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Polymer-like structures are ubiquitous in nature and synthetic materials. Their configurational
and migration properties are often affected by crowded environments leading to non-thermal fluc-
tuations. Here, we study an ideal Rouse chain in contact with a non-homogeneous active bath,
characterized by the presence of active self-propelled agents which exert time-correlated forces on
the chain. By means of a coarse-graining procedure, we derive an effective evolution for the center
of mass of the chain and show its tendency to migrate towards and preferentially localize in regions
of high/low bath activity depending on the model parameters. In particular, we demonstrate that
an active bath with non-uniform activity can be used to separate efficiently polymeric species with
different lengths and/or connectivity.

Living systems continuously exchange information and
energy with the surrounding environment and their bi-
ological function unavoidably relies on mechanisms that
are only allowed out of equilibrium [1]. This inherent
nonequilibrium state, exemplified by the hallmark feature
of self-propulsion, gives rise to a diversity of collective be-
haviors shared by biological systems across various scales,
ranging from molecular motor assemblies [2–4] to swarm-
ing bacteria [5] and flocking birds [6–8]. While a compre-
hensive theory that encompasses the diverse properties of
living matter is still elusive due to the astonishing com-
plexity of the biological world, significant efforts have
been directed towards constructing a theoretical frame-
work for active matter [9–13]. Prominent examples from
biology include flagellated bacteria [14], algae [15, 16]
and other motile microorganisms [17], molecular motors
on cytoskeletal filaments [18], active worms [19, 20] and
many others. Active colloidal molecules are also ex-
perimentally synthesized in the lab [17, 21, 22] using
techniques such as self-diffusiophoresis via catalytic reac-
tions [23–25], light-induced self-thermophoresis [26], non-
reciprocal deformation cycles [27, 28], and the integration
of biological components with synthetic structures in bio-
hybrid systems [29].
Numerous active biological systems, including some of

the examples mentioned above, appear as filamentous or
polymer-like structures. It is well-established that sev-
eral polymeric molecules in the interior of a cell rely
on a variety of active reactions to regulate their biolog-
ical functions. For example, DNA is continuously pro-
cessed by enzymes such as DNA-polymerase and helicase
to ensure its successful replication [30], ribosomes slide
along RNA strands to synthesize proteins [30] and the
chromosomal loci dynamics is strongly affected by ATP-
dependent non-thermal fluctuations [31]. For this reason,
the field of active polymers [32, 33] has gained a growing
level of attention in recent years, yielding insights into
the impact of non-equilibrium fluctuations and activity

FIG. 1. Sketch of a linear polymer immersed in an active
bath. The blue monomers, connected by orange bonds, in-
teract with the red passive molecules (thermal bath) and are
subjected to additional time-correlated forces due to the col-
lision with the green active agents suspended in the surround-
ing fluid. These nonequilibrium interactions affect both the
conformational and migration statistics of the polymer.

on structural properties of both isolated chains and sus-
pensions of polymers [32–45]. In this study, we focus on
the effect of a nonequilibrium bath featuring a spatially
non-uniform degree of activity on a polymeric molecule
described as an ideal Rouse chain. While recent atten-
tion has been devoted to the impact of inhomogeneous
activity [46–58], there exists a notable gap in our under-
standing regarding its influence on polymer-like struc-
tures. We show that nonhomogeneous active baths in-
duce qualitatively different spatial distributions in Rouse
polymers depending on their contour length and connec-
tivity. More precisely, short polymers preferentially accu-
mulate in regions of low bath activity, whereas long ones
in regions of high bath activity. Moreover, we demon-
strate that highly connected structures typically display
a tendency to localize where the activity is lower.

The model.— We study a minimal stochastic
d−dimensional model of an ideal Rouse polymer com-
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posed by N units, subjected to exponentially-correlated
noises, which account for the interaction with an active
bath. The chain connectivity is encoded in the matrix
Mij [59], which determine all the pairs of interacting
monomers. See Fig. 1 for a sketch of a polymer with
linear connectivity. The polymer is characterized by a
quadratic Hamiltonian

H =
κ

2

N−1∑
i=0

N−1∑
j=0

MijXi ·Xj , (1)

with Xi the position of the i−th monomer and κ the cou-
pling strength of interacting monomers. We neglect in-
ertial effects compared to viscous forces and assume that
the polymer’s motion follows the overdamped Langevin
equation

Ẋi(t) = −µ∇XiH+ µfa(Xi)ηi + ξi(t). (2)

