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We study percolation transition of run and tumble particles (RTPs) on a two dimensional square
lattice. RTPs in these models run to the nearest neighbour along their internal orientation with
unit rate, and to other nearest neighbours with rates p. In addition, they tumble to change their
internal orientation with rate ω. We show that for small tumble rates, RTP-clusters created by
joining occupied nearest neighbours irrespective of their orientation form a phase separated state
when the rate of positional diffusion p crosses a threshold; with further increase of p the clusters
disintegrate and another transition to a mixed phase occurs. The critical exponents of this re-
entrant site-percolation transition of RTPs vary continuously along the critical line in the ω-p plane,
but a scaling function remains invariant. This function is identical to the corresponding universal
scaling function of percolation transition observed in the Ising model. We also show that the critical
exponents of the underlying motility induced phase separation transition are related to corresponding
percolation-critical-exponents by constant multiplicative factors known from the correspondence of
magnetic and percolation critical exponents of Ising model.

Active systems consume energy from the environ-
ment to produce self-propelled motion [1–6] and lead to
nonequilibrium steady states that exhibit collective be-
havior at many different length scales [6–11]. A specific
kind of self-propelled motion performed by certain bacte-
ria and algae [12, 13] are described by a run and tumble
dynamics, where particles are assumed to have a sense of
direction; they run persistently along their internal ori-
entation and tumble to change their orientation [14–16].
A common phenomenon unique to active matter systems
is motility-induced phase separation (MIPS) where the
system transit from a mixed to a phase separated state
(PSS) with increased motility. It is widely believed that
motile particles having only excluded volume repulsion
[14, 17–25] can undergo MIPS transition. A stable PSS
in the absence of any attractive interaction is surpris-
ing and understanding this phenomena has been a center
of attention for many researchers in recent years. Active
matter systems are modeled theoretically using hydrody-
namic descriptions [3, 26, 27] agent based models [28, 29]
and lattice models [30–34]. In experiments too, syntheti-
cally prepared self-propelled particles [5, 35–38] are found
to exhibit collective motion.

In this article, we focus on lattice models of RTPs.
In one dimension (1D), RTPs with a constant tumble
rate can not phase separate [34]. Models in 2D [39–43]
do exhibit phase separation transitions. Characteriza-
tion of critical behaviour and universality class of MIPS
transition is limited, although recent studies[44–47] have
claimed the transition to be in Ising universality class.
Here, we take a different approach. We study site-
percolation properties of RTP-clusters on a square lat-
tice, and deduce the critical behaviour of the underlying
MIPS phase transition.

During a percolation transition at least one cluster
starts becoming macroscopic in size at the critical point.
In a particle conserved system, formation of such a
macro-cluster is bound to create a low density region

FIG. 1. Density plot of fraction of RTPs in largest cluster.
The critical points (symbols) from Table I are plotted along
with the best fit critical line pc(ω). The figure in the inset
shows the density plot of the usual order parameter, defined
in Eq. (8) of MIPS along with pc(ω).

elsewhere. Thus a phase separation is expected along
with the percolation transition. However, the critical ex-
ponents of percolation could be different from that of the
MIPS transition. In fact, in context of equilibrium phase
transitions, the site-percolation transition of Ising model
occurs exactly at the same critical temperature where
magnetic transition occurs, but their critical exponents
differ [48, 49]. In 2D,

νI = 1 = νP , βI =
1

8
=

12

5
βP , γI =

7

4
=

12

13
γP , (1)

where ν, β, γ are exponents related to correlation length,
order parameter and susceptibility respectively and sub-
scripts I, P stand for Ising, Percolation. Indeed perco-
lation in Ising model form a different universality class
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called interacting percolation or Z2-percolation (Z2P)
[48, 49] which is different from the well known Ising uni-
versality class (IUC) in 2D.

