recapitulates all the main features of the agent-based
model, and use it to show that the emergence of both defects
and arcs can be attributed to the same anisotropic active fluxes.
Finally, we present a way to artificially engineer and position de-
fects, and speculate about experimental verification of the pro-
vided model.

Introduction
The characteristic features of a nematic liquid crystal are the
emergence of long-range orientational order and the occur-
rence of half-integer topological defects, which, however, are
annealed at thermodynamic equilibrium (1). The dynamics
of its nonequilibrium counterpart, an active nematic (2, 3),
is in contrast governed by the persistent creation and anni-
hilation of pairs of topological defects with opposite charges,
leading to a dynamic steady state commonly referred to as ac-
tive turbulence (4). Dense gel-like mixtures of microtubules
(cytoskeletal filaments) and kinesins (molecular motors) that
cause relative sliding between microtubules have become ex-
perimental platforms for studying the formation, dynamics,
and annihilation of these toplogical defects (5, 6). The ob-
served complex defect dynamics have been investigated us-
ing hydrodynamic theories (7, 8). The basic insight derived
from such studies is that topological defects constantly gen-
erate active flow in momentum-conserving systems (9, 10) or
active flux in momentum non-conserving systems (11, 12).
Another experimental model system for active nematics is the

actomyosin motility assay, in which actin filaments actively
glide over a lawn of myosin motor proteins, performing a
persistent random walk with constant speed (13, 14). These
systems exhibit phase separation into dense polar-ordered
regions and dilute disordered regions, which is further cor-
roborated by numerical analyses of corresponding theoreti-
cal models (15–17). Tuning the interaction between actin
filaments by the addition of polyethylene glycol led to the
emergence of a dynamic coexistence of ordered states with
fluctuating nematic and polar symmetry (18), which has been
explained by pattern-induced symmetry breaking (19). Sys-
tems exhibiting dense, purely nematic lanes have been thor-
oughly investigated by both simulations and hydrodynamic
theories (12, 20–26).
As for half-integer topological defects, the common
paradigm states that they are absent in dilute self-propelled
active nematics (27), but fundamental exclusion criteria for
their existence have not been given. In fact, no steady-state
topological defects have yet been found in this subclass of
strongly phase-separated active matter. So far, it has only
been observed that transient defects can occur in models
with weak density inhomogeneity during the coarsening pro-
cess (28). Moreover, toy models inspired by dilute nematic
systems without self-propulsion can exhibit defect formation
(24). However, the authors attest that the connection of their
phenomenological theory to existing experimental systems is
tenuous.
Here we investigate dilute active nematics for the presence
of defects using an agent-based model of “weakly-aligning
self-propelled polymers” (WASP) which has been shown to
faithfully reproduce the behavior of real actomyosin motility
assays on all relevant length and timescales including pat-
tern formation processes and the topology of the phase dia-
gram (17, 18). This allows us to leverage these agent-based
simulations as an in-silico experimental system with which
to discover new phenomena. We show that the two hitherto
seemingly incompatible phenomena — phase separation and
topological defects — are actually closely linked in weakly
interacting active nematics.
In particular, we characterize a subclass of topological de-
fects associated with the compression of nematic fluxes,
which are similar to phenomena predicted in conceptual
models (24, 28), albeit in a different context. These de-
fects appear as characteristic collective excitations in a novel
nonequilibrium steady state. They are in dynamic equilib-
rium with nematic lanes from which they emerge and into
which they disassemble. Additionally, we find another type
of topologically charged structure, filamentous arc ejections
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(FAEs) — elongated arc-shaped polymer bundles that detach
from nematic bands — remotely resembling +1/2 defects.
To elucidate the mechanisms underlying these phenomena,
we also introduce a hydrodynamic theory, building on pre-
viously published models (12, 24). Exploiting the respec-
tive strengths of these two complementary theoretical ap-
proaches, we uncover a close relationship between the dy-
namics of phase-separated nematic bands, formation of topo-
logically charged structures, and the associated condensation
phenomena.

Results
Simulation setup. We use agent-based simulations that em-
ulate the dynamics of weakly interacting self-propelled poly-
mers (WASP) of fixed length L on two-dimensional surfaces
building on earlier work (17, 18); refer to the SI for further
details on the algorithm. Each polymer consists of a tail
pulled by a tip that follows a trajectory corresponding to a
persistent random walk with persistence length Lp. Upon
collision of a polymer tip with the contour of another poly-
mer, a weak alignment torque is assumed to act that changes
its direction of motion [Fig. 1(a)]. Here we use a purely ne-
matic alignment interaction [Fig. 1(b)] whose strength is set
by the parameter αn. Additionally, a small repulsion force F
acts on polymer tips that overlap with other polymers.
Here we are interested in systems that have a collision statis-
tics with purely nematic symmetry [Fig. 1(b)]. Figure 1(c)
shows the phase diagram of such a weak nematic as a func-
tion of the average polymer density ⟨ρ⟩L2 and path persis-
tence length Lp; hereafter ⟨...⟩ denotes spatial averaging. It
exhibits an isotropic-nematic transition from a disordered ho-
mogeneous phase to a nematically ordered phase.
The phase boundary ρn(Lp) approximately scales as L−1

p ;
refer to the SI for details. Thus, when the phase diagram
is redrawn as a function of Lp and the spatially averaged
normalized density ⟨ϕ⟩ = ⟨ρ⟩/ρn, the phase boundary essen-
tially becomes a horizontal line [inset of Fig. 1(c)].

Dense topologically charged structures. As expected for
nematically interacting systems, our simulations show iso-
lated nematic lanes that exhibit strong bending fluctuations
on large length and time scales (cf. Movie S1 SI) caused by
lateral instabilities (20, 29).
In our simulations, in addition to these typical nematic lanes,
we also discover distinct types of topologically charged struc-
tures. One class of these are three-armed filamentous struc-
tures containing a topological defect with charge −1/2 at
their center [Fig. 2(a)]. They are typically formed when three
curved nematic lanes — with their convex sides facing each
other — meet and condense into a topological defect with a
high-density core region [Fig. 2(b)]; we do not observe “col-
lisions” of four lanes. Unlike defects in non phase-separated
active nematics, these condensed topological defects (CTDs)
do not have a directly corresponding positively charged part-
ner. Instead, they are surrounded by an extended topolog-
ically charged region with a dispersed positive charge, as
can be seen in Fig. 2(a) (lower right panel), which depicts
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Fig. 1. Nematic interaction between polymers and onset of order. (a) Schematic
depiction of two interacting polymers. Depending on whether or not the impact
angle is smaller or larger π

2 , polymer directions are either aligned (upper panel)
or anti-aligned (lower panel). (b) Illustration of the binary collision statistics cor-
responding to a weak nematic interaction between polymers, which is symmetric
with respect to the point ( π

2 , π
2 ). (c) Phase diagram of active nematics with colli-

sion statistics shown in panel (b). The blue line shows the density corresponding
to isotropic-nematic transition ρn, which is inversely proportional to the persistence
length ρn ∝ L−1

p . Please refer to the SI for details. Inset : The same graph plotted
as a function of ⟨ϕ⟩ = ⟨ρ⟩/ρn and Lp.

the topological charge density as defined in Refs. (24, 30).
Moreover, our simulations show that the active nematic flux
is gradually compressed as the triple junction of the nematic
lanes (defect core) is approached [Fig. 2(a), top right panel].
This leads to a reduction in lane width and a corresponding
increase in density, which reaches a maximum in proxim-
ity of the core. These three-armed topological defects are
dynamic structures that are constantly being dissolved and
reassembled. A second class of structures we observe are lat-
eral filamentous arcs that separate from the bulk of a straight
nematic band and eventually move in transverse direction. A
time trace of such a filamentous arc ejection (FAE) is shown
in Fig. 2(c). These structures have similarities to +1/2 de-
fects: they are “curved” and they always emanate in the di-
rection of their convex side. Somewhat similar observations
have been made in continuum models constructed for ne-
matic particles with velocity reversals (22). However, the au-
thors did not address the properties of these structures or the
reasons underlying their formation. While there are certainly
similarities on a superficial phenomenological level between
FAEs and these structures, the underlying mechanisms and
nature of these structures may be quite different.
Having discovered these collective topological structures in
our in-silico experiments, we sought to explore how their
emergence is affected by a change of parameters. However,
since the lateral instabilities of nematic bands required for
the formation of CTDs (cf. section “From CTDs to FAEs and
bands” below) occur only on very long time scales, a sys-
tematic investigation of a phase diagram in agent-based sim-
ulation is numerically prohibitively demanding. Therefore,
we sought an alternative way to explore the spatiotemporal
dynamics of the systems that would enable us to dissect the
processes underlying the formation of CTDs and FAEs. As
explained next, we achieved this through constructing a hy-
drodynamic approach that captures all the main features of
our agent-based simulation setup.

