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The phase separation that occurs in two-temperature mixtures, which are driven out of equilibrium
at the local scale, has been thoroughly characterized, but much less is known about the depletion
interactions that drive it Using numerical simulations in dimension 2, we show that the depletion
interactions extend beyond two particle diameters in dilute systems, as expected at equilibrium, and
decay algebraically with an exponent −4. Solving for the N -particle distribution function in the
stationary state, perturbatively in the interaction potential, we show that the algebraic correlations
arise from triplets of particles at different temperatures, and recover the exponent −4.

At equilibrium, coupling two objects to a critical field
induces an algebraic effective interaction between these
objects. The field may be the electromagnetic field, as
in the Casimir effect [1, 2], or the density fluctuations
in a binary mixture close to its critical point [3–5]. In
the latter case, inducing such interactions requires the
fine tuning of the temperature [5]. Out of equilibrium,
algebraic correlations and the effective interactions that
they induce are much more frequent and usually do not
require fine tuning. They arise for instance in driven sys-
tems, such as an electrolyte or a binary colloidal mixture
under an electric field [6–10]. Transient algebraic interac-
tions can also arise during the relaxation following a tem-
perature quench [11, 12]. Finally, active systems can in-
duce interactions [13], which may decay algebraically for
asymmetric bodies [14, 15]. Here, we show that algebraic
interactions spontaneously appear in mixtures of parti-
cles connected to different thermostats, an out of equilib-
rium system known to exhibit phase separation [16–18].
This algebraic depletion interaction thus does not require
self-propulsion and act between spherical bodies.

Two temperature mixtures are now a paradigmatic
model to study non-equilibrium phenomena. They are
driven out of equilibrium locally, such as active sys-
tems, but do not involve self-propulsion; they are thus
simpler that the active-passive mixture that they may
represent [19, 20]. Two temperature mixtures can
also be mapped to systems with non-reciprocal interac-
tions [21, 22], which have gained attention recently [23].
The hot and cold particles may phase separate even when
the interactions between the particles are purely repul-
sive and identical, provided that the temperature ratio is
large enough [17, 18, 24], resulting in dense droplets of
cold particles coexisting with a dilute gas of hot particles.
Grosberg and Joanny provided an analytical prediction
for the instability threshold in a dilute system [17], show-
ing that denser systems are easier to phase separate. Re-
cently, McCarthy et al found that the two species may
mix again at high density [25].
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To understand the phase separation mechanism, it is
instructive to consider the depletion interaction between
the cold particles that is induced by the hot particles,
which is encoded in the pair correlation of the cold par-
ticles [18]. In the approach of Grosberg and Joanny, the
free energy of the system can be minimized with respect
to the density of the hot particles to get an effective free
energy functional for the cold particles only [17]. How-
ever, this free energy contains only a coarse-grained de-
scription of the interaction between the particles, namely
the integral of the Mayer function, and does not provide
the shape of the effective interaction. An explicit ex-
pression of the effective interaction has been obtained in
Ref. [24] using the potential of mean force; however, the
application of this approach to an out-of-equilibrium sys-
tem is questionable. Indeed, we will see that generalizing
different equilibrium methods to compute the effective
interactions in this out-of-equilibrium system lead to dif-
ferent results, similarly to the situation observed with the
pressure in a gas of active particles [26].
In this Letter, we compute the depletion interaction

between cold particles that is due to the hot particles
analytically, in the dilute limit and perturbatively in the
interaction strength ϵ. Restricting ourselves to the dilute
limit amounts to consider a system of two cold parti-
cles and a single hot one. Contrary to two-body prob-
lems [17, 21], this three-body system cannot be mapped
onto an effective equilibrium system [27]. At order ϵ2, we
show that the potential of mean force argument should
be corrected by a purely non-equilibrium three-body po-
tential. At order ϵ3, we find that the three-body poten-
tial gives rise to algebraic interactions decaying as r−4 in
spatial dimension d = 2. Our results are supported by
numerical simulations.
We consider harmonic spheres with positions xi(t),

connected to thermostats with temperature Ti and obey-
ing an overdamped Langevin dynamics:

ẋi(t) = −
∑
j

∇V (xi(t)− xj(t)) +
√

2Tiηi(t), (1)

where V (r) = ϵ(1 − r)2θ(1 − r), θ being the Heaviside
function. The vectorial Gaussian white noises ηi have a
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unit variance and are uncorrelated. The particles diame-
ter and mobility and the Boltzmann constant have been
set to unity. We consider only two species α ∈ {A,B}
connected to thermostats Tα. To focus on the interac-
tions induced by the particles B on the particles A, we
assume that there are only two A particles i ∈ {1, 2}
and a small density ρ of B particles. We expand the
pair distribution function of the two A particles g(r) as
g(r) = exp(−V (r)/TA) [1 +

∑∞
n=1 ρ

ngn(r)] [28]. We fo-
cus on the first term of the expansion, g1(r); for simplic-
ity, we denote it ĝ(r) and refer to it as the “correlation”:

ĝ(r) = lim
ρ→0

eV (r)/TAg(r)− 1

ρ
. (2)

At equilibrium, here when TA = TB = T , the interac-
tion induced by the B particles can be obtained by inte-
grating the three body distribution f(x1,x2,x3) over the
coordinate of the third particle, leading to (App. B 1 a)

ĝeq(r) =
(
e−V/T − 1

)
∗
(
e−V/T − 1

)
(r), (3)

where the star denotes the convolution product. In the
weak interaction limit ϵ≪ T it reduces to

ĝeq(r) =
V ∗ V (r)

T 2
+O(ϵ3). (4)

Both the full expression (3) and its weak interaction
limit (4) are zero beyond two particle diameters, here cor-
responding to r = 2. The same expressions can be recov-
ered using the potential of mean force [28] (App. B 1 b).

