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Active nematics, formed from a liquid crystalline suspension of active force dipoles, are a paradigmatic active matter
system whose study provides insights into how chemical driving produces the cellular mechanical forces essential for
life. Recent advances in optogenetic control over molecular motors and cell-signaling pathways now allow experi-
menters to mimic the spatiotemporal regulation of activity necessary to drive biologically relevant active nematic flows
in vivo. However, engineering effective activity protocols remains challenging due to the system’s complex dynamics.
Here, we explore a model-free approach for controlling active nematic fields using reinforcement learning. Specifi-
cally, we demonstrate how local activity fields can induce interactions between pairs of nematic defects, enabling them
to follow designer dynamical laws such as those of overdamped springs with varying stiffnesses. Reinforcement learn-
ing bypasses the need for accurate parameterization and model representation of the nematic system, and could thus
transfer straightforwardly to experimental implementation. Moreover, the sufficiency of our low-dimensional system
observables and actions suggests that coarse projections of the active nematic field can be used for precise feedback
control, making the biological implementation of such feedback loops plausible.

I. INTRODUCTION

To produce physiologically useful forces, the cytoskeletal
machinery of cells must be tightly regulated and controlled1–3.
For example, to execute cell division the cytoskeleton must
localize to the midplane of cells and pinch in a highly co-
ordinated event4. During morphogenesis the control of me-
chanical forces must be coordinated at the tissue level, across
many different cells. It has recently been shown that during
this process defects in the nematic ordering of cytoskeletal fil-
aments in epithelial cells of developing Hydra are precisely
positioned at key global organizing centers, such as the fu-
ture mouth5. Related research indicates that the positioning
of nematic defects plays a crucial role in organizing the stress
and velocity fields of the system, driving large-scale coherent
motions of the tissue layer6–8. Although the control of cy-
toskeletal machinery is known to involve factors like cell sig-
naling, mechanical interactions with the environment, chemi-
cal activation of cytoskeletal proteins, and mechanochemical
feedback loops, how these various factors coordinate to pro-
duce coherent and functional cytoskeletal forces which sculpt
tissue layers remains unclear3,9,10.

One approach to addressing this question is to map bio-
chemical interactions among known molecular players to
identify potential control loops. For example, recent works
have shed light on the origins of contractile oscillations
during cytokinesis in C. elegans and used mechanochemi-
cal feedback loops to explain polarity establishment during
morphogenesis11,12. An alternative strategy is to work from
the top down: without detailed biochemical knowledge, we
can explore control protocols that dynamically adjust down-
stream cytoskeletal inputs to achieve specific system motions,
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offering insights to guide the search for underlying molecular
mechanisms. This approach has been used in recent work on
active nematics by directly controlling spatiotemporally dy-
namic activity fields α(r, t), viewed as a downstream outcome
of unresolved biochemical circuits. Experimental advances in
spatiotemporal motor control using light fields provide an ad-
ditional and practical reason for studying activity fields as ex-
ternally controlled functions13–18. In simulations, optimal ac-
tivity field trajectories α(r, t) can be derived using knowledge
of the nematohydrodynamic equations of motion to guide ne-
matic and polar defects along desired paths19–21. Other tech-
niques allow targeted modulation of nematic channel flow and
design of localized "topological tweezers" for precise defect
manipulation22–24.

