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Colloids play an important role in fundamental science as well as in nature and technology. They
have had a strong impact on the fundamental understanding of statistical physics. For example,
colloids have helped to obtain a better understanding of collective phenomena, ranging from phase
transitions and glass formation to the swarming of active Brownian particles. Yet the success of
colloidal systems hinges crucially on the specific physical and chemical properties of the colloidal
particles, i.e. particles with the appropriate characteristics must be available. Here we present an idea
to create particles with freely selectable properties. The properties might depend, for example, on
the presence of other particles (hence mimicking specific pair or many-body interactions), previous
configurations (hence introducing some memory or feedback), or a directional bias (hence changing
the dynamics). Without directly interfering with the sample, each particle is fully controlled and can
receive external commands through a predefined algorithm that can take into account any input
parameters. This is realized with computer-controlled colloids, which we term cybloids —short
for cybernetic colloids. The potential of cybloids is illustrated by programming a time-delayed
external potential acting on a single colloid and interaction potentials for many colloids. Both an
attractive harmonic potential and an annular potential are implemented. For a single particle, this
programming can cause subdiffusive behavior or lend activity. For many colloids, the programmed
interaction potential allows to select a crystal structure at wish. Beyond these examples, we discuss
further opportunities which cybloids offer.

I. INTRODUCTION

The behaviour of a many-body system is determined
by the interactions between its constituents, which can
range from atoms, (bio)molecules and colloids to biolog-
ical cells, animals and humans or even to planets, stars
and galaxies. To establish a link between the interac-
tions and the observed behaviour is one of the central
tasks of statistical physics[1, 2]. For a systematic and
quantitative experimental test of theoretical predictions,
it is crucial that the interactions can be tuned. In atomic
systems, the available set of interactions is restricted by
the number of atomic species. In contrast, in colloidal
systems the interactions can in principle be tuned [3–5].
To change the colloid-colloid interactions, however, one
usually needs to interfere with the sample, e.g., change
the chemical composition or structure of the particles or
add ingredients such as salts or polymers [6]. There are
only few systems that allow for external control of the
interactions. For example, the interactions of microgel
particles and paramagnetic particles are susceptible to
changes in temperature [7–9] and an external magnetic
field [10–15], respectively. However, the range of possi-
ble modifications remains quite limited. Irrespective of
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these limitations, colloids continue to play an important
role in fundamental science and have had a particularly
large impact on statistical physics. They have helped us
to understand collective phenomena, ranging from glass
formation [16–18] to phase transitions [19–23] as well as
the clustering of active Brownian particles [24, 25]. Fur-
thermore, this understanding has a large impact also on
other areas of sciences, ranging from life science, e.g. the
crowding in biological cells [26] and the swarming of bac-
teria [27–30], to medicine, e.g. the mechanism leading
to cataract [31], and to material sciences, e.g. the ratio-
nal design of materials such as the spontaneous assembly
of hierarchical structures [32, 33]. Since the success of
colloidal systems originates from the specific properties
(both chemical and physical) of the colloidal particles,
the availability of particles with the appropriate charac-
teristics is of prime importance.

Here we present a principle to create colloids with
freely selectable properties. The key idea is to expose
colloids to an externally created laser-optical potential
which is programmed at wish. This allows to program
the forces acting on each colloidal particle arbitrarily
and thus gives rise to huge flexibility for generating novel
colloidal properties. These properties might depend on
several parameters, for example, previous configurations
(hence introducing some memory or feedback), on the
presence of other colloids (hence mimicking specific pair
or many-body interactions) or a directional bias (hence
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FIG. 1. Implementation of cybloids. First, particle positions ri are determined from the microscope image. These positions
then serve as input parameters for the programmed potential Uprog({ri}, t) which is applied back onto the particles. A (small
but finite) time delay τ naturally arises, due to the time necessary for particle localization and potential calculation. Note
that, while here, we constrain ourselves to the simple case of a potential dependent on the particle positions, in principle, any
quantity (local density, particle trajectories, etc.) can be used in the programmed potential.

changing the dynamics). Each individual particle is
fully controlled and can receive commands through a
predefined algorithm that can take into account any
input parameter without directly interfering with the
physical or chemical properties of the particles. We
term these computer-controlled colloids cybloids as a
portmanteau of cybernetic colloids. The desired prop-
erties are implemented by external programming which
does neither require to change nor to directly interfere
with the sample. This significantly extends the range of
properties that can be realised, controlled, investigated
and explored to, e.g., design and fabricate previously
inaccessible states. Therefore, this method provides new
possibilities ranging from novel model systems to new
materials.

How can colloidal particles be programmed in detail?
This is realised using a control circuit (Fig. 1) using time-
delayed feedback [34–41]. (The details of the experimen-
tal setup are given in Section II.) The particles are imaged
using an optical microscope and their positions, ri(t),
are followed [42]. The actual and previous particle po-
sitions and possibly other parameters are used as input
parameters to calculate the total potential, Uprog(r, t),
that a particle at position r should experience at time
t. The dependence of Uprog(r, t) on the input parame-
ters can be freely chosen and determines the character-
istics of the cybloids. The potential Uprog(r, t) is im-
posed on the particles by an appropriate light pattern
I(r, t) [43]. This procedure exploits the susceptibility of
colloids to external potentials. Here electromagnetic ra-
diation is applied, as in optical tweezers [44]. Whereas
tightly focused light beams are used in optical tweezers,
extended light patterns are applied to control cybloids
[45]. Modern optical methods allow us to create almost
any time-varying light pattern I(r, t) [46] and hence to
program a large variety of particle properties, including
almost any particle-particle or particle-independent po-
tential, cooperation rule or mode of activity.

