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Light-induced phase separation with finite wavelength selection
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Isabelle Eisenmann', Alfredo L’Homme?, Aliénor Lahlou®#, Sandrine Bujaldon®,

Thomas Le Saux?, Benjamin Bailleul®, Nicolas Desprat!, Raphaél Jeanneret!
! Laboratoire de Physique de 1’Ecole normale supérieure, ENS, Université PSL,
CNRS, Sorbonne Université, Université Paris Cité, F-75005 Paris, France
2Institute for Biological and Medical Engineering,

Schools of Engineering, Medicine and Biological Sciences,

Pontificia Universidad Catdlica de Chile, Santiago, Chile
3PASTEUR, Department of Chemistry, Ecole Normale Supérieure,

PSL University, Sorbonne University, CNRS, Paris, France
4Sony Computer Science Laboratories, Paris, France
5 Laboratory of Chloroplast Biology and Light Sensing in Microalgae,
Institut de Biologie Physico Chimique, CNRS, Sorbonne Université, Paris, 75005 France®

As for many motile micro-algae, the freshwater species Chlamydomonas reinhardtii can detect light
sources and adapt its motile behavior in response. Here, we show that suspensions of photophobic
cells can be unstable to density fluctuations, as a consequence of shading interactions mediated by
light absorption. In a circular illumination geometry this mechanism leads to the complete phase
separation of the system into transient branching patterns, providing the first experimental evidence
of finite wavelength selection in an active phase-separating system without birth and death processes.
The finite wavelength selection, that can be captured in a simple drift-diffusion framework, is a
consequence of a vision-based interaction length scale set by the illumination geometry and depends
on global cell density, light intensity and medium viscosity. Finally we show that this active phase
separation shields individual cells from the deleterious effects of high light intensity, demonstrating
that phototaxis can efficiently contribute to photoprotection through collective behaviors on short
timescales.

Introduction

From penguins huddling on sea ice [1] to bacteria forming fruiting bodies [2] to microphase separation by molecular
motors [3], motility is essential to self-organization at all scales in living systems. Generically, systems driven out
of equilibrium by self-propelled constituents can spontaneously phase-separate into a dense and a dilute phase, a
mechanism called Motility-Induced Phase Separation (MIPS) [4, 5]. MIPS relies either on particle velocity decreasing
with particle density, stemming for instance from collisions, repulsive interactions or active biological responses such
as quorum sensing, or on particle reorientation towards denser regions [6, 7]. At short time scales and for populations
of constant size, MIPS generates patterns ranging from one to many clusters of variable size randomly distributed in
space. Clusters then coarsen, unless other competing interactions such as hydrodynamics, chemotaxis or alignement
arrest the phase separation [8-10]. So far, no finite wavelength instabilities have been reported in active systems
with motility-regulating interactions only. This marks a strong contrast with reaction-diffusion systems for instance,
where patterns with a well-defined wavelength are commonly found [11]. Collections of micro-organisms constitute an
interesting playground for investigating self-organization from relatively simple interaction rules between the agents
[12]. Here we show that a dilute suspension of motile microalgae Chlamydomonas reinhardtii [13, 14] undergoing
negative phototaxis (i.e. fleeing light sources) can phase separate into a dense liquid-like phase with selection of a
finite wavelength within a few minutes of illumination. In our experimental circular geometry, the patterns take the
shape of branched trees, with regularly spaced filaments converging at the center of the system. This instability is
triggered by the interplay between negative phototaxis and light absorption by the cells: algae hide behind each other
when fleeing multiple light sources, thus reinforcing initial density fluctuations. Our simple model suggests that the
selection of a finite wavelength emerges from the non-locality of the shading interactions. Based on a drift-diffusion
framework, this model captures essential experimental observations, like destabilization at critical cell density and
light intensity and quantitative prediction of the wavelength of the instability. Finally we establish that algae gathered
in the dense phase are collectively protected from the deleterious effects of light.
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FIG. 1. A density instability from negative phototaxis and light absorption. A: Schematics of the setup. A
suspension of Chlamydomonas reinhardtii in TAP medium is loaded in a Petri dish of diameter 3.5cm, surrounded by a ring of
16 LEDs glued to a larger Petri dish (9cm diameter). Visualization is done with a far red collimated light which does not interfere
with phototaxis (730nm). B: Time-lapse of the light-induced phase separation (at cell concentration po = 2.8 x 10%cells/mL).
Initially (before turning on the LED ring) the suspension is homogeneous (frame (i)). After switching on the lights, cells start
migrating towards the center of the system, following a negative phototactic response. After one minute, dense filaments appear
in the whole Petri dish (frame (ii)). These then evolve into inter-connected dense branches that retract slowly towards the
center (frames (iii) and (iv)). Finally a steady dense "drop” is found in the center of the dish (frame (v)). On panel B(i) we
also show the definition of the coordinate x used in the theoretical model. C: Kymograph of the destabilization process along
the yellow line in panel B(i), from microscopy recordings at 4x magnification. The initial homogeneous suspension destabilizes
into growing dynamical clusters that coarsen into short filaments and finally into dense branches separated by a well-defined
wavelength A\s. D Schematics illustrating the mechanism of the instability: because of light absorption, a stochastic density
fluctuation creates an inhomogeneous light environment for neighboring cells (orange arrows). These cells then flee from the
most intense lights, towards the fluctuation, reinforcing it.