A key challenge in implementing the above mentioned con-
trol methods is their reliance on accurate system models and
parameterization. Here, we explore controlling active nemat-
ics through a model-free machine learning technique called
reinforcement learning (RL)25,26. This approach allows a pro-
gram to develop a closed-loop control policy for a dynami-
cal system purely through trial and error, without relying on
precise model specifications. To our knowledge RL has not
yet been applied to control active nematics, although previ-
ous studies have used it to control other active matter systems
such as active flockers, active crystallization, and branched
actin networks27–29. These studies focus on design tasks that
aim to achieve a specific static property of the system, such
as target net flocking motion or average crystal size. In con-
trast, we study control tasks that guide active nematic defects
to follow prescribed virtual interactions with one another (see
Figure 1)30,31. Our goal is to learn activity field protocols that
can effectively override the natural defect dynamics (such as
passive Coulomb-like attraction) to impose a user-specified
interaction law, a more general design objective termed ‘cy-
berphysics’ in Ref. 26. Additionally, we constrain the pro-
gram to learn imperfect, yet efficient, protocols by only al-
lowing it to view a coarse projection of the full nematic field
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configuration for its feedback control. This approach suggests
that techniques for controlling cytoskeletal materials can be
effective using simple and approximate feedback loops, which
has implications for refining experimental control over active
nematics using light-controlled motors. Relatedly, in previous
work we demonstrated that dynamic activity fields can be iter-
atively constructed without RL and without knowledge of the
active nematic dynamics using physically motivated yet im-
perfect local feedback rules32. The sufficiency of these imper-
fect feedback control techniques can provide insights into the
components necessary for mechanochemical feedback loops
to regulate cytoskeletal machinery in cells.

FIG. 1. Schematic overview of the closed-loop control over active
nematic defect dynamics enabled by a trained RL policy. One step
of the feedback loop is depicted (see Figure 3).

II. METHODS

Here we describe how we formulate and solve the RL task
for imposing customized interaction laws between active ne-
matic defects. In the Appendix we outline the overdamped
active nematohydrodynamic equations of motion we simulate.
In Section II A we describe the geometry and interaction laws
governing active nematic defects. We then define the states,
actions, rewards, and experiment structure which comprise
our RL setting in Section II B. In Section II C we describe the
specific RL algorithm we use to optimize the policy.

A. Defect geometry and interactions

We consider throughout a pair of ±1/2 defects in a peri-
odic 2D domain. The defect positions are labeled p± and we
define the separation vector rsep = p+−p− (see Figure 2). As
described for example in Ref. 23, each defect has an orienta-
tion in addition to its position. The +1/2 defect orientation is
described by a vector ê = (cos(φ+),sin(φ+)) given by

ê =
∇ ·Q(r, t)
|∇ ·Q(r, t)|

(1)

FIG. 2. Illustration of the geometric quantities used to define the po-
sitions and orientations of a pair of±1/2 nematic defects in a general
configuration. Two activity fields are also shown in the vicinity of the
defects. The vectors r± point from the defect locations to the center
of their nearby activity fields, while rsep points from the −1/2 de-
fect to the +1/2 defect. The target separation r∗sep is denoted with an
asterisk. The angles φ± describe the orientation of the defects with
respect to the horizontal axis.

where Q is the symmetric and traceless nematic order param-
eter, and the expression is evaluated in the limit approaching
the center of the defect core. The orientation of the −1/2 de-
fect has a three-fold symmetry and cannot be represented by a
vectorial quantity. Instead, it is represented by the rank-three
tensor

Θi jk =

〈
∂iQ jk +∂ jQik +∂kQi j

〉
3
∣∣〈∂kQi j

〉∣∣ (2)

where the brackets denote an angular average around the de-
fect core. This quantity can also be expressed in terms of triple
outer products of a vector t̂ = (sin(φ−),cos(φ−)), as

Θi jk = t̂it̂ j t̂k−
1
4
(
δi j t̂k +δk j t̂i +δikt̂ j

)
(3)

where δi j is the Kronecker delta. As required, Θi jk is invariant
under φ−+ n2π/3 for any integer n. In simulation we com-
pute the nematic positions and orientations following methods
described in Ref. 33.