These arguments can be transposed out of equilibrium,
using the fact that an isolated pair of particles (i, j) is in
an effective equilibrium at temperature Tij = (Ti+Tj)/2
so that its pair correlation is gij(r) = exp(−vij(r)), where
vij(r) = V (r)/Tij [17]. Using the potential of mean force,
Ilker and Joanny obtained [24] (App. B 2 b)

ĝ(r) =
TB
TA

(
e−V/TAB − 1

)
∗
(
e−V/TAB − 1

)
(r) (5)

=
TB

TAT 2
AB

V ∗ V (r) +O(ϵ3). (6)

Alternatively, assuming that the N -particle distribution

function is given by f(X) = exp
(
−
∑

⟨ij⟩ vij(xi − xj)
)
,

where X = (xi)1≤i≤N , we find (App. B 2 a)

ĝ(r) =
(
e−V/TAB − 1

)
∗
(
e−V/TAB − 1

)
(r) (7)

=
V ∗ V (r)

T 2
AB

+O(ϵ3). (8)

The temperatures enter differently into the predic-
tions (5) and (7), pointing to the fact that these ap-
proaches may not apply out of equilibrium. However,
they agree on the form of the depletion interaction, which
is the same as the equilibrium one; in particular its range
is limited to two particle diameters.

We simulated Eq. (1) numerically [29] (App. A). In
order to improve the statistics, we used the same small
density ρ of A and B particles. In this situation, an
additional depletion interaction is induced by the parti-
cles A themselves, so that ĝ(r) = ĝA(r) + ĝB(r), where
ĝA(r) = ĝeq(r) (Eq. (3)). The correlations ĝ(r) calcu-
lated from simulations with ϵ = 10, ρ = 0.05, TA = 1 and
different values of TB are presented in Fig. 1(a). As ex-
pected, we observe an increase of the correlation at con-
tact ĝ(1) due to the depletion interaction. This increase
scales as ϵ2 with the interaction strength ϵ, as expected
from the different theoretical predictions (Fig. 1(b)).
However, in contradiction with the predictions, the de-
pletion interaction extends beyond two diameters as soon
as the system departs from equilibrium (TA = TB). Be-
yond two particle diameters, the radial dependence of
the depletion interaction is compatible with an algebraic
decay, ĝ(r) ∼ G/r4. The prefactor G of the algebraic
decay increases with the interaction strength as ϵ3 for
small ϵ and saturates for large values of ϵ, corresponding
to the hard sphere limit (Fig. 1(b)). The effect of the
temperature TB is non-monotonic: G first increases and
then decreases at large temperatures (Fig. 1(c)). The
temperature where the effect is maximal increases with
the interaction strength ϵ. We now return to theory to
(i) elucidate the discrepancy between the two arguments
adapted out of equilibrium and (ii) find the origin and
the characteristics of the algebraic decay.
We use two theoretical approaches. First, we use

Stochastic Density Field Theory [30] to turn the micro-
scopic dynamics (1) into exact Langevin equations for
the density fields ρ̂α(x, t) =

∑
i∈Iα

δ(x − xi(t)), where

α ∈ {A,B} indicate the species and Iα is the set of indices
of the particles of species α. SDFT applies in equilibrium
as well as in out-of-equilibrium situations [10, 31, 32].
The exact dynamics of the density fields is non-linear due
to pair interactions, and contains multiplicative noise,
which makes it intractable in practical situations. In the
limit of a dense system with weak interactions, SDFT can
be linearized and the density fluctuations around the av-
erage densities ρα become Gaussian [33, 34]; this approx-
imation corresponds to the random phase approximation
in liquid theory [28]. The correlation, which corresponds
to the correlations of the fluctuations of the density fields,
can be calculated in Fourier space (App. C). In the dilute
limit that we consider here (ρA = 0, ρB → 0), it reduces
to

ĝ(r) =
V ∗ V (r)

TATAB
. (9)

This expression is in quantitative agreement with the nu-
merical simulations for r ≲ 2 (Fig. 2 and 1(b)). It takes a
similar form as the results obtained by adapting equilib-
rium arguments (Eqs. (6, 8)), but the temperatures enter
differently in the prefactor. As the expression (9) is exact
at the order ϵ2, we conclude that none of the two equi-
librium calculations can be adapted out of equilibrium.
Yet, the expression (9) vanishes at two particle diam-
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FIG. 1. (a) Correlation function ĝ(r) of the species A for TA = 1, ϵ = 10 and ρ = 0.05 (TB as indicated). (b) Correlation
at contact ĝ(1) and prefactor of the algebraic decay G as a function of ϵ (TA = 1, TB = 3). The solid lines correspond to
the theoretical predictions. (c) Prefactor of the algebraic decay G as a function of TB − TA and theoretical prediction (ϵ as
indicated).
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FIG. 2. Correlation ĝ(r) for TA = 1, TB = 3 and ϵ = 3: nu-
merical simulations (circles) and theoretical prediction (black
solid line) with the contributions of order ϵ2 and ϵ3 (red and
blue dashed lines, respectively).

eters and cannot explain the algebraic decay observed
in the simulations (Fig. 1(a)). This is not surprising as
it is correct at order ϵ2 while the simulations indicate
an ϵ3 dependence of the algebraic decay. We now turn
to a small density expansion that is valid for any in-
teraction strength. The N -particle distribution f(X) is
stationnary under the Smoluchowski equation describing
the microscopic dynamics (1). To isolate the many-body
effects from the pair correlation obtained by Grosberg

and Joanny [17], we write it as

f(X) = exp

−
∑
⟨ij⟩

vij − ϕ(X)

 , (10)

where now vij = V (xi −xj)/Tij . The resulting equation
for the many-body potential ϕ(X) is (App. D 1)

0 =
∑
i

Ti
[
(∇iϕ)

2 −∇2
iϕ

]
+

∑
⟨ij⟩

∇vij · [(Tij + τij)∇iϕ− (Tij − τij)∇jϕ]