In Section III, we illustrate this approach by first im-

plementing a feedback potential for a single colloidal par-
ticle. If the cybloid is coupled to a harmonic potential
centered around its past position (“attractive” harmonic
potential), this leads to a transient subdiffusive regime as
the particle is retracted to its past position. However, if
the harmonic potential is inverted, the particle is kicked
away from its previous position resulting in an interme-
diate ballistic dynamical regime. In our experiment, we
realize such a “repulsive” harmonic potential by an an-
nular ring potential [47] centered around the previous
particle position. In Section IV, we consider groups of
cybloids and program their interaction potential as sin-
gle or multiple attractive rings around them. By tun-
ing the distance between different rings one can tune the
crystalline lattice and generate exotic crystallites such as
ones dominated by a square structure in two dimensions
which is relatively uncommon for single-component sys-
tems. We compare our experimental results with theory
and Brownian dynamics computer simulations and we
find good agreement.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Sample preparation and experimental methods

We use colloidal suspensions of sulfate latex beads
(IDC) with radius R = 1.4 µm in heavy water (D2O).
Due to the larger density of heavy water (1.11 g/ml),
the particles (1.05 g/ml) are pushed to the top by grav-
ity as well as by radiation pressure. The suspension is
stirred together with ion exchange resin to reduce the salt
content. Although no further effort is taken to keep the
salt concentration low, this is sufficient to avoid particles
sticking to the glass surface. Subsequently, the suspen-
sion is loaded into a sample cell. The cell is constructed
from a microscope slide and a cover glass (number #1)
separated by two cover glasses (number #0) used as spac-
ers that are fixed using UV glue [48]. This results in a
narrow capillary which is sealed with glue after filling.
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The colloidal particles are observed using an inverted
microscope (Eclipse TE2000-U, Nikon) equipped with a
60× objective. Images are recorded using a CMOS cam-
era with USB interface (MAKO U-130, AVT) and the
particle locations {r⃗i(t)} are determined in real-time with
a LabVIEW subroutine (IMAQ Particle Analysis Report
VI) that is based on a standard particle tracking algo-
rithm. Light patterns I(r, t) are created with a holo-
graphic optical tweezers setup [43] that is combined with
the inverted microscope. It is based on a SLM i.e. spatial
light modulator (LCR-2500, Holoeye), 2-D galvanometer-
mounted mirrors (Quantum Scan 30, Nutfield Technol-
ogy Inc.) and a diode-pumped solid-state laser (wave-
length λ = 532 nm, Ventus 532-1500, Laser Quantum).
A control software based on LabVIEW and MATLAB
handles the image acquisition, particle tracking and holo-
gram generation. The holograms are calculated using an
iterative algorithm, the Gerchberg-Saxton algorithm [49]
and uploaded to the SLM. Finally, the light field is ob-
tained by the speckle pattern created by the SLM. The
particle tracking and light field generation naturally leads
to a time delay τ between the measured particle posi-
tions {r⃗i(t)} and the introduction of the corresponding
light field I(r, t). The light field is kept the same while
the next one is calculated, leading to discrete potential
update times nτ (where n = 0, 1, 2, . . .). Here, the delay
time τ = 0.2s is much smaller than the Brownian time
τB = R2/D0 ≈ 40s where D0 ≈ 0.05 µm2/s = is the dif-
fusion coefficient without an external potential but in the
presence of the confining glass plates. This implies that
the feedback can be applied very quickly in an almost
instantaneous manner.

B. Langevin equation of motion and computer
simulations

We model the time-dependent trajectory r(t) =
(x(t), y(t)) of a single colloid in two spatial dimen-
sions using Brownian dynamics. We describe the par-
ticle motion by the time-delayed over-damped Langevin
equation[50, 51]

dr

dt
=

1

γ
Fprog(r− rp) +

1

γ
f(t) , (1)

where γ denotes the friction coefficient and Fprog(r −
rp) is the systematic force the particle experiences at
its position r(t) due to the feedback potential centered
around its past position rp. f(t) is a Gaussian random
force that describes the thermal motion of the particle
and is characterized by its first two moments ⟨f(t)⟩ = 0
and ⟨f(t)f(t′)⟩ = 2dD0γ

2δ (t− t′), where ⟨. . .⟩ indicates
an average over different realizations of the noise, D0 is
the diffusion coefficient of the particles and d = 2 gives
the spatial dimension. The feedback force

Fprog(r) = −∇Uprog(r) (2)

is derived from the programmed potential Uprog(r). We
use two types of potentials: a harmonic attractive poten-
tial

U(r) =
1

2
κr2 (3)

and a Gaussian ring potential

V (r) = V0 e−
(|r|−r0)2

2b2 . (4)

As in the experiment, we define times nτ with
n = 0, 1, 2, . . . at which the position of the particle is eval-
uated to update the past position rp entering into the po-
tential. The programmed potential Uprog(r) is then given
by eq. (3) and eq. (4) respectively and centered around
the past particle position

rp = r((k − 1)τ) (5)

for the time interval kτ ≤ t < (k + 1)τ , such that the
last multiple of τ smaller than time t is kτ and the feed-
back potential introduced at this point corresponds to
the particle positions a delay time τ prior to this which
is (k−1)τ . The feedback potential is kept the same until
the next potential update at time (k+1)τ . Consequently,
the past position used in the feedback term has a time
shift of between τ and 2τ to the present time t.

For the case of multiple particles, the programmed po-
tential Uprog is composed of contributions of the form of
eq. (4) centered around all past particle positions rp,j .
Here, rp,j = rj((k − 1)τ) indicates the past position of
the jth particle. Further, we introduce an additional
force to describe the direct repulsive steric interactions
between the particles. This part is modelled via a smooth
Weeks-Chandler-Anderson (WCA) pair-potential which
takes the form

VWCA(r) =

{
4ϵ

[(
σ
r

)12 − (
σ
r

)6]
+ ϵ , r ≤ 2

1
6σ ,

0 else ,
(6)

where σ is the particle diameter, r is the distance between
the two particles and ϵ sets the interaction strength.
Thus, the equation of motion in the multiple-particle case
reads

dri
dt

=
1

γ
fi(t)−

1

γ
∇i

N∑
j=1
j ̸=i

VWCA(|ri − rj |)

+
1

γ

N∑
j=1

Fprog(ri − rp,j) (7)

such that every particle i is experiencing a fluctuating
Brownian force fi, direct interaction via the WCA po-
tential with all particles j but itself (j ̸= i) and feedback
forces including the self-term j = i.