Hydrodynamic model provides access to the phase di-
agram. To this end we used the standard Boltzmann-like ap-
proach (see SI). However, as discussed below, this model was
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Fig. 2. Condensed defects and filamentous arc ejections. Left column [(a) to (c)] shows results for agent-based simulations, right column [(d) to (f)] for the hydrodynamic
model. [(a) and (d), left panels] Spatial density distribution of a system simultaneously exhibiting two condensed defects. A magnified view of one defect (rectangular marked
region) is shown in the upper right panels in (a) and (d). The lower right panels in (a) and (d) show the topological charge density q of the magnified region. In both cases,
a − 1

2 defect is surrounded by positively charged regions of space. [(b) and (e)] Magnified views of the formation of a condensed defect. Three convex bands meet and
self-focus to form a dense structure, in the center of which the topological charge that was previously on the outside of the bands is trapped. [(e): same color bar as (d)]
[(c) and (f)] Snapshots of the evolution of a filamentous arc ejection as observed in the agent-based and hydrodynamic models, respectively. [(c): same color bar as (b)]
[Parameters are (a) ⟨ρ⟩L2=3.5, Lp=11.1, (b-c) ⟨ρ⟩L2=2.7, Lp=14.3, (a-c) Scale bars: 15L; see Appendix for further parameters].

insufficient to explain the emergence of half-integer defects
and was therefore generalized to include density-dependent
corrections.
By analogy with passive model C in the Hohenberg-Halperin
classification scheme (31) we formulate a hydrodynamic
model in terms of a density and an order parameter field.
For an active nematic, these are the (normalized) polymer
density ϕ =

∫
dθP (θ)/ρn, and the traceless and symmetric

tensor Qij =
∫

dθP (θ)(2ninj − δij) (nematic order param-
eter), where the unit vector n = (nx,ny) = (cosθ,sinθ) de-
fines the the local polymer orientation vector and P (θ) de-
notes the probability density for the polymer orientation θ.
The eigenvector associated with the larger of the two eigen-
values of the Q-tensor can be viewed as depicting the average
orientation of the polymers.
Unlike classical model C, however, a hydrodynamic model
for active nematics must be intrinsically nonequilibrium in
character and its dynamics can not be determined by the gra-
dient descent in a single free-energy landscape. Neverthe-
less, using the analogy to the dynamics near thermal equi-
librium, some intuition can be gained for the design of the
model. As we discuss in more detail below, part of the sys-
tem’s dynamics can be understood in terms of two separate
effective free-energy functionals for the non-conservative Q-
tensor (FQ) and the conservative density field (Fϕ), similar
to related nonequilibrium models discussed recently (32).

Mass-conservation requires that the density obeys a continu-
ity equation ∂tϕ = −∂iJi. In general, for symmetry reasons,
the current must be the gradient of a scalar quantity and a
tensorial quantity containing the Q-tensor. Similar to model
B, the scalar component is of the form J iso

i = −∂i µ(ϕ) with
chemical potential µ(ϕ) = ν(ϕ)ϕ. Here, the first and second
terms of ν(ϕ) = λ2 +νϕϕ account for motility-induced ef-
fective diffusion with the diffusion constant λ2 ∝ L2

p (33),
and for steric repulsion due to excluded-volume interac-
tions (34–36), respectively. The latter contribution represents
the density-dependent correction.
For the tensorial part, we write Janiso

i =−∂j

[
χ(ϕ)Qij

]
,

which again is assumed to contain motility- and interaction-
induced parts: χ(ϕ) = λ2 +χϕϕ. Similar as above, the latter
term represents the density-dependent correction motivated
by theories for active nematics (12, 25), and it is controlled
by the phenomenological parameter χϕ. It will turn out that
this anisotropic term leads to phase separation, since it causes
compression in the direction perpendicular to the axis of the
local orientational order. Taken together, one gets

∂tϕ = ∂i∂j

[
ν(ϕ)ϕδij +χ(ϕ)Qij

]
. (1)

The isotropic flux (first term) can be written in
terms of an effective free-energy functional Fϕ =∫

d2x
(1

2λ2ϕ2 + 1
3νϕϕ3). In contrast, however, the
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anisotropic flux (second term in Eq. (1)) violates time-
reversal symmetry (37, 38).
We assume the time evolution of the nematic tensor to be of
the form

∂tQij = −
[ δFQ

δQij

]st
= −

[ δFQ
δQij

− 1
2 δij Tr

( δFQ
δQij

)]
, (2)

which corresponds to a gradient dynamics (model A) deter-
mined by the effective free-energy functional FQ; here and
in the following [...]st denotes the traceless and symmetric
part of a tensor. We have chosen the timescale such that the
friction coefficient in the gradient dynamics is set to 1.
The effective free-energy functional has a standard Landau-
-deGennes (LdG) part (1) responsible for an isotropic to ne-
matic transition, but also includes a coupling between density
gradients and the orientation of polymers as in inhomoge-
neous active nematics (12, 25),

FQ =
∫

d2x
(

1
2
[
(1−ϕ)Q2 + 1

2β(Q2)2 +κ(∂jQij)2]
−Qij

[
ω ∂i∂jϕ+ωa(∂iϕ)(∂jϕ)

])
. (3)

The LdG free-energy density in terms of the order parame-
ter Q2 = QklQkl describes a nematic ordering transition at
the critical density ϕc = 1 with the gradient term playing the
role of a generalised elasticity. The stiffness coefficient (or
Frank constant) κ also contains two contributions, one from
the motility of the polymers (20, 22), and the other due to
interactions (12): κ(ϕ) = 1

2λ2 +κϕ⟨ϕ⟩. Note that the last
term — the density-dependent correction to elasticity — is
linearised around the mean value of density ⟨ϕ⟩ (see SI). The
second line in Eq. (3) takes into account the coupling be-
tween density gradients and nematic order, and can be de-
rived solely on the basis of symmetry considerations. The
functional derivatives of FQ with respect to the nematic ten-
sor correspond to “interfacial torques” (12) in the equation of
motion for the nematic tensor. They rotate the director at the
interface between high- and low-density domains, where the
gradients of ϕ are the strongest.
The lowest-order coupling — and the associated “align-
ing torque” (2) ω [∂i∂jϕ]st — is iconic for active nematics
(2, 27, 33, 37). It is responsible for the destabilization of
straight nematic lanes, eventually resulting in lane undula-
tions (or other types of chaotic behavior associated with “dry
active turbulence” (4, 12, 22)). In our case, this term is due
to self-advection (ω = λ2, see SI) but it can be considered as
“diffusive” since anisotropic diffusion of particles leads to an
analogous contribution.
Interaction between the polymers yields the next-order cou-
plings in Eq. (3). On symmetry grounds there are two dif-
ferent terms quadratic in ϕ: [ϕ∂i∂jϕ]st and [(∂iϕ)(∂jϕ)]st;
both can also be obtained by explicitly coarse-graining mi-
croscopic models for interacting active polymers (12). The
former recalls the diffusive ω-term (especially after the lin-
earization around ⟨ϕ⟩) and therefore is ignored here. The lat-
ter is associated with torque, which is bilinear in the density
gradients ωa[(∂iϕ)(∂jϕ)]st, providing an effective liquid-
crystalline “anchoring” (24, 39, 40) (or preferred orientation)

of the nematic director field with respect to the density gradi-
ents. The parameter ωa is taken to be negative to ensure tan-
gential anchoring, implying that polymers tend to orient per-
pendicular to the density gradients (or parallel to the bound-
ary of dense lanes).
For simplicity, we ignore additional non-linearities in the
equation of motion for the Q-tensor. Such contributions are
considered elsewhere (12, 41, 42) where they are typically
regarded as a modification to the elasticity terms.
Taken together Eqs. (1, 2) are a generalization of the active
model C (12, 24), which was originally introduced for non
self-propelled biofilaments in the presence of molecular mo-
tors. The major difference is that the model now explicitly
includes self-propulsion. Moreover, by including density-
dependent terms, it shows the same results as the agent-based
simulations (see discussion below) and is therefore quantita-
tively linked to the actomyosin motility assay. Finally, it pos-
sesses less degrees of freedom, since most of the terms are
rigorously derived and are controlled by the same parameter
(λ).
We consider νϕ, χϕ, κϕ, ω and ωa as phenomenological pa-
rameters and solve the equations of motion numerically. This
model robustly reproduces the results obtained in the agent-
based simulation to a very high degree of fidelity and for
a large range of parameters. It exhibits CTDs and FAEs
whose structure, topological charge, and formation process
are very similar to the ones observed in WASP; cf. Fig. 2(d)-
(f). Therefore, in the following we use this hydrodynamic
approach to analyse and underpin the main mechanisms of
formation of CTDs and FAEs.
In summary, our model (and the active model C (12, 24)) dif-
fers significantly from the standard theory of active nemat-
ics (22), since it contains density-dependent corrections and
higher order terms. Without such modifications the standard
active nematic model is unable to reproduce CTDs.