In the RTP model we study in this article, the largest-
cluster exhibits a re-entrant percolation transition for
small ω as we vary p, the rate of positional diffusion.
A macro-cluster appears when p is increased beyond a
threshold, which disappears upon further increase of p.
The density plot of the fraction of particles in largest clus-
ter is shown in Fig. 1. A representative critical line pc(ω)
passing through the critical points obtained from numer-
ical simulations separates the two phases. The density
plot of usual order-parameter of MIPS transition is shown
in the inset of Fig. 1 along with the line pc(ω) which ap-
pears to differentiate naturally the PSS from the mixed
one. We find that the critical exponents of the percola-
tion transition vary continuously along the critical line
(see Table I) while a scaling function remain invariant
(see Fig. 3) and matched with the universal scaling func-
tion of Z2P. Such a scenario is formally termed as super-
universality [50, 51]. Thus, the site-percolation critical
behaviour of RTPs form a super-universality class of Z2-
percolation. We also find that the critical exponents of
the underlying MIPS-phase transition are related to re-
spective exponents of percolation through Eq. 1 and form
a superuniversality class of Ising model.

The model: We consider N run and tumble parti-
cles on a square lattice with periodic boundary con-
ditions in both directions, where sites labeled by i ≡
(x, y) with x, y = 1, 2 . . . , L carry an occupation in-
dex ni = 0, 1 representing vacant and occupied sites re-
spectively. Each site can be occupied by at most one
particle respecting hard-core or excluded volume repul-
sion, and thus

∑
i ni = N. The particles are labeled by

m = 1, 2, . . . , N and each one carry an internal orien-
tation θm = 0, π

2 , π, 3
π
2 , which represents a unit vector

pointing to one of the four neighbouring sites. The RTPs
are allowed to move (run) to the neighbour along their
internal orientation with unit rate, and to other three di-
rections with rates p. Runs along directions other than
the particle’s own internal orientation adds positional dif-
fusion to the problem, which is essential for having a sta-
ble MIPS phase [40, 47]. They can also tumble with rate
ω by rotating θm by ±π

2 , and choose a new orientation.

The dynamics of this RTP model is controlled by two
parameters: the rate of positional diffusion (0 < p < 1)
and tumble rate (ω > 0). Earlier numerical simula-
tions [39, 40, 47] have suggested that MIPS transition is
not possible in absence of positional diffusion, i.e., when
p = 0, because RTPs cannot escape form micro-clusters.
Again, for p = 1, the model reduces to a system of non-
interacting hardcore particles which move in all four di-
rections with the same rate and thus the system remains
homogeneously mixed for any ω. Absence of an ordered
state at p = 0 and p = 1 necessarily indicate that a
phase separation transition expected for small ω must be

FIG. 2. Binder Cumulant U4 as a function of p for (a)
ω = 0.020 and (b) ω = 0.022. The two critical points for
each ω, marked with arrows indicate a re-entrant percolation
transition.

re-entrant in the sense that a PSS must appear as p is
increased and it disappears with further increase of p,
which is evident from Fig. 1.
Now we describe, how the critical points and the criti-

cal exponents are calculated from numerical simulations.
Any configuration of N RTPs can be viewed as collection
of K-clusters, indexed as k = 1, 2, . . . ,K each contain-
ing sk number of particles, so that

∑K
k=1 sk = N. The

clusters are formed similar to those in site-percolation
problem [52, 53] where two occupied nearest neighbours
belong to the same cluster irrespective of their internal
orientations. In a mixed state, RTPs are expected to
form small clusters whereas in the PSS, there must be at
least one macro-size cluster containing a finite-fraction of
the total N particles. Let smax be the number of par-
ticles in the largest cluster. Depending on the density
ρ = N

L2 , it may or may not span the lattice but its pres-
ence in the PSS helps us defining the percolation order
parameter ϕ and susceptibility χ,

ϕ =
1

N
⟨smax⟩;χ =

1

N2

(
⟨s2max⟩ − ⟨smax⟩2

)
, (2)

where ⟨.⟩ denotes the steady state average. Note that
the same definitions of ϕ and χ are used in ordinary
percolation[52] and site-percolation in Ising and Potts
models [48].
From the Monte Carlo simulations of the system at

density ρ = 1
2 , we measure ϕ, χ and the Binder-cumulant

U4 = 1− ⟨s4max⟩
3⟨s2max⟩2

(3)

for different p and ω. These calculations are repeated
for different system sizes and the critical exponents are
determined from the finite size scaling analysis [54–56]
described below.
Binder cumulant is independent of the system size [57,

58] and thus, the intersection point of U4 versus p (or ω)
curves for different L provide an estimates of pc (or ωc).
Figure 2 describes this for ω = 0.020, ω = 0.022. In both
cases, U4 versus p curves show two intersection points
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FIG. 3. Finite size scaling at the critical point I (pc, ωc) =