+
∑
⟨ijk⟩

(τijk∇vij · ∇vik + perm.) , (11)

where we have defined the temperature differences τij =
Ti−Tj and τijk = Ti−Tjk and “perm” indicates the two
terms in the last sum obtained from the first by cyclic
permutations. The third term is the source term: it is
a sum over triplets, underlining the fact that ϕ originate
from three-body effects. Moreover, it involves tempera-
ture differences so that it is zero at equilibrium. While
this is expected, it stresses the fact that the N -particle
distribution can be written as a product of pair terms
only at equilibrium, and that three-body effects arise as
soon as the system is put out of equilibrium, as evidenced
for particles attached by linear springs [27]. The equa-
tion (11) for ϕ is a nonlinear PDE with multiplicative
terms, and we solve it perturbatively in the interaction
strength ϵ: we write ϕ =

∑∞
k=2 ϕ

(k), with ϕ(k) ∝ ϵk.

The depletion interaction encoded in ĝ(r) can be com-
puted from the three-body distribution f3(x1,x2,x3).
Expanding f3 in powers of ϵ and integrating over x3,
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we find (App. D 3 a)

ĝ =

∫
dx3

[
v13v23 − ϕ(2)

−1

2

(
v213v23 + v13v

2
23

)
+ (v13 + v23)ϕ

(2) − ϕ(3)
]

+O(ϵ4). (12)

The first two terms in the integrand are of order ϵ2, while
the last three are of order ϵ3.

At order ϵ2, the Laplacian in the first term balances
the source term, and the solution is given by ϕ(2)(X) =∑

⟨ijk⟩ τijkω
(2)
ijk(xj − xi,xk − xi) + perm., where ω

(2)
ijk is

given in Fourier space by (App. D 2 a)

ω̃
(2)
ijk(k,k

′) =
k · k′ṽij(k)ṽik(k

′)

2(Tijk2 + Tikk′2 + Tik · k′)
. (13)

Using ϕ(2) to compute ĝ(r) at order ϵ2, the expression (9)
obtained from SDFT is recovered (App. D 3 b). This re-
sult shows that the three-body effects are important to
get the correct depletion interaction at order ϵ2, and that
these effects are included in the SDFT calculation.

To compute ϕ(3), we plug ϕ(2) into the second term
of Eq. (11), and balance it with the Laplacian in the
first term (App. D 2 b). Using ϕ(2) and ϕ(3) in the
correction (12) leads the depletion interaction at order
ϵ3 (App. D 3 c). The resulting expression contains many
terms involving double integrals in Fourier space, which
can be performed numerically, yielding a good agreement
with the ĝ(r) obtained from simulations (Fig. 2). In
particular, the algebraic decay is recovered. The small
wavevector behavior in Fourier space points to an al-
gebraic decay with exponent −2d in spatial dimension
d (App. D 4 a). The prefactor can be obtained numer-
ically and is in quantitative agreement with the sim-
ulations for weak interactions (Fig. 1(b)). The non-
monotonic dependence of the prefactor on TB is also re-
covered; more precisely, the theory predicts an increase as
(TB −TA) followed by a decrease as T−2

B , which are com-
patible with the results from the simulations (Fig. 1(c)).
In contrast, the order ϵ2 decays monotonously with TB
(Eq. (9)).

We have shown that a species B at temperature TB
induces a depletion interaction decaying as r−4 between
particles of a species A at temperature TA ̸= TB in the
dilute limit. We have found that the correction originates
from a three-body contribution ϕ (Eq. (11)) to the N -
particle distribution that arises from triplets of particles
that are not at the same temperature. Our calculation
of ϕ is pertubative, but the algebraic decay is observed

from weak to strong interactions in our simulations. This
suggests that pushing the perturbative computation to
higher orders would modify the numerical prefactor of
the algebraic decay, but not the exponent.
The depletion interaction that we have unveiled is the

driving force behind the formation of dense droplets of
cold particles when they separate from the hot particles.
As the algebraic tail of the interaction originates from
temperature differences (τijk in Eq. (11)), this effect is re-
versed if one considers the depletion interaction induced
by the cold particles on the hot ones, so that the alge-
braic tail is repulsive in this case. This repulsion between
hot particles may work with the attraction between cold
particles to trigger the phase separation.
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Appendix A: Details of the numerical simulations

The simulations were performed with the LAMMPS
package [29]. The systems consist in N = 20 000 particles
with N/2 thermalized at TA and N/2 thermalized at TB .
We follow the Brownian Dynamics time integration to
update the positions. This integration scheme solves a
system of N overdamped Langevin equations,

dri = γ−1
i Fidt+

√
2kBTiγ

−1/2
i dWi,t (A1)

where all friction coefficients γi are set to unity. The
dWi,t represent Wiener processes mimicked by discrete
sequences of Gaussian random numbers with zero mean
and unit variance.
The timestep was adjusted to ensure the stability and

reproducibility of the simulations. The interaction be-
tween all particles were described with the pair style
command and a purely repulsive harmonic-cut potential,
E = ϵ(rc−r)2 for r < rc and 0 everywhere else. The par-
ticle size was set equal to rc = 1 and various potential
strengths were used and are indicated in the manuscript.
This repulsive potential ensures a optimal stability of the
simulations. Finally, to improve the accuracy of the data,
the g(r) were averaged on a large number of simulations
(1000 to 10 000). This was mandatory to have reliable
results for the algebraic decay of the correlations.
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Appendix B: Equilibrium calculation and attempts to generalize out-of-equilbrium

1. Equilibrium

a. Integration of the equilibrium distribution

The equilibrium distribution of three particles interacting via the potential V (r) = Tv(r) is given by

f(x1,x2,x3) ∝ exp (−v12 − v13 − v23) , (B1)

where we denote vij = v(xi − xj). Integrating over x3, we obtain the pair correlation up to a constant

g(x1 − x2) ∝
∫
f(x1,x2,x3)dx3 ∝ exp (−v12)