From CTDs to FAEs and bands. Encouraged by the
promising initial results shown by our hydrodynamic the-
ory, we took advantage of the relative ease with which it
can be used to determine the long-term behavior, and gener-
ated a (λ, ⟨ϕ⟩) phase diagram [Fig. 3(a)]. As can be seen, at
low values of λ and ⟨ϕ⟩, CTD formation dominates, while
in areas of large λ and ⟨ϕ⟩ stable nematic lanes emerge.
Between these regions lies a band of parameters where the
system mainly exhibits FAEs. To test whether these find-
ings obtained with the hydrodynamic model also hold for our
agent-based simulations, we determined the average number
of CTDs present at a given time in the agent-based simulation
along one-dimensional lines of the (Lp, ⟨ϕ⟩) phase space —
one along a constant value of ⟨ϕ⟩ and one along a constant
value of Lp. Reassuringly, the results for the agent-based
simulations and hydrodynamic model are in good agreement
[Figs. 3(c) and (d)]. We further checked the mean number
of FAEs present in the agent-based simulations as a function
of Lp [Fig. 3(e)]; see SI for details. The observed decline
in FAE frequency with increasing Lp is consistent with the
observations in the hydrodynamic model, where at high λ
no FAEs occur [cf. Fig. 3(a)]. Taken together, these results
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Fig. 3. Quantification of the occurrence of condensed defects and filamentous arc
ejections in the agent-based simulations and the hydrodynamic model, plotted as a
function of the indicated parameters. As the density and/or the persistence length
(agent-based model) or λ (hydrodynamic model) is increased, the most frequently
observed type of collective state changes from CTDs to FAEs to straight lanes. (a)
Phase diagram obtained from the numerical solution of the hydrodynamic model,
which depicts the parameter regimes in which CTDs (blue dots), FAEs (orange
stars), and straight nematic lanes (green squares) are the dominant structures. (For
further details, see SI.) (b) Illustration of the three qualitatively different system be-
haviors as a function of the indicated parameters (upper arrow) or the strength of
bending undulation (lower arrow). (c) Mean number of CTDs observed in the agent-
based (hydrodynamic) model, plotted as a function of Lp (λ). (d) Mean number of
CTDs observed in the agent-based (hydrodynamic) model as a function of ⟨ϕ⟩. (e)
Mean number of FAEs observed in the agent-based model as a function of Lp.

demonstrate that not only do the agent-based and hydrody-
namic models share the same collective states, the frequency
of these states also shows the same dependence on parameter
changes.
The above relationships between model parameters and the
occurrence of CTDs or FAEs can be related to the overall dy-
namic behavior (in short, “activity”) of the system. For both
hydrodynamic and agent-based approaches, three distinct,
qualitatively different dynamic states can be distinguished
[Fig. 3(b)].
The first of these is associated with very strong bending
undulations of nematic lanes. It occurs at low values of
Lp/λ or ⟨ϕ⟩ and is characterized by constant rearrangement
of lanes [Movies S2, S3, S7, SI, Figs. 2(a), (b), (d) and (e)]:
Lanes frequently collide leading to the formation of CTDs.
In addition, system-spanning configurations of straight (or
only slightly curved) lanes [cf. Figs. 2(c) and (f)], which may
form randomly, are disrupted by undulations within a fairly
short time. This is consistent with the observation that CTDs
are the predominant phenomenon at low values of Lp/λ and
⟨ϕ⟩, respectively [Figs. 3(c), (d)]. Notably, FAEs can also be
formed in this parameter regime following the emergence of
short-lived system-spanning nematic lanes.
The second dynamic state can be found at intermediate values
of Lp/λ or ⟨ϕ⟩. In this regime, bending undulations are fewer
and less pronounced, resulting in straight (or only slightly

curved) and system-wide lanes that are stable over long peri-
ods of time: Elongated openings often appear in the lateral ar-
eas of the lanes, which develop into filamentous arcs [Movies
S4, S8, SI, and Figs. 2(c),(f) and middle panel of Fig. 3(b)].
This is in accordance with the observation that FAEs are the
predominant phenomenon observed at intermediate values of
Lp/λ or ⟨ϕ⟩ [Figs. 3(a) and (c)-(e)].
The third dynamic state is associated with vanishing bending
undulations at high values of Lp/λ or ⟨ϕ⟩. Here, straight and
system-spanning configurations are stable and no openings
develop in their lateral regions [Movies S5, S9, SI and right
panel of Fig. 3(b)]. Consequently, neither FAEs nor CTDs
are observed [Figs. 3(a) and (c)-(e)].
The tendency just discussed for the bending undulations to
become weaker as the values of Lp/λ or ⟨ϕ⟩ are increased
from low to high values can be rationalized by the following
heuristic arguments. With increasing Lp/λ the Frank constant
(43) grows, and the effective elasticity (or collective stiffness
of the polymers) yields stronger penalties for orientational
distortions. As a result, the bending instability weakens, as
described above. The hydrodynamic model has allowed us
to verify this hypothesis: upon varying the elastic constant κ
(independently from other parameters), we observe that weak
elasticity favors the formation of CTDs, while a strong one
yields stable bands. As the density ⟨ϕ⟩ is increased (for a
given and constant system size), a further effect contributing
to higher stability of lanes is that a system-spanning nematic
band occupies a growing fraction of space, i.e., the bands be-
come wider while the bulk density remains largely the same
[cf. SI]. Since broader bands are less susceptible to a bending
instability, an increase of ⟨ϕ⟩, as discussed above, leads to the
decay of defect formation.
An interesting aside can be mentioned here in the context of
varying values of ⟨ϕ⟩: for very small densities, close to the
onset of order, both models show a drop in the observed CTD
number [Fig. 3(d)], which is likely due to the fact that there is
less mass within the ordered phase, and therefore not enough
mass to form multiple curved bands necessary for lanes to
collide and CTDs to be created.
Overall, the formation of condensed defects and filamentous
arc ejections are both strongly linked to the stability of the
nematic lanes, i.e., to their propensity to exhibit a bending
instability (12, 20, 23–25), which, in turn, can be externally
controlled by tuning either Lp/λ or ⟨ϕ⟩.

Detailed structure of CTDs and FAEs. To better under-
stand the structure of the CTDs forming in agent-based sim-
ulations, we studied the polymer flows through them in de-
tail. To this end, we tracked the motion of each polymer as it
passed through a condensed defect. This enables us to distin-
guish the polymer flows from one to another arm of a defect
and investigate whether there is a relationship between the
lateral position of individual polymers and their eventual di-
rection of turning.
Fig. 4(a) illustrates the flux from one arm of a defect (arm
1) into the two other arms (arms 2 and 3) [see Movie S6 SI
for a representative flux recorded in an agent-based simula-
tion]. The flux in each defect arm gets strongly compressed
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laterally in the vicinity of a defect core and then splits almost
exactly at the centerline of the lane, while undergoing a sharp
change in direction [Fig. 4(a)]. Symmetrically the same flux
enters the defect from arms 2 and 3, resulting in the nematic
flow structure depicted in Fig. 4(a) and (c). This also shows
that the flows begin to mix again only at a greater distance
from the center of the defect [cf. color mixing in Fig. 4(b)
and (c)]. Hence, the overall topology often present at the
birth of the defect [Fig. 2(b) and (e)] is preserved in the flow
structure of the fully formed CTD as three barely intermin-
gling nematic flows.
In addition, we investigated whether the velocity of the poly-
mers is affected as they move through a CTD. As can be seen
from Fig. 4(e), their speed remains almost unchanged and
only a slowdown in the per mil range is observed. One can
see two insignificant velocity drops corresponding to regions
with the maximal density of polymers. Interestingly, in the
immediate vicinity of the core of the defect, the particle ve-
locity briefly returns to the average value, corresponding to
particles inside the nematic band.
We also studied the temporal evolution of FAEs and their oc-
currence over time. To this end, we periodically projected the
density of a system in a configuration that allows the forma-
tion of FAEs onto one-dimensional slides and stacked them to
obtain kymographs (see SFig. 5 SI). These reveal that the de-
tachment of arcs accelerate over time. Further, they show that
in the hydrodynamic model, due to no noise being present,
FAE events occur at regular intervals, whereas in the agent-
based simulations they form stochastically.
Having established the existence of CTDs and FAEs, and
characterized them in our agent-based in-silico experimental
system, and having successfully introduced a hydrodynamic
theory that faithfully reproduces the results of the simulations
as well as providing access to the phase space of the observed
pattern, we asked: why are these phenomena observed? What
are the underlying mechanisms responsible for their forma-
tion?
To answer these questions, we leveraged the ability of the
hydrodynamic model to provide access to single terms of
its defining equations [Eqs. (1,2)]. This analysis reveals that
both the formation of dense defects and the movement of arcs
have the same root cause, namely the anisotropic (“curvature-
induced”) density flux (2, 44–46), described by −∂j(χQij)
in Eq. (1) in the hydrodynamic model. This can be under-
stood by plotting −∂j(χQij) in the region of an FAE or a
CTD; see the left and right panels of Fig. 4(d), respectively.
As can be seen, on opposite sides of the arcs the amplitudes
of the fluxes are distinct. An effective “active force” acting
on the concave side is greater than that on the opposite side,
which leads to the movement of the bent band (or arc) in the
corresponding direction [Fig. 4(d), left panel].
When three lanes meet, the same curvature-dependent fluxes
concentrate polymers in the core of the resulting defect
[Fig. 4(d), right panel]. This condensation is eventually bal-
anced by the isotropic part of Eq. (1) and particularly by steric
repulsion of polymers. To test this hypothesis, we set the ex-
cluded volume force F (see SI) to zero in our agent-based
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Fig. 4. Structure of polymer fluxes through a CTD in agent-based simulations. (a)
Schematic depiction of the flux density coming from one specific arm (the source
arm, 1) into the target arms (2 and 3) in grey scale. Solid white lines are the center
lines of the arms. The green dash-dotted line indicates the boundary of the total
flux in the arms. The red dashed line is the boundary of the flux into the target
arms. The two currents into a source arm mix only in a small region near the cen-
ter line. (b) Simulation data visualizing the information shown in (a). All polymers
contributed by one specific arm and going into another specific arm or vice versa
are depicted in the same color; i.e. all polymers derived from or entering arm 1
and entering or originating from arm 2 are colored in red. The small mixing region
of the different fluxes can be identified by the additive color mixing occurring when
streams overlap (e.g. overlapping red and green fluxes lead to a yellow coloring
of the flux-mixture). (c) Pictorial representation of the colored simulation data. (d)
Illustration of the anisotropic active flux in the hydrodynamic model. The flux leads
to propagation in the indicated direction of the curved (bent) structures (left panel)
and concentrates the density in a defect right panel. (e) Average relative velocity
change δv of polymers as they pass through a CTD depicted as a function of the
distance to the defect core d. (f) Schematic depictions of the typical mutual orien-
tation of adjacent defects in phase-separated (left) and non-phase separated (right)
active nematics. (g) Rotation and disintegration of a CTD. Blue arrows in schematic
top panels show the direction of rotation. Dissolvement of defects is triggered by
the detachment of one defect arm. (h) Artificially created CTD. By a proper place-
ment of particle sources releasing polymers in a certain direction (orange arrows in
the inset), an arbitrarily long existing CTD can be created at a definable position.
[Parameters are (b) ⟨ρ⟩L2=3.5, Lp=11.1, (e) ⟨ρ⟩L2=2.7, Lp=14.3; see Ap-
pendix for further parameters.]