Here, µ denotes the mobility of the monomers and {ξi(t)}
are zero-mean Gaussian white noises with correlation
⟨ξiα(t)ξjβ(s)⟩ = 2Dδijδαβδ(t − s), describing thermal
fluctuations. The thermal diffusivity is related to the
mobility via the Einstein’s relation D = µT , with the
Boltzmann constant set to kB = 1 throughout the pa-
per. As a result of the collisions with the active agents
dispersed in the bath, the polymer experiences addi-
tional non-thermal fluctuations which violate the de-
tailed balance condition and drive it out of equilibrium.
This effect is modeled by the active forces fa(Xi)ηi in
Eq. (2), characterized by a typical magnitude which
varies non-homogeneously in space according to the func-
tion fa(x) and are aligned with the orientation vec-
tors ηi, which evolve as the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU)
processes τ η̇i = −ηi + ζi(t) . Here {ζi(t)} are N inde-
pendent zero-mean Gaussian white noises with correla-
tions ⟨ζiα(t)ζjβ(s)⟩ = 2τd−1δijδαβδ(t − s), and τ is the
characteristic relaxation time of the OU processes which
sets the persistence time of the active forces. The time-
translation invariant correlation function of the orienta-
tion vectors reads ⟨ηiα(t)ηjβ(s)⟩ = δijδαβCη(t − s), with
Cη(t− s) = d−1 exp (−|t− s|/τ). The variance of ζiα has
been chosen such that

〈
∥ηi∥2

〉
=

〈∑
α η2iα

〉
= 1 for all d

and i. Note that the model can alternatively be used to
describe a chain of active particles, each endowed with its
own polarity, which use energetic resources distributed in
the bath according to the activity fa(x) to self-propel.

Effective dynamics.— The stochastic dynamics in
Eq. (2) can be rewritten within the Rouse domain [60]
for the Rouse modes χi =

∑
j φijXj where the matrix

φij is chosen in such a way to diagonalize the symmetric
connectivity matrix Mij and with the rows normalized
to unity. The modes evolve as

χ̇i = −γiχi +
∑
j

φijv(Xj)ηj + ξ̃i(t), (3)

where the Gaussian white noise ξ̃i(t) has the same statis-
tics as ξi(t), and the monomer position Xj can be rewrit-

ten in terms of the Rouse modes using the inverse trans-
formation φ−1. The typical swim speed of the monomers
due to activity is v(x) ≡ µfa(x), which we will refer to
as the activity field. The relaxation rates {γi} of the
Rouse modes in the absence of activity are proportional
to the eigenvalues {λi} of the connectivity matrix, i.e.
γi = γλi where γ = µκ. Unlike the case of a Rouse poly-
mer in a thermal bath at equilibrium, the Rouse modes
are now coupled via the activity field v(Xi), which makes
the analytical treatment of the problem more challeng-
ing. We denote with P({χ}, {η}, t) the joint probability
density that the Rouse modes and the orientation vectors
assume the values {χ} and {η} at time t, respectively.
Being the underlying dynamics of the system Markovian,
the time evolution of P({χ}, {η}, t) follows the Fokker-
Planck (FP) equation [61, 62]:

∂tP = (L0 + La + Lη)P, (4)

with the set of operators {L0,La,Lη} defined as:

L0 ≡
N−1∑
i=0

∇i ·
[
γiχi +D∇i

]
,

La ≡
N−1∑
i=0

∇i ·
[
−

∑
j

φijv(Xj)ηj

]
,

Lη ≡
N−1∑
i=0

(dτ)−1
[
∇̃2

i + d∇̃i · ηi

]
.

(5)

Here, we used the shorthand notation ∇i ≡ ∇χi and

∇̃i ≡ ∇ηi
. The operator L0 corresponds to the FP-

operator of a free Rouse chain in contact with an equi-
librium thermal bath, while the effect of the activity is
brought in by La and Lη.
To investigate how the spatial localization of the poly-

mer correlates with the bath activity, we look for a de-
scription that includes the center of mass of the polymer
Xcom = χ0/

√
N as the only relevant variable. Accord-

ingly, we perform a coarse-graining procedure based on
a moment expansion and a small-gradient approxima-
tion, as detailed in the Appendices A and B. In partic-
ular, we assume that the activity field v has small spa-
tial variations on the length scales of ℓb =

√
dT/k and

ℓp = vτ , which correspond to the bond length and the
persistence length of an active particle, respectively. As
a consequence, the marginal density ρ0(χ0, t) of the 0th

Rouse mode and its associated probability flux J 0 will
also exhibit small gradients on the same length scales.
This simplifying assumption makes the gradient expan-
sion (see, e.g., Refs. [47, 58, 63]) a suitable approach to
derive an effective equation for ρ0. In particular, by ne-
glecting contributions of order O(∇2

0) and higher in J 0,
thus truncating the expansion to the drift/diffusion or-
der (see Appendix B for details), we obtain that ρ0(χ0, t)
evolves according to

∂tρ0 = −∇0 · [Vρ0 −∇0(Dρ0)] , (6)
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Accumulation
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FIG. 2. Left panel: comparison between the analytical expression of the steady state density ρ of the polymer’s center of mass
(Eq. (10), solid lines, left axis) and numerical simulations (symbols). The red dashed line shows the activity profile (right axis)
and ρ is reported in units of ρb = 1/L. The parameters of the simulation are T = 0.1, κ = 1.0, µ = 1.0, τ = 1.0, v0 = 1.0,
L = 10, and the integration time step ∆t = 0.001. Right panel: region of preferential accumulation (corresponding to the
sign of ϵ) of linear chains as a function of the time scale ratio α = γτ and the number of monomers N . For the purpose of
visualization, the boundaries between the different signs of ϵ are drawn at half-integer values of N .

