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Visual cues play crucial roles in the collective motion of animals, birds, fish, and insects. The
interaction mediated by visual information is essentially non-local and has many-body nature due
to occlusion, which poses a challenging problem in modeling the emergent collective behavior. In
this Letter, we introduce a Boltzmann-equation approach incorporating non-local visual interaction.
Occlusion is treated in a self-consistent manner via a coarse-grained density field, which renders the
interaction effectively pairwise. Our model also incorporates the recent finding that each organism
stochastically selects a neighbor to interact at each instant. We analytically derive the order-disorder
transition point, and show that the visual screening effect substantially raises the transition thresh-
old, which does not vanish when the density of the agents or the range of the intrinsic interaction
is taken to infinity. Our analysis suggests that the model exhibits a discontinuous transition as in
the local interaction models, and but the discontinuity is weakened by the non-locality. Our study
clarifies the essential role of non-locality in the visual interactions among moving organisms.

Collective motion is ubiquitously found in Nature [1].
Visual information plays an important role in the in-
teraction between organisms that have eyes: insects [2],
fish [2, 3], birds [4], and humans [5]. In the visual inter-
action, each organism often selects a specific neighbor to
interact with and decides its next motion [2, 5, 6]. The
selective decision-making reduces the load on the infor-
mation processing system in the brain [7]. A recent study
proposes a mechanism of stochastic pairwise interaction,
in which each individual randomly selects another and
copy its orientation [8].

Agent-based models are a powerful tool to simulate
collective motion [9–11]. Some of them consider visual
information under the assumption that each agent inter-
acts with all detected neighbors simultaneously [4, 12–
15]. Several other models incorporate selective decision-
making, and reproduce experimental results for specific
organisms [2, 5, 16–18].

Continuum description has also been used to elucidate
the nature of phase transitions in conventional models of
collective motion [19–24]. In particular, the Boltzmann
approach, which describes time evolution of a probability
distribution function by pairwise collision and alignment
of agents, is successfully used to derive hydrodynamic
equations and analyze phase transition [21–24]. However,
fundamental aspects of phase transition arising from vi-
sual interaction is not yet clear. The difficulty lies in the
many-body nature of occlusion, where the interaction be-
tween two individuals is screened by the other individuals
in between.

In this Letter, we introduce a Boltzmann approach to
collective motion induced by non-local visual interaction.
Motivated by the experimental finding [8], we assume
that an agent randomly selects a distant neighbor and
one at a time, which has good affinity with the framework
of the Boltzmann equation. We incorporate occlusion
by coarse-graining the clouds of intervening agents as a
density field, which is self-consistently determined by the

Boltzmann equation. This results in an effective pairwise
interaction between agents. In the absence of occlusion,
the probability to select a neighbor decays with a charac-
teristic distance determined by the resolution of the eye
system. We analytically derive the order-disorder tran-
sition point, and show that it is substantially shifted by
the visual screening effect. Furthermore, we find that the
non-locality of interaction suppresses the discontinuity of
the phase transition in comparison to local collision mod-
els [21, 25], and that the polar order parameter exhibits
a mean-field critical behavior in the weak-advection limit
and in a finite system.

Model.— We consider a two-dimensional model where
each agent is described by its position r = (x, y) and
direction of motion e(θ) = (cos θ, sin θ). For simplicity,
we assume that each agent moves with a constant speed
v0 and its shape is a circle of diameter D (see Fig. 1). We
define the probability distribution function f(r, θ, t) and
the number density of agents ρ(r, t) =

∫ π

−π dθf(r, θ, t).
The Boltzmann equation describes time evolution of f

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the model. The left panel
shows the clouds of agents described by the density field ρ(r, t)
in the continuum description, and the right panel shows the
discrete picture. Each agent has a circular shape and moving
with the velocity v0e(θ). The center agent (black) perceives
the neighbors and interacts with one of them at a time. The
agents shown in gray are not seen by the black agent due to
occlusion.
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via the self-diffusion term Iself [f ] and visual interaction
term Ivis[f ] as follows:

∂f

∂t
+ v0e(θ) ·∇f = Iself [f ] + Ivis[f ], (1)

Iself [f ] = −sf(r, θ, t) + s

∫ π

−π

dθ′p(θ − θ′)f(r, θ′, t), (2)

Ivis[f ] = −c
∫

d2r′

∫ π

−π

dθ′G(r, r′ − r, t)Γ(|r′ − r|, θ′ − θ)f(r, θ, t)f(r′, θ′, t) (3)

+c

∫

d2r′

∫ π

−π

dθ1

∫ π

−π

dθ2G(r, r
′ − r, t)Γ(|r′ − r|, θ2 − θ1)f(r, θ1, t)f(r

′, θ2, t)p̂(θ − ϑ(θ1, θ2)).