Although defects in an active nematic fluid evolve un-
der complex hydrodynamics (see Equations 10 and 11 be-
low), theoretical work has shown that their motion can be
approximated using simpler one and two-body dynamical
equations23,34. The positions p± and orientations φ± approx-
imately obey differential equations which are coupled to each
other through elastic interactions, and they are also coupled to
the local activity profile α(r) and its gradients. These equa-
tions are derived from the hydrodynamic Stokes flow of the
active nematic fluid and involve numerical prefactors such as
the effective defect size, friction coefficient, elasticity con-
stant, shear viscosity, and others. These effective dynami-
cal equations enable the design of precise “activity tweezers”
that manipulate defect dynamics, but this technique is com-
plicated by the difficulty of estimating the model parameters
involved23,35. Here, we simply use the fact that defect po-
sitions and orientations couple in some way to activity gra-
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dients to find tweezer-like activity protocols purely through
exploration (i.e., RL). This approach is thus agnostic to the
underlying model parameters and dynamics.

FIG. 3. Schematic illustration of the structure of an experiment,
episode, and step as used in our RL training program.

B. States, actions, rewards, and experiment structure

A RL algorithm produces a so-called policy πθ(S) which
is a function that maps from a state S into an action A. Train-
ing occurs through many trial-and-error examples in which the
policy is incrementally improved via updates to its parameters
θ, in the sense that the actions which it learns to choose pro-
duce future states that optimize a user-defined reward func-
tion. We demonstrate RL-based control over active nematic
defect dynamics through several tasks in this paper, each cor-
responding to a different choice of states, actions, and reward
function. We describe each choice as we discuss the tasks
below.

For every task we run several experiments using differ-
ent task parameters or different seeds for the pseudo-random
number generator, and the outcome of each experiment is a
trained policy function πθ(S). An experiment is divided into
episodes, each of which begins by resetting the active nematic
field using some distribution of initial conditions (Figure 3).
Every episode consists of fixed number Nsteps of steps, al-
though an episode may terminate before this number of steps
if the number of defects changes through annihilation or cre-
ation. At every step, the RL agent views the state S and
chooses a new action A, corresponding to a given configura-
tion of the activity field α(r), which is applied for the duration
of the step. A step consists of Ndt iterations of the numerical
integrator. The fixed time interval which elapses during one
step is thus Ndtdt where dt is the time resolution of the inte-
grator; in simulation units we have dt = 1. The experiment
ends when a number Neps of episodes is reached or when the
wall time of the program exceeds a specified value. Through-
out this paper we set Ndt = 50, Nsteps = 75, and we run ex-
periments for 3 hours, corresponding to roughly Neps = 150
episodes per experiment.

C. Reinforcement learning algorithm

To train the RL policy πθ(S) we use a variant of the actor-
critic algorithm25 called deep deterministic policy gradient
(DDPG)36,37, which is suited for continuous actions in de-
terministic environments. Four neural networks are used in
this approach: two copies of an actor network with parame-
ters θ and θ′, which implement the policy function, and two
copies of a critic network with parameters w and w′, which
estimate the value function Qw(S,A), i.e., the expected cumu-
lative future reward of choosing action A in state S. The main
networks, µθ(A) and Qw(S,A), are updated during training
and used to select actions and train the actor, while the tar-
get networks track the parameters of the main networks with
slow updates to provide stable function estimates for training
the critic. Specifically, the target network parameters are up-
dated as θ′ ← ρθ′+(1−ρ)θ and w′ ← ρw′+(1−ρ)w for
ρ ≲ 1. This use of target networks improves stability and con-
vergence of learning37.

The main actor and critic networks are updated us-
ing stochastic gradient descent (SGD) with mini-batches of
Nbatch = 32 samples from a replay buffer, which stores tuples
(S(s),A(s),R(s),T (s)) (state, action, reward, and termination
flag) collected at every step s. For each experiment, an initial
random policy is used for 10Nbatch steps to populate the replay
buffer, after which the main actor network µθ(A) is used for
action selection, with SGD updates performed every 5 steps.
How the mini-batches are used to update the network param-
eters is described in Refs. 36,37. All neural networks have 2
hidden layers with 32 neurons each, and they are trained us-
ing the ADAM optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001 and a
weight norm clip of 1.0. The discount factor is γ = 0.99 (see
Refs. 36,37 for a definition) and the weight transfer factor is
ρ = 0.995.