∫
exp (−v13 − v23) dx3. (B2)

The normalisation factor Z−1 should be set such that g(r) → 1 as r → ∞. When the particles 1 and 2 are far appart,

exp (−v13 − v23) = exp (−v13) + exp (−v23)− 1, (B3)

hence the normalisation factor is

Z =

∫
[1 + exp (−v13)− 1 + exp (−v23)− 1] dx3. (B4)

Dividing the numerator and denominator by the volume V of the system and using brackets ⟨·⟩ for the volume average
over x3, we find, in the large volume limit

ev12g(x1 − x2) =
1 + V−1

∫
(e−v13−v23 − 1) dx3

1 + V−1
∫
(e−v13 − 1) dx3 + V−1

∫
(e−v23 − 1) dx3

(B5)

= 1 + V−1

∫ (
e−v13−v23 − e−v13 − e−v23 + 1

)
dx3 (B6)

= 1 + V−1

∫ (
e−v13 − 1

) (
e−v23 − 1

)
dx3 (B7)

= 1 + V−1
[(
e−v − 1

)
∗
(
e−v − 1

)]
(x1 − x2). (B8)

If there are N particles in the system, corresponding to a density ρ = N/V , summing the effect of the particles leads
to the correction

ĝ(x) =
ev12(x)g(x)− 1

ρ
=

[(
e−v − 1

)
∗
(
e−v − 1

)]
(x). (B9)

This equation is valid up to the first order in the density.

b. Potential of mean force

Another way to derive the same result is to consider the partition function of the particle 3 given the position of
the particles 1 and 2:

Z3(x1,x2) =

∫
e−v13−v23dx3 = V

[
1 + V−1

∫ (
e−v13−v23 − 1

)
dx3

]
. (B10)

The associated free energy is

F3(x1,x2) = −T log(Z3(x1,x2)) ≃ −TV−1

∫ (
e−v13−v23 − 1

)
dx3, (B11)

where we have taken the large volume limit and discarded the constant term. Removing the constant part when
|x1 − x2| → ∞, we get

F3(x1,x2) = −T
V
[(
e−v − 1

)
∗
(
e−v − 1

)]
(x1 − x2), (B12)
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which is the effective potential created by the third particle. Summing over the particles, we get the potential of mean
force to the first order in the density,

F (x1 − x2) = −ρT
[(
e−v − 1

)
∗
(
e−v − 1

)]
(x1 − x2). (B13)

The pair correlation of the particles 1 and 2 is now given by

ĝ(x) = ρ−1

[
exp

(
−F (x)

T

)
− 1

]
≃

[(
e−v − 1

)
∗
(
e−v − 1

)]
(x), (B14)

where the last equality corresponds to the dilute limit where the correction is small. The previous result, Eq. (B9),
is recovered.

2. Out of equilibrium tentative generalizations

In this section, we try to give the “natural” generalizations of the two arguments above to the situation where the
particles 1 and 2 are connected to a thermostat with temperature TA while the other particles are connected to a
different thermostat with temperature TB .

a. Integration of the many-body distribution

The pair correlation of two particles i and j is an effective equilibrium distribution at temperature Tij = (Ti +
Tj)/2 [17]. It seems natural to assume that the three-body distribution is given by

f(x1,x2,x3) ∝ exp

(
−V12
TA

− V13 + V23
TAB

)
. (B15)

Using this distribution in the derivation presented in Sec. B 1 a leads to

ĝ(x) =
[(

e−V/TAB − 1
)
∗
(
e−V/TAB − 1

)]
(x). (B16)

b. Potential of mean force

Using again the two-body effective equilibrium, the partition function of the particle 3 given the position of the
particles 1 and 2 is

Z3(x1,x2) =

∫
e−(V13+V23)/TABdx3. (B17)

Following the derivation of Sec. B 1 b with this expression, we can consider that the potential of mean force generated
by the particles connected to a thermostat with temperature TB is

F (x1 − x2) = −ρTB
[(

e−V/TAB − 1
)
∗
(
e−V/TAB − 1

)]
(x1 − x2). (B18)

Finally, the correction is

ĝ(x) =
TB
TA

[(
e−V/TAB − 1

)
∗
(
e−V/TAB − 1

)]
(x). (B19)

This result is different from Eq. (B16).
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Appendix C: Linearized Stochastic Density Field Theory

1. From populations of particles to Gaussian fields

a. Dean equation for the density fields

The density fields are defined by ρ̂α(x, t) =
∑

x∈Iα
δ(x − xi(t)), where Iα are the indices of the particles of the

species α. The density fields follow the Dean equation:

˙̂ρα = ∇ ·

Tα∇ρ̂α + ρ̂α
∑
β

∇V ∗ ρ̂β +
√
2Tαρ̂αηα

 , (C1)

where ηα(x, t) is a Gaussian white noise:

⟨ηα(x, t)ηβ(x
′, t′)⟩ = δαβδ(x− x′)δ(t− t′). (C2)

b. Linearized Dean equation

To linearize the Dean equation around the average densities ρα, we introduce the rescaled density fluctuations
ϕα(x, t) = (ρ̂α(x, t) − ρα)/

√
ρα and vαβ(x) =

√
ραρβVαβ(x). Then we take the limit ρα → ∞ while keeping vαβ

constant; the density fluctuations ϕα(x, t) follow

ϕ̇α = ∇ ·

Tα∇ϕα +
∑
β

∇vαβ ∗ ϕβ +
√
2Tαηα

 , (C3)

c. Mapping to a general Gaussian field model

We map the model above to a more general model with two Gaussian fields ϕα(x, t) with energy

H[ϕ1, ϕ2] =
1

2

∫
[ϕ1(x)A1ϕ1(x) + ϕ2(x)A2ϕ2(x) + 2ϕ1(x)Bϕ2(x)] dx, (C4)

where Aα(x) and B(x) are operators. In this section, it is more convenient to use 1 and 2 instead of A and B to
denote the species. The overdamped dynamics deriving from this energy is

