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We study bacterial diffusion in disordered porous media. Interactions with obstacles, at unknown
locations, make this problem challenging. We approach it by abstracting the environment to cell
states with memoryless transitions. With this, we derive an effective diffusivity that agrees well
with simulations in explicit geometries. The diffusivity is non-monotonic, and we solve the optimal
run length. We also find a rescaling that causes all of the theory and simulations to collapse. Our
results indicate that a small set of microscopic features captures bacterial diffusion in disordered
media.

Introduction — Transport of bacteria through
spatially-structured environments is important for many
natural and engineering processes. For example, bac-
terial transport through the body is important for the
initiation and spread of infections [1–5]; in the Earth’s
subsurface, it impacts contamination of water sources
and bioremediation efforts [6–9]; and in soils, it affects
plant-microbe interactions that are relevant to agricul-
tural yields [5, 10–12]. Building models of bacterial trans-
port in these environments is essential for understanding
and controlling the dynamics of these processes. Further-
more, bacteria have evolved diverse motility strategies
[13], which might are likely adaptive to the environments
they naturally encounter.

We focus on diffusive transport of bacteria through
disordered porous media. Modeling bacterial motility
in these environments is difficult because their active
self-propulsion causes complex interactions with surfaces.
Unlike passive particles [14, 15], actively-driven swim-
mers tend to follow and accumulate on walls [16–19].
Recent experiments tracking bacteria swimming through
jammed hydrogels have found that cells “hop” through
void spaces and get “trapped” in dead ends [20, 21]. Fur-
thermore, hydrodynamic interactions can cause swim-
mers to align with walls, swim in circles, or scatter from
obstacle surfaces [22–30]. To make matters worse, we
usually don’t know the geometry of the environment that
the cell navigates.

This problem has long been an active area of re-
search. One approach is to start from a diffusion equation
with walls as boundary conditions, and then derive the
model’s long-time behavior [31]. However, this cannot
the capture interactions with obstacle surfaces. Licata et
al. derived a diffusion coefficient using a model of a run-
and-tumble particle [32, 33], in which long runs caused
the cell to become immobilized until its next tumble [34].
But this model cannot be quantitatively compared to
systems with explicit geometries. Rigorous results have
been derived using lattice models, but these models can-
not capture the effects of different wall shapes and are
difficult to compare to experiments [35, 36]. Beautiful
results have also been derived using periodically-spaced
obstacles, but they relied on precise knowledge of the en-

vironment geometry [37, 38]. Recent work extracted hop
and trap statistics from simulations with explicit obsta-
cles, and then used these statistiscs to predict the diffu-
sion coefficient [39]. But this approach precludes a pri-
ori prediction of the diffusion coefficient, or expressing
it in terms of cell and environmental parameters. Also
recently, a trajectory-based theory derived a diffusivity
using the probabilities of various tumble and encounter
events [40]. However, this theory is somewhat limited
to low obstacle density and short runs. A diffusivity
that captures experimental measurements was recently
reported [30], but the expression was proposed ad hoc,
preventing generalization to other contexts. Thus, we
still lack a way to derive diffusion coefficients of bacteria
and other active swimmers in disordered porous media
from first principles.
Here, we study diffusion of a run-and-tumble particle

navigating a 2D disordered porous environment consist-
ing of hard, overlapping circles. To approach the problem
analytically, we abstract away the environment, and in-
stead consider states defined by the number of obstacles
the cell is in contact with. Then, we approximate tran-
sitions between these states as being Markovian and de-
rive the transition rates using knowledge of the environ-
ment statistics and cell-surface interactions. This allows
us to derive the effective diffusion coefficient in terms of
cell and environmental parameters, which shows excel-
lent agreement with simulations with explicit obstacles.
The diffusivity depends non-monotonically on run length
[34, 35, 39, 41]; we solve the optimal run length, finding
a new scaling as a function of obstacle density. Finally,
the diffusivities for all obstacle densities can be collapsed
onto a single universal curve. Our results suggest that a
relatively small set of features are sufficient to describe
macroscopic diffusion of bacteria in porous media.
Results — To model a bacterium navigating through

a porous medium, we consider a run-and-tumble particle
in a 2D environment (Fig. 1). To create pore struc-
tures, we use the Lorentz gas model [42–44], a prototyp-
ical model for studying transport in porous media [45].
In this model, hard circles are placed independently at
random and can overlap, and the number of obstacles in
a given area is Poisson-distributed.
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FIG. 1. Model. A run-and-tumble particle navigates a model
porous medium. The obstacles are hard overlapping circles
(gray). The cell swims straight (blue) until it tumbles (red).
When in contact with an obstacle (black), the component of
its velocity projected onto the obstacle surface normal is zero.