The actions are chosen as A = πθ(S) + ε , where ε ∼
N (0,0.05) is a small Gaussian noise added to the policy out-
put to encourage exploration of the available actions. The re-
sulting action A is then clipped to the range [−1,1]. State
values provided as inputs to the network are normalized to
lie approximately within the same range. For each task, the
action values are linearly mapped from this range to the cor-
responding scaled parameters of the activity field α(r, t).

To numerically integrate the active nematic hydrodynam-
ics, Equation 10, we use a custom Julia implementation of
Heun’s finite difference method. The implementation has pre-
viously been described and validated in Refs. 38–40. We note
that for our parameterization of the nematic system the unit of
length is equal to the equilibrium nematic persistence length
(see Appendix)41. To train the RL policy, we combine this
numerical solver with an implementation of the DDPG algo-
rithm provided by the ReinforcementLearning.jl package42.

III. RESULTS

To demonstrate the feasibility of using RL to control ac-
tive nematic defect interactions through spatiotemporal activ-
ity fields, we show here several test cases of varying difficulty.
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FIG. 4. Results for task 1. A) Schematic illustration of the task, in which a nearly uniform disk of activity is applied to the center of the +1/2
defect. The amplitude of the activity is controlled as an action, and its radial profile for different amplitudes is shown on the right. The dashed
green line denotes the position of the +1/2 defect in the activity field at the start of each step. The goal is to reach a target horizontal separation
l0. B) Trajectories of the activity amplitude (top) and resulting horizontal separation rsep (bottom) with a trained RL policy. The dashed line
represents l0 = 55 for this task. C) Snapshots of the active nematic field at the end of three different steps for the episode in panel B. The black
lines represent the nematic orientation, which are subsbampled so that one line is drawn for every 16 lattice sites. Color denotes the amplitude
of the activity. The−1/2 defect and its orientation are depicted as a white dot and lines, and the +1/2 defect and its orientation are depicted as
black dot and a line. The black dashed line represents the target separation l0 = 55. The 100×100 simulation domain is cropped to 100×50 to
ease visibility. D) Two trajectories of rsep with a trained RL policy for five values of l0, shown as different colors. The values of l0 are shown
as dashed lines. E) Fitted values of lfit

0 , plotted against the target value of l0. Small standard deviations are shown as shaded areas.

A. Translating a +1/2 defect

The first task we consider is effectively one-dimensional, in
which we nucleate a pair of defects that are vertically aligned
in the 100× 100 periodic domain and horizontally separated
by a random offset linit selected uniformly from the range
[37.5,62.5]. The goal is to move the defects so that they are
horizontally separated by an amount l0 (Figure 4A). As a first
demonstration, in this task we are not imposing a virtual dy-
namics but instead imposing a static property that the defects
should exhibit. To do this we apply a disk of nearly uniform
activity centered on the +1/2 defect, and we leverage the fact
that such a defect propels with a velocity vector parallel to its
orientation vector and approximately proportional to the local
activity: ṗ+ ∼−α ê23,34,43.

The state used in the RL algorithm at step s is
S(s) = (rsep(s)− l0)/50 (where 50 is a rough scale factor),
and the action is the amplitude α0 of the activity profile scaled
to the range [−5,5]. The shape of the activity profile is an
azimuthally symmetric function centered on p+ whose radial
dependence is

α(r;α0,c,m) =
α0

2

(
1− tanh

(
r− c

m

))
, (4)

where, for this task, c = 5 is a cutoff parameter and m = 1
the width of the logistic profile. The reward for this task is
computed at step s as R(s) =−|rsep(s+1)− l0|.