ϕ̇1(x, t) = −R1[A1ϕ1(x, t) +Bϕ2(x, t)] + ξ1(x, t), (C5)

ϕ̇2(x, t) = −R2[A2ϕ2(x, t) +Bϕ1(x, t)] + ξ2(x, t), (C6)

where Rα(x) are the mobility tensors and the noises ξα(x, t) have correlations

⟨ξα(x, t)ξβ(x′, t′)⟩ = 2δαβTαRα(x− x′)δ(t− t′), (C7)

where Tα is the temperature of the field α.
The linearized Dean equation (C3) corresponds to the following operators in Fourier space,

Ãα(k) = Tα + ṽαα(k) (C8)

B̃(k) = ṽ12(k) (C9)

R̃α(k) = k2. (C10)

The pair correlation of the particles is related to the correlation of the fields ϕα:

hαβ(x) = gαβ(x)− 1 =

〈(
ρ̂α(x)

ρβ
− 1

)(
ρ̂β(0)

ρj
− 1

)〉
=
Cαβ(x)√
ραρβ

, (C11)

where

Cαβ(x) = ⟨ϕα(x)ϕβ(0)⟩. (C12)



8

2. Calculation of the correlations

a. Equations

The computations are done in Fourier space, and we define

Φ =

(
ϕ1
ϕ2

)
. (C13)

It follows

Φ̇ = −RAΦ+ ξ, (C14)

with

R =

(
R1 0
0 R2

)
(C15)

A =

(
A1 B
B A2

)
. (C16)

The correlation C = ⟨ΦΦT⟩ satisfies in the stationnary state

RAC + CA(−k)TR(−k)T = 2TR, (C17)

with T =

(
T1 0
0 T2

)
.

b. Solution

We expand Eq. (C17) and get

A1C1 +
B

2
(C12 + C21) = T1, (C18)

ΓC12 +R2BC1 +R1BC2 = 0, (C19)

ΓC21 +R2BC1 +R1BC2 = 0, (C20)

A2C2 +
B

2
(C12 + C21) = T2. (C21)

where we have defined

Γ = R1A1 +R2A2. (C22)

From Eqs. (C18, C21), we get

A2C2 −A1C1 = T2 − T1, (C23)

hence

C2 =
T2 − T1
A2

+
A1

A2
C1. (C24)

From Eqs. (C19, C20), we have

C12 + C21

2
= −B

Γ
(R2C1 +R1C2) = − B

ΓA2
[ΓC1 +R1(T2 − T1)] , (C25)

where we have used Eq. (C24). Using this relation in Eq. (C18), we get

A1C1 −
B2

ΓA2
[ΓC1 +R1(T2 − T1)] = T1, (C26)
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which leads to

C1 =
T1ΓA2 + (T2 − T1)R1B

2

Γ[A1A2 −B2]
. (C27)

Using this relation in Eq. (C24), we get

C2 =
T2ΓA1 − (T2 − T1)R2B

2

Γ[A1A2 −B2]
. (C28)

Finally, using these relations in Eqs. (C19, C20), we obtain

C12 = −B(T2R1A1 + T1R2A2)

Γ[A1A2 −B2]
(C29)

and C21 = C∗
12.

c. Equilibrium

If the system is at equilibrium, T1 = T2 = T , the correlations are

C =
T

A1A2 −B2

(
A2 −B
−B A1

)
= TA−1, (C30)

which is the expected result.

3. Application

a. Pair potential in Fourier space

In our case, we use harmonic spheres, corresponding to V (r) = ϵ(1 − r)2θ(1 − r), θ being the Heaviside function.
The Fourier transform of the potential reads

Ṽ (k) =

∫
e−ik·xV (x)dx = ϵπ

∫ 1

0

x(1− x)2J0(kx)dx =
ϵπ

k2
[πH0(k)J1(k)− πH1(k)J0(k)− 2J2(k)] , (C31)

where Jn(z) is the Bessel function of the first kind and Hn(z) is the Struve function.

b. Low density

In the low density limit, we find

h̃11 =
C̃1 − 1

ρ1
≃ − Ṽ

T1
+
∑
α

ρα
T1T1α

Ṽ 2, (C32)

where Tαβ = (Tα + Tβ)/2.
Going back to real space, denoting the species A and B and setting ρA = 0, ρB = ρ, this relation reads

h(r) = −V (r)

TA
+

ρ

TATAB
V ∗ V (r). (C33)

The correlation ĝ(r) that we focus on is

ĝ(r) =
eV (r)/TA [1 + h(r)]− 1

ρ
(C34)

=
1

ρ

(
eV (r)/TA

[
1− V (r)

TA
+

ρ

TATAB
V ∗ V (r)

]
− 1

)
(C35)

=
V ∗ V (r)

TATAB
. (C36)

To obtain the last line, we have eliminated the terms of order ϵ2 that do not involve the density ρ. This is justified
by the fact that the linearization of SDFT amounts to take ϵ→ 0 while keeping ρϵ constant.
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Appendix D: Low density expansion

1. Smoluchowski equation and many-body potential

The N -particle distribution f(X, t), where X = (x1, . . .xN ), evolves according to the Smoluchowski equation
∂tf = Lf , where L is the Liouville operator:

Lf(X) =
∑
i

∇i ·

Ti∇if(X) + f(X)
∑
j ̸=i

∇Vij(xi − xj)

 . (D1)

We are looking for the stationnary distribution, which satisfies Lf = 0.
We write the distribution under the form

f(X) = exp(−ψ(X)). (D2)

Using that ∇if = −f∇iψ and ∇2
i f = f [(∇iψ)

2 −∇2
iψ], we find

Lf(X)

f(X)
=

∑
i

Ti
[
(∇iψ)