Brownian dynamics simulations are performed based
on eqs. (1) and (7) with an explicit Euler forward integra-
tion scheme with a finite time step ∆t = 10−4s (all other



4

FIG. 2. Timeline of the system. The feedback is turned on
at t = 0 with the particle at x = 0 and the feedback potential
centered at this position. The MSD is calculated between two
later times t0 and t0+ t̃ that lie in the intervals k̃τ ≤ t0 < (k̃+

1)τ and l̃τ ≤ t0+ t̃ < (l̃+1)τ with k̃, l̃ ∈ 0, 1, 2, . . . determined
by these relations (where k̃ ≤ l̃). The feedback potential is
updated at multiples of the delay time τ . The equation of
motion is solved piece-wise for the intervals kτ ≤ t < (k+1)τ ,
i.e. between two feedback potential update points.

parameters are given in the subsequent figure captions
explicitly). For the simulations, the system is first equili-
brated without the programmed potential (pure diffusive
motion). Then, the feedback potential is introduced and
the dynamics again equilibrated for ∼ 100s.

III. FEEDBACK-DRIVEN DYNAMICS OF A
SINGLE COLLOIDAL PARTICLE

First we investigate the effect of a feedback potential
on the dynamics of a single colloidal particle. Here, we
study simple forms of the programmed potential, given
by a harmonic trap (eq. (3)) and an annular ring potential
(eq. (4)). In general, any interaction potential can be
implemented. We shall first present an analytic solution
for a harmonic trap and then turn to experiment and
simulation.

A. Analytic solution for a harmonic feedback trap

In the following we derive an analytic expression for the
mean squared displacement (MSD) of a single particle in
a two-dimensional harmonic feedback potential. For the
harmonic potential, the programming force is given by

F(r− rp) = −κ (r− rp) (8)

with the actual and past particle positions r = r(t) and
rp = r((k − 1)τ) respectively. Here, k ∈ 0, 1, 2, . . . is de-
termined by the relation kτ ≤ t < (k+1)τ , i.e. kτ is the
last update time of the feedback potential before time
t. For the harmonic potential, the x and y directions of
motion decouple. In the following, we thus continue on
to solve the one-dimensional equation of motion

dx

dt
= −κ

γ
(x(t)− xp) +

1

γ
f(t) , (9)

with xp = x((k − 1)τ). From this the two-dimensional
MSD, follows as

⟨
(
r(t0 + t̃)− r(t0)

)2⟩
= ⟨

(
x(t0 + t̃)− x(t0)

)2⟩+ ⟨
(
y(t0 + t̃)− y(t0)

)2⟩
= 2⟨

(
x(t0 + t̃)− x(t0)

)2⟩ . (10)

Here, we define the MSD as the mean squared distance
the particle travels within a time t̃ starting from a fixed
reference time t0. It is thus given as the mean squared
distance traveled between the fixed times t0 and t0 + t̃,
while averaging over different realizations of the thermal
noise with ⟨. . .⟩ denoting the thermal noise average.

We solve eq. (9) on the intervals between feedback
potential updates kτ ≤ t < (k + 1)τ . Within these
time intervals xp does not change, so we use the ansatz
x(t) = x0(t) e

−κ
γ t to obtain the solution for the particle

position

x(t) =e−
κ
γ t

∫ t

kτ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′ + x (kτ) e−

κ
γ (t−kτ)

+ x ((k − 1) τ)
(
1− e−

κ
γ (t−kτ)

)
(11)

where the integration constant is set by x(t = kτ) =
x(kτ). This solution still depends on the previous po-
sitions of the particle. For t → (k + 1)τ , we obtain the
recursive formula for the particle position at the feedback
potential update times

x((k + 1)τ) =e−
κ
γ (k+1)τ

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′ + x (kτ) e−

κ
γ τ

+ x ((k − 1) τ)
(
1− e−

κ
γ τ

)
. (12)

Now, from eq. (12), we can see that the thermal noise
within the last delay time (from kτ to (k + 1)τ) enters
with the term

e−
κ
γ (k+1)τ

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′

while previous positions (that depend on the noise in-
tegrals at earlier times) enter with additional constant
prefactors. We thus use the ansatz

x(kτ) = e−
κ
γ kτ

k−1∑
n=0

cn

∫ (k−n)τ

(k−n−1)τ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′ (13)

for the particle position at the update times kτ , where cn
are (parameter-dependent) constants. Here, we cut the
sum at k − 1, i.e. the last interval entering into the sum
is for t = 0 to t = τ . This demands that the recursion
according to eq. (12) ends at

x(τ) =e−
κ
γ τ

∫ τ

0

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′ + x (0) e−

κ
γ τ

+ x (−τ)
(
1− e−

κ
γ τ

)
. (14)
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We thus prescribe x(0) = 0 and x(−τ) = 0 at these two
times, i.e., the particle starts from the position x(0) = 0
and the first feedback potential is centered at this posi-
tion.