where we introduced the effective drift V(χ0) and diffu-
sivity D(χ0) given by

D(χ0) = D +
τ

d
v2
( χ0√

N

)
, (7)

V(χ0) = (1− ϵ/2)∇0D(χ0) . (8)

Equation (7) shows that the effective diffusivity D con-
sists of the term D, due to thermal fluctuations, and
of the enhancement induced by non-equilibrium fluctua-
tions caused by the active forces. Moreover, the spatial
variations of the activity field induce the effective drift V
in Eq. (8), which is always aligned with the activity gra-
dient. The entity of this drift depends on the parameter
ϵ, which is related to the polymer architecture and to the
persistence time τ of the active forces by the following
expression:

ϵ = 1−
N−1∑
i=1

1

1 + τγi
. (9)

We recall here that the relaxation rates {γi} carry infor-
mation on the polymer connectivity, being proportional
to the eigenvalues {λi} of the connectivity matrix. In
particular, for a linear chain, λj = 4 sin2(jπ/2N). Fur-
thermore, it should be noted that Eq. (9) gives ϵ < 1 for
any choice of the model parameters, implying that the
effective drift V always points in the direction of great-
est increase of the activity field. This might lead to the
wrong conclusion that all polymeric structures tend to
accumulate in regions of high bath activity, driven by V .
However, high activity regions are also characterized by
a larger effective diffusivity D, whose effect is to reduce
the typical residence time of the polymer in those areas,
thus counteracting the effective drift. The competition
between these two effects is governed by ϵ: depending on

their degree of polymerization and connectivity, different
chains will preferentially localize in different regions of
space.

Stationary distributions.— In fact, by solving Eq. (6)
at steady state with zero flux condition, and introducing
ρ(Xcom) ≡ ρ0(

√
NXcom), we get:

ρ(Xcom) = N

[
1 +

τv2(Xcom)

dD

]−ϵ/2

, (10)

with N a normalization constant. Equation (10) implies
that all chains with ϵ > 0 will typically spend more time
in regions of low bath activity, whereas those with ϵ < 0
will preferentially accumulate in high activity areas.
At fixed bath conditions, i.e., fixed time scale ratio

α ≡ τγ = τκµ, there are only two ways to vary ϵ. The
first one is to change the degree of polymerization N
of the chain by adding/removing monomeric units. The
left panel of Fig. 2 shows the steady state density of the
center of mass for the case of linear chains of various
lengths. Theoretical predictions (Eq. (10), solid lines)
and numerical simulations (symbols) are compared in
d = 2, for polymers in a box with size L endowed with
periodic boundary conditions, and a sinusoidal activity
field v(x) = (v0/2)[1 + cos(2πx/L)] along the x-axis and
uniform along the remaining, orthogonal axis. The plot
shows that short chains (e.g., dimers) preferentially local-
ize in low-activity regions, whereas the density of longer
chains increasingly peaks around regions of high activ-
ity as the number of monomers increases. The minimum
number of monomers above which linear chains localize
in regions of high activity depends on the persistence
time τ of the active forces and on the stiffness κ of the
interaction between interconnected monomers. The sep-
aration between localization in high/low activity regions
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FIG. 3. Stationary probability density ρ of the center of mass
of polymers with N = 6 monomers and different connectivity
matrix: linear (blue), ring (green), star (gray), and fully con-
nected (light orange) polymer. We compare analytical predic-
tions (Eq. (10), solid lines) and simulations results in d = 2
dimensions (symbols). The activity field is represented by the
red dashed line (right axis). The parameters of the simulation
are the same as in Fig. 2.

is evident in the diagram of Fig. 2 (right panel), which
identifies the domains of the parameter space (N,α) cor-
responding to these two cases. An immediate conclusion
drawn from the diagram is that for single particles and
dimers, the effective diffusivity always prevails over the
drift contribution, leading to localization in regions of low
activity for any value of α. In fact, for α → 0, the coef-
ficient ϵ ≃ 2−N , implying that only chains with N > 2
localize in regions of high activity. For finite α, the dom-
inant contribution to the coefficient ϵ comes from Rouse
modes which relax slower than the correlation time τ of
the active bath. This corresponds to the observation that
with increasing τ , linear chains require a higher degree
of polymerization to preferentially localize where the ac-
tivity is larger (Fig. 2).
The second way to change the sign of ϵ is to vary the
connectivity matrix Mij of the chain by keeping fixed the
number N of monomers. In order to demonstrate this,
we determined the stationary density ρ(Xcom) for differ-
ent structures, i.e. linear, ring, and star polymer as well
as fully connected network. Figure 3 shows the result-
ing ρ, obtained with the same activity field as in Fig. 2.
It turns out that, for a fixed degree N of polymeriza-
tion (N = 6 in Fig. 3), the most constrained structure
from the point of view of internal interactions, i.e., the
fully connected network, is unable to localize in the re-
gion of high activity, whereas the structures with a lower
degree of connectivity typically spend more time where
the activity is higher. Moreover, as can be seen in Fig. 3,
the localization is more effective for those chains char-
acterized by the least number of bonds. The fact that
polymer chains localize in regions of high or low activity
depending on their degree of polymerization and connec-
tivity can lead to the spontaneous spatial separation of
different polymer species, when these are immersed in a