For a trained policy in which l0 = 55, we observe a typical
episode as in Figures 4B and C. The policy applies a strong
negative activity field to the +1/2 defect to cause it to propel
away from the −1/2 defect. Upon reaching the desired sep-
aration of 55 lattice units the applied activity then weakens
in magnitude and, in a feedback control-like manner, nudges
the +1/2 defect further backward whenever the −1/2 defect
moves toward it due to the attractive elastic interaction be-
tween them. This maintains the separation at rsep = 55 for the
remainder of the episode.

We trained RL policies for a range of values of l0 and ob-
served that in each case the algorithm converged to a policy
in which the target separation was reached by the end of each
episode (Figure 4D). We fit the learned lfit

0 by taking the av-
erage of rsep over the last 25 steps of each episode, over the
last 40 episodes of each experiments, and over 10 experiments
using different random initial seeds. The learned lfit

0 matches
the target l0 (Figure 4E) in each case. Thus, RL can learn how
to adjust the activity amplitude as a function of defect posi-
tion to reach a target separation, for a simple physical set-up
in which the defects are aligned and move primarily due to the
activity-induced propulsion of the +1/2 defect.
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FIG. 5. Results for task 2. A) Schematic illustration of the task, in which an inhomogeneous activity is field applied near the −1/2 defect.
The position of the activity field and its amplitude are controlled as actions, and its radial profile for different amplitudes is shown on the right.
The goal is for rsep to obey the dynamics of an overdamped spring with rest length l0 = 50 and varying stiffness k0. B) Top: Trajectories of
the activity amplitude (black) and horizontal distance from the −1/2 defect (red) for a trained RL policy. Bottom: The resulting horizontal
separation rsep trajectory. The thick dashed line on the bottom represents l0 = 50, the target stiffness is k0 = 0.0015, and and the thin dashed
line denotes an exponential fit with kfit

0 = 0.00124. C) Snapshots of the active nematic field at the end of three different steps for the episode
in panel B. See Figure 4 for a description. The black dashed line represents the target separation l0 = 50. D) Top: A set of 20 trajectories
of rsep with a trained RL policy for k0 = 0.001, with exponential fits shown as dashed lines. Bottom: Same as top, but with k0 = 0.004. E)
Fitted values kfit

0 plotted against the target value of k0. Standard deviations are shown as shaded areas. For this plot we exclude episodes which
randomly start within 2 of rsep = 50 to focus on trajectories in which rsep changes appreciably during the episode.

B. Translating a −1/2 defect

We next consider a more complicated task, in which the
horizontal defect separation rsep should not just maintain a
user-defined static value but should evolve under a user-
defined dynamics. We specify an overdamped spring dynam-
ics, in which

ṙ∗sep =−k0(rsep− l0) (5)

where the asterisk denotes that this is the target dynamics of
rsep. For step of duration ∆t = Ndtdt (cf. Figure 3), we use the
finite-difference approximation to the change in rsep from the
target dynamics at step s,

r∗sep(s+1) = rsep(s)−∆tk0(rsep(s)− l0), (6)

to form the reward function at this step

R(s) =−|r∗sep(s+1)− rsep(s+1)| (7)

where rsep(s+1) is the actual separation obtained by evolving
the dynamics under the activity field chosen at step s. As the
RL program learns to better mimic the prescribed dynamics
the reward approaches 0 from below. The state observed by

the program and the episode initialization procedure are the
same as in the previous task.

We train the RL program to achieve these target dynamics
by leveraging a recently demonstrated modality of defect mo-
tion under activity gradients, rather than the modality of +1/2
defect propulsion under constant activity used in the previous
task23. −1/2 defects have been shown to couple to second-
order and higher gradients in α(r), and, using this fact, we
parameterize the activity field in the vicinity of the −1/2 de-
fect as α(r;α0,1,5) in Equation 4, which has non-zero gra-
dients of all orders. We allow the RL program to adjust the
amplitude α0 of the activity field (in the range [0,12]) and the
offset r− between the −1/2 defect and the center of the activ-
ity field (in the range [−10,10]); see Figures 2 and 5A.