Results
Photophobic micro-algal suspensions exhibited density instabilities and phase separation

To characterize the photophobic response of populations of C. reinhardtii cells, we used a white LED strip sur-
rounding cells suspended in liquid (in TAP medium) [13] and sitting in a cylindrical dish (Fig. 1A and Materials and
methods, cell concentration py varied between 105 and 5 x 10¢ cells/mL). We monitored the suspension with a colli-
mated far-red light (730nm) that doesn’t interfere with phototaxis. In our conditions cells were seen to only perform
negative phototaxis in the range of light intensity we used (spatial average intensity per LED within the inner Petri
dish estimated to be I1gp > 4mW/ mz). We homogenized the suspension and then switched on the LED lights (Fig.
1B(i)), triggering individual cells to migrate towards the center of the dish. After ~ 30s denser areas started forming
throughout the Petri dish (Movie S1). These denser areas then evolved into long and connected "branches” with
sharp edges that converge in the center of the dish (Fig. 1B(ii)-(iii)), thus creating a single dense micro-algal phase
that spans the whole system. Seen under a microscope (Movie S2 and Fig. 1C), after phase separation the emerging
”liquid” phase was characterized by seemingly isotropic motion of the cells in its bulk. The average inter-branch
distance A\; = (d) (Fig. 1C) was measured to be independent of radial position during early pattern retraction (SI
section S1, Fig. S1), and will be used in the following to characterize the density instability. The final retraction of
the pattern involved branches emptying in the vertices, leading to increasing branch width and inter-branch distance
with time (Movie S1), until all branches had emptied into the cylindrical ”drop” at the center of the system (Fig.
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FIG. 2. Dynamics of branch retraction. A: The retraction speed of individual branches decreases with branch width until
reaching a plateau at ~ 10pum/s for w > we ~ 200pum (blue curve). This evolution mirrors that of the branch density (red
curve) which saturates above w.. The proxy for the cell density in the branches is simply the inverted gray level of our 8bits
images. Retraction speed is computed over a time interval of 10s. These plots are obtained by discretizing the branch widths
into bins 3um-wide and collecting data from four different replicas at cell concentration 2.8 x 10° cells/mL. Shaded area shows
two standard deviations. Inset: Scatterplot of branch density versus retraction speed for all individual data points used to
produce the main figure, and showing a clear linear correlation between the two quantities. B: When branches are thin enough
(w < we), light goes through and cells proceed fleeing the lights, resulting in a net phototactic flux in the bulk of the branches
and thus high retraction speeds (Fig. 2B, Movie S5). When branches are too wide (w > w.), light intensity within the bulk of
the branch becomes too low for the cells to perform phototaxis. The cell motion is then isotropic and dominated by collisions
(Movie S4), producing no net phototactic flux inside wide branches. A downward flux is still present at the interface between
the dense and dilute phase.