Initial state

Separated state

x

y

x

y

FIG. 4. Molecular dynamics simulations proving the spon-
taneous separation of linear polymer chains with various
lengths in a sinusoidal activity field v(x) = 0.2 + 0.5[1 +
sin(2πx/L)] (bottom panel) and in d = 2. Polymers with
N ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5, 20, 25} are initially localized and mixed at the
center of the box (top snapshot). Over time, different species
migrate to different regions in space, based on their poly-
merization degree (middle snapshot). Simulation parameters:
T = 0.01, κ = 3.0, µ = 1.0, τ = 3.0, L = 20. Integration
timestep: ∆t = 0.001.

non-uniform active bath. This can be observed, for ex-
ample, in molecular dynamics simulations of a mixture
of linear chains of various lengths in a sinusoidal activity
field, as shown in Fig. 4. After an initial phase in which
all chains are prepared in a mixed phase localized around
the center of the box, different species begin to migrate
to different regions of space according to their length. In
particular, the chains with N = 20 and 25 localize where
the activity is higher, while the shorter chains spend more
time in the region of low activity. To better appreciate
the separation along the x-axis, where the activity is non-
uniform, a harmonic confining potential along the y-axis
(see Fig. 4) has been introduced. A similar spontaneous
separation, will occur even in the presence of steric hin-
drance and inter-chain interactions (neglected here), at
least for dilute polymer mixtures, and possibly with dif-
ferent time scales, as the initial mixed state will take
longer to untangle.

Perspectives.— The ability to segregate and sort
biomolecules or synthetic polymer-like structures at
micro/nano-meter scale is of paramount importance
in a variety of applications, spanning from diagnostics
and biomedicine to biological analyses and chemical
processing [64]. Nonequilibrium conditions have al-
ready proved useful in length-selective accumulation of
oligonucleotides subjected to thermal gradients [65] and
elasticity-based polymer sorting in active fluids [66]. The
mechanism investigated here has potential to be em-
ployed in active sorting techniques to separate polymers
based on both their length and structural connectivity.
In a more realistic setting, the relaxation time scales of
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the chain will be influenced by additional interactions
(e.g., bending rigidity and steric hindrance) and the
active bath may also exhibit more than one time scale.
The ratio between the characteristic time scales of the
bath and of the polymer, which determines the migration
properties of the latter, will thus be different from the
case of an ideal chain discussed here. Therefore, the
transition from low activity to high activity localization
will be affected, yet it will still be possible to separate
polymer species based on their length or connectivity.
Moreover, our theoretical predictions might be exper-
imentally tested with synthetic chains assembled from
magnetic colloidal beads [67, 68] immersed in a bath

with photokinetic bacteria, the swimming speed of which
depends on the incident light intensity [69, 70].
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G. Volpe, and G. Volpe, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88, 045006
(2016).

[23] J. R. Howse, R. A. Jones, A. J. Ryan, T. Gough,
R. Vafabakhsh, and R. Golestanian, Phys. Rev. Lett.
99, 048102 (2007).

[24] L. F. Valadares, Y.-G. Tao, N. S. Zacharia, V. Kitaev,
F. Galembeck, R. Kapral, and G. A. Ozin, Small 6, 565
(2010).

[25] I. Theurkauff, C. Cottin-Bizonne, J. Palacci, C. Ybert,
and L. Bocquet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 268303 (2012).

[26] H.-R. Jiang, N. Yoshinaga, and M. Sano, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 105, 268302 (2010).

[27] R. Dreyfus, J. Baudry, M. L. Roper, M. Fermigier, H. A.
Stone, and J. Bibette, Nature 437, 862 (2005).

[28] A. Najafi and R. Golestanian, Phys. Rev. E 69, 062901
(2004).

[29] B. J. Williams, S. V. Anand, J. Rajagopalan, and
M. T. A. Saif, Nat. Commun. 5, 3081 (2014).

[30] B. Alberts,Molecular biology of the cell (Garland science,
2017).

[31] S. C. Weber, A. J. Spakowitz, and J. A. Theriot, Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. 109, 7338 (2012).

[32] R. G. Winkler and G. Gompper, J. Chem. Phys. 153
(2020).

[33] R. G. Winkler, J. Elgeti, and G. Gompper, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 86, 101014 (2017).

[34] C. J. Anderson, G. Briand, O. Dauchot, and
A. Fernández-Nieves, Phys. Rev. E 106, 064606 (2022).