simulations. Observations in this case indicate that the for-
mation of CTDs is reduced and that, when they form, they
decay faster. Thus, we conclude that formation of the dense
defects is predominantly determined by the interplay between
two counteracting processes: isotropic and anisotropic den-
sity fluxes.
In addition to the “emergent” way of obtaining CTDs just
studied, in which spontaneously formed bands interact ran-
domly and spontaneously condense into defects at stochas-
tically distributed positions, we have sought a way to over-
come this limitation by artificially generating and position-
ing CTDs. In contrast to non-phase-separated systems —
where such an endeavor would involve the forced separa-
tion of a defect pair — the way CTDs form spontaneously
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[Figs. 2(b),(e)] suggests that finding a way to position and
form nematic lanes in suitable configurations could trigger
the creation of a CTD. In combination with the observation
of polymer fluxes near a defect [Fig. 4(h)], we hypothesized
that placing active polymer sources in a three-strand configu-
ration should trigger the formation of three lanes that imme-
diately condensate into CTDs. To test this prediction, we im-
plemented the possibility to add such “active particle throw-
ers” into our agent-based simulations and positioned them
as described. Indeed, we found that this way a CTD can be
formed at a predetermined location where it persists for an ar-
bitrary amount of time, cf. Fig. 4(h) and movie S10 SI. This
may be of potential application in cases where topological
defects and/or high-density regions (in a low density back-
ground) need to be created and controlled with high accuracy.

Discussion

In summary, we have used a combination of agent-based sim-
ulations and hydrodynamic theory to study pattern formation
in phase-separated nematic active matter. Our analysis shows
that topological defects and nematic lanes, previously consid-
ered as two distinct and separate collective states, coexist and
are tightly coupled.
We investigated the structure, formation and decomposi-
tion of CTDs in phase-separated systems. We observed
that CTDs appear as characteristic collective excitations in a
novel nonequilibrium steady state. Moreover, the formation
process of CTDs constitutes a new hierarchical condensation
phenomenon. Given the previously demonstrated and close
connection of our agent-based algorithm to the actin motility-
assay, a paradigmatic experimental model system, it is plau-
sible to expect that CTDs will be observed in experimental
active matter systems. Below we discuss these observations
step by step.
First of all, we characterized topologically charged struc-
tures, such as CTDs and FAEs, for the first time observed
in a phase-separated nematic system with self-propulsion. It
is apparent that CTDs differ markedly from defects observed
in homogeneous active matter, particularly in the dynamics
of their formation and decay and in their spatial structure as
well.
To begin with, CTDs upconcentrate density nearby their
cores and condensate nematic fluxes. This condensation phe-
nomena is interesting by itself, since the majority of experi-
mental active matter systems show a depletion of particles in
−1/2 disclinations, e.g., bacteria embedded in liquid crystals
(47) and cultures of neural progenitors (48). Weak density ac-
cumulation around the defects has been discussed in slightly
inhomogeneous nematic (28); however, in such systems, the
−1/2 defects occur only during the transient and eventually
disappear via annihilation with their +1/2 counterparts.
Similar CTDs, among other structures, were observed in
parameter sweeps of the phenomenological toy model for
mixtures of non-self-propelled microtubules and kinesin mo-
tors (24). However, they were either transient or formed only
under very special conditions (elasticity almost zero). In the

latter case, the shape and the mechanism of formation of the
defects were clearly different from the CTDs observed here.
In our case CTDs are typically formed by the collision of
three curved nematic lanes that condense into a high-density
three-armed structure, trapping the previously spatially dis-
tributed negative charge [Figs. 2(a),(d)].
One might think of comparing condensation to CTDs
with the process of motility-induced phase separation
(MIPS) (49). However, the fundamental difference between
the two is that CTDs are not associated with particle slow-
down or prolonged residence of agents in high-density re-
gions. In addition, the formation of condensed defects pro-
vides a condensation mechanism for anisotropically shaped
particles, which is not possible with MIPS (50). We may
also argue that in MIPS the agents themselves condense into
high-density clusters, while we observe the condensation of
dynamical collective states (nematic lanes) into topological
defects.
The mutual orientation of defects is also non-typical: we ob-
serve that two CTDs can be connected by a single nematic
streamline (a filamentous bundle of polymers) [Figs. 2(a),
4(f)], whereas in non-phase-separated active matter negative
half-integer disclinations usually point towards a correspond-
ing defect with the opposite charge +1/2 [Fig. 4(g)] (51).
The dynamic processes of defect decay in phase-separated
and homogeneous active nematics are also clearly distinct. In
homogeneous systems, pairs of defects with opposite charges
annihilate each other (7, 52). In contrast, we find that CTDs
do not annihilate with other defects, but disintegrate due to
the undulating dynamics of the lanes that connect to the de-
fect arms (Fig. 4(g) and Movie S3 SI). This means that the
destruction of a negatively charged defect does not depend on
the mobility or dynamics of a positively charged pair, render-
ing this process potentially easier to control. In cases where
all three lanes that connect to the respective arms have the
same bending orientation (curvature of all either clockwise or
anti-clockwise with respect to center), this decay takes place
via an interesting process in which defects rotate before they
dissolve [Fig. 4(g)].
Thus, CTDs not only emerge from “collisions” of nematic
lanes, but also are connected by, and disassemble into them.
Taken together, this leads to one of the main conclusions
of our work, namely that the presence of CTDs constitutes
a novel nonequilibrium steady state which corresponds to a
dynamic equilibrium between dense nematic lanes and con-
densed topological defects coexisting in a diluted background
of disordered filaments. This is reminiscent of other recent
findings in active matter, in which a dynamical coexistence
between patterns of different symmetry (nematic and polar)
was observed (18, 19, 26). During the persistent formation
and subsequent decay of CTDs, those defects act as temporal
capacitors of negative topological charge (i.e., the curvature
on the boundaries of lanes gets temporarily trapped in a very
small region of space) which eventually gets released again.
It is well worth reiterating that this is a continuous cyclic phe-
nomenon, not a transient one (unlike the defect formation ob-
served in Ref. (28)).
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The most important factors that allow this nonequilibrium
steady state to occur are probably the following. First, since
CTDs emerge from interaction of curved nematic lanes, a lat-
eral undulation instability of nematic lanes — as exhibited by
our agent-based model — is a basic prerequisite for their for-
mation. Another factor that is likely to favor the formation
of CTDs is the nature of the interaction between the poly-
mers (agents), which exhibit only weak mutual alignment and
weak steric exclusion. The latter, in particular, is likely to be
a critical factor necessary for the high compression of poly-
mer density during CTD formation.