In free space, the cell swims straight with speed v in
direction û(t) = (cosϕ(t), sinϕ(t)), where ϕ(t) ∈ [0, 2π]
is the angle between the cell’s heading and the x-axis.
The cell tumbles at rate λ [32, 33], causing it to instan-
taneously randomize its heading. For simplicity, we ex-
clude the effects of hydrodynamics, which can suppress
tumbles near surfaces [46]. We also exclude other flag-
ellar dynamics, such as reversal of the bundle when the
cell encounters a surface [47, 48]. When in contact with
an obstacle, cell position follows [40]:

ẋ = v (û(t)− α(t) n(x, t)) , (1)

where n(x, t)) is the surface normal vector at the cell’s
position x(t) and α(t) = û(t) · n(x, t).
To non-dimensionalize the problem, we rescale length

by the obstacle radius R and time by R/v. This leaves
two dimensionless parameters: the cell’s mean run length
β = v/(λR) = Lr/R, and the mean distance between ob-
stacles γ = Lc/R. In this environment, the mean chord
length is γ = 1/(2ρ), where ρ is the dimensionless num-
ber density of obstacles. Furthermore, γ fully determines
the fraction of void space, ϕvoid = exp(−π/(2γ)) [49, 50].
Finally, the effective diffusion coefficient in free space is
Dliq = β/d, where d = 2 is the number of spatial dimen-

sions.
To derive cells’ long-time behavior, it is often use-

ful to consider a Fokker-Planck equation for cell density
that is equivalent to the dynamics in Eqn. 1. But this
“microscopic” description is complicated, even when the
walls have simple shapes and known locations [37, 51–53].
Instead, we write down a different microscopic model,
which is wrong, but that aims to keep the features that
matter at “macrosopic” length and time scales.
To this end, we abstract the dynamics to three states:

state 0, when the cell is in the void space; state 1, when
the cell is contact with one obstacle; and state 2, when
the cell is in contact with two obstacle. Then, we make a
dramatic simplification by approximating the transitions
among these states as being Markovian.
First, we need to model the motion of the cell in each

state. In state 0, the cell moves freely with heading û and
dimensionless speed 1. In state 1, since displacements
perpendicular to the cell’s heading have a small effect on
the diffusivity [40], we model cells as moving in direction
û but with reduced speed ν ≈ 1/2 (SI). Finally, cells in
contact with two obstacles cannot move, so state 2 is the
“trapped” state observed in experiments, while states 0
and 1 together constitute the “hopping” state [20, 21].
Next, we need to enumerate the transitions among

these states and derive the transition rates (SI). From
state 0, the cell can only transition to state 1 by en-
countering an obstacle (Fig. 2A), with rate k01 = γ−1.
In state 1, the cell can slide off the obstacle at rate
k10 ≈ 2/π, or it can encounter a second obstacle. The
second encounter can lead to one of two outcomes: either
the cell continues sliding on the second obstacle, thus
staying in state 1 (Fig. 2B), or it gets trapped at the
intersection point and transitions to state 2 (Fig. 2C).
Assuming that nearly all encounters with a second ob-
stacle lead to trapping, the state 1 to 2 transition oc-
curs with rate k12 ≈ 2/π γ−1. Transitions due to en-
countering or sliding off an obstacle maintain heading
û. Finally, tumbles occur with rate β−1 and can cause
state transitions (Fig. 2D). The probability that a tum-
ble in state i causes a transition to state j is denoted pij
(SI): p10 = 1 − p11 = 1/2, p20 ≈ 1/4, p21 = 1/2, and
p22 = 1− p20 − p21.
With cell motion in each state and the transition rates,

we arrive at evolution equations for the probability den-
sity ψi(x, t, û) of positions x and headings û in state i:

∂tψ0(x, t, û) +∇x · (û ψ0) = −
(
β−1 + k01

)
ψ0 + k10 ψ1 +

β−1

2π
(P0 + p10 P1 + p20 P2)

∂tψ1(x, t, û) + ν ∇x · (û ψ1) = −
(
β−1 + k10 + k12

)
ψ1 + k01 ψ0 +

β−1

2π
(p11 P1 + p21 P2)