[35] C. Zhang, C. Xie, W. Feng, H. Luo, Y. Liu, and G. Jing,
New J. Phys. 25, 043029 (2023).
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Appendix A: Moment expansion

In order to determine the spatial regions of the bath in
which the chain tends to accumulate, we apply a two-step
coarse-graining procedure to the dynamics of the system.
First, we marginalize the joint PDF P({χ}, {η}, t) over
the orientation vectors {η} associated to the active forces
and obtain an exact evolution equation for the marginal
density

ϱ({χ}, t) ≡
∫ N−1∏

i=0

dηiP({χ}, {η}, t). (A1)

As a second step, under some assumptions which will be
introduced in the following, we integrate out the informa-
tion concerning the internal structure of the chain (i.e.,
the Rouse modes {χi} with i > 0)[60], thus getting the
marginal density ρ0(χ0, t) of the rescaled center-of-mass
χ0 which is defined as

ρ0(χ0, t) ≡
∫ N−1∏

i=1

dχi ϱ({χ}, t). (A2)

To marginalize the active degrees of freedom {η}, we first
expand the joint probability density P({χ}, {η}, t) into
the eigenfunctions of the operator Lη which contributes
to the dynamics of P according to Eq. (4) of the main
text. It can be shown that the latter is diagonalized by
the following set of functions:

un({η}) =
exp

{
−d

∑
j η2

j

2

}∏N−1
i=0

∏d
α=1 Hniα

(√
dηiα

)
(2π/d)Nd/2

,

(A3)
where n denotes an N×d matrix of non-negative integers
used to label the eigenfunctions and Hn(x) is the n-th
Hermite polynomial in the probabilist convention [71].
The corresponding eigenvalues λn are proportional to the
inverse persistence time 1/τ :

λn = −τ−1
N−1∑
i=0

d∑
α=1

niα . (A4)

Accordingly, the joint probability density P({χ}, {η}, t)
can be rewritten as a weighted combination of the basis
elements {un({η})}:

P({χ}, {η}, t) =
∑

n∈NN×d
0

ϕn({χ} , t)un({η}) , (A5)

where the dependence on the Rouse modes and
time is now brought in by the expansion coefficients
{ϕn({χ} , t)}. In order to derive their governing equa-
tions, we find convenient to first introduce the set of
auxiliary functions {ũn({η})} defined as:

ũn({η}) =
N−1∏
i=0

d∏
α=1

Hniα

(√
d ηiα

)
niα!

, (A6)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.16691
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.16691
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which satisfy the following orthonormality relation with
the eigenfunctions (A3):∫ N−1∏

i=0

dηi ũmun =

N−1∏
i=0

d∏
α=1

δniα,miα
= δn,m. (A7)

With the help of Eqs. (A5), (A6), and (A7), it can be
easily shown that the lowest-order coefficient ϕ0({χ} , t)
is nothing but the marginal distribution ϱ({χ}, t):

ϱ({χ} , t) =
∫ N−1∏

i=0

dηi ũ0P({χ} , {η} , t)

=
∑
n

ϕn({χ}, t)
∫ N−1∏

i=0

dηi ũ0un

= ϕ0({χ}, t) .

(A8)

Accordingly, the information about the conformation of
the polymer and its preferential accumulation in specific
regions of the non-homogeneous active bath is encoded in
ϕ0({χ}, t). In order to derive the evolution equations for
the coefficients {ϕn({χ}, t)}, we introduce the following
inner product between two generic functions f, g of the
orientation vectors {η}:

⟨f({η}); g({η})⟩ ≡
∫ N−1∏

i=0

dηif({η})g({η}); (A9)

then, we project the FP equation (4) onto the auxiliary
functions {ũn({η})}, finding

∂tϕn({η}) = ⟨ũn; ∂tP⟩ = ⟨ũn; (L0+La+Lη)P⟩. (A10)

The right hand side of Eq. (A10) can be evaluated af-
ter recalling that all Hermite polynomials can be built
by iteratively applying the following recurrence relation,
starting from H0(x) = 1 [71],

Hn+1(x) = xHn(x)−H ′
n(x), (A11)

and that they form a so-called Appell sequence, as they
satisfy

H ′
n(x) = nHn−1(x). (A12)

These two identities can be combined to obtain useful
relations between Hermite polynomials of different or-
ders. To set the notation for the upcoming derivation,
we find convenient to extend the definition of un, ũn

and ϕn to the case with n ∈ ZN×d, assuming that
un = ũn = ϕn = 0 if the matrix n contains at least
one negative element. Moreover, we introduce the raising

and lowering operators b†iα, biα : ZN×d −→ ZN×d, which
act on an N × d matrix n by increasing/decreasing its
(i, α)-component by a unit. With the help of Eqs. (A11)
and (A12), the following useful identity can be obtained:

ηiαHniα(
√
dηiα) =

Hniα+1(
√
dηiα) + niαHniα−1(

√
dηiα)√

d
,

(A13)

which implies:

ηiαun = d−1/2
[
ub†iαn + niαubiαn

]
. (A14)