2 −∇2
iψ

]
+
∑
⟨ij⟩

Tij
[
2∇2vij −∇vij · (∇iψ −∇jψ)

]
, (D3)

where vij = Vij/Tij .
We separate the two-particle contribution, which defines the many-body potential ϕ(X):

ψ(X) =
∑
⟨ij⟩

vij + ϕ(X), (D4)

Using that

∇iψ =
∑
j ̸=i

∇vij +∇iϕ, (D5)

(∇iψ)
2 =

∑
j,k ̸=i

∇vij · ∇vik + 2
∑
j ̸=i

∇vij · ∇iϕ+ (∇iϕ)
2, (D6)

∇2
iψ =

∑
j ̸=i

∇2vij +∇2
iϕ, (D7)

the general expression (D3) becomes

Lf(X)

f(X)
=

∑
i

Ti

∑
j,k ̸=i

∇vij · ∇vik + 2
∑
j ̸=i

∇vij · ∇iϕ+ (∇iϕ)
2 −

∑
j ̸=i

∇2vij −∇2
iϕ


+
∑
⟨ij⟩

Tij

2∇2vij −∇vij ·

∑
k ̸=i

∇vik −
∑
l ̸=j

∇vjl +∇iϕ−∇jϕ

 , (D8)

The terms in ∇2vij cancel. Moreover, the terms in ∇vij · ∇vik and ∇vij · ∇vjl cancel if k = j and l = i: only the
terms involving three different particles remain:

Lf(X)

f(X)
=

∑
i

Ti

2 ∑
⟨jk⟩̸∋i

∇vij · ∇vik + 2
∑
j ̸=i

∇vij · ∇iϕ+ (∇iϕ)
2 −∇2

iϕ


+
∑
⟨ij⟩

Tij

−∇vij ·

 ∑
k/∈⟨ij⟩

∇vik −
∑

k/∈⟨ij⟩

∇vjk +∇iϕ−∇jϕ

 . (D9)
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This can be written as a sum over the particles, a sum over the pairs and a sum over the triplets:

Lf(X)

f(X)
=

∑
i

Ti
[
(∇iϕ)

2 −∇2
iϕ

]
+
∑
⟨ij⟩

∇vij · [(2Ti − Tij)∇iϕ− (2Tj − Tij)∇jϕ]

+
∑
⟨ijk⟩

[2Ti∇vij · ∇vik + 2Tj∇vji · ∇vjk + 2Tk∇vki · ∇vkj − Tij∇vij · (∇vik −∇vjk)

−Tjk∇vjk · (∇vji −∇vki)− Tki∇vki · (∇vkj −∇vij)] . (D10)

The triplets terms can be rearranged:

Lf(X)

f(X)
=

∑
i

Ti
[
(∇iϕ)

2 −∇2
iϕ

]
+
∑
⟨ij⟩

∇vij · [(2Ti − Tij)∇iϕ− (2Tj − Tij)∇jϕ]

+
∑
⟨ijk⟩

[(2Ti − Tij − Tik)∇vij · ∇vik + (2Tj − Tij − Tjk)∇vji · ∇vjk + (2Tk − Tik − Tjk)∇vki · ∇vkj ] . (D11)

We can then simplify the combination of temperatures:

2Ti − Tij =
3Ti − Tj

2
= Tij + τij , (D12)

2Ti − Tij − Tik = Ti − Tjk = τijk, (D13)

where we have introduced the temperature differences

τij = Ti − Tj , (D14)

τijk = Ti − Tjk. (D15)

Finally, we have

Lf(X)

f(X)
=

∑
i

Ti
[
(∇iϕ)

2 −∇2
iϕ

]
+
∑
⟨ij⟩

∇vij · [(Tij + τij)∇iϕ− (Tij − τij)∇jϕ]

+
∑
⟨ijk⟩

[τijk∇vij · ∇vik + τjki∇vji · ∇vjk + τkij∇vki · ∇vkj ] . (D16)

2. Perturbative expansion

a. Order ϵ2

We solve Eq. (D16) perturbatively in the pair interaction v ∝ ϵ: we write ϕ =
∑∞

k=2 ϕ
(k), where ϕ(k) ∝ ϵk. The

lowest order is ϕ(2), which is the solution of∑
i

Ti∇2
iϕ

(2) =
∑
⟨ijk⟩

[τijk∇vij · ∇vik + τjki∇vji · ∇vjk + τkij∇vki · ∇vkj ] . (D17)

This is an anisotropic Poisson equation. We can write the solution as

ϕ(2) =
∑
⟨ijk⟩

τijkw
(2)
ijk + τjkiw

(2)
jki + τkijw

(2)
kij , (D18)

where w
(2)
ijk is the solution of ∑

l

Tl∇2
lw

(2)
ijk = ∇vij · ∇vik. (D19)
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First, we expect w
(2)
ijk to depend only on the coordinates of the particles i, j and k. Moreover, we expect it to

depend only on the particle separations y = xj − xi and y′ = xk − xi:

w
(2)
ijk(xi,xj ,xk) = ω

(2)
ijk(xj − xi,xk − xi), (D20)

which is solution of

2
(
Tij∇2 + Tik∇′2 + Ti∇ · ∇′)ω(2)

ijk(y,y
′) = ∇vij(y) · ∇vik(y′). (D21)

In Fourier space, it becomes

2
(
Tijk

2 + Tikk
′2 + Tik · k′) ω̃(2)

ijk(k,k
′) = k · k′ṽij(k)ṽik(k

′), (D22)

which is solved by

ω̃
(2)
ijk(k,k

′) =
k · k′ṽij(k)ṽik(k

′)

2 (Tijk2 + Tikk′2 + Tik · k′)
. (D23)

b. Order ϵ3

The next order is ϕ(3), which is the solution of∑
i

Ti∇2
iϕ

(3) =
∑
⟨ij⟩

∇vij ·
[
(Tij + τij)∇iϕ

(2) − (Tij − τij)∇jϕ
(2)