1B(iv)-(v)).

No adhesion was involved in the density instability and phase separation, as evidenced by the fact that at any
moment if the light sources were switched off the pattern immediately started to blur (Movie S3) due to the diffusive
run-and-tumble motion of the algae in the dark (diffusion in the dark measured to be Dy = 1.7 + 0.4 x 10*um? /s,
ST section S2, Fig. S2) [15]. Moreover, the formation of the pattern was not influenced by bioconvective effects [16],
since cells also migrated towards the bottom of the dish given the geometry of the setup (Fig. S3), creating patterns
effectively confined within ~ 50 — 60um at the bottom of the dish (SI section S3 and Fig. S4). We estimated that
the density of the dense phase was parop ~ 3 X 10° cells/mL (~ 50% volume fraction), three orders of magnitude
larger than the initial cell concentration. Finally, the number of branches and their location were not correlated with
the discreteness of the light sources, as shown by e.g. superimposing the patterns obtained in different replica (Fig.
S5A). This was true as long as the inter-LED distance remained short such that the light cones overlapped within
the inner Petri dish (SI section S4). On the contrary, if the stimulating lights were too distant from each other, cells
only accumulated in the angular regions not facing the lights (Fig. S5B).

Light absorption by the cells was essential to understand their interactions

Once formed, the branching pattern retracted relatively slowly compared to the typical swimming speed of individual
cells (~ 10um/s, Fig. S1C, versus ~ 100um/s respectively). Looking at individual branches, we noticed that thin
branches retracted much faster than wide ones (Movie S1). This was confirmed quantitatively by tracking the tip of
individual branches. We showed that on average the speed of tip retraction decreased with branch width until reaching
a plateau for w > w, ~ 150 — 200pum (Fig. 2A, blue curve). On the contrary, on average the cell concentration in the
branches increased with branch width until plateauing when the width exceeds w. (Fig. 2A, red curve). The anti-
correlation between branch retraction speed and cell density (Fig. 2A-inset) could be understood by considering light
absorption by the cells. In the dense phase, the characteristic length scale for light absorption by the cell assembly was
estimated to be L,ps & 10um (~ two cells width, see ST section S5 for details). When branches were a few tens of Laps
wide, light intensity within the bulk of the branch became too low for the cells to perform phototaxis (intensity from a
single LED estimated to be Iy ~ 0.1mW/ m? inside a branch of width w,). The cell motion was then isotropic and
dominated by collisions (Movie S4), producing no net phototactic flux inside wide branches. However, a downward
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FIG. 3. Quantification of the density instability and comparison with the model. A-C: Experimentally measured
wavenumber of the instability ks as a function of the experimental control parameters, A. cell density, B. average light intensity
per LED and C. medium viscosity. Error-bars represent standard deviations of at least 3 replicas. Black solid lines correspond
to the fitted analytical expression k) (Eq. 24). Insets: snapshots of the system at the time at which k, is evaluated (section
S1) for different conditions. D-E: Predicted phase diagram of the system where, for each set of variables (po, ILep) and (po,n),
we take the average value of the fitting parameters a and Az. F: Experimentally measured wavenumber of the instability ks
as a function of the height of the LED ring in the setup Hrgp at fixed cell concentration pg = 2.1 x 10°cells/mL and fixed light
intensity ILgp = 6‘2VV/m2 (black circles). The blue curves are theoretical predictions based on the expression of kgth) with
Az = Azgeo(HreD) using the previously measured average values of the parameters involved (light blue) or when considering
one standard deviation around the mean of each parameter (dark blue and cyan). The gray shaded region approximately shows
where the simple 1D approach is expected to fail to capture the behavior of the system.

flux was still present at the interface between the dense and dilute phase (Fig. 2B). Such a mechanism led to a net
retraction speed of the branches mostly independent of their width. However once branches became thin enough, light
penetrated into the branch and all cells proceeded to flee the light source, resulting in a net phototactic flux in the
bulk of the branches and thus higher retraction speeds (Fig. 2B, Movie S5). The appearance of the first regime where
cell motion was radically modified (isotropic and dominated by collisions) constituted a strong support for classifying
the dense phase as a liquid phase, further supporting the qualification of phase separation for the phenomenon we
describe.