Starting from a rigorously derived hydrodynamic model for
self-propelled particles, we have generalized it to include
higher-order phenomenological corrections. The resulting
equations are reminiscent of a conceptual active model
C (24), but they include all terms arising from particle self-
propulsion, which is an important additional feature here. In
particular, the hydrodynamic model presented here has many
fewer degrees of freedom than the toy model presented in
Ref. (24), since the coefficients in front of all “standard”
terms have a fixed relation among them.

This hydrodynamic theory provides additional insight into
the physics of CTDs. For example, it shows that density gra-
dients play a crucial role through their coupling with the ori-
entation field. In particular, we consider density-dependent
corrections of these coupling terms (controlled by the param-
eters χϕ and ωa), which typically disappear due to the lin-
earization of terms around the mean value of density in the
majority of hydrodynamic theories. We want to stress again
that these additional terms, which are missing in standard the-
ories of active nematics, are crucial for a proper description
of the system, because without them CTDs are no longer ob-
served. We argue that strong phase separation (and the re-
sulting large density gradients) inevitably amplifies the effect
of higher-order coupling terms between the density and the
orientation field on the dynamics. For example, the bilinear
anchoring ωa(∂iϕ)(∂jϕ) causes the nematic lines to closely
follow the contour of the density field constituting a defect
(SFig. 7 SI) and therefore can stabilize defects. This is in line
with the observation that a decrease in ωa leads to a decrease
in the number of defects (similar conclusion can be referred
from (24)). However, in our model CTDs still can be formed
even if ωa = 0, χϕ ̸= 0,κϕ ̸= 0.

We firmly believe that the phenomena we found can also be
observed in experiments, even though our study is purely the-
oretical. The weakly aligning, self-propelled polymers simu-
lation approach we base our study on, has previously shown
not only excellent agreement with experiments, but was also
able to predict then novel states that were later found in ex-
periments (18); thus it can be viewed, as elaborated in the
introduction, as a computational version of an experimental
system. In light of this, we expect that the most promising
experimental model system that could allow observation of
the new topological defects we predict is most likely the ac-
tomyosin motility assay (13, 14, 53, 54). This paradigmatic
system not only satisfies the requirement of weakly interact-
ing agents (18, 55), but also offers the advantage of high

particle numbers. Previously, not only polar waves (13) but
also nematic lanes (18) have been observed. This has been
achieved by adding depletion agents that enable one to tune
the strength as well as the symmetry of the interaction be-
tween the actin filaments. It is conceivable that similar and
other changes in the design of the actin motility assay could
be used to produce a weak and purely nematic interaction
as used in our agent-based simulations. For example, other
depletion agents could be used and/or the properties of the
surface to which the driving molecular motors are attached
could be changed. Recently, the latter was indeed shown to
have a direct impact on polymer interactions (56). Alterna-
tively, CTDs could potentially be observed in other types of
motility assays (57, 58). Another intriguing possibility for
observing the predicted CTDs is to directly produce a con-
figuration of nematic lanes favoring the formation of CTDs
by suitably structuring the surface used in the motility as-
say (59, 60).

The deep understanding we gained about the formation of
CTDs owing to the combination of agent-based simulation
and hydrodynamic approach allowed us to find a way to gen-
erate them artificially (Fig. 4(h) and movie S10 SI). Given
the availability of directed particle sources in an experimen-
tal system, the position of defects (and therefore the location
of a domain of extremely high density) could be controlled
with pin-point accuracy. This provides a new tool for cases
where -1/2 defects and/or small regions of high particle den-
sity (in an overall dilute system) are needed at specific posi-
tions, e.g., to trigger specific processes such as cell death (61)
at definable points. Given the strong and controlled nature of
the focusing of the fluxes in nematic lanes, this method could
be termed “active matter optics”.

Another important insight from the broader perspective of the
active matter field is that phase-separated active matter ex-
hibits a hierarchy of emergent collective states. Interaction
between dense nematic lanes, considered as “first-order” col-
lective states in active nematics, can lead to the formation
of “second-order” collective states, here half-integer topo-
logical defects with an even higher density. A phenomenon
which one can call “hierarchical, alignment-induced phase-
separation”. It is reasonable to assume that similar effects
may lead to new phenomena in other active systems with dif-
ferent symmetry, e.g., polar symmetry with polar waves as
first-order collective states (17, 27). Another class of systems
in which higher-order collective states might emerge are ac-
tive systems that are subject to external gradients (62) or sig-
nalling interactions between the agents (63, 64).

A promising extension of our present investigations are active
foams. In this state of active matter, which has recently re-
ceived increasing attention (24, 65–67), dense ordered bands
assemble into actively reforming cellular networks. Indeed,
in preliminary simulations of the hydrodynamic theory, we
have identified parameter regimes in our model where we
observe active foams: CTDs are more frequent, intercon-
nected, and persist for longer times. Thus, the formation of
active foams in active nematics seems very plausible, but a
thorough investigation of the entire phase space in the agent-
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based model is computationally demanding and will be re-
served for a future study.
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Appendix
Agent-based simulation method. We now describe our
agent-based simulation model. Please also refer to the SI and
the Supplemental Materials of Refs. (17, 18) for more details.
In our systems we simulate M polymers, each of length L.
Orientational diffusion causes the tip of each polymer to per-
form a persistent random walk. Upon collision with another
polymer, local interaction causes the tip to gradually align
with its direction. Attached to the polymer tips are tails that
just follows the path that is outlined by the tip.
This dynamics mimics the behavior of actin filaments in ac-
tomyosin motility assays (17, 18), in which polymers move
in a snake-like fashion over a lawn of motor proteins and mo-
tion orthogonal to the contour is suppressed (13, 55). Here
we use purely nematic interactions between polymers which
are primarily tuned by the nematic alignment amplitude αn

that allows for a continuous variation of the rate of alignment.

Parameters. If not stated otherwise, we used the following
model parameters: discretization N =5, polymer aspect ra-
tio L/d=21, nematic alignment strength αn =0.126 ≈ 7.2◦

and a periodic simulation box of length Lbox =162.5L. The
velocity v(n) of each polymer is randomly drawn from the
interval [0.75,1.]v0. We started simulations with random ini-
tial conditions, i.e. randomly oriented polymers were placed
at random positions in the simulation box. Time is mea-
sured in units of L/v0, where v0 is the maximal velocity
of a free polymer. Density in Figs. 2(a)-(c) and 4(g)-(h) is
time-averaged for better visibility, with averaging times of
159 for Fig. 2(a) and 16 for Figs. 2(b)-(c) and 4(g)-(h). Note

that the system shown in Fig. 4(h) does not have the usual
periodic boundary conditions. Rather, the particles crossing
the boundaries are moved either to a random position along
a boundary with random orientation or to one of the particle
sources. The ratio of these two possibilities is chosen so that
the particle flux from the sources is kept constant.

Continuous theory. We numerically investigate Eqs. (1,2)
under periodic boundary conditions by using finite differ-
ences of second order (68) on a 300 × 300 grid with the spa-
tial resolution δx = 0.5. The time integration was performed
via a second-order predictor-corrector scheme with time step
dt = 10−2. We use the parameter values β = 0.05, κϕ =
0.2, ωa = −0.5, χϕ = 0.4, νϕ = 1. Unless explicitly stated,
we initialize simulations from an isotropic uniform state with
a small amount of noise. To make time and space dimen-
sionless we rescale them by setting the rotational diffusion
coefficient and µρ equal to unity.
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Supplementary Information

Supplementary Note 1: WASP simulation method
In this section we provide a brief summary of the agent-based simulations. The focus will be on the aspects most relevant
for the current study. For a detailed description of the WASP simulation setup, please refer to the supplemental materials of
Refs. (17, 18).
In the agent-based simulations, we consider M polymers moving on a flat substrate (in two spatial dimensions). Each polymer
n consist of N spherical joints j which are located at a positions r(n)

j (with j ∈{0,1, . . . ,N −1}, where the polymer tip is

denoted by j =0). The direction of a polymer’s tip is denoted by u(n)
0 and its motion is described by:

∂tr(n)
0 = v(n) u(n)

0 −Frep = v(n)

(
cosθ

(n)
0

sinθ
(n)
0

)
−Frep . (4)

Here Frep describes a weak repulsion force (see Eq. (10)) acting on a polymer head while in contact with the contour of another
polymer. θ