∂tψ2(x, t, û) = −β−1 ψ2 + k12 ψ1 +
β−1

2π
p22 P2

(2)
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FIG. 2. Transitions among states. A) A cell in free space
(state 0) can encounter an obstacle, transitioning to state 1.
It can transition back to state 0 by sliding off the obstacle
or tumbling. B-C) A cell in contact with one obstacle (state
1) can encounter a second obstacle and either: (B) continue
sliding and remain in state 1; or (C) become trapped and
transition to state 2. D) From state 2, the cell can escape to
state 0 or 1 by tumbling. For this configuration, post-tumble
headings that fall in each sector transition the cell to the state
indicated.

Here, Pi(x, t) =
∫
ψi(x, t, û) dû is the density of cells in

state i and position x, marginalized over headings û. The
terms on the right-hand side of each equation describe the
transitions among states.

By eliminating the obstacles, the model lost the fact
that obstacles exclude volume. For a large control vol-
ume, some fraction of its surface is blocked by obstacles
and does not allow flux through. In 2D isotropic media,
the fraction that is unblocked is exactly the void space
volume fraction ϕvoid, and therefore all fluxes must be
proportional to ϕvoid. Indeed, for passive diffusion, Deff

is upper bounded by Dliq ϕvoid [49]. To correct for the
excluded volume of the obstacles, we will need to intro-
duce a factor of ϕvoid into the diffusion coefficient derived
from Eqn. 2.

The model in Eqn. 2 is an intermediary towards de-
riving a diffusion coefficient. Standard techniques of ho-
mogenization can be used to derive the long-time diffu-
sive behavior of models like Eqn. 2 [54–58] (SI). First,
we introduce a small parameter ϵ≪ 1. For diffusion, we
expect typical displacements to scale like the square root
of time, ∆x ∼ ∆t1/2, and so we change variables to long
length and time scales ξ = ϵ x and τ = ϵ2 t. Finally, we
expand the probability density of swimmers in each state
ψi(x, t, û) in powers of ϵ, plug the expansion into Eqn.
2, and collect terms by order of ϵ. The O(ϵ2) equation
will ultimately become an effective diffusion equation:

∂tP
(0)
tot (ξ, τ) = −∇ξ · (J (1)

0 + ν J
(1)
1 ). (3)

Superscripts with parentheses indicate the order of ϵ in

the asymptotic expansion, while subscripts indicate the

state. P
(0)
tot (ξ, τ) = P

(0)
0 + P

(0)
1 + P

(0)
2 is the zeroth-

order density of cells, summed over states; P
(0)
i =∫

ψ
(0)
i (x, t, û) dû is the zeroth-order density of cells in

state i; and J
(1)
i (ξ, τ) =

∫
û ψ

(1)
i (x, t, û) dû is the first-

order flux of cells in state i.
To derive the diffusion coefficient, we need to solve the

first-order fluxes, which in turn depend on the solutions
to the zeroth-order equations. At zeroth order, there are
no derivatives, so we get a system of algebraic equations
for pi, the steady state fraction of time spent in state i:

p0 =
1

1 + a+ b
, p1 =

a

1 + a+ b
, p2 =

b

1 + a+ b

a =
k01

β−1 p10 + k10 + k12
p20

p20+p21

, b = a
β k12

(1− p22)

(4)

Then, solving the first order fluxes J
(1)
i , we find that

they are proportional to the gradient of total cell density

∇ξP
(0)
tot , as expected for diffusion. Together with Eqn.

3 and a factor of ϕvoid, we find the effective diffusion
coefficient, Deff :

Deff =
ϕvoid
d

(
1

Λ0
p0 +

ν

Λ0

k10
Λ1

p1

+
ν

Λ1

k01
Λ0

(
p0 + ν

k10
Λ1

p1

)
+
ν2

Λ1
p1

)
.