Next, we plug eq. (13) into both sides of eq. (12). As
the noise is δ-correlated, the integrals for different time
intervals are completely independent of each other and
should as such have matching prefactors on both sides of
the equation. We thus compare the respective prefactors
of the integrals to find

c0 = 1

c1 = c0

cn = cn−1 + e2
κ
γ τ

(
1− e−

κ
γ τ

)
cn−2

. (15)

Finally, we solve this recurrence equation for cn via the
characteristic root technique to obtain

cn = en
κ
γ τ 1

2− e−
κ
γ τ

(
1−

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)n+1
)

(16)

and arrive at the full solution for the particle position

x(t) =e−
κ
γ t

∫ t

kτ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′ +

k−1∑
n=0

cn

∫ (k−n)τ

(k−n−1)τ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′e−

κ
γ t

+

k−2∑
n=0

cn

∫ (k−n−1)τ

(k−n−2)τ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′e

κ
γ τ

(
e−

κ
γ kτ − e−

κ
γ t
)
.

(17)

The mean squared displacement (MSD) for k̃τ ≤ t0 <

(k̃+1)τ and l̃τ ≤ t0+ t̃ < (l̃+1)τ (and k̃ ≤ l̃), cf. Fig. 2,
i.e. the mean squared distance the particle travels be-
tween two fixed times t0 and t0 + t̃ while averaging over
different realizations of the thermal noise, is then given
by

⟨
(
x(t0 + t̃)− x(t0)

)2⟩κ/γ
D0

= 2− e−2κ
γ τe − e−2κ

γ τs +
(
1− e−2κ

γ τ
)[

A(l̃ − 1, l̃ − 1)e−2κ
γ τe +A(l̃ − 2, l̃ − 1)e−

κ
γ τe−

κ
γ τe

(
1− e−

κ
γ τe

)
+A(l̃ − 1, l̃ − 2)e

κ
γ τe−

κ
γ τe

(
1− e−

κ
γ τe

)
+A(l̃ − 2, l̃ − 2)

(
1− e−

κ
γ τe

)2

+A(k̃ − 1, k̃ − 1)e−2κ
γ τs

+A(k̃ − 2, k̃ − 1)e−
κ
γ τe−

κ
γ τs

(
1− e−

κ
γ τs

)
+A(k̃ − 1, k̃ − 2)e

κ
γ τe−

κ
γ τs

(
1− e−

κ
γ τs

)
+A(k̃ − 2, k̃ − 2)

(
1− e−

κ
γ τs

)2
]

+ e−
κ
γ t̃

[(
1− e−2κ

γ τs
)
δk̃l̃ +A(k̃ − 1, l̃ − 1)

(
1− e−2κ

γ τ
)
e−2κ

γ τs +A(k̃ − 2, l̃ − 1)
(
1− e−2κ

γ τ
)
e−

κ
γ τse−

κ
γ τ

(
1− e−

κ
γ τs

)
+ cl̃−k̃−1

(
1− e−2κ

γ τs
)]

+A(k̃ − 1, l̃ − 2)
(
1− e−2κ

γ τ
)
e

κ
γ τe−

κ
γ τs

(
e−

κ
γ (l̃−k̃)τ − e−

κ
γ (τs+t̃)

)
+A(k̃ − 2, l̃ − 2)

(
1− e−2κ

γ τ
)(

1− e−
κ
γ τs

)(
e−

κ
γ (l̃−k̃)τ − e−

κ
γ (τs+t̃)

)
+ cl̃−k̃−2 e

κ
γ τ

(
1− e−2κ

γ τs
)(

e−
κ
γ (l̃−k̃)τe

κ
γ τs − e−

κ
γ t̃
)
.

(18)

Here, cn = 0 for n < 0 and τs = t0−k̃τ , τe = t0+t̃− l̃τ are
the time offsets to the respective last potential update (τs,
τe ∈ [0, τ)). Finally, the abbreviation A(i, j) is defined as

A(i, j) =

i∑
n=0

cncn−i+j e
−2κ

γ nτ (19)

which can be solved as a geometric series as

A(i, j) =
e

κ
γ (j−i)τ(

e−
κ
γ τ − 2

)2

{(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)2i+2

− 1(
e−

κ
γ τ − 2

)
e−

κ
γ τ

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)j−i+2

−

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)i+1

− 1

e−
κ
γ τ − 2

[
1 +

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)j−i
](

e−
κ
γ τ − 1

)
+ i+ 1

}
.

(20)



6

Eq. (18) gives the mean squared distance that a particle
travels between the times t0 and t0 + t̃. For sufficiently
large t0, i.e., large k̃, the effect of the initial condition
disappears. In this limit, the two terms (e−

κ
γ τ − 1)2i+2

and (e−
κ
γ τ−1)i+1 in eq. (20) vanish (as long as e−

κ
γ τ < 2).

Note, however, that eq. (18) not only depends on the time
difference t̃ as well as the number of potential renewals
l̃− k̃ during that time but also on the offsets τs = t0− k̃τ
and τe = t0 + t̃− l̃τ that the times t0 and t0 + t̃ have to
the respective last renewal point of the potential. This
is due to the discrete potential updates which cause the
system to lose its invariance under translation in time
(it is invariant only for multiples of the delay time τ).
For measurements of the MSD, the resulting curve may
thus vary depending on the protocol used. In particular,
to obtain a full time average over t0, the sampling of the
particle position must be more frequent than the feedback
update. Otherwise, i.e. for low sampling rates (= number
of measurements of the particle position per delay time
τ), the resulting MSD curve will not only be “rough” due
to the small number of data points but actually differ
from the full average over t0, see Fig. 3

FIG. 3. Analytic result for the MSD of a single particle in an
attractive harmonic feedback potential (κ

γ
τ = 2.0) and differ-

ent sampling rates fsampl (= number of measurements of the
particle position per delay time τ) of the particle position. We
find a decrease in the MSD compared to free diffusion (as in-
dicated by the black line 2D0t̃ at short times) and oscillations
whose period is set by 2τ which arise as the particle is being
pulled back to its past position. At long times the particle
shows diffusion with a reduced diffusion constant Dℓ < D0.
Discrepancies appear in the MSD for small sampling rates as
these do not cover the full average over t0. A high sampling
rate is thus necessary to obtain the “correct” MSD.