(n)
0 denotes the orientation of a polymer and v(n) its free speed. For this study, the speed of each polymer was

chosen at random from a continuous uniform distribution in the interval [0.75,1]v0, where v0 denotes the maximal velocity of
a free polymer (see section S5 for further details on this velocity dispersion).
The orientation of a polymer’s head evolves in time according to

∂tθ
(n)
0 = −δH̃

(n)
0

δθ
(n)
0

+

√
2v(n)

Lp
ξ , (5)

where ξ is random white noise with zero mean and unit variance with the magnitude of the noise given by the prefactor. This
implies that individual polymers perform a persistent random walk with a path persistence length of Lp. H̃

(n)
0 sets the—in this

study purely nematic—torque caused by interactions with other polymers.
Before we come to a description of H̃

(n)
0 , it will proof useful to introduce several other quantities. The first is the distance

vector
∆rnm =

(
r(n)

0 −r(m))
shDist . (6)

This vector connects the tip of a polymer n with the position of an adjacent polymer’s (denoted by m) contour that has the
shortest possible distance. The local orientation of the contour of the adjacent polymer m is given by θ

(m)
j , which corresponds

to the orientation of the polymer segment j of polymer n to which ∆rnm connects. Second, if a polymer is interacting with
several polymers at a time, we define a weighted average direction of the connecting vectors:

∆ẽn :=
∑
m

C (|∆rnm|) ∆rnm

|∆rnm|
. (7)

Here C (|∆rnm|) is a weighting factor accounting for the assumption that a more distant polymer contributes less to an inter-
action. It is given by

C (|∆rnm|) =
{

0 if |∆rnm|>d
(d−|∆rnm|)/d else , (8)

where d defines the interaction radius. Using the orientation of the averaged connecting vector θ̃n, we define an averaged
nematic impact angle as ∆θ̃

(n)
n =θ

(n)
0 − θ̃n. Equipped with these definitions we are now in a position to write down the

alignment potential as

H̃
(n)
0 := αnv0

d
cos(2∆θ̃

(n)
n )|∆ẽn| , (9)

where the overall amplitude of the alignment is set by the absolute value of the weighted connecting vector, combined with the
nematic alignment strength αn.
The repulsion force Frep in Eq. (4) is given by

Frep = −s
∑
m

C (|∆rnm|) ∆rnm

|∆rnm|
, (10)
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which is used to prevent unphysical aggregation of polymers. It is assumed to be weak with s=0.05. Filaments in actomyosin
motility assays are observed to conduct a trailing motion, where the tail of a polymer follows the movement of the tip (13, 14,
18, 53, 55). To emulate this behaviour, tail joints move according to

∂tr(n)
j = Ks

(∣∣∣r(n)
j −r(n)

j−1

∣∣∣− b
) 1

2

(
u(n)

j+1 +u(n)
j

)
. (11)

Here, the second part of the equation, 1
2 (u(n)

j+1 +u(n)
j ), ensures the movement to be in the direction of the average of the

segment’s orientations that are adjacent to joint j. The remainder of Eq. (11) corresponds to a linear (Hookian) restoring force
with spring coefficient Ks =200 that ensures an average length b of the cylindrical segments between bonds.

Supplementary Note 2: Onset of nematic patterns
In this section we provide further information on how the phase diagram shown in Fig. 1(c) of the main text was obtained.
To determine the density ρn as a function of Lp above which nematic patterns are formed, we performed exploratory simulations
in the phase space spanned by the (reduced) global polymer density ⟨ρ⟩L2 and the persistence length Lp. To guarantee that the
dynamics has reached a steady state we ran these simulations for a time 15873 which is much larger than the initial timescale
t0 ≈ 100 it takes for a system to reach the quasi-stationary, disordered state (17). Figure S1 shows the results of the in silico
parameter scans in density at a set of fixed values for Lp: The blue triangles and red squares correspond to steady states where
we visually observed nematic patterns or a disordered state, respectively. To determine the phase boundary ρn(Lp) we fitted a
function fρ(Lp) = a/Lp (with a as free fitting parameter) to the data points with the lowest density that still exhibited nematic
order [solid line in Fig. S1].
The shape of the boundary line is dictated by the interplay between two counteracting effects: density-dependent, interaction-
induced ordering and rotational diffusion. The former increases linearly with density increase, and above the critical value
of density, spontaneous ordering begins to predominate over diffusion. Thus, the critical density is proportional to rotational
diffusion coefficient and therefore ∝ L−1

p in our case. We take fρ(Lp) as an approximation to the density corresponding to the
onset of nematic patterns, ρn(Lp).
To further test whether this is a satisfactory approximation for the phase boundary, we ran ten independent simulations at a
density corresponding to ρn [cf. dots in Fig. 1 (c) of the main text] and further ten at 0.9ρn for several different Lp for a
twice as large simulation time of 31746. All simulations at ρn formed ordered patterns, while none at 0.9ρn did, affirming that
fρ(Lp) adequately approximates the position of the isotropic-nematic transition.

Supplementary Note 3: Defect detection
In this section, we explain the algorithms we used to identify topological defects in simulations of both the hydrodynamic
theory and the agent-based model.
To algorithmically detect −1/2 defects in both approaches, we took advantage of the fact that inside a defect core the topological
charge density q, defined as (30)

q = 1
4π

(
∂xQ̂xa∂yQ̂ya −∂xQ̂ya∂yQ̂xa

)
, (12)

has a very large negative value (with Q̂=Q/ρ and Q defined as in Eq. (14)), whereas in other regions of space its absolute value
is much smaller (cf. lower right pane of Fig. 2(a) and (d) of the main text). We exploit this fact and define any contiguous
region of space in which q falls below a certain threshold value qthrs as one −1/2 defect.
The position of −1/2 defects in the agent-based model is obtained in the following way. Please first note that the main purpose
of the data from the agent-based simulations in Fig. 3(c)-(e) is to qualitatively confirm the trend observed in the hydrodynamic
model. To quantify the data with a high degree of precision would require averaging over large ensembles, which would be
numerically prohibitively demanding given the very long time scales on which the observed phenomena occur.
The total runtime of each simulation was 142857 (which is much longer than the dynamics of undulations; cf. Movie S1 and
S2), from which we cutted an initial transient (cf. section S7) before starting the measurement. For each value of Lp/⟨ϕ⟩ we
averaged over ten independent simulations.
To obtain q in agent-based simulations, we rasterized space into a grid with a grid spacing of ∆x = 0.3, which is small enough
to resolve the structure of a defect (note that the qualitative agreement between the agent-based simulations and hydrodynamic
model, shown in Fig. 3 of the main text, does not depend on the exact choice of this and the following numerical parameters).
We used the orientations θ

(n)
0 of polymer tips residing inside each grid point at a given time to calculate a local value of Q̂

using Eq. (14). To suppress noise due to stochastic particle fluctuations, we further averaged over a time span of 15.9, which
is much shorter than density rearrangements due to bending undulations. With this we obtained q(r, t) using Eq. (12). We
chose qthrs = −0.032, which is much lower than typical values of q outside defects. Additionally, to avoid classifying small and
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short-lived density peaks that occur sporadically in the simulations as CTDs, we heuristically filtered them out by requiring the
charge density to be below qthrs for a time of at least 159 for a CTD to be detected.
The hydrodynamic model allows by construction a direct access to the Q-tensor, which allows a direct calculation of the function
q, given by Eq. 12. The positions of −1/2 defects are defined as local minima of the function q and, for consistency, the same
value of qthrs is used as for the agent based simulations. For the measurements in the hydrodynamic model, we discarded
the data collected in the first half of the simulation runs in order to avoid any influence of initial transients. To generate the
data shown in Fig. 3 (a), we classified all runs in which CTDs were detected to be CTD-dominated (blue dots in Fig. 3 (a)).
Distinction between FAEs and stable bands was made via visual inspection.