Light absorption by branches in turn influenced the motion of cells in neighbouring branches. As shown in Movie
S6 thin branches could be locally attracted by wider ones and flow into them, deviating from pure radial retraction.
Cells swimming close to a wide branch perceive an asymmetric light environment due to light absorption by this
very dense area nearby. They then started biasing their own motion to flee from the locally most intense light, i.e.
towards the nearby branch. This result showed that cells are sensitive to even minute changes in the asymmetry of
light stimulation, that can be mediated by local heterogeneities in cell density.

A density instability arising from negative phototazxis and light absorption

Based on the above observations, we proposed a simple mechanism for explaining the initial destabilization and
phase separation of the photophobic suspension. When turning on the lights initially, cells movement oriented radially
towards the center away from the light sources (movie S2, after a short transient positive phototaxis [17, 18]). At
this stage, cells mainly detected light coming from their side since the eyespot - the light detector located on the
cell’s equator - spins along the radial swimming direction [19-22]. Therefore, any spontaneous positive fluctuation of
the local cell density along the azimuthal direction could modify the phototactic response of the cells lying within
the shadow of the fluctuation, by biasing motion towards the denser region (see schematics in Fig. 1D). The initial



stochastic density fluctuation could be therefore be amplified, leading to the destabilization of the suspension and
the phase separation of the system. The destabilization process was very dynamical, since initial density fluctuations
appear everywhere in a completely stochastic manner, leading to the erratic growth of clusters, that quickly form
short filaments which themselves evolve into longer inter-connected branches (Movie S2).

Following this proposed mechanism, we now describe a simple phenomenological model to account for the density
instability and quantitatively compare with our experimental results. We consider a 1D continuum description of
the cell density field p(x,t) along the azimuthal direction x (see Fig. 1B for the definition). The one-dimensional
approach is justified in SI section S6.1 and further discussed in section S12. We model the evolution of the density
field with a drift-diffusion equation (SI section 6.2)
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where the drift term vppoto describes the phototactic behavior of the cells that tend to bias azimuthally their motion
towards region of higher densities, as they migrate radially towards the center of the dish. We assume that the cells
are able to detect left-right asymmetries in cell density with a sensitivity «, only over a finite interaction distance Ax
as is usually the case for vision-based interactions between agents [23-25]. Noise in the ability of the cells to follow
specific direction is modeled through a constant diffusion D.

By performing a linear stability analysis of these equations (SI section S6.3) we showed that the homogeneous state
p(z,t) = po is unstable as soon as the parameter 3 = app/D is larger than a critical value 8, = 1/Ax?. In such case
the selected mode is predicted to be
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where sinc[z);lﬂ (y) (y € [0,1]) is the inverse function of the sine cardinal sinc(x), « € [0,7]. When 8 becomes much
larger than S., kgth) saturates at a value kéfi}fax = 7w /Ax, which is set by the interaction length Az. Put simply, if two
density peaks develop closer than twice the interaction distance, they merge, leaving large peaks further apart than
2Ax on average.

This model can be compared to the experimental quantification of the selected wavenumber at the onset of pattern
formation when varying different control parameters, namely the initial cell concentration pg, the average light intensity
per LED in the Petri dish I1,gp (see definition in ST section S7) and the viscosity of the medium 7 (by adding Methyl
Cellulose to the TAP medium, SI section S8). The wavenumber is here defined as ks = 27 /A with A; being the average
inter-branch distance (Fig. 1C, SI section S1). Each parameter was varied while keeping the other two fixed. For each
dataset, the wavenumber k increased as the experimental parameter was increased (Fig. 3A-C, circles, and movies
S7-9), meaning that branches got closer to each others. When the cell density was fixed (i.e. when varying I1,gp or 7)
this also implied that branches got thinner (Fig. 3B-C - Insets and Fig. S10). Moreover, the experimental data points
seemed to saturate at a similar value kg max ~ 7-10mm ! (corresponding to a minimal average inter-branch distance
As,min ~ 600-900pm). Finally, at low cell density (pg < 0.3 x 10%cells/mL) or light intensity (ILgp < 3 x 107*W/m?),
the system did not destabilize along the azimuthal direction, but cells still performed negative phototaxis by migrating
towards the center of the dish and accumulate there (movie S7 and S8, see SI section S9 for a more detailed discussion
of these experiments).