Further, we have not made any assumptions with re-
spect to the sign of κ. The above expressions hold for
both attractive (κ > 0) and repulsive potentials (κ < 0).
However, for large negative values of κ, the particle con-
tinues to be accelerated away from its past position with
increasing forces and the MSD diverges exponentially.

An easy way to see this is from eq. (12). Subtracting
x(kτ) from this equation, we find that the distance the
particle travels between two potential updates

x((k + 1)τ)− x(kτ) = [x (kτ)− x ((k − 1) τ)]
(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)
+ e−

κ
γ (k+1)τ

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′

(21)

grows with a scaling factor of e−
κ
γ τ − 1 (on average, the

additional noise term averages to zero). If this scaling
factor is larger than 1 the distance increases exponen-
tially for repeated iterations. This implies that e−

κ
γ τ

should be smaller than 2 to ensure convergence. We
therefore constrain ourselves to potential strengths that
fulfill e−

κ
γ τ < 2. In this case, at long times the particle

dynamics becomes diffusive with the long-time diffusion
coefficient

Dℓ

D0
=

1

D0
lim
t̃→∞

⟨
(
x(t0 + t̃)− x(t0)

)2⟩
2t̃

=
1− e−2κ

γ τ

2κ
γ τ

(
2− e−

κ
γ τ

)2

(22)

which only depends on the strength of the external po-
tential κ and the delay time τ .

For an attractive potential (κ > 0), the feedback po-
tential leads to a decrease in the MSD compared to free
diffusion as the particle is pulled back towards its past
position, see Figs. 3,7. Additionally, oscillations of period
2τ appear that are linked to the potential update: After
a potential update at time t = 0, the particle diffuses in a
non-moving harmonic potential until the next potential
update a delay time τ later. The new potential (at t = τ)
is then centered around the position the particle had at
the previous potential update (at t = 0), i.e. the parti-
cle experiences a force drawing it back towards its past
position, leading to a reduction in the MSD. At the next
potential update (at t = 2τ), the particle is then drawn
towards its position at time t = τ , driving the particle
away from the initial starting position and thus leading
to an increase in the MSD (see also Fig.7B). The rep-
etition of this process leads to the observed oscillations
while the additional spatial diffusion leads to overall dif-
fusive behaviour at long times with diffusion coefficient
Dℓ < D0. This long time diffusive motion can be under-
stood as the diffusive motion of the feedback potential
center.

For a weakly repulsive potential (κ < 0, e−
κ
γ τ < 2),

we find a ballistic (∝ t̃2) regime at medium times be-
tween two diffusive regimes with diffusion constants D0

and Dℓ > D0, see Fig. 4. At short times, the particle dy-
namics is dominated by diffusion. On intermediate time
scales, the introduced feedback potential leads to an ef-
fective particle propulsion, as the particle is pushed away
from its past position. Due to spatial diffusion, the angle
between current and past position changes, causing the
motion to become diffusive again on long time scales but
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FIG. 4. Analytic result for the MSD in repulsive harmonic
feedback potentials of varying strength (average taken over
t0). The repulsive feedback potential, pushing the particle
away from its past position, leads to propulsion of the par-
ticle as indicated by the ballistic ∝ t̃2 regime of the MSD
at intermediate times. Spatial diffusion additionally leads to
changes in the angle between current and past position, caus-
ing the motion to become diffusive again on long time scales.

now with a larger diffusion coefficient Dℓ > D0. Get-
ting closer to the divergence point, the transition from
propulsion to long-time diffusion shifts to longer times.
This is accompanied by the divergence of the long-time
diffusion coefficient as

Dℓ

D0
=

3

2 ln(2)

1

(p− 2)
2 +

8 ln(2)− 3

4 (ln 2)
2

1

(p− 2)

+
6 + 8 (ln 2)

2 − 13 ln(2)

16 (ln(2))
3 +O (p− 2) , (23)

where p = e−
κ
γ τ .

It should also be noted that, as the memory of pre-
vious displacements decays with a factor e−

κ
γ τ − 1 over

one decay time (see eq. (21)), this decay becomes in-
creasingly slow towards the divergence point and the dy-
namics becomes highly non-local in time. An increas-
ingly long equilibration time is needed for the effect of
the initial condition to disappear. So for a system with
long memory (e−

κ
γ τ ≈ 2), what happens if, instead of

an equilibrated feedback system, we start from t0 = 0,
i.e. the particle sitting in the centre of the feedback po-
tential? In this case, the resulting MSD shows super-
ballistic ∝ t̃3 behaviour instead of ballistic motion, see
Fig. 5. From eq. (18), we find that for the MSD in the
limit κ

γ τ → − ln(2) the highest order in time is indeed
given by

lim
κ
γ τ→− ln(2)

⟨
(
x(t0 + t̃)− x(t0)

)2⟩ ∝ D0τ

ln(2)
l̃3 ∝ D0

ln(2)τ2
t̃3

(24)
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FIG. 5. Analytic result for the MSD in moderately strong re-
pulsive harmonic feedback potentials of varying strength close
to the divergence point e

−κ
γ
τ
= 2 and starting with the par-

ticle in the potential centre (i.e. t0 = 0 fixed). The repulsive
feedback potential, pushing the particle away from its past
position, leads to an effective propulsion of the particle. Due
to the growing (variance of the) particle velocity over time,
the particle shows super-ballistic ∝ t̃3 at intermediate times.
The long-time diffusion coefficient remains the same as for the
equilibrated system. The magenta-colored line corresponds to
the highest order term of the MSD given in eq. (24), i.e. in
the limit κ

γ
τ → − ln 2. [For reference: ln(2) ≈ 0.69314718056]

where we used l̃ = (t̃+ t0 − τe)/τ and the limit values

lim
κ
γ τ→2

cn = −
(
1

2

)n

(n+ 1) (25)

and

lim
κ
γ τ→− ln(2)

A(i, j) = −2−(j−i+1)

3

(
i3 − 3i2j − 9ij − 7i− 6j − 6

)
.