(0.235, 0.020). (a) U4, (b) ϕL
β
ν and (c) χL

−γ
ν vs. εL

1
ν where

ε = ωc − ω. The best collapse are obtained for 1
ν
= 1.43, β

ν
=

0.142, γ
ν
= 1.725. (d) Scaling collapse of C(s, L)sτ−1 vs. sL

1
σν

yields the exponents τ = 2.075 and 1
σν

= 1.86. Insets show
the raw data.

indicating a re-entrant transition. In Fig. 2(a) transition
from a mixed phase to PSS occurs at pc = 0.029 and
PPS to a mixed phase occurs again at at pc = 0.235. For
ω = 0.022, the transitions occur at pc = 0.0414 and 0.191
respectively. Other estimated values of (ωc, pc) are listed
in Table I.

Sl. No. pc ωc 1/ν β/ν γ/ν
I 0.235 0.020(0) 1.43 0.14(2) 1.72(5)
II 0.150 0.023(5) 1.26 0.10(1) 1.75(3)
III 0.080 0.024(7) 1.22 0.09(2) 1.82(4)
IV 0.0290 0.020(0) 1.13 0.06(6) 1.86(8)
V 0.0275 0.019(8) 1.11 0.06(5) 1.87(2)
VI 0.020 0.018(0) 1.10 0.05(5) 1.89(5)

Z2P [49] - - 1 5
96

≃ 0.052 91
48

≃ 1.896

TABLE I. Critical points and exponents of percolation tran-
sition of RTPs in 2D

Now we vary one of the parameters (p, ω) about the
critical value (pc, ωc) and calculate ϕ, χ, U4 for different
L using Monte Carlo simulations. Using their finite size
scaling properties [54–56],

ϕ = L− β
ν fϕ(εL

1
ν ); χ = L

γ
ν fχ(εL

1
ν ); U4 = fb(εL

1
ν ), (4)

where ε is a measure of distance from the critical point
and fϕ,χ,b(.) are universal scaling functions, we obtain the

exponent ratios 1
ν ,

γ
ν and β

ν as the fitting parameters that
result in the best scaling collapse. The estimated critical

FIG. 4. Plot of U4 vs. ξ2/L parameterized by ω for different
p and L. The dashed line corresponds to the same scaling
function of Z2P obtained from simulation of Ising percolation.

exponents are listed in Table I. For demonstration, we
choose p = 0.235 and vary ω = ωc+ε to calculate ϕ, χ, U4

for different L. A plot of U4, ϕL
β
ν and χL− γ

ν as a function
of the dimensionless parameter εL

1
ν are shown in Fig.

3(a),(b),(c) respectively. The value of 1
ν = 1.43 that

resulted in best collapse of U4 in Fig. 3(a) is used in Figs.
3(b) and (c) to obtain the best collapse for fϕ(.), fχ(.) by

tuning β
ν and γ

ν respectively. The estimated values are
β
ν = 0.14(2) and γ

ν = 1.72(5).
To study the cluster properties of RTPs we notice that

in the near-critical regime, the distribution of finite clus-
ters P (s) follow a scaling relation P (s, ε) = s−τf(εsσ)
where exponents τ and σ obey scaling relations [52],

τ = 2 +
β

β + γ
, σ−1 = β + γ. (5)

In finite systems, the correlation length is limited by L,
resulting in ε ∼ L− 1

ν . Thus, the probability of finding
clusters of size s or more is

C(s, L) ≡
∞∑

s′=s

P (s′, L) = s1−τg(sL
1
σν ). (6)

From the Monte Carlo simulations we obtain C(s, L) at
the critical point I (pc, ωc) = (0.235, 0.020) for different L

and plot C(s, L)sτ−1 as a function of sL
1
σν in Fig. 3(d).