To proceed to a comparison with the model, we had to make hypothesis as to how the parameters D and « (and
therefore ) depend on our experimental parameters 1 and I1gp (SI section S10.1). First, the diffusion coefficient
D was taken to be the run-and-tumble diffusivity in the dark (oc U2?7 with U the speed of the algae, 7 the run
time) and therefore assumed to be written D(n) = Don3/n? (with Dy the diffusivity measured in TAP medium of
viscosity 79 = 1lmPa.s, see SI section S11 for a discussion on this diffusivity D). Second, the parameter o was modeled
according to previous experiments done on channelrhodopsin molecules in different in vitro and in vivo systems [26—
28], where their light intensity response was shown to follow a Hill function with an exponent p robustly extracted to
be ~ 0.7. Therefore we wrote a = alfpp/(KP + IT5p), with p = 0.7. Overall this led to the following prediction for
the experimental evolution of the selected mode kg

ks = k™ (po,n, ILED)
L s —1 ( DO 77(2) KP+I€ED) (4)
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FIG. 4. Quantification of photoinhibition through fluorescence measurements. To quantify photoinhibition, cells are
exposed to 30min blue light at high intensity (Itot = 78W/m? = 303umol/m?/s in the instability setup, either letting cells
phase-separate (light blue curves) or preventing them from forming a dense phase by gently shaking the setup on an orbital
shaker at 100rpm (orange curves). A control is kept in the dark (dark blue curves). During the high-light phase, photoinhibition
is much larger when cells could not develop a dense phase. Both conditions lead to the relaxation of F,/Fy, to its initial value
in the next two hours of low light conditions (solid lines). Adding the chloroplast inhibitor lincomycin prevents such relaxation
(dashed lines) confirming that the drop in F,/F,, is indeed induced by the high-light treatment. Shaded areas correspond to
one standard deviation of 3 biological replicas.

This model reproduced very well our experimental observations (black curves in Fig. 3A-C) and returned fitting
parameters Ax ~ 340um and a ~ 4 x 10~¥m?/s consistent between the three sets of independent experiments (SI
section S10.2), demonstrating that our simple 1D approach well captured the physics of the phenomenon. This allowed
us to draw the expected phase diagram of the system obtained from the mean values of the fitting parameters and to
compare it to the experimental points (Fig. 3E-F). The interaction length Az extracted from the fit to the model was
large, about forty times the size of an alga, and the shading interactions appearing between the cells were therefore
highly non-local. We noticed that an interaction length of 340pm was compatible with the size of the shadows created
by the branches in our illumination geometry. For a branch height of Apranen =~ 60pm (SI section S3) and a typical
light angle v ~ 9.5° (Fig. S3), the typical shadow was indeed AZgeo = hbranch/ tan(y) = hpranch RLED/HrED =~ 360pm
(see Fig. S12 and SI section S12 for details). Changing the illumination angle 4 should therefore modify the selected
wavenumber. We tested this hypothesis by changing the height of the LED ring between Hygp ~ 5.5mm and 12.5mm
at fixed cell concentration, light intensity and medium viscosity and obtained wavenumbers ks consistent with our
model when considering Az = Azgeo(Hrep) (Fig. 3F and movie S12) without fitting parameters (SI section S12).
While providing a possible explanation for the origin of the interaction length Ax, this analysis also showed the
predictive ability of our simple theoretical approach.