In the self-diffusion integral (Eq. (2)), s is the rate of
reorientation by the noise, and p(θ) is the probability dis-
tribution function of angle change: we use the von Mises
distribution p(θ) = eκ cos θ/(2πI0(κ)), where In=0,1,···(κ)
is the modified Bessel function of the first kind and κ is
the sharpness parameter [16]. In Eq. (2), the first and
second term on the right-hand side represents the prob-
ability of transition from θ to any angle and from θ′ to
θ, respectively.

The visual interaction integral (Eq. (3)) describes the
pairwise orientational interaction between the agent at
r and a neighbor at r′. The rate of interaction is de-
termined by occlusion by other agents and the intrinsic
mechanism of visual recognition. The latter decays with
distance due to the resolution of eyes [26] and also de-
pends on the relative direction of motion [27]. Therefore,
we introduce the occlusion factor G(r,R, t) and the in-
trinsic factor Γ(|R|, ψ) in the interaction kernel, where
R = r′ − r and ψ = θ′ − θ (ψ = θ2 − θ1) are the rela-
tive position and angle, respectively. We will formulate
them in the following paragraphs. In Eq. (3), c is the
reference interaction rate, and p̂(θ) = eκ̂ cos θ/(2πI0(κ̂))
is the probability distribution function of angle change
for interaction [28]. The first term on the right-hand side
represents the outgoing event in which the agent at (r, θ)
interacts with the neighbor at (r′, θ′) and is reoriented
from θ to another angle. The second term represents the
incoming event where the agent at (r, θ1) interacts with
the neighbor at (r′, θ2) and is reoriented to their average
angle θ = ϑ(θ1, θ2) = arg(eiθ1 + eiθ2) [21].

Now we formulate the occlusion factor G(r,R, t),
which is a key feature of our model. The resolution of
the eye is limited by the number of ganglion cells in the
retina [26], and represented by the azimuthal resolution
angle Φ in our two-dimensional model. Images of the
other agents within the angle Φ centered around the line
of sight, which has the direction R̂ = R/R, are not dis-
tinguished from each other. We define the angular width
ΦG(r,R, t) of the regions that are not occupied by the
images of the other agents within the distance R and
within the angle Φ. The occlusion factor G(r,R, t) is

defined as the probability that a neighbor at r + R is
visible for the agent at r. Therefore, it reads

G(r,R, t) =
ΦG(r,R, t)

Φ
≤ 1. (4)

As the distance is increased in a given direction R̂,
more agents come into the line of sight and decrease
ΦG(r,R, t). Let σ(r,R, t)dR be the fraction of the angu-
lar region occupied by the agents in the distance between
R and R+ dR and within the angle Φ. Given that they
are randomly distributed, the unoccupied angular region
ΦG is reduced by the same fraction. Thus we obtain the
differential equation

∂

∂R
ΦG(r,R, t) = −σ(r,R, t)ΦG(r,R, t). (5)

The occupied fraction is related to the local density as

σ(r,R, t) = D(R)ρ(r +R, t), (6)

where D(R) is the averaged body length inside the an-
gular bin Φ, and is identical to the agent diameter D in
the limit R → ∞. At short distances, an agent covers
the whole angular width Φ and thus D is given by the
arc length RΦ. The formula for intermediate distances
is derived by straightforward geometric calculation [29],
and gives

D(R) =

{

RΦ [R < RD],

RDΦ
(

2− RD

R

)

[R > RD],
(7)

where RD = D/(2Φ).
The differential equation (5) is solved under the bound-

ary condition ΦG|R→0 = Φ. Substituting the solution
into Eq.(4), we obtain

G(r,R, t) = exp

(

−
∫ R

0

dR′D(R′)ρ(r +R′, t)

)

, (8)

The occlusion factor (Eq. (8)) gives an effective pairwise
interaction mediated by the density field ρ, which is de-
termined by the Boltzmann equation in a self-consistent
manner.
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Note that the coarse-grained description requires that
many neighbors are observed in the resolution angle Φ.
For the mean density ρ0, a neighbor in the typical dis-
tance R ∼ 1/

√
ρ0Φ (note that the number of agents in the

distance R and angle Φ is estimated by n ∼ ρ0R
2Φ/2)

occupies the angle
√
ρ0ΦD in the field of view, which

should be much smaller than Φ. Thus we obtain the
condition ρ0 ≪ Φ/D2 for the density. Under this con-
dition, R ≫ RD is satisfied in Eq. (7) for most cases,
and the occlusion factor G decays with the characteris-
tic distance Rocc = 1/(ρ0D) ≫ R [30]. Since Φ ≪ 1,
the above condition also ensures that the area fraction
A = ρ0π (D/2)