(26)

Mathematically, the t̃3 appears from the A(i, j) terms,
specifically A(l̃− 1, l̃− 1), A(l̃− 2, l̃− 1), A(l̃− 1, l̃− 2),
A(l̃ − 2, l̃ − 2) all scale with l̃3 as their highest order.
Physically, the ∝ t̃3 behaviour can be understood in the
following way: Starting from the coarse-grained particle
velocity v̄k := (x(kτ)− x((k − 1)τ))/τ , that follows from
eq. (13) as

v̄k :=
x(kτ)− x((k − 1)τ)

τ

=
1

τ

k−1∑
n=0

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)n

e−
κ
γ (k−n)τ

∫ (k−n)τ

((k−n−1)τ

dt′
f(t′)

γ
e

κ
γ t′

(27)

we find that the velocity average ⟨v̄k⟩ = 0 is zero, while



8

its mean squared value changes as

⟨v̄2k⟩ =
〈 [x(kτ)− x((k − 1)τ)]

2

τ2

〉
=

1

γ2τ2

k−1∑
n=0

k−1∑
m=0

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)n+m

e−
κ
γ (k−n)τe−

κ
γ (k−m)τ

∫ (k−n)τ

(k−n−1)τ

dt′
∫ (k−m)τ

(k−m−1)τ

dt′′ ⟨f(t′)f(t′′)⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
2D0γ2δ(t′−t′′)

e
κ
γ (t′+t′′)

=
2D0

τ2

k−1∑
n=0

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)2n

e−2κ
γ (k−n)τ

∫ (k−n)τ

(k−n−1)τ

dt′e2
κ
γ t′

=
γD0

κτ2

(
1− e−2κ

γ τ
) k−1∑

n=0

(
e−

κ
γ τ − 1

)2n

. (28)

For long memory, i.e., close to the divergence point
e−

κ
γ τ = 2, the squared coarse-grained velocity is thus

given by

⟨v̄2k⟩ ≈ −3γD0

κτ2

k−1∑
n=0

(1) = −3γD0

κτ2
k (29)

and thus grows linearly in k (where k ≈ t/τ), i.e. ∝ t,
leading to a ⟨v̄2⟩t̃2 ∝ t̃3 behaviour in the MSD. The
super-ballistic behaviour is thus caused by the growing
variance of the particle velocity after the feedback poten-
tial is introduced which is similar to the t̃3-scaling of an
active particle in shear flow [52]. Further, for appropri-
ate choices of κ

γ and t0, the particle shows both ballistic
and super-ballistic motion with the proportionality in the
MSD changing as t̃ - t̃2 - t̃3 - t̃, see Fig. 6. The t̃2 and t̃3

regimes correspond to motion at constant velocity, given
by the particle velocity at t0 according to eq. (29), and
the increase in velocity due to the long memory in the
system.

In our calculations, we have derived a full analytic so-
lution for the trajectory a single particle in a harmonic
feedback potential. We have shown that the feedback po-
tential can lead to both reduced and increased long-time
diffusion as well as particle propulsion at intermediate
times. Furthermore, care must be taken when defining
the mean squared displacement (MSD) as the system is
not completely symmetric under shifts in time and strong
memory effects can lead to the retaining of the initial con-
dition for long times. In the following, we drop the tilde
from t̃ in the MSD, implying that the system is equili-
brated long enough for the initial condition to be lost,
and that the average over t0 is executed properly such
that only the relative time offset is relevant.

B. Experimental realization and simulation results

In the experiments, two types of feedback potentials
are realized: First, an attractive harmonic potential is
implemented. Second, instead of a repulsive harmonic
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FIG. 6. Analytic result for the MSD in repulsive harmonic
feedback potentials of varying strength starting from a not
fully equilibrated feedback system (average taken over t0 ∈
[100τ, 101τ) after first introduction of the feedback potential).
The initial particle velocity (given by eq. (29) after 100τ) leads
to a ∝ t̃2 regime. The cyan-colored line corresponds to a par-
ticle that travels at this constant velocity. The additional
speed-up with time leads to a ∝ t̃3 regime after multiple po-
tential renewals. The magenta-colored line is the same as in
Fig. 5. [For reference: ln(2) ≈ 0.69314718056]

potential (which is technically hard to realize in the
experiments) we use an attractive annular ring potential.
This potential pulls the particle towards a bright ring
centered around its past position, thus leading to an
effective repulsion from its past position.

1. Attractive harmonic potential

An attractive harmonic potential with stiffness κ > 0
is imposed onto the particle centered around its previ-
ous position. While the actual light beam has a Gaus-
sian shape, the particle stays close to the potential centre
such that the potential can be approximated as harmonic
(Fig.7A). Due to the time delay τ of the feedback loop,
the harmonic potential centre is located at the previous
(rather than the actual) particle position and thus the
particle tends to move back towards it (Fig.7B).

The experimental setup was realized in three different
ways: First, the spatial light modulator (SLM) was used
as a mirror only and the Gaussian shape of the beam was
exploited to create the desired light pattern. The beam
location was controlled using galvanometer-mounted
mirrors (GMM) (Fig.7C). Second, the SLM was used to
create a harmonic potential of different stiffnesses κ and
the beam location was again controlled using the GMM
(Fig.7D). Third, the SLM was used to create a harmonic
potential with different κ and to steer the beam (not
shown in this figure, but discussed for other examples,
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FIG. 7. (A) One dimensional cut through the applied attractive potential. (B) The harmonic potential is centered around
the position that the particle occupied a time τ earlier. Trajectories within the respective potential are indicated by the
same color. The potential is kept the same for a duration τ while the next potential is calculated. As a result, the starting
point of the coloured trajectory becomes the centre of the next programmed potential and the particle is pulled back to this
previous position. (C,D) MSD as a function of time t obtained while applying a static harmonic potential (colored dotted
lines (experimental data), dashed gray (analytic results)) and a harmonic feedback potential (coloured solid lines (experimental
data), black lines (analytic results)) which was created by (C) a Gaussian beam and (D) the SLM. [Parameters of the analytic
curves: D0 = 0.026R2/s, τ = 0.2s, values of κ/γ given in legend]

see Figs. 9,10). All three realizations yielded equivalent
results and perfectly agree with our analytic calculations.