Using the identities introduced above, we are now in the
position of evaluating the right hand side of Eq. (A10).
To avoid cumbersome expressions, we separately deter-
mine the contributions due to the three operators L0, La,
and Lη given in Eq. (5). As L0 does not explicitly depend
on the orientation vectors {ηi}, it is straightforward to
show that:

⟨ũn;L0P⟩ =
∑
m

⟨ũn;um⟩L0ϕm = L0ϕn. (A15)

The projection of LηP onto ũn can be easily computed
by exploiting the fact that Lη does not depend on the
Rouse modes and it is diagonalized by the eigenfunctions
{un}:

⟨ũn;LηP⟩ =
∑
m

ϕm⟨ũn;Lηum⟩ = λnϕn. (A16)

Deriving the contribution coming from the projection of
LaP is slightly more complicate, as it contains informa-
tion about the coupling between the Rouse modes and
the orientation vectors. It reads

⟨ũn;LaP⟩ = −∂iαφijv(Xj)
∑
m

ϕm⟨ũn; ηjαum⟩

= −∂iαφijv(Xj)
1√
d
[ϕbjαn + (njα + 1)ϕb†jαn],

(A17)

where summation over repeated indices is implied and we
used Eq. (A14) in order to evaluate the inner product in
the right hand side of the first line:

√
d ⟨ũn; ηjαum⟩ = ⟨ũm;ub†jαm⟩+ njα⟨ũm;ubjαm⟩

= δn,b†jαm +mjαδn,bjαm

= δbjαn,m + (njα + 1)δb†jαn,m.

(A18)

The projection in Eq. (A10) generates a system of cou-
pled partial differential equations for {ϕn({χ}, t)} with
a hierarchical structure

∂tϕn = L0ϕn + λnϕn

− ∂iαφijv(Xj)
1√
d
[ϕbjαn + (njα + 1)ϕb†jαn] ,

(A19)

which bears similarities to hydrodynamic theories. For
this reason, Eq. (A19) is sometimes referred to as a gen-
eralized hydrodynamic hierarchy [9, 63], even though our
model neglects any explicit hydrodynamic effect due to
the interaction of the polymer with the surrounding fluid.
It is possible to show that the expansion coefficients

{ϕn({χ} , t)} are related to the conditional moments of
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the orientation vectors given a fixed polymer configura-
tion {χ}. In fact, the following equalities hold:

ϱ = ϱ⟨1| {χ}⟩ = ϕ0 ,

σiα ≡ ϱ⟨ηiα| {χ}⟩ =
1√
d
ϕb†iα0 ,

Qijαβ ≡ ϱ⟨ηiαηjβ − δijδαβ
d

| {χ}⟩

= d−1[1 + δijδαβ ]ϕb†iαb†jβ0
,

(A20)

with 0 the N × d matrix with all entries equal to zero,
and where we introduced the rank-2 tensor σiα and rank-
4 tensor Qijαβ . Analogous formulas which relate higher-
order conditional moments and expansion coefficients can
be derived. It is worth noting that in the case N = 1 of a
single particle, the formal definitions of the newly intro-
duced quantities σ({χ}, t) and Q({χ}, t) is analogous to
those of local polar and nematic order parameters com-
monly employed in other contexts [9, 72–74].

The evolution of the zeroth- and first-order expansion
coefficients can be obtained by specializing Eq. (A19) to

n = 0 and n = b†iα0, respectively, and is given by:

∂tϱ = −∂iα

[
− γiχiαϱ−D∂iαϱ+ φijv(Xj)σjα

]
,

∂tσiα = −∂lβ

[
φljv(Xj)

(δijδαβ
d

ϱ+Qjiαβ

)]
+ L0σiα − τ−1σiα .

(A21)

where we recall that Xj =
∑

k φ
−1
jk χk. A few remarks

on these equations are needed. The marginal density ϱ
is a locally conserved quantity, hence its evolution takes
the form of a continuity equation ∂tϱ = −∂iαJiα, where

Jiα = −γiχiαϱ+ φijv(Xj)σjα −D∂iαϱ (A22)

denotes the (i, α)-component of the probability flux in
the N × d dimensional Rouse space. The first two terms
on the right hand side of Eq. (A22) correspond to the
drift component of the flux Jiα. They originate from the
internal interactions along the polymer backbones and
the average polarity of the active forces, respectively. On
the other hand, the last term on the right hand side of
Eq. (A22) arises from fluctuations due to thermal diffu-
sion. It can be readily shown that the marginal densities
ρi(χi, t) defined as

ρi(χi, t) ≡
∫ ∏

j ̸=i

dχj ϱ({χ}, t), (A23)

also evolve according to continuity equations ∂tρi =
−∂αJiα, with flux

Jiα ≡
∫ ∏

h̸=i

dχhJiα

= −γiχiαρi + φij

∫ ∏
h̸=i

dχhv(Xj)σjα −D∂iαρi .