Supplementary Note 4: Flux measurement through defects

In the main text, we studied the mass flow through a defect as well as the speed of particles during a CTD passage; see
Figs. 4(b) and 4(e), respectively. To this end, we needed detailed information about the position and velocity of particles as
they transitioned from one arm of a defect to another. To determine these quantities, we leveraged the possibility offered by the
agent-based simulations to access the position of each individual polymer at any given point in time.
In order to be able to deduce that a given polymer has transitioned from one arm of a defect to another one, several things have
to be known.
First, one has to find a criterion which allows to algorithmically determine if a polymer is pertinent to a given arm at a given
time. For this we used the following heuristics: Over each arm of a defect we placed a round “classification area”, which is large
enough to cover the full width of the nematic lane (blue regions in Fig. S2, diameter 22L). The positions of the classification
areas were chosen such that they roughly coincided with the area where the nematic lanes recovered their full width (midpoint
distance of classification areas to defect: 26L in Fig. S2). Every polymer being inside one of these regions is classified as
pertinent to the given defect arm.
Second, one has to find a criterion that allows to make a determination as to the origin of particles that have been classified
as belonging to a particular arm. For this we introduced an additionally classification area which encompasses all parts of the
simulation box being further away from the defect core than a specific distance, cf. orange region in Fig. S2 (distance to defect:
40L). (Note that the black colored area does not pertain to any classification area.) After this partitioning, we measured the
currents from one region to another with the below described heuristics. We did this for a time span sufficiently long enough
that many particles can travel from one blue region to another blue region (cf. Fig. S2), but short enough such that bending
undulations do not change the position of the individual lanes significantly. Data in Fig. 4(b) averaged over 159, Fig. 4(e)
averaged over 4019 trajectories in a time of 317.
For the flux measurement heuristics, we each assigned a unique identifier id to every classification area. We then checked in
short intervals of 0.16 for every polymer i if its position coincided with one of the classification areas. If this was the case,
polymer i was assigned the identifier of the region and the time of assignment tassign was saved. If polymer i already had a
different identifier id′ assigned (and hence also a different t′

assign), this meant that it had traveled from another classification
area into the current region (without crossing a third region in the meantime). In such a case, we stored the pairs of tuples
(id′, t′

assign) and (id, tassign), which allow (combined with with the also saved information of the position and speed of every
polymer at every interval) to reconstruct the path polymer i has taken propagating from region id′ to id. Subsequently, we
replaced the assigned identifier and assignment time of polymer i with that of the current region and the current time and
continued the simulation.

Supplementary Note 5: Dispersion in the polymer velocity

Most studies of active matter assume the speed of agents to be constant and uniform (27). Yet, experiments of the actin motility
assay show actin filaments to have a broad distribution of velocities (18). To take into account the effects of such a velocity
dispersion, we drew the assigned speed of polymers from a distribution (cf. Section S1 of this Supplemental Material). We have
found that the introduction of such a velocity dispersion does not hinder the formation of nematic lanes. To additionally check
whether particles that possess different free velocities behave differently on the level of macroscopic structures—for example
by causing an effective sorting of particles into spatially separate populations, where only relatively fast/slow particles form
part of patterns—we subdivided the system into a grid with a grid spacing of ∆x = 0.3 and determined for each grid-cell the
locally averaged ⟨v(n)⟩ of particles inside a simulation exhibiting nematic lanes and CTDs. Any local accumulation of fast/slow
particles would lead to a different value of ⟨v(n)⟩ when compared to the global average ⟨v(n)⟩glob. As can be inferred from
Fig. S3, the system is well mixed (up to random fluctuations) with respect to polymer velocities. We further found that the
introduction of a velocity dispersion prevented the decay of purely nematic patterns into oppositely propagating polar waves
(cf. Ref (18)), which hence seems to be an artefact of the assumption of equal and uniform velocities.
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Supplementary Note 6: Width of nematic lanes

As discussed in the main text, we measured the width of nematic lanes as a function of density ⟨ϕ⟩ in both the agent-based
simulations and the hydrodynamic model (at a constant system size). To this end, we performed several simulations at different
polymer densities but at a fixed persistence length (resp. several realizations of the hydrodynamic model at different ⟨ϕ⟩ and
fixed λ). After these systems had reached a configuration in which they exhibited a single straight lane, we measured the width
of the band and the average density ⟨ϕ⟩bg in the disordered background. (The width is determined by averaging the density of
the system along the axis of the straight lane, which results in a one dimensional density profile. The width of the lanes in the
hydrodynamic model is then defined as the distance between the two points with the maximal gradient of this curve, which can
easily be obtained due to the absence of noise. In the agent based simulations the lane width is heuristically defined as the width
of the region where this profile exceeds the threshold of three times ⟨ϕ⟩bg.) As shown in Fig. S4, the thickness of the lanes
grows linearly with density in both the agent-based simulations and hydrodynamic model, while the density of the disordered
background remains constant.

Supplementary Note 7: FAE detection

In this section we describe the procedure we used to measure the mean number of FAEs present at different parameter regimes
in the agent-based simulation (Fig. 3(e) of the main text).
For this we logged the formation of every FAE in the investigated systems; the most reliable method for detecting FAEs turned
out to be manual inspection of simulation videos. To obtain the mean number of FAEs present, we divided the total lifetime
of all detected FAEs in the system by the total observation time. For every investigated Lp in the agent-based simulations, we
averaged over ten independent simulations, which each ran for a time of 142857.
It is worth to note that agent-based simulations started in a parameter regime in which systems predominantly exhibit FAEs or
stable lanes (i.e., high Lp; see also section “From CTDs to FAEs and bands” in the main text), do not immediately form straight
lanes at the onset of pattern formation, but frequently at first dwell in a state of high activity (cf. left panel of Fig. 3(b) in the
main text) in which no FAE can develop. We measured the duration of this initial transient (“dwell-time”) and found that it is
shorter than a time of 70000 in more than ninety percent of the cases.
We discarded this initial time span in the measurements of the mean numbers of CTDs (cf. section S3) and FAEs present to
rule out any influence of the initial transient on the results.
Further, we studied the temporal evolution of filamentous arc ejections. The motion of a separating arc in the agent based and
the hydrodynamic model, can be visualized using a kymograph of the density projection shown in Fig. S5. As can be inferred
from the bending of the lateral extrusions, the separation process of the arcs starts slowly and continues to accelerate until
complete ejection and eventual dissolvement of the arc.

Supplementary Note 8: Hydrodynamic model

To provide the motivation of our hydrodynamic model we start form the general form of the evolution equation for the proba-
bility distribution function P (r,θ, t):

∂tP (r,θ, t) = −Lp∂i

[
niP (r,θ, t)

]
+∂2

θ P (r,θ, t)+ interactions , (13)

where n = (cosθ,sinθ) is director vector, and Lp is the path persistence length of the polymers. Time is measured in units of
the diffusion coefficient. Note that we only consider rotational diffusion and neglect translational diffusion. In the following the
space and time dependencies of the probability density are suppressed for brevity. Contribution from the interaction between
the polymers can be introduced in the form of collision intergrals in the Boltzmann ansatz (21, 69–71), or by using the gradient
of the interaction-induced current in a Smoluchowski approach (35).
We define the particle density ρ, the polarity vector p, and the nematic Q-tensor as the first three moments of the probability
distribution function:

ρ :=
∫ 2π

0
dθP (θ) , pi :=

∫ 2π

0
dθniP (θ) , Qij :=

∫ 2π

0
dθ (2ninj − δij)P (θ) , (14)

where the subscripts i and j denote the Cartesian components and δij represents the Kronecker delta. It is convenient to
consider Fourier harmonics of the probability distribution function:

P (r,θ) =
∞∑

k=−∞
Pk(r)eikθ. (15)
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According to their definitions, ρ , pi, and Qij can be expressed via Fourier harmonics as follows:

ρ = 2πP0 , (16a)
pi = π

(
(P1 +P−1), i(P1 −P−1)

)
, (16b)

Qij = π
(
(P2 +P−2), i(P2 −P−2)

)
, (16c)

where the symbol i denotes the imaginary unit.
By introducing the projection onto the mth harmonics of P :

(. . .)m := 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
dθe−imθ(. . .) , (17)

one obtains the following contributions from the advective and diffusive parts of Eq. (13) to the evolution equations of the mth
Fourier harmonics (Pm):

∂tPm = −m2Pm −Lp∂i(niP (r,θ))m

= −m2Pm −Lp
1
2

[
∂x

∑
k

Pk(δk,m−1 + δk,m+1)+∂y

∑
k

Pk(δk,m−1 − δk,m+1)/i
]

. (18)

In terms of the collective variables this can be rewritten as:

∂tρ = −Lp∂ipi , (19a)

∂tpi = −pi −
Lp

2 ∂iρ+ Lp

2 ∂jQij , (19b)

∂tQij = −4Qij −
Lp

2
[
∂ipj +∂jpi − δij∂kpk

]
. (19c)

Note, that we imply summation for repeating indices following the Einstein convention. Since we consider a system with purely
nematic interactions, the polar order decays on short time scales for all strengths of self-propulsion. Thus, the polarity field p
equilibrates fast and can be eliminated adiabatically to arrive at dynamic equations for the density ρ and Q-tensor alone. We
find after rescaling time by a factor of 4:

∂tρ = λ2∆ρ+λ2∂i∂jQij , (20a)