In particular, we measured the two-dimensional mean
squared displacement (MSD) ⟨(r(t + t0) − r(t0))

2⟩,
as a function of time t (with the average taken over
t0) first for a static harmonic potential (no feedback)
and then for the feedback case. The static harmonic
potential case is used to calibrate the potential strength,
i.e. determine κ. By fitting the MSD to the known result
⟨(r(t + t0) − r(t0))

2⟩ = 4D0

κ/γ (1 − e−
κ
γ t) for a harmonic

trap[53], we obtain both the diffusion coefficient D0

within the potential as well as the potential stiffness
κ, see dotted and dashed lines in Figs.7C,D. Next, the
feedback loop is introduced, i.e. the same harmonic
potential is applied with its centre at the position the
particle was at a time τ = 0.2s earlier. As predicted
by our analytic calculations, at short times, t < 0.1s,
diffusive motion is observed; at intermediate times,
0.1s < t < 3s, the delayed feedback results in oscilla-
tions; at long times, t > 3s, diffusion is re-established
with a significantly reduced diffusion coefficient. The
long time diffusive behaviour then corresponds to the
diffusive motion of the position of the potential centre.
The experiments perfectly agree with our theoretical
predictions (Fig.7C,D).

2. Attractive annular (=effectively repulsive) potential

Next, we applied an annular ring potential, see
Fig. 8A,B. Due to the form of the potential, the particle
is pulled towards the ring surrounding its past position
and is thus effectively pushed away from its past posi-
tion. We use a ring potential of radius 1.4R (where R is
the particle radius). In this case, the circular minimum
typically is not reached by the particle within the delay
time τ before the potential is relocated (see Fig. 8A,B).
The light pattern is created using the SLM.

Three regimes of the MSD are observed (Fig. 8C):
At short times, the particle freely diffuses with diffu-
sion coefficient D0. These times are typically shorter
than the delay time τ = 0.2 s and hence are not
recorded in the experiments (Fig. 8C) but covered
in the simulations (Fig. 8D). At intermediate times,
0.03s < t < 1s, the motion is superdiffusive, almost
ballistic. This is also indicated by the dynamical
exponent µ = d ln ⟨(r(t0 + t)− r(t0))

2⟩ / d ln t, which
reaches a value of almost 2 in the experiments. At
these times, the repeated relocation of the potential
continuously pushes the particle away from the potential
centre causing an effective propulsion. As the particle
is typically off-centre in the refreshed potential, it tends
to proceed in the same direction during successive
steps. This propulsion direction is retained for long
times (≈ 10s). Since the particle also undergoes spatial
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kept the same for a duration τ while the next potential is calculated. The starting point of the colored trajectory then becomes
the centre of the next programmed potential. The repeated relocation of the potential continuously pushes the particle away
from the centre. Additionally, due to the time delay τ , the particle is typically off-centre in the refreshed potential. During
two successive steps, the particle (as well as the potential) hence tends to advance in the same direction. (C,D) Mean squared
displacement (MSD) and exponent µ as a function of time t in the experiment (C) and in the simulations (D). The programmed
feedback potential leads to a ∝ t2 behaviour at intermediate times (µ ≈ 2) while the particle dynamics is diffusive at both short
and long times (µ ≈ 1). The experimental results show the transition from ballistic to diffusive motion. (The initial diffusive
regime is not covered). The simulations reveal additional oscillatory behaviour with period of about τ resulting from the
discretized potential update. [Experimental setup in (C): Potential created with the SLM, potential strength is slightly larger
for the red curve; Simulation parameters for (D): D0 = 0.026R2/s, τ = 0.2s, b2 = 0.1R2, rring = 1.4R, potential amplitude
given in figure legend, MSD averaged over 20000s.]

diffusion, the propulsion direction slowly changes, such
that at very long times diffusion is re-established, with
a diffusion coefficient higher than the short-time one.
The long-time diffusive motion can be understood as
the diffusive motion of the potential centre. Again, the
experimental findings qualitatively agree with simula-
tions, in particular the transition from ballistic ∝ t2, to
diffusive, ∝ t motion (Fig. 8C,D). The simulations show
additional oscillations of period τ in µ that are caused by
the discretized potential updates: The effective propul-
sion is caused by the feedback force whose strength
varies with the distance of the particle from its past
position. The force thus varies periodically with period τ .

IV. FEEDBACK-DRIVEN DYNAMICS OF
GROUPS OF COLLOIDAL PARTICLES

In addition to individual particles, we also studied an
ensemble of particles to explore their cooperative be-
haviour. Here, we program a potential landscape made
up of annular rings centered around all previous particle
positions.