(A24)

Due to the fact that the probability density is locally
conserved, both ϱ and {ρi} can be seen as slow modes
of the generalized hydrodynamic theory, i.e., they ex-
hibit a slow relaxation when subject to large-wavelength
perturbations. On the contrary, σiα does not obey any
conservation law and its relaxation occurs on a typical
time scale given by the persistence time τ , even when
perturbed on very large length scales. For this reason,
it is identified as a fast mode. Analogously, all equa-
tions governing the evolution of the higher-order modes
associated to the expansion coefficients ϕn will be char-
acterized by a damping term ∝ λnϕn [see Eq. (A19)],
and thus by an inverse relaxation time |λn|.

Appendix B: Small gradient approximation

In this Appendix we derive the effective FP equation
for the marginal probability density ρ0(χ0, t) by applying
a gradient expansion approach up to the drift/diffusion
order (i.e., we neglect terms of order O(∇2

0) or higher
in the flux J0α). We start by considering the evolu-
tion of the tensor Qijαβ obtained combining Eqs. (A20)
and (A19):

∂tQijαβ = L0Qijαβ − (2/τ)Qijαβ

− ∂kγφkhv(Xh)d
−1[δhiδγασjβ + δhjδγβσiα]

− ∂kγφkhv(Xh)Σijhαβγ ,

(B1)

where we used λb†iαb†jβ0
= −2/τ , the identity

(1 + δijδαβ)ϕbhγb
†
iαb†jβ0

= d1/2[δhiδγασjβ + δhjδγβσiα] ,

(B2)
and we introduced the tensor Σijhαβγ related to the third
order expansion coefficient ϕb†hγb

†
iαb†jβ0

, the expression of

which is actually not needed below. Imposing ∂tQijαβ =
0 due to the time-scale separation between slow and fast
modes, we get the following compact equation for Qijαβ :

Qijαβ = ∂kγΥijkαβγ , (B3)

where Υijkαβγ = Υijkαβγ [σ,Q, ...] is a functional of all
fast modes. This means that the tensor Qijαβ is a
quantity of order O({∇k}) or higher, where the nota-
tion O({∇k}) indicates dependence on first-order gra-
dients with respect to all Rouse modes {χk}. Note,
however, that our gradient expansion is based on the as-
sumption that the probability densities and fluxes (and
thus the modes) exhibit small variations when the center-
of-mass of the polymer is displaced, but not when its
internal structure is changed. Combining Eqs. (B3)
and (A21), and applying again the quasistatic approx-
imation ∂tσiα = 0, we obtain the following equation for
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σiα:

σiα =− τ/d ∂lαφliv(Xi)ϱ

+ τ∂jβγjχjβσiα

− τ∂lβφljv(Xj)∂kγΥijkαβγ

+ τD∂jβ∂jβσiα.

(B4)

Let us now consider the probability flux J0α related to
the marginal density ρ0(χ0, t), the definition of which is
given in Eq. (A24). In particular, we focus on the sec-
ond contribution on the right hand side of that equation,
which originates from the interaction of the polymer with
the active bath:

J act
0α ≡ φ0i

∫ ∏
h ̸=0

dχhv(Xi)σiα, (B5)

and combine it with the expression of the quasistatic
mode σiα in Eq. (B4). The last line of Eq. (B4) con-
tributes to the flux with a term proportional to:

φ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχhv(Xi)∂jβ∂jβσiα

= φ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχh[v(Xi)∇2
0σiα + σiα

∑
j ̸=0

∇2
jv(Xi)]

= O(∇2
0),

(B6)

where we used integration by parts from first to second
line, and the following identity

∂jβv(Xi) = ∂jβv(φkiχk) =
∂v

∂φkiχkα
∂jβφliχlα

=
√
Nφji∂0βv(Xi),

(B7)

to show that each Laplacian ∇2
jv(Xi) in Eq. (B6) can

be also rewritten as a term of order O(∇2
0). Hence, the

contribution to the flux J act
0α related to Eq. (B6) is negli-

gible under the assumptions we made. Analogously, also
the third line of Eq. (B4) can be shown to produce terms
of order O(∇2

0) once plugged into Eq. (B5), due to∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχhv(Xi)∂lβv(Xj)∂kγΥijkαβγ

= O(∇2
0)−

∑
k ̸=0

∫ ∏
h ̸=0

dχhΥijkαβγ∂kγv(Xi)∂lβv(Xj)

= O(∇2
0),

(B8)

where we used again integration by parts and Eq. (B7).
This implies that the information about higher-order
modes is not relevant if we are only interested in deriving
an effective drift/diffusion equation for ρ0. We now fo-
cus on the terms of Eq. (B4) that lead to non-vanishing
contributions to the flux J act

0α . Plugging the first line of
Eq. (B4) into Eq. (B5) we get:

J act,1
0α ≡ −τ/dφ0i

∫ ∏
h ̸=0

dχhv(Xi)∂lαφliv(Xi)ϱ . (B9)

We find convenient to divide the implicit sum over the
index l in this expression into the terms with l = 0 and
l ̸= 0. For l ̸= 0, we get:

− (τ/d)φ0i

∑
l ̸=0

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχhv(Xi)∂lαφliv(Xi)ϱ

=
τ

2d
φ0i

∑
l ̸=0

∫ ∏
h ̸=0

dχh

√
Nφliφliϱ ∂0αv

2(Xi)

=
τ

2d
∂0αv

2
( χ0√

N

)∑
l ̸=0

√
Nφ0iφliφliρ0 +O(∇2

0)

=
(N − 1)τ

2d
ρ0∂0αv

2
( χ0√

N

)
+O(∇2

0),

(B10)

where the first equality follows from integration by parts
and Eq. (B7), the second equality is obtained by Taylor
expanding ∂0αv

2(Xi) as

∂0αv
2(Xi) = ∂0αv

2(φjiχj) = ∂0αv
2(φ0iχ0) +O(∇2

0),
(B11)

and by using the definition of ρ0 given in Eq. (A2). The
last line of Eq. (B10), instead, results from using the
following identity∑

i

∑
l ̸=0

φ0iφliφli =
∑
l ̸=0

δll/
√
N = (N − 1)/

√
N, (B12)

based on the fact that the matrix φij is orthogonal, i.e.,

φji = φ−1
ij , and the entries of its first row are φ0i =

N−1/2 for all values of i ∈ {0, 1, ..., N − 1}. For l = 0,
instead, Eq. (B9) reads

− (τ/d)φ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχhv(Xi)∂0αφ0iv(Xi)ϱ

= − τ

2d
ρ0∂0αv

2
( χ0√

N

)
− τ

d
v2
( χ0√

N

)
∂0αρ0 +O(∇2

0) .

(B13)

Combining Eq. (B10) and Eq. (B13) one has:

J act,1
0α =

(N − 2)τ

2d
ρ0∂0αv

2
( χ0√

N

)
− τ

d
v2
( χ0√

N

)
∂0αρ0 +O(∇2

0).
(B14)

Finally, the last contribution to the flux J act
0α comes

from inserting the second line of Eq. (B4) into Eq. (B5).

We denote this contribution by J act,2
0α , the expression of

which is

J act,2
0α =

∑
j

Ijα ,

Ijα ≡ −τφ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχh[∂jβv(Xi)]γjχjβσiα,
(B15)

where the right hand side of the second line is not implic-
itly summed over j. Using again Eq. (B4) and neglecting
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all terms of order O(∇2
0), we can derive a self-consistent

equation for Ijα. As a first step we rewrite Ijα as:

Ijα =
τ2

d
φ0i

∫ ∏
h ̸=0

dχh[∂jβv(Xi)]γjχjβ∂lαφliv(Xi)ϱ

− τ2φ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχh[∂jβv(Xi)]γjχjβ∂lγγlχlγσiα

+O(∇2
0).

(B16)

The first line can be simplified as follows:

τ2

d
φ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχh[∂jβv(Xi)]γjχjβ∂lαφliv(Xi)ϱ

= −τ2

d
φ0i

∫ ∏
h ̸=0

dχh[∂jαv(Xi)]γjφjiv(Xi)ϱ+O(∇2
0)

= −τ2

d

√
Nφ0iφjiφjiγjρ0v

2
( χ0√

N

)
+O(∇2

0)

= −τ2γj
d

ρ0v
2
( χ0√

N

)
+O(∇2

0),

(B17)

where we used integration by parts and Eqs. (B7), (B11),
and (B12). The second line of Eq. (B16) can be rewritten
as:

− τ2φ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχh[∂jβv(Xi)]γjχjβ∂lγγlχlγσiα

= τ2φ0i

∫ ∏
h̸=0

dχh[∂jβv(Xi)]γjγjχjβσiα +O(∇2
0)

= −τγjIjα +O(∇2
0) .

(B18)

Equations (B17), (B18), (B16), and (B15) can eventually
be combined to get

J act,2
0α =

∑
j

Ijα

= − τ

2d

[
N−1∑
j=0

τγj
1 + τγj

]
ρ∂0αv

2
( χ0√

N

)
+O(∇2

0)

= − τ

2d
[N − 2 + ϵ]ρ∂0αv

2
( χ0√

N

)
+O(∇2

0),

(B19)

where ϵ is defined in Eq. (9) of the main text. Putting to-
gether the contributions derived in Eqs. (B9) and (B19),
we can finally write down the expression of the proba-
bility flux J0α related to the marginal density ρ0, given
by

J0α = J act,1
0α + J act,2

0α −D∂0αρ0

= − τϵ

2d
ρ0∂0αv

2
( χ0√

N

)
−

[
D +

τ

d
v2
( χ0√

N

)]
∂0αρ0

+O(∇2
0).

(B20)

After applying the chain rule to the second line of
Eq. (B20), we can identify the drift and diffusion compo-
nent of the flux with:

J drift
0 =

τ(2− ϵ)

2d
ρ0∇0v

2
( χ0√

N

)
,

J diff
0 = −∇0

([
D +

τ

d
v2
( χ0√

N

)]
ρ0

)
,

(B21)

from which Eq. (6) of the main text follows.
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