We use τ = 2.075 and 1
σν = 1.86, calculated from Eq. (5)

and Table I. A good collapse observed here assures that
the critical exponents obey the known scaling relations of
percolation phenomena [52]. The critical exponents for
the other critical points II to VI in Table I are calculated
in a similar way, and described in Ref. [59].
Continuous variation: The critical exponents listed in

Table I vary continuously along the critical line. In each
case, however, the scaling relation 2β+γ = dν with d = 2
is satisfied. We have also checked (data not given) that,
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within the error limits, independent estimate of expo-
nents τ, σ satisfy the scaling relations (5). It turns out
that the numerical value of the exponents for small (p, ω)
(say, critical point VI) is very close to the exact values
known for Z2- percolation transition (Z2P in Table I) ob-
served in Ising model [48, 49]. It raises a question if the
continuous variation observed here is anyway related to
the universality class of Z2P.

In fact, recently it was observed [50, 51] that critical
phenomena with continuously varying exponents form a
super-universality class in the sense that certain scaling
function remain invariant along the critical line and they
match with that of the ordinary universality class. One

such RG-invariant scaling function is U4 = F
(

ξ2
L

)
which

relates the Binder cumulant with second-moment corre-
lation length ξ2,

(ξ2)
2 =

∫∞
0

r2g(r)dr∫∞
0

g(r)dr
; g(r) = ⟨nini+r⟩−⟨ni⟩⟨ni+r⟩. (7)

For RTPs we obtain ξ2 and U4 as functions of ω using
Monte Carlo simulations, for different p, L. The plots of
U4 vs. ξ2

L for many different (p, ω, L) values plotted in
Fig. 4 fall on a universal function F (.) which is no dif-
ferent from the same obtained for Z2P universality class
(dashed line). We conclude that the percolation tran-
sition of RTPs belong to the super-universality class of
Z2-percolation. Then it is suggestive, following Eq. (1),
that the MIPS transition may have critical exponents
β′ = 12

5 β, ν′ = ν, γ′ = 12
13γ. To verify, we consider a rect-

FIG. 5. Finite size scaling collapse of MIPS order parameter
ϕ′ and susceptibility χ′. (a), (b) correspond to the critical

point IV resulting in β′
ν

= 0.216, γ′
ν

= 1.68. The same for the
critical point VI are shown in (c), (d) with resulting exponents
β′
ν

= 0.336, γ′
ν

= 1.59.

angular system with Lx = L,Ly = L
2 and study phase

separation transition about the critical points I and III in
Table I using an order parameter similar to one discussed
in Refs. [47, 60, 61],

ϕ′ =
2

LxLy

Lx∑

x=1

|Nx − ρLy| ; Nx =

Ly∑

y=1

nx,y, (8)

where Nx is the total number of particles at lattice sites
i ≡ (x, y) with the same x-coordinate. From Monte Carlo
simulation of the model we calculate ϕ̄ = ⟨ϕ′⟩ and χ̄ =
⟨ϕ′2⟩ − ⟨ϕ′⟩2 as a function of ω, keeping p fixed. The
plots in Fig. 5 shows that the data for different L values
collapse following the finite size scaling,

ϕ′ = L− β′
ν f ′

ϕ(εL
1
ν ); χ′ = L

γ′
ν f ′

χ(εL
1
ν ), (9)

when we use β′ = 12
5 β, γ′ = 12

13γ with 1
ν ,

β
ν ,

γ
ν taken from

Table I. Note that critical points of the MIPS transition
are taken to be same as the corresponding percolation
transition because it is evident from the density plot of
ϕ′ in the inset of Fig. 8 that the percolation critical line
naturally separates the mixed state from the PSS. Thus,
the MIPS transition of RTPs in ω-p plane lead to contin-
uous variation of the critical exponents β′, γ′, ν′ obeying
the scaling relation dν′ = 2β′ + γ′. Thus, we believe that
the MIPS transition of RTPs in 2D belong to Ising su-
peruniversality class. Note that as (ω, p) → (0, 0) the
critical exponents of MIPS transition approach the Ising
exponents following Eq. (1). This result is consistent
with the Ising critical behavior reported in RTP models
studied earlier for small p, ω [44–46].
In conclusion, we study percolation transition of run

and tumble particles on a square lattice, where clusters
are formed by joining occupied nearest neighbours irre-
spective of their internal orientation. We find that the
system with a small tumbling rate ω undergoes a re-
entrant percolation transition when rate of positional dif-
fusion p is increased. The transition belongs to the super-
universality class of Z2 percolation: all critical exponents
of the transition vary continuously along the critical line

in ω-p plane but a scaling function U4 = F
(

ξ2
L

)
remains

invariant. Thus the percolation transition belongs to the
superuniversality class of Z2P. Since any phase separated
state must contain at least one macro cluster, motility
induced phase separation transition of RTPs must oc-
cur at the critical point of percolation-transition, and it
does. The critical exponents, however, differ and they
are related to percolation exponents by a constant mul-
tiplicative factor, known from the relation of Ising model
and Z2 percolation.