For multiple particles and no feedback potential in a di-
lute system, the particles are found in a disordered fluid

FIG. 9. Cooperative motion induced through programming.
(a) Particles with an attractive annular potential with radius
2R and delay time τ = 0.2 s assemble in ‘living’ chain-like
structures in the experiment. (b) Similar chain-like structures
are obtained in the simulation. [Simulation parameters: N =
13, D0 = 0.026R2/s, τ = 0.2s, V0/(γR

2) = −0.35/s, b2 =
0.02R2, rring = 2R, ρ = 0.02/R2]

state. By imposing an attractive interaction potential,
however, ordered structures can be induced and the for-
mation of “living” chains and small clusters (Fig. 9) was
observed. Through collisions, these chains grow and only
very rarely break. Similar to the individual particles, the
chains undergo superdiffusion. In very dilute samples,
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FIG. 10. (Top) Translation and rotation of dimers assembled through the feedback potential. Attractive annular potential with
radius 4R and delay time τ = 0.2 s. The micrographs are taken in intervals of 0.2 s. (Bottom) Simulation snapshots for an
attractive annular potential. [Simulation parameters: N = 13, D0 = 0.026R2/s, τ = 0.2s, V0/(γR

2) = −20.0/s, b2 = 0.02R2,
rring = 2.0R, ρ = 0.02/R2]

dimers exist for long times before forming trimers. They
can be observed to not only perform translational mo-
tion but also rotate and slightly change their separation
(Fig. 10). Similar chains and “rotators” were observed in
computer simulations of the system. It is remarkable that
the directed motion results from an instability-like situ-
ation: using an initial fluctuation the system is set into
directed motion, while the subsequent iterations amplify
the stochastic feedback systematically.

Further, we programmed an attractive annular in-
teraction potential with radius 2R and width R/7 and
found crystallization of the particles into a triangular
lattice (Fig. 11A). The triangular arrangement optimises
the particle separation (to the radius of the interaction
potential) and maximizes the number of neighbours
with this separation. During the assembly process, the
particles are observed to rotate around each other (simi-
lar to the “rotators” in Fig. 10) thus keeping their ideal
separation while more neighbours approach (similar to
the chain formation in Fig. 9). This separation, i.e. the
size of the crystal unit cell, can be tuned through the
radius of the annular interaction potential (Fig. 11A-C).

An interaction potential with two concentric attractive
annuli of ratio

√
2 (e.g. radii 2R (as before) and 2

√
2R)

and identical width R/7 (as before) leads to a square
arrangement of the particles (Fig. 11D). The larger dis-
tance along the diagonal of the unit cell is favoured by
the second annulus which overcompensates the effect of
the reduced number of neighbours and hence stabilises
the square lattice. Again, an increase in the radii of the
annuli leads to larger unit cells (Fig. 11E). The crys-
tal formation was also found for computer simulations
of the respective systems (Fig. 11F-J). Note that these
crystal structures are not the result of a fixed template
that favors certain spatial positions, but is a result of the
self-organization of the particles according to the pro-
grammed interaction potential. The formed crystals are
therefore invariant under translation and rotation and
hence retain all possible zero energy modes.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have introduced cybloids, i.e. cybernetic col-
loids, whose interaction potential is computer-controlled
through a programmed feedback potential. We have sys-
tematically and quantitatively investigated the charac-
teristics of these cybloids, including their arrangement,
dynamics and collective behaviour (Figs. 7, 8, 9, 10 and
11).

Here, we have shown that the dynamics of the cybloids
can be tuned by the programmed potential and delayed
feedback. Through the programming, a cybloid particle
is made to diffuse on short and long times with the dif-
fusion coefficients given by the particle’s and the poten-
tial’s diffusion coefficients, respectively while for inter-
mediate times transient sub- or superdiffusion appears.
This demonstrates that a broad range of dynamics is ac-
cessible and can be comprehensively investigated using
this approach. Further, for groups of particle, we have
shown the formation of “living” chains and small clusters
as well as crystal lattices. Crystal formation can be in-
duced and the crystal structure and the unit cell size con-
trolled. This is achieved through an externally imposed
interaction potential between the particles, not a station-
ary particle-independent potential, i.e. fixed template,
for example, an array of tweezers. Programmed parti-
cles hence provide the opportunity to systematically and
quantitatively investigate the relation between particle-
particle interactions and particle arrangements, e.g. dif-
ferent crystal symmetries. This example shows that pro-
gramming can also be exploited to induce cooperative
behaviour, similar to the recently reported implementa-
tion of specific cooperation rules [54].

Beyond these examples, programming can be exploited
to impose pair and multi-body interactions, to spur
drifts, bias and swarming, to induce memory effects or
to couple two otherwise unrelated samples and to “clone”
samples. Many further dependencies, situations and cou-
plings can be imagined. In any case, the properties of
each particle can be prescribed and hence the sample
is controlled on all relevant length scales, without the
need to change or directly interfere with the sample nor
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FIG. 11. Particle clusters formed for different parameters of the feedback potential. (A-E) Experimental results. (top) Schematic
representation of the respective particle-particle interaction potential, which determines the total potential (middle) imposed
on the particles (schematically represented in red), and the resulting particle arrangement (bottom). (F-H) Corresponding
simulation snapshots. “Single ring” feedback potentials (A-C) lead to triangular lattices of corresponding spacing. “Double
ring” feedback potentials (with ratio of radii

√
2) (D,E) can be used to stabilize a square lattice. [Simulation parameters:

D0 = 0.026R2/s, τ = 0.2s, (F-H) V0/(γR
2) = −10.0/s, b2 = 0.02R2, (I, J)V0/(γR

2) = −5.0/s, b2 = 0.25R2, N = 100,
ρ = 0.04/R2, (F) N = 100, ρ = 0.04/R2, rring = 2R, (G) N = 50, ρ = 0.02/R2, rring = 4R, (H) N = 40, ρ = 0.016/R2,
rring = 6R, (I) rring = 2R, rring = 2

√
2R, (J) rring = 2.2R, rring = 2.2

√
2R. All simulations were started from randomly placed

particles except for (H) which was started from a triangular lattice.]

the need that such a sample can actually be prepared.
This ideally complements the already very popular pos-
sibility to observe and follow each particle [21, 55–59]
and hence characterize the system on all relevant length
scales. Therefore, cybloids open a huge range of new op-
portunities which can be exploited to create previously
inaccessible model systems, explore the rational design
of materials or mimic natural and industrially relevant
situations.
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