∂tQij = −Qij + λ2

2 ∆Qij +λ2[∂i∂jρ
]st

, (20b)

where we have introduced the parameter λ := Lp/(2
√

2), ∆ = ∂i∂i denotes the Laplace operator, and [...]st indicates the
symmetric and traceless part of the expression.
We now discuss the physical meaning of each term on the RHS of Eqs. (20). The first term in the density equation Eq. (20a)
acts like effective translational diffusion, despite the fact that it is actually coming from the single particle advection (note, that
the real translational diffusion is neglected in our model). The second term in equation Eq. (20a) represents anisotropic flux
of material along the nematic order. This term enhances diffusion along the direction of the eigenvector of Qij corresponding
to its positive eigenvalue, and suppresses it along the perpendicular direction. It also can be treated as curvature-induced flux,
since it disappears in a uniformly ordered state.
The first term in the evolution equation of the nematic tensor Eq. (20b) is due to the thermal rotational diffusion. If there were
no interaction between polymers, the action of this term would lead to disordering. The second term in Eq. (20b) penalizes the
distortion of Qij and represents the elasticity in terms of liquid crystal theory. The last term of Eq. (20b) provides the coupling
between the equations. It can be treated simply as an anisotropic diffusive contribution. But it also introduces “aligning torque”
by changing the orientation of nematic order in the presence of the density gradients.
Finally, besides the diffusion- and advection-related terms we need to add interaction-induced contributions. Inspired by
Refs. (12, 24) we also introduce the following terms to describe the nematic interactions of the polymers:

∂tρ = · · ·+ ν̃ρ∆ρ2 + χ̃ρ∂i∂j(ρQij) , (21a)

∂tQij = · · ·+ α̃ρQij − β̃Q2Qij + κ̃ρ⟨ρ⟩∆Qij + ω̃a
[
2∂iρ∂jρ

]st
. (21b)

The ν̃ρ-related term in Eq. (21a) comes from the excluded volume interactions between the polymers (however an analogous
term occurs due to the “collision" of polymers, e.g., see Ref. (12)). The last term in Eq. (21a) is an interaction-induced flux
representing a density-dependant correction (33) to the last term of Eq. (20a).
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The first term of Eq. (21b) promotes density dependent ordering, which competes with motility-induced disordering coming
from the fist term of Eq. (20b); β is a non-equilibrium Landau coefficient setting the magnitude of order in the bulk. κ̃ρ⟨ρ⟩
contributes to the restoring elastic constant. As can be seen, this is the only term in our theory that is linearized around the mean
density value, whereas in the most of hydrodynamic models almost all terms in Eq. (21) are subjected to this procedure. We
linearize this particular term for two reasons. Firstly, for the sake of simplicity: we want this term to represent one particular
effect – elasticity (or “rigidity” in terms of the material). Secondly, with this linearization it’s simpler to interpret the term
κ̃ρ⟨ρ⟩∆Qij as stemming from a free energy, while the contribution κ̃∆(ρQij) could not be obtained from a free energy.
Finally, the last term of Eq. (21b) describes the non-equilibrium anchoring to the density interface (24).
We emphasize again that we are not linearizing ν̃ρ, χ̃ρ, and ω̃a - related terms around the mean density (the latter of which
would simply disappear completely in that case). Such higher-order terms are typically linearized (or ignored) in well-controlled
closures in the vicinity of the isotropic/nematic transition (e.g., within Boltzmann–Ginzburg–Landau approach (20–22, 72)).
However, our observations hint that this linearization procedure, widely used in the field of active nematics, may result in some
physical processes not being accounted for by the resulting models, which in turn can leads to some phenomena (e.g., such as
CTDs) escaping the researchers’ gaze as well.
To obtain the equations of motion presented in the main text we simply combine Eq. (20) and Eq. (21) and re-normalize density
by the critical one ϕ = ρ/ρn. The coefficients are also renamed accordingly: κ̃ρ → κϕ, etc.
As discussed in the main text, the hydrodynamic model allows to directly access the direction and magnitude of the anisotropic
active flux −∂j(χQij). To complement the illustration of this flux in Fig. 4(d) of the main text, we show in Fig. S6 a direct plot
of this observable as recorded in the hydrodynamic model.

16



4.0

3.0

2.0

10 15 20

Fig. S1. Phase space of nematic order. Agent-based simulations yielding nematic patterns are marked with blue triangles. Simulations
exhibiting no order are shown as red squares. A fit of the functional form fρ(Lp) = a/Lp, where a is the free fit parameter, to the
ordered datapoints with the lowest density is shown in solid blue. (See Appendix for parameters.)
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Fig. S2. Illustration of classification areas. Representative spatial domain of an agent-based simulation containing 91217 polymers
which exhibits two condensed topological defects (CTDs). A circular classification area (regions where the polymers are colored blue)
is placed over each nematic lane that emanates as an arm from one of the defects. Polymers being further away from the defect than
the blue classification areas are pooled into one large classification area (shown in orange). All black colored polymers do not belong
to any classification area. (Parameters: Lp = 11L, simulation box size: 163L; see Appendix for further parameters.)
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Fig. S3. Local averaged velocities. Local average of the free velocities v(n) of the agents in a system exhibiting nematic patterns.
The values of the local averages, ⟨v(n)⟩, do not deviate (up to random fluctuations) of the value obtained when averaging over all
polymers inside the simulation (⟨v(n)⟩glob = 0.875v0, where v0 is the maximal speed of a free polymer). Same data and parameters
as used in Fig. 2(a) [the position of the patterns is still perceivable since fluctuations in the low density disordered background are less
suppressed, due to the lower number of polymers over which is being averaged, compared with the high density nematic lanes.]
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Fig. S4. Width of nematic lanes for agent-based simulations (upper panel) and for the hydrodynamic model (lower panel). The width
of stable nematic lanes grows with an increase of the global density ⟨ϕ⟩ while the background density ⟨ϕ⟩bg stays constant (inset).
Parameters: Lp = 20.6L; see Appendix for further parameters.
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Fig. S5. Temporal evolution of FAEs Illustration of a system exhibiting several filamentous arc ejections in sequence in agent based
simulations (upper panel) and hydrodynamic model (lower panel). The density is projected/averaged along the long axis of the lane.
The resulting 1-D slices are stacked into the shown Kymograph. Each FAE can be recognized by an extrusion from the lane. The slight
bending of these extrusions towards a more vertical shape is a signature of the accelerated motion of the ejection.
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FAE CTD

Fig. S6. Anisotropic active flux. Plot of −∂j(χQij) in the hydrodynamic model. Grey segments represent nematic order and the red
arrows corresponds to the magnitude and direction of the current.
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Fig. S7. Anchoring. Depictions of the nematic fieldlines inside a CTD with strong (large |ωa|) and weak (small |ωa|) bilinear anchoring
term, respectively.
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Movie S1
Constantly undulating nematic lanes in an agent-based simulation. (Parameters are: ρL2=3.15, Lp=11.1. Scale-bar: 15L.
Density averaged over a time of 15.9 for better visibility.)

Movie S2
Emergence of a multitude of condensed topological defects in agent-based simulations. Note that the lateral movement of
lanes happens on long timescales. A single frame roughly corresponds to the time of 162 a straight moving particle with a
velocity of v0 needs to cross the whole system. (Parameters are: ρL2=3.2, Lp=11.9. Scale-bar: 15L. Density averaged over a
time of 15.9 for better visibility.)

Movie S3
Two condensed topological defects are formed simultaneously in an agent-based simulation. Due to continued undulation
of the connecting nematic lanes the defects eventually disintegrate. (Parameters are: ρL2=3.47, Lp=11.1. Scale-bar: 15L.
Density averaged over a time of 3 for better visibility.)

Movie S4
Several filamentous arc ejection develop in succession along a nematic lane in an agent-based simulation. (Parameters are:
ρL2=2.7, Lp=14.3. Scale-bar: 15L. Density averaged over a time of 15.9 for better visibility.)

Movie S5
Straight and stable nematic lane in an agent-based simulation. (Parameters are: ρL2=1.9, Lp=20.6. Scale-bar: 15L. Density
averaged over a time of 15.9 for better visibility.)

Movie S6
Details of a flux in an agent-based simulation from one arm of a condensed topological defect to the two others. The path that
is taken by the polymer heads is traced out. Only trajectories that start in the upper left arm and eventually will go to either the
lower or upper right arm are visible. (Parameters are: ρL2=3.5, Lp=11.1.)

Movie S7
Emergence of a multitude of condensed topological defects in a simulation of the hydrodynamic model. (Parameters are:
β = 0.05, κϕ = 0.2, ωa = −0.5, χϕ = 0.4, νϕ = 1, λ = 1,⟨ϕ⟩ = 1.1 )

Movie S8
Several filamentous arc ejection develop in succession along a nematic lane in a simulation of the hydrodynamic model.
(Parameters are: β = 0.05, κϕ = 0.2, ωa = −0.5, χϕ = 0.4, νϕ = 1, λ = 1.2,⟨ϕ⟩ = 1.1)

Movie S9
Straight and stable nematic lane in a simulation of the hydrodynamic model. (Parameters are: β = 0.05, κϕ = 0.2, ωa =
−0.5, χϕ = 0.4, νϕ = 1, λ = 1.4,⟨ϕ⟩ = 1.1)

Movie S10
Three-beam symmetrical arrangement of sources of polar particles. The ensuing nematic currents eventually form a condensed
topological defect. (Parameters are: ρL2=3.6, Lp=14.3. Scale-bar: 15L. Density averaged over a time of 15.9 for better
visibility.)
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