∗ pkmohanty@iiserkol.ac.in
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Supplemental Material: Site-percolation transition of run-and-tumble particles

Soumya K. Saha, Aikya Banerjee, and P. K. Mohanty∗

Department of Physical Sciences, Indian Institute of Science Education and Research Kolkata, Mohanpur, 741246 India.

The Supplemental Material provides additional results to support and strengthen the claims of
the article. First we introduce the model for completeness and then describe the simulation methods
in detail. We also provide the finite size scaling collapse for all the critical points, mentioned in the
main text.

I. MODEL : DESCRIPTION AND DYNAMICS

We consider N run and tumble particles (RTPs) on a two dimensional square lattice of size L × L. Each site
i ≡ (x, y) with x, y = 1, 2, . . . L carries a site variable ni = 0, 1 representing absence, presence of a particle so that∑

i ni = N . Clearly particles experience hard-core repulsion and occupation of two particles at any site is strictly
prohibited. Figure 1(a) shows a representative configuration of N = 15 RTPs on a 9 × 9 square lattice. The RTPs
are associated with an internal orientation that points to one of the nearest neighbours, denoted by a long arrow.
Particles move along their intrinsic direction with unit rate, and along the other three directions (represented by short
arrows) with rates p < 1. This run-dynamics is shown in Fig. 1(b). In addition, as shown in Fig. 1(c), the RTPs can
tumble and change their intrinsic orientation by rotating clockwise or anti-clockwise by an angle π/2, each with rate
ω.

(a) RTPs in the lattice (b) Run dynamics (c) Tumble dynamics

FIG. 1: Illustration of the model

II. DETAILS OF THE SIMULATION

To do Monte-Carlo simulations, we start by placing N particles on the sites (x, y) ≡ i of a square lattice randomly
and independently, such that each site is occupied by at most one particle. To each particle we assign an orientation
- a unit vector δ pointing to one of the nearest neighbours. A particle is chosen at random from the lattice. Say, it’s
location is i and internal orientation δi.

∗Electronic address: pkmohanty@iiserkol.ac.in
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In the Monte-Carlo dynamics the with following events are attempted with different probabilities.

prob. ∆t : (ni = 1, ni+δi = 0) → (ni = 0, ni+δi = 1) (1)

prob. p∆t : (ni = 1, ni+δ1 = 0) → (ni = 0, ni+δ1 = 1) (2)

prob. p∆t : (ni = 1, ni+δ2 = 0) → (ni = 0, ni+δ2 = 1) (3)

prob. p∆t : (ni = 1, ni+δ3 = 0) → (ni = 0, ni+δ3 = 1) (4)

prob. ω∆t : δi → δ1 (5)

prob. ω∆t : δi → δ3 (6)

prob. 1− (1 + 3p+ 2ω)∆t : do nothing, (7)

where δk with k = 1, 2, 3 are unit vectors obtained from rotating δi by k π
2 . Equation (1) makes particle to run along

their internal orientation, whereas Eqs. (2), (3), and (4) generate positional diffusion of RTPs by allowing them to
move along directions another than their internal orientation. Equations (5) and (6) represents tumbling. Finally Eq.
(7) assures that only of the above six events happen at any point of time; the time is then advanced by t → t+ ∆t

N .

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2: Time evolution of (a)ϕ, (b)ϕ2, and (c)ϕ4 for p = 0.235 and various values of ω

Our aim is to calculate the steady state average of the largest cluster. A cluster is defined in a way similar to the
clusters defined in the site percolation problem - two particles separated by one lattice unit belong to same cluster.
For example the configuration in Fig. 1(a) has seven isolated particles, one cluster of size s = 3 and three clusters
of size s = 2; the maximum size is smax = 3. To calculate the steady state averages ⟨smax⟩, ⟨s2max⟩, ⟨s4max⟩ we first
estimate the relaxation time τ. For the parameters chosen in this work we have found that τ < 107, which is is
described for a system of size L = 128 in Fig. 2 Once in steady state we calculate ⟨smax⟩, ⟨s2max⟩, ⟨s4max⟩ by averaging
the data over 108 or more samples. Using these, we calculate the order parameter ϕ = ⟨smax⟩, the susceptibility

χ = ⟨s2max⟩ − ⟨smax⟩2 and the binder cumulant U4 = 1− ⟨s4max⟩
3⟨s2max⟩2 .