]
. (D24)

Using the expression of ϕ(2) (Eq. (D18)), it becomes∑
i

Ti∇2
iϕ

(3) =
∑
⟨ij⟩

∇vij · [Tij(∇i −∇j) + τij(∇i +∇j)]
∑
⟨klm⟩

(τklmw
(2)
klm + τlmkw

(2)
lmk + τmklw

(2)
mkl). (D25)

The double sum in Eq. (D25) can be simplified: it is 0 if neither i nor j belongs to ⟨klm⟩. If only i or j belongs to
⟨klm⟩, the correction to the pair correlation will be of order ρ2 and will not contribute to g1(r). At order ρ, we only
have to consider three particles, so that there is only one triplet and three pairs. We write again

ϕ(3) = τ123w
(3)
123 + τ231w

(3)
231 + τ312w

(3)
312, (D26)

and the first term, for instance, is solution of∑
i

Ti∇2
iw

(3)
123 = (∇v12 · [T12(∇1 −∇2) + τ12(∇1 +∇2)] +∇v13 · [T13(∇1 −∇3) + τ13(∇1 +∇3)]

+∇v23 · [T23(∇2 −∇3) + τ23(∇2 +∇3)])w
(2)
123. (D27)

Writing again

w
(3)
123 = w

(3)
123(x1,x2,x3) = ω

(3)
123(x2 − x1,x3 − x1), (D28)

we find that the equation for ω
(3)
123(y,y

′) reads

2
(
T12∇2 + T13∇′2 + T1∇ · ∇′)ω(3)

123(y,y
′)

= (∇v12(y) · [T12(2∇+∇′) + τ12∇′] +∇v13(y′) · [T13(∇+ 2∇′) + τ13∇]

+∇v23(y − y′) · [T23(∇−∇′) + τ23(∇+∇′)])ω123(y,y
′). (D29)

Fourier transforming, we arrive at

ω̃
(3)
123(k,k

′) =
1

2(T12k2 + T13k′2 + T1k · k′)

∫
dk′′

(2π)d(
(k − k′′) · [T12(2k′′ + k′) + τ12k

′] ṽ12(k − k′′)ω̃
(2)
123(k

′′,k′)

+ (k′ − k′′) · [T13(k + 2k′′) + τ13k] ṽ13(k
′ − k′′)ω̃

(2)
123(k,k

′′)

+k′′ · [T23(k − k′ − 2k′′) + τ23(k + k′)] ṽ23(k
′′)ω̃

(2)
123(k − k′′,k′ + k′′)

)
. (D30)
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3. Correction to the 2-body pair correlation

a. General expression

The pair correlation between particles 1 and 2 is given by

g12 ∝
∫
f(X)

∏
i>2

dxi =

∫
exp

−
∑
⟨ij⟩

vij − ϕ(X)

∏
i>2

dxi. (D31)

We can take out the direct interaction v12 to get the cavity distribution function [28]. Moreover, assuming that all the
particles for i > 2 are identical and with a density ρ, at first order in the density it suffices to consider a 3 particles
system and

ev12g12 ∝
∫

exp (−(v13 + v23)− ϕ(X)) dx3. (D32)

There should be a normalization factor such that g12 → 1 as |x1 − x2| → ∞. In this limit,

Z =

∫
e−v13−v23−ϕdx3 =

∫ [
1 + (e−v12 − 1) + (e−v23 − 1)

]
dx3, (D33)

hence

ev12g12 =

∫
e−v13−v23−ϕdx3∫

[1 + (e−v12 − 1) + (e−v23 − 1)] dx3
(D34)

=

〈
e−v13−v23−ϕ

〉
1 + ⟨e−v13 − 1⟩+ ⟨e−v23 − 1⟩

(D35)

=
〈
e−v13−v23−ϕ

〉
−
〈
e−v13 − 1

〉
−

〈
e−v23 − 1

〉
. (D36)

We see that the two negative terms cancel the terms where only one of the two particles appears in the first term.
Finally, summing over the particles with a density ρ leads to

ĝ(x1 − x2) =
ev12g12 − 1

ρ
=

∫ [
e−v13−v23−ϕ − e−v13 − e−v23 + 1

]
dx3. (D37)

Now we can expand the term in the integrals in powers of the potential, up to v3:

ĝ(x1 − x2) =

∫ [
v13v23 − ϕ(2) − 1

2

(
v213v23 + v13v

2
23

)
+ (v13 + v23)ϕ

(2) − ϕ(3)
]
dx3. (D38)

The first two terms in the integrand scale as ϵ2, the last three terms scale as ϵ3.

b. Order ϵ2

a. First term. The first term in the integrand of Eq. (D38) leads to the correction

ĝ2,1 = ρ̄v13 ∗ v23. (D39)

b. Second term. The second term in the integrand of Eq. (D38) contributes

ĝ2,2 = −
∫
ϕ(2)dx3 (D40)

Using the decomposition (D18), we have to determine the integral of w123, w231 and w312 over x3:∫
w123dx3 =

∫
ω123(x2 − x1,x3 − x1)dx3 (D41)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ω̃123(k,k

′)

∫
eik·(x2−x1)+ik′·(x3−x1)dx3 (D42)

=

∫
dk

(2π)d
ω̃123(k, 0)e

ik·(x2−x1) (D43)

= 0. (D44)
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The second term is ∫
w231dx3 =

∫
ω231(x3 − x2,x1 − x2)dx3 (D45)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ω̃231(k,k

′)

∫
eik·(x3−x2)+ik′·(x1−x2)dx3 (D46)

=

∫
dk′

(2π)d
ω̃231(0,k

′)eik
′·(x1−x2) (D47)

= 0. (D48)

The third term is ∫
w312dx3 =

∫
ω312(x1 − x3,x2 − x3)dx3 (D49)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ω̃312(k,k

′)