In the dense phase cells were protected against photodamages

Between the initial dilute and homogeneous state and the emerging dense phase, the characteristic length scale for
light absorption decreased from a few centimeters to a couple of cells widths. We then wondered whether the crowded
environment of the dense phase was beneficial for the algae with regards to the harmful effects of excess light on
the photosynthetic machinery, the main effect being the photoinactivation of Photosystem II (PSII). Such harmful
effects are routinely quantified via the maximal photochemical efficiency of PSII, or F,,/F,, ratio, through chlorophyll
fluorescence measurements [29]. Our results (Fig. 4, SI section S13 and Materials and Methods) showed that the
decrease of the ratio F,/F,, was much smaller in the presence of branching patterns compared to a situation where
cells were continuously stirred (respectively solid blue and orange lines in Fig. 4). We also showed that the decrease



of Fv/Fm was amplified when the repair of damaged PSII was prevented by the chloroplast translation inhibitor
lincomycin (dashed blue and orange lines in Fig. 4). This indicated that the emergent light-induced phase-separation
of the suspension provided a collective function to the cell population by effectively protecting it from the harmful
lights. Such collective protection, reminiscent of chloroplast reorganization in plants [30], builds up quickly (~ minute)
and therefore complements well other individual photo-protective mechanisms that require longer light exposure (~
minutes to hours) for synthesizing effector proteins [31].

Discussion

In our system, suspensions of photophobic micro-algae destabilize and phase separate into ordered branching pat-
terns characterized by a finite wavelength. Our phenomenological model demonstrates that the non-locality of the
shading interactions between the cells is essential to explain the selected patterns. This shows that non-locality is an
important feature of tactic interactions that could play a role in other experimental situations, e.g. to quantitatively
explain the chemotactic patterns with ~ mm characteristic length scales formed by swarming and dividing E. coli
cells in Burdene and Berg’s experiments [32]. Another specificity of the shading interactions is their anisotropy and
non-reciprocity induced by the eyespot location that captures light within a given cone that laterally scans the light
environment as the cell spins along its swimming direction [19-22]. Here, even though the cells move towards the
center of the setup fleeing the light sources closest to them, the destabilization occurs in the azimuthal direction.
Fluctuations in the azimuthal direction indicate the direction of the denser regions, towards which the cells rectify
their motion. In addition, the quantification of the intensity fields using a recently developed fluorescence technique
[33] (Fig. S13 and SI section S14) suggests that in our setup, cells do not follow the light intensity gradients, as
had been found in other experimental situations [34, 35]. Such observations raise questions regarding the way these
cells actually use light as a guide to navigate, in particular when facing multiple light sources. Our understanding
of phototaxis would therefore gain in having dedicated experiments to better link microscopic swimming properties
to coarse-grained continuum equations at the population level. Finally, the phenomenon at play, which leads to the
formation of a dense phase with large volume fraction ~ 50%, could benefit the microalgal industry in order to pre-
concentrate the biomass before harvesting, that currently represents a real bottleneck in the use of these organisms
for clean energy, drugs or food production [36, 37].
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METHODS
A. Cell strain and culture

Wild-type CC125 strain and eye-deficient mutant CC1101 were obtained from the Chlamydomonas Resource Center.
Cells were grown in Tris-Acetate-Phosphate medium (TAP) [13] at ~ 70umol/m? /s and 25°C on an orbital shaker at
140rpm. Cells were synchronized by growing them in day/night illumination cycles (16h/8h). Cells were harvested in
the exponential phase (concentration between ~ 0.4 and ~ 5 x 105cells/mL) and placed for 20 minutes in the dark
with aeration (in the open Petri dish used for the experiments, Falcon 353001) before conducting the experiments.

B. Setup and visualisation

Light sources are flexible white LED stripes (16 individual LEDs spaced 16.7mm apart, RS Pro 153-3644) glued
on the inner edge of a 90mm diameter Petri dish. We visualized the small Petri dish containing the cell suspension
using a red collimated light (Thorlabs M730L5 730nm) that doesn’t interfere with phototaxis and a CMOS camera
(IDS, UI-3370CP-M-GL) mounted with an objective Tamron (ref .002649). See SI sections S7 and Fig. S8 for a
characterization of the light sources.