The model has two parameters: p, ω, the density is fixed at ρ = N
L2 = 1

2 . In ω → ∞ limit, the persistent nature of
RTPs is lost and the dynamics reduces to diffusion of hardcore passive particles on a lattice, generating all possible
configurations with equal probability. The phase separated state, if any should be visible when ω is lowered below a
critical threshold ωc which is a function of p. To calculate the critical point (pc, ωc) we set p at some specific value
and measure U4 as a function of ω, for three different system sizes L = 64, 72, 108, 128. Since U4 is independent of the
system size at w = wc, the crossing point of these curves give us a good estimate of ωc. Alternatively one can also
estimate pc from U4 vs. p curves for a fixed ω, which is done in Fig. 2 of main text for (a) ω = 0.02 and ω = 0.022.
All the estimated critical points are listed in Table I. of main text.

A. The phase diagram

To obtain the phase diagram we plot the heat map of the order parameter ⟨smax⟩ in (ω, p)- plane in Fig. 3(a) where
the darker region represent a phase separated state that contains a macroscopic-cluster. The line that separates
the mixed phase from the phase-separated state is obtained from a best fit of the the critical points obtained from
simulations. Clearly, a re-entrant percolation transition is observed when p is varied keeping ω fixed. With increased
p percolated state appears and then then it disappears with further increase of p. Typical largest clusters of the
system are shown in Fig. 3(b) at nine different points (p = 0.02, 0.08, 0.235) × (ω = 0.012, 0.022, 0.032) marked as
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circles. The largest cluster is macroscopic (and spans the lattice) for all three values of p when ω = 0.012. Whereas
for ω = 0.022, the largest cluster is small for p = 0.08, it becomes much denser at p = 0.022 and becomes sparsely
connected again at a larger value of p = 0.235 indicating the re-entrant nature of the transition.

FIG. 3: (a) Phase diagram: The solid line, obtained from the best fit of the critical points, separates the mixed
phase from phase separated state. The background is the heat map of the order parameter. (b) Typical largest

clusters at nine different points (p = 0.02, 0.08, 0.235) × (ω = 0.012, 0.022, 0.032) marked as circles in (a).

B. Critical exponents from finite size scaling

FIG. 4: Critical point II. (pc, ωc) = (0.150, 0.0235) : (a)U4, (b) ϕL
β
ν and (c)χL− γ

ν as a function of εL
1
ν . The best

collapse is obtained for 1
ν = 1.26, β

ν = 0.10, γ
ν = 1.75. The inset shows raw data, U4, ϕ, χ vs. ε.

To obtain the static critical exponents ν, β, γ we employ the finite size scaling analysis,

ϕ = L− β
ν fϕ(εL

1
ν ); χ = L

γ
ν fχ(εL

1
ν ); U4 = fb(εL

1
ν ). (8)

For one of the critical point I. (pc, ωc) = (0.235, 0.020) Figs. 3(a), (b) and (c) in the main text show respectively the

scaling collapse of ϕL
β
ν , χL− γ

ν and U4 as a function of εL
1
ν . Similar scaling collapse for the other critical points (II

to VI mentioned in Table I of the main text) are shown respectively in Figs. 4 to 8.

C. Critical behaviour in p- direction

In a two parameter space there are two independent direction. At any critical point the critical exponents can be
obtained from varying one of the paramters keeping the other fixed. So far we have done the finite size scaling analysis
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FIG. 5: Critical point III. (pc, ωc) = (0.080, 0.0247) : (a)U4, (b) ϕL
β
ν and (c)χL− γ

ν as a function of εL
1
ν . The best

collapse is obtained for 1
ν = 1.22, β

ν = 0.09, γ
ν = 1.82. The inset shows raw data, U4, ϕ, χ vs. ε.