∫
eik·(x1−x3)+ik′·(x2−x3)dx3 (D50)

=

∫
dk

(2π)d
ω̃312(k,−k)eik·(x1−x2) (D51)

= − 1

2T12

∫
dk

(2π)d
ṽ13(k)ṽ23(k)e

ik·(x1−x2) (D52)

= − 1

2T12
v13 ∗ v23(x1 − x2). (D53)

The correction is thus

ĝ2,2 = −
∫
ϕ(2)dx3 = −τ312

∫
w312dx3 =

τ312
2T12

v31 ∗ v32(x1 − x2). (D54)

If the particles 1 and 2 are of type A, and the others are of type B, summing with the contribution (D39), we get

ĝ2 = ĝ2,1 + ĝ2,2 =

(
1

T 2
AB

+
TB − TA
2TAT 2

AB

)
V ∗ V =

V ∗ V
TATAB

. (D55)

c. Order ϵ3

At order ϵ3, there are three contributions in the expansion (D38).
a. First term. The first term contributes

ĝ3,1(x) = −1

2

(
v213 ∗ v23 + v13 ∗ v223

)
(x). (D56)

b. Second term. The second term is

ĝ3,2 =

∫
(v13 + v23)ϕ

(2)dx3. (D57)

Using the decomposition (D18), we have to determine the integral of the six terms v13w
(2)
123, etc. over x3. They are

(we omit the superscript “(2)” and use x = x1 − x2)∫
v13w123dx3 =

∫
v13(x1 − x3)ω123(x2 − x1,x3 − x1)dx3 (D58)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ13(k

′)ω̃123(k,k
′)eik·x. (D59)

The second is ∫
v23w123dx3 =

∫
v23(x2 − x3)ω123(x2 − x1,x3 − x1)dx3 (D60)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ23(k)ω̃123(k

′,k)ei(k+k′)·x (D61)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ23(k

′)ω̃123(k − k′,k′)eik·x. (D62)
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The third is ∫
v13w231dx3 =

∫
v13(x1 − x3)ω231(x3 − x2,x1 − x2)dx3 (D63)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ13(k)ω̃231(k,k

′)ei(k+k′)·x (D64)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ13(k

′)ω̃231(k
′,k − k′)eik·x. (D65)

The fourth is ∫
v23w231dx3 =

∫
v23(x2 − x3)ω231(x3 − x2,x1 − x2)dx3 (D66)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ23(k

′)ω̃231(k
′,k)eik·x. (D67)

The fifth is ∫
v13w312dx3 =

∫
v13(x1 − x3)ω312(x1 − x3,x2 − x3)dx3 (D68)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ13(k)ω̃312(k

′,−k − k′)ei(k+k′)·x (D69)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ13(k

′)ω̃312(−k − k′,k)eik·x. (D70)

Finally, the sixth is ∫
v23w312dx3 =

∫
v23(x2 − x3)ω312(x1 − x3,x2 − x3)dx3 (D71)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ23(k)ω̃312(k

′,−k − k′)eik
′·x (D72)

=

∫
dkdk′

(2π)2d
ṽ23(k

′)ω̃312(k,−k − k′)eik·x. (D73)

c. Third term. The third ϵ3 term in the integrand of Eq. (D38) is

ĝ3,3(r) = −
∫
ϕ(3)dx3 = −

∫ (
τ123w

(3)
123 + τ231w

(3)
231 + τ312w

(3)
312

)
dx3. (D74)

These integrals have been computed above, they read (Eqs. (D43), (D47), (D51)):∫
w

(3)
123dx3 =

∫
dk

(2π)d
ω̃
(3)
123(k, 0)e

ik·x, (D75)∫
w

(3)
231dx3 =

∫
dk

(2π)d
ω̃
(3)
231(0,k)e

ik·x, (D76)∫
w

(3)
312dx3 =

∫
dk

(2π)d
ω̃
(3)
312(k,−k)eik·x. (D77)

4. Scaling relations and numerical integration

a. Scaling relation

All the terms that involve the many-body potential ϕ
at order ϵ3 consist of a double integral in Fourier space,
three interaction potentials and a scale-invariant combi-

nation of the wavevectors (which scales as k0). While
the prefactor is difficult to obtain analytically, this form
suggests an algebraic decay as r−2d, where d is the spa-
tial dimension, and a prefactor scaling as Ṽ (0)3, where

Ṽ (0) =
∫
V (x)dx.

The last point can be made rigorous if the potential
V (r) is rescaled by a factor λ, which we denote Vλ(r) =
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FIG. 3. Corrections to the correlation that involve the many-
body potential ϕ at order ϵ3 for the harmonic potential (thick
dashed blue line) and for a Gaussian potential with the same
integral (solid red line), with a fit to an algebraic decay as
r−4.

λdV (λr), such that Ṽλ(k) = Ṽ (λk). It can be proven

from the relations above that if the potential V (r) leads
to the correction f(r), then the potential Vλ(r) leads to
the correction fλ(r) = λ−2df(r/λ). As a consequence, if
f(r) ∼ ar−2d, then fλ(r) ∼ λ−2da(r/λ)−2d = ar−2d: the
prefactor of the algebraic decay is the same for the initial
potential and the rescaled potential.

b. Numerical integration

The induced interaction at order ϵ2, Eq. (D55), in-
volves an integral in real space, which can be evaluated
numerically. The same applies to the first term at or-
der ϵ3, Eq. (D56). The two other terms at order ϵ3

(D 3 c b and D3 c c) require a double numerical integra-
tion in Fourier space and a numerical integration in real
space to invert the Fourier transform, which take much
more time.
We compare the order ϵ3 of the induced interaction

obtained from the harmonic potential and a Gaussian
potential with the same integral in Fig. 3, showing that
they share the same prefactor for the algebraic decay.
As the numerical integration is much faster with a

Gaussian potential, we use a Gaussian potential to com-
pute the prefactor as a function of the temperature TB .
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