2 is much smaller than unity, which is
required for the excluded-volume interaction to be negli-
gible.
The intrinsic factor takes the form Γ(R,ψ) =

B(R)K(ψ), where

B(R) = exp

(

− R2

2R2
0

)

(9)

and

K(ψ) =
√
2|sinψ|. (10)

Here, R0 is the characteristic distance for visual recog-
nition [26, 27]. Eqs. (9),(10) mean that an agent easily
responds to a neighbor within the distance R0 and to a
neighbor with the relative angle ψ close to ±π/2 [31].
Results.— As we increase the interaction rate c, the

uniform disordered state f = f0 (const.) becomes un-
stable. In order to obtain the transition point c = ctr,
we performed a linear stability analysis of the Boltzmann
equation [32]. We add the perturbation δf(r, θ, t) to ρ0,
and define its Fourier component δfk(q) and the complex
damping rate Λk(q) via:

δf(r, θ, t) =

∫

d2q
∑

k

δfk(q)e
i(q·r+kθ)e−Λk(q)t, (11)

where k = 0,±1,±2, · · · is the index of the Fourier modes
in the angular domain. From the stability analysis, we
find that only the damping rate of the mode k = ±1 can
become negative. Their damping rate is given by

ReΛ±1(q) = s (1− 2πp1) (12)

−4
√
2cIf0

{

2

3
(2πp̂1)

(

1 + Î(q)
)

− 1

}

,

where p1 and p̂1 are the Fourier components of p(θ) and
p̂(θ) for k = 1, respectively, and

If0 =
1− exp

(

− ρ0R
2

D

2

(

Φ+ 1
ρ0R2

0

))

Φ+ 1
ρ0R2

0

(13)

+ρ0R
2
D

∫ ∞

1

dξξe
−

R
2

D

2R2
0

ξ2
(

e
3

2 ξe−2ξ
)ρ0ΦR2

D

.
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FIG. 2. The transition point ctr as a function of the density
ρ0. We set the biologically reasonable parameter values s =
2, κ = 6, κ̂ = 20, Φ = 7◦, R0 = 10 [16, 26, 27, 33, 34]
which are rescaled by the diameter D = 1 body length and 1
sec [35]. The blue solid line shows ctr (Eq. (14)), and reaches
the horizontal green dashed line c∞ in high density limit. Note
that the theory is valid only for ρ0 ≪ Φ/D2, and the black
dashed line marks ρ0 = Φ/D2. The red solid line corresponds
to the no occlusion case ctr|D=0. The purple dashed line is
the fraction ĉtr to the right vertical axis.

is a function of the dimensionless quantities ρ0R
2
D, ρ0R

2
0,

and Φ. In Eq. (12), the wavenumber-dependent function
Î(q) satisfies −1 < Î(q) ≤ 1, and has the single maxi-
mum Î(0) = 1. Thus the transition point is determined
by ReΛ1(0) = 0. In the no-occlusion case obtained in

the point particle limit D = 0, we get Î(q) = e−q2R2

0
/2.

In the linear stability analysis, we neglected the advec-
tion term in Eq.(1), which does not affect the transition
point [21, 24, 32].
We then obtain the transition point

ctr =
s

4
√
2If0

1− 2πp1
4
3 (2πp̂1)− 1

:=
c0

If0
, (14)

where c0 increases when s increases, or when κ or κ̂ de-
creases, which means that the transition is hindered by
the orientational noise. Note that 2πp̂1 must be larger
than 3/4 such that c0 > 0. As shown in Fig. 2, ctr de-
creases as ρ0 increases, which meets the expectation that
a higher density of agents induces stronger alignment.
Notably, in the high-density limit ρ0 → ∞, ctr takes
the non-zero value c∞ = c0Φ if D > 0. This value is
determined only by the reorientation property (c0) and
the angle of resolution Φ, and does not depend on the
details of the intrinsic factor. In particular, it is non-
zero in the limit R0 → ∞, where the interaction decays
only due to occlusion. In contrast, for D = 0, we obtain
ctr|D=0 = c0/(ρ0R

2
0), which vanishes in the high-density

limit and also in the limit R0 → ∞. These results show
that the non-zero value of c∞ originates from occlusion
by finite-sized particles, and that the point-particle case
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is obtained as a singular limit.

In Fig. 2, we also show the fraction ĉtr = (ctr −
ctr|D=0)/ctr. As a function of the density, it shows a
substantial increase before reaching the limit of validity
of the model ρ0 = Φ/D2, and then converges to unity as
ρ0 → ∞.