FIG. 6: Critical point IV. (pc, ωc) = (0.029, 0.020) : (a)U4, (b) ϕL
β
ν and (c)χL− γ

ν as a function of εL
1
ν . The best

collapse is obtained for 1
ν = 1.13, β

ν = 0.066, γ
ν = 1.868. The inset shows raw data, U4, ϕ, χ vs. ε.

by varying ω for a fixed p. For consistency, we consider one of the critical point (pc, ωc) = (0.235, 0.020), fix ω = 0.02
and study the critical behaviour by varying p. Now the scaling functions depend on ∆ = pc − p,

ϕ = L− β
ν f̃ϕ(∆L

1
ν ); χ = L

γ
ν f̃χ(∆L

1
ν ); U4 = f̃b(∆L

1
ν ). (9)

A plot of ϕL
β
ν , χL− γ

ν and U4 as a function of ∆L
1
ν is shown in Fig. 9 where β

ν ,
γ
ν and 1

ν are tuned to a value that

gives the best collapse. We find that the critical exponents 1
ν = 1.43, β

ν = 0.14, γ
ν = 1.72 obtained previously by

varying ε, gives rise to best data collapse.

III. MOTILITY INDUCED PHASE SEPARATION TRANSITION

The RTPs undergo a percolation transition when ω is lowered below a critical threshold value ωc that depends
on p. This percolation transition belong to the super universality class of Z2 percolation. Should we expect that
the motility induced phase separation transition of RTPs also occur occurs at ωc? In fact, in 2D Ising Model a
percolation transition occurs exactly at the same critical temperature Tc where the system phase transit from being
a para-magnet to a ferromagnet. The critical behaviour of percolation transition form a new universality class called
Z2-percolation which is different from Ising universality class (IUC). In a similar way, if MIPS occurs in RTP model
when ω is lowered below ωc, what could be a suitable order parameter to characterize such a transition? We use the
order parameter suggested in Ref.[3]. It is well-known that in a rectangular system of length Lx and height Ly, the
high density phase boundaries align in the shorter direction. Fig. 10(a) shows a typical high density phase (shaded)
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FIG. 7: Critical point V. (pc, ωc) = (0.0275, 0.019) : (a)U4, (b) ϕL
β
ν and (c)χL− γ

ν as a function of εL
1
ν . The best

collapse is obtained for 1
ν = 1.11, β

ν = 0.065, γ
ν = 1.87. The inset shows raw data, U4, ϕ, χ vs. ε.

FIG. 8: Critical point VI. (pc, ωc) = (0.020, 0.018) : (a)U4, (b) ϕL
β
ν and (c)χL− γ

ν as a function of εL
1
ν . The best

collapse is obtained for 1
ν = 1.10, β

ν = 0.055, γ
ν = 1.89. The inset shows raw data, U4, ϕ, χ vs. ε.

in a system where Lx = 2Ly. Then the order parameter ϕ′ is defined as [3],

ϕ′ =
2

LxLy

Lx∑

x=1

|Nx − ρLy| ; Nx =

Ly∑

y=1

nx,y, (10)

where Nx is the total number of particles at lattice sites i ≡ (x, y) with the same x-coordinate. A schematic
representation of how ϕ′ quantifies a typical clustered configuration is shown in Fig 10.

Using finite size scaling of the standard order parameter and the corresponding susceptibility at the critical points

IV and VI (refer Table 1 of the main text) yields the exponents β′

ν and γ′

ν at those points. The relations between
these exponents and the corresponding site-percolation exponents are then verified using Eq. (1) of the main text.
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FIG. 9: Critical point IV. (pc, ωc) = (0.235, 0.020) : (a)U4, (b) ϕL
β
ν and (c)χL− γ

ν as a function of ∆L
1
ν . The best

collapse is obtained for 1
ν = 1.43, β

ν = 0.140, γ
ν = 1.72. The inset shows raw data, U4, ϕ, χ vs. ∆.

FIG. 10: Schematic configuration of a phase-separated state on a rectangular lattice (Lx = 2Ly ). (b) The order
parameter ϕ′ of the system measures how different is Nx from its mean ρLy in an absolute sense (the shaded area).

Here Nx counts the total number of particles at all the lattice sites i ≡ (x, y) which have same x-coordinate.
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