(5)

Deff has contributions from flux in state 0 (first term),
flux in state 1 (last term), and fluxes that are preserved
when the cell changes state (second and third terms).
Λ1 = β−1 + k10 + k12 is the rate at which flux in state 1
becomes decorrelated due to tumbles, sliding off an ob-
stacle, or encountering a second obstacle, respectively.
Λ0 = β−1 + k01 (1 − k10/Λ1) is the decorrelation rate
of flux in state 0, due to tumbles and encounters with
obstacles. The latter is suppressed because, with proba-
bility k10/Λ1, the cell can re-enter state 0 by sliding off an
obstacle before tumbling, which maintains its heading.
To test this theory, we simulated run-and-tumble point

particles moving through many realizations of 2D envi-
ronments with explicit circular obstacles (SI). Since ob-
stacle positions are independent of each other, the simu-
lation built the environment as the particle explored it,
reducing computation time. Cell motion while sliding on
an obstacle was computed analytically, as were the times
of encounters and slide-off events. We only simulated en-
vironments with γ > γ2Dc ≈ 1.39 [59], where γ2Dc is the
void space percolation threshold. Below this threshold,
the void spaces are highly likely to form closed pores, and
there is no diffusive behavior.
The theoretical predictions for the fraction of time in

each state pi (Eqn. 4; Fig 3AB) and the diffusion co-
efficient Deff (Eqn. 5; Fig 3CD) agree very well with
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FIG. 3. Predictions and simulations. A-B) Fraction of time
spent in state 0, p0, (A) and state 1, p1 (B). Lines are pre-
dictions of Eqn. 4 and dots are simulations. C-D) Effec-
tive diffusion coefficients. Lines are predictions of Eqn. 5
and dots are simulations. In (A-C), colors are fixed values

of β ∈ [10−1, 103], increasing by factors of 101/2 from light
blue to light purple, and varying γ. In (D), colors are fixed

γ ∈ [101/4, 103/2], increasing by factors of 101/4 from light
blue to red, and varying β.

simulations. Similar to past studies [34, 35, 39, 41], Fig.
3D shows that Deff depends non-monotonically on the
mean run length β. In particular, it increases propor-
tionally to β for small β and decreases proportionally to
β−1 for large β. Eqn. 5 accurately captures the heights
and locations of these peaks.

We can find approximate expressions for the optimal
run length and maximum diffusivity in the regime of di-
lute obstacles, γ ≫ 1 (SI). In this limit, sliding becomes
fast compared to obstacle encounters, and a cell in state
1 rapidly slides off or becomes trapped. Thus, state 1 dis-
appears, and the cell effectively switches between swim-
ming freely and being trapped (SI):

Deff ≈ ϕvoid
d

p0
Λ0

=
ϕvoid
d

1

β−1 + ktrap

kesc
kesc + ktrap

. (6)

Here, ktrap = k01k12/k10 ∝ γ−2 is the effective trap rate,
which is balanced by the escape rate, kesc = β−1 (1−p22),
to determine the fraction of time swimming, p0. In the
SI, we also derive Deff to sub-leading order in γ.
Maximizing the dilute-obstacle expression for Deff in

Eqn. 6 with respect to β (SI), we find:

β∗ = k−1
trap

√
1− p22 +O(γ)

D∗
eff =

ϕvoid
d

β∗

2 + c
+O(γ)

c =
2− p22

(1− p22)1/2
+O(γ−1)

(7)

The optimal run length here scales like β∗ ∼ γ2, because
trapping requires two obstacle encounters, and encoun-
ters are rate-limiting. As in other works, to maximize
diffusion, the cell should make its runs comparable to the
distance between traps, but that distance is modulated
by how costly it is to get trapped (p22).

Finally, plotting Deff/D
∗
eff against δ = β/β∗, we find

that all of the theoretical curves and simulation data col-
lapse onto a single, universal curve (Fig. 4):

Deff(δ)

D∗
eff

≈ (2 + c) δ

1 + c δ + δ2
, (8)

where c is given in Eqn. 7. This expression shows good
agreement with the rescaled theory and simulations, even
outside the dilute-obstacle regime. In the dilute limit,
this collapse occurs because the obstacle radius R be-
comes small. Since the problem effectively loses a length
scale, it also loses a dimensionless parameter, resulting
in the curve collapse. The relevant time scale becomes
the average time between trap events (R/v) k−1

trap, and
the relevant length scale is the average distance traveled
between trap events R k−1

trap (SI).

Discussion — Here, we derived an analytical expres-
sion for the diffusion coefficient of a run-and-tumble bac-
terium navigating through a 2D, disordered porous en-
vironment. Our approach was to “forget” the environ-
ment geometry: instead, we considered cell states, de-
fined by how many obstacles the cell contacts, and as-
sumed Markovian transitions among them. This simpli-
fied model allowed us to derive a diffusion coefficient that
shows very good agreement with simulations in explicit
geometries.