Discussions.— We incorporated the non-local visual
interaction to the Boltzmann equation as the effective
pairwise interaction. Our model shows that the vi-
sual screening effect raises the transition threshold for
the interaction rate c, which becomes non-zero even in
the limits of high density or infinite range of the in-
trinsic interaction. This result is in stark contrast to
those of the local-interaction models that assume point-
like particles [21, 23]. In those models, the transi-
tion threshold was determined by hydrodynamic equa-
tions that are obtained by truncating the hierarchi-
cal equations for the angular Fourier modes fk(r, t) =
(2π)−1

∫ π

−π
f(r, θ, t)e−ikθdθ. Our results reproduce those

of the previous models of polar particles with ferromag-
netic interactions by taking the local limit R0 → 0 with
cR2

0 kept constant. In this limit, the interaction kernel
Ivis[f ] converges to the delta function δ(r′ − r) [37], and
the linear growth rate −ReΛ1(0) becomes identical to µ
of Eq. (31) in Ref. [21].

The damping rate ReΛ1 also contains the informa-
tion of the kind of the disorder-order phase transition.
In previous local interaction models, instability of the
modes with q 6= 0 induce phase coexistence in the form of
traveling bands, which is the origin of the discontinuous
transition [21]. Therefore, the transition is continuous
if the q 6= 0 modes are linearly stable at the transition
point. This holds if the damping rate has no density-
dependence, which is the case for metric-free interac-
tions [22]. On the other hand, the transition becomes
discontinuous if the damping rate depends on the den-
sity [22]. In our model, we have ∂Λ1/∂ρ0 6= 0 and thus
our system shows a discontinuous transition [38]. The
non-locality of the interaction does not affect the kind of
the phase transition. This is reasonable if we consider
that the Vicsek model [9] has a finite interaction range
and shows a weakly discontinuous transition [11]. Active
nematics with non-local repulsion also shows a discontin-
uous order-disorder transition [24].

Let us now consider the model’s behavior above the
transition point. The advection term in the Boltzmann
equation (1) introduces couplings between fk and fk±1

in the mode expansion, which introduces an infinite-
dimensional matrix in the linear stability analysis. How-
ever, in our model, only the mode with k = ±1 is linearly
unstable at the transition point in the non-advective limit
(v0 = 0). It means that there is a finite window of c above
the transition point where the damping rate for fk 6=±1 re-
mains positive. In this window, contributions to f|k|>1

by the advective couplings are O
(

v
|k|−1
0 f±1

)

, which we

can neglect compared to non-advective terms for suffi-
ciently small values of v0. Thus we can use the damping
rate Λk(q) obtained in the non-advective limit (v0 = 0).

In our model, the wavenumber-dependence of the
damping rates comes through Î(q) in Eq. (12). Since
Î(q) is a decreasing function of q and R0, only long-
wavelength modes are destabilized in the vicinity of
the transition point, and the unstable range of q gets
narrower for a larger interaction range. In particu-
lar, when we consider a finite two-dimensional system
with the periodic boundary condition, the wavenum-
ber is discretized and there is a finite window of c
above ctr where only the q = 0 mode becomes unsta-
ble. In this case, the transition becomes continuous and
we can calculate the polar order parameter defined by

P =
∣

∣

∣

∫ π

−π
dθe(θ)〈f(r, θ, t)〉

∣

∣

∣
/ρ0 = |〈f1〉|/f0, where the

brackets mean spatiotemporal and ensemble averages.
By truncating the hierarchical equations for fk, we obtain
the scaling law P = P0(ctr)(c − ctr)

1/2 [36]. As shown
in Fig. S2, the prefactor P0(ctr) is larger for smaller ctr,
which corresponds to large ρ0 and/or large κ̂.

Finally, we compare our result with the behavior of
real organisms, using the examples of fish in a shallow
tank showing two-dimensional collective motion. A phase
transition is observed for tilapia (O. niloticus L.) when
number density increases above a threshold [39], which
is agreement with our model. On the other hand, as the
number density increases, golden shiner (N. crysoleucas)
shows rotating state [40], and cichlid (E. suratensis) ex-
hibits many oriented sub-clusters which is not aligned as
a whole cluster [8]. Our visual model can be extended
to reproduce a various patterns including the latter two
cases. The emergence of a rotating state is facilitated
by introducing the dead angle [41] and the wall [42], and
considering three-dimensional motion [43]. The polar or-
der is also disturbed by anisotropic attraction and repul-
sion [44], the change of speed by interaction [14, 18], and
non-circular shapes of an agent [4]. The effects of these
interesting extensions are the subject of future work.
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