C. Measurement of the chlorophyll fluorescence ratio

High light treatment was achieved by 30min illumination in the setup (Fig. 1A), with a 460nm blue LED stripe at
78W /m? = 303umol/m? /s (JKL Components - ZFS-85000HD-B). Cells quickly phase-separated into a dense phase,
which remained stable during the whole HL treatment. A shaken suspension (100rpm) that cannot phase separate
was submitted to the same light conditions to compare the evolution of the fluorescence ratio F),/F,, which was
followed using a fluorescence CCD camera recorder (SpeedZen, JBeamBio, France) present in the laboratory of S.B.
and B.B. in Institut de Biologie Physico-Chimique [38]. A dark condition was also set as a control. During low light
relaxation, cells were stirred at 140rpm under low intensity white illumination (~ 8umol/m?/s). The evolution of the
ratio F, /F,,, was followed by sampling directly from the Petri dishes along the course of the experiment. For assessing
cells in the dense phase 5ul. was pipetted directly in the branches or the drop and diluted into 65uL of centrifuged
medium culture, while 70uL. was directly pipetted in the dilute conditions.

D. Microscope movies

Microscopy movies were done on inverted Olympus microscopes (IX73 or 1X83) with a camera IDS UI-3000SE-
M-GL or Hamamatsu Orca Fusion BT C15440-20UP and a x4 magnification objective. A 780nm long-pass filter
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(Thorlabs FGL780S) was placed on the light path to prevent phototactic stimulation of the cells by the visualization
light.

E. Viscosity experiments

The viscosity of the medium was adjusted by adding Methylcellulose to TAP. Methylcellulose M0387 was purchased
from Sigma-Aldrich (1500cP). See SI section S8 and Fig. S9 for details.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS
S1. MEASUREMENT OF k;

In order to measure the branch wavenumber at the onset of instability, we first binarized the images by performing
two kinds of thresholding. The first one was an Otsu thresholding using the same threshold for the whole image
(threshold computed automatically from the histogram) which allows to extract the central blob and large branches.
However this type of thresholding misses small branches (the ones brighter than the central blob). Therefore in order
to also extract small branches we also applied an adaptive thresholding, where the threshold is computed automatically
on small windows of width 31pixels (~ 500um) browsing the image. The final binary image is then the sum of the
two thresholdings (Fig. S1A-B).

The masks were then skeletonized using the Lee method implemented in Python scikit library. We then counted
the number of branches along concentric circles and divided by the perimeter to obtain the branch density 1/As and
the wavenumber ks = 27/\; (following notations of the manuscript). We measured and averaged the wavenumber
over a 7.5s duration (pink shading in Fig. S1C), 15s after the peak in Fig. S1C (corresponding to the appearance of
a not fully-defined pattern, Fig. SIA(i)). Because the branch density is more or less invariant along radii far enough
from the center and the edge of the pattern (Fig. S1D), we averaged the wavenumber over a ring between 50% and
90% of the total radial length of the pattern (blue shaded area in Fig. S1B and S1D).

S2. DIFFUSION COEFFICIENT MEASUREMENT

In order to measure the run-and-tumble diffusion coefficient of the algae in the dark Dy, we made use of two linear
LED arrays placed on each side of a rectangular chamber containing the algal suspension in order to first concentrate
the cells into a band (Fig. S2A) and record its spreading dynamics as we turn off the side lights. From the extraction
of the vertically averaged density profiles (Fig. S2B) in the region delimited by the pink rectangle in Fig. S2A (after
rotating the frame to align the band with the vertical), we could compute both the density gradients 9p/0x and the
flux ®(z) = — [* 9p/Otdx’. For a diffusive process these two quantities are linearly related via the diffusion coefficient
Dy, which is what we obtained in the 3 replicas we have performed (Fig. S2C). The density gradient and flux have
been computed only in the region depicted by the green rectangle in Fig. S2B, where the cell concentration was
sufficiently small to consider that cells don’t interact with each other. Fitting the curves in Fig. S2C by a linear
relation, we finally obtained Dy = 1.7 + 0.4 x 10*um? /s (error = standard deviation on the 3 replicas), consistent
with previous measurements [1].

S3. ESTIMATION OF THE DENSITY 