FIG. 4. Diffusivities collapse. Rescaling the diffusion coef-
ficient by its maximum, Deff/D

∗
eff , and plotting against run

length rescaled by the optimal value, β/β∗, causes all diffu-
sivities to collapse onto a universal curve, independent of γ.
Lines and dots are the same as in Fig. 3D. Each D∗

eff and
β∗ was found numerically here. The black dashed line is the
universal curve in Eqn. 8, with no free parameters.
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In the regime of dilute obstacles, we found that the
optimal run length scales like the square of the mean
chord length, β∗ ∼ γ2 (Eqn. 7). This is different from
the β∗ ∼ γ scaling, or similar, observed in other works
[34, 35, 39], and it arises from the fact that the cell must
encounter two obstacles before trapping occurs. In 3D,
we expect β∗ ∼ γ3 for γ ≫ 1 because three obstacles
must be encountered for trapping. However, unlike in 2D,
diffusive behavior is possible for γ < 1 in 3D, since the
void percolation threshold is γ3Dc ≈ 0.379 [60]. Therefore,
β∗ ∼ γ scaling is possible for small γ in 3D. If the obstacle
surfaces are concave, such as when the void spaces are
inside the circles [39, 41], trapping occurs upon the first
contact with an obstacle. This likely leads to β∗ ∼ γ
scaling of the optimal run length, in both 2D and 3D.

We also found that all of the diffusion coefficients col-
lapsed onto a single curve when rescaled appropriately,
and we derived an analytical expression for this universal
curve (Eqn. 8). A major implication of this collapse is
that the diffusion coefficient can be determined from a
small number of quantities. In the dilute obstacle regime
(Eqn. 6), these are just the run length β, the mean “hop”
time, k−1

trap, and the mean “trap” time, k−1
esc, all of which

are accessible experimentally. Furthermore, we expect
bacteria with different swimming patterns to fall on the
same universal curve, because it depends weakly on the
probability that reorientation leads to escape, p22. There
is already some evidence for this collapse in simulations
by others [39]. Finally, diffusivities in 3D should also col-
lapse when γ ≫ 1, because the obstacle radius becomes
an irrelevant length scale.

Using this model, we can ask what might set the dis-
tributions of hop and trap durations observed in experi-
ments [20, 21]. Because of our assumption of Markovian
state transitions, all wait-time distributions predicted by
Eqn. 2 are sums of exponentials. Since hopping is the
union of states 0 and 1, our model predicts that the hop
time distribution is a sum of two exponentials, which we
derive in the SI. Additionally, experiments found that
trap durations were power-law distributed, with an ex-
ponent between -2 and -3 [20, 21]. One way this can
emerge is by mixing exponentials with decay rates that
vary over orders of magnitude [61, 62]. Here, although
the escape rates depend on the configuration of the ob-
stacles that trap the cell, they only vary by a factor of 4
(SI), which is not enough to generate a power law over
multiple decades. However, this variation in escape rates
can act in concert with other sources of variation to pro-
duce a power law. Steric interactions, which can prevent
a non-spherical cell from reorienting, might broaden the
distribution of escape rates. Additionally, there is always
cell-to-cell and within-cell variability in tumble rates [63–
71], which could also contribute to the observed power-
law distribution of trap times.

Our theoretical approach can be used to make progress
on several related problems. Diffusion past non-

overlapping spherical obstacles may be possible to de-
rive, using statistics of that environment [72–74]. Rota-
tional diffusion can be included as another way for cells
to escape from surface states. A 3D environment can
be treated in nearly the same way, but with an addi-
tional surface state and different transition rates. For
non-spherical obstacles, additional states are needed if
the cell’s motion is different on different obstacle faces.
In general, the states, the possible transitions, and the
transition rates depend on the shapes of the obstacles, the
statistics of their arrangements, and on the cell’s motion
when in contact with obstacles. Finally, bacterial chemo-
taxis in shallow gradients can readily be modeled this
way by including internal states coupled to an external
chemical field [56, 57, 75–78]. Several scenarios are much
more difficult to study using our approach. Non-circular
cells are a challenge because the steric interactions with
obstacles complicate reorientation dynamics [39, 53]. Hy-
drodynamic interactions and fluid flows are also difficult
to include in this model [79–82].

In all, we present a promising approach for deriving dif-
fusion coefficients of active microswimmers in disordered
porous media from first principles.
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