We fix l0 = 50 in Equation 5 throughout and vary k0, the
overdamped spring constant. For a trained policy in which
k0 = 0.0015 we observe typical trajectories as in Figures 5B
and C. The policy simultaneously adjusts the amplitude and
offset of the activity profile relative to the −1/2 defect so
that the defect separation rsep gradually approaches the “rest
length” of l0 = 50, in an exponential decay determined by the
stiffness k0. We fit an exponential curve to this decay and ob-
tain kfit

0 = 0.00124, in decent agreement with the target value.
Viewing several episodes for policies trained on k0 = 0.001
and k0 = 0.004, it is apparent that the target stiffness indeed
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FIG. 6. Results for task 3. A) Schematic illustration of the task, in which an inhomogeneous activity is field applied near the +1/2 defect. The
negative angle φα is indicated. This angle is controlled as an action, and the activity field’s radial profile is shown on the right. The dashed
green line denotes the position of the +1/2 defect in the activity field at the start of each step. The goal is for sin(φ+) to obey the dynamics
of an overdamped spring with rest value 0 and varying stiffness kθ . B) Top: Trajectory of the angular position φα of the activity field for a
trained RL policy. Bottom: The resulting trajectory for orientation of the +1/2 defect sin(φ+). The thick dashed line on the bottom represents
sin(φ+) = 0, the target stiffness is kθ = 0.0007, and and the thin dashed line denotes an exponential fit with kfit

θ
= 0.00067. C) Snapshots of

the active nematic field at the end of three different steps for the episode in panel B. See Figure 4 for a description. The black dashed wedge
represents the current orientation sin(φ+) which approaches the target value of 0. D) Top: A set of 20 trajectories of rsep with a trained RL
policy for kθ = 0.00025, with exponential fits shown as dashed lines. Bottom: Same as top, but with kθ = 0.0008. E) Fitted values kfit

θ
plotted

against the target value of kθ . For this plot we exclude episodes which randomly start within 0.05 of sin(φ+) = 0 to focus on trajectories in
which sin(φ+) changes appreciably during the episode.

manifests as a different rate of approach of rsep toward l0 (Fig-
ure 5D).

We consider a range of k0 values and average kfit
0 over the

last 40 episodes of each experiment and over 10 experiments
using different random initial seeds, with results shown in Fig-
ure 5E. We observe good agreement between k0 and kfit

0 , albeit
with deviations at high values of k0. At these values the pol-
icy has difficulty pulling the defects faster than the nematic
material timescales allow. Despite these limitations, the gen-
erally good agreement between k0 and kfit

0 indicates that the
RL program can utilize a range of physical effects (including
coupling to gradients of activity) to pull defects, and they can
mimic target dynamics rather than just target static configura-
tions.

C. Rotating a +1/2 defect

Finally, we consider the task reorienting the +1/2 defect
by coupling its orientation vector to gradients in the activity
field. Describing the defect’s orientation by ζ+ ≡ sin(φ+), we
specify the dynamical law

ζ̇
∗
+ =−kθ ζ+, (8)

corresponding to a overdamped spring with rest length 0 act-
ing on the variable ζ+. We use sin(φ+) instead of φ+ to handle
the discontinuity at φ+ = 0 and φ+ = 2π . As in the previous
task we use the finite-difference approximation for ζ ∗+(s+ 1)
to compute the reward R(s) = −|ζ ∗+(s+1)−ζ+(s+1)|. The
state observed by the RL program is S(s) = ζ+(s), and its ac-
tion is the angle φα , depicted in Figures 2 and 6A, between ê
and the center of the activity profile α(r;−7.5,5,1) which is
centered r+ = 5 lattice units away from the defect. We draw
initial conditions by taking a pair of defects vertically aligned
and horizontally separated by 50 lattice points, and then rotat-
ing the nematic director everywhere by a random angle chosen
uniformly from the range [−0.4,0.4] rads.

We vary the stiffness kθ in Equation 8 over a range of val-
ues. For a typical trained policy in which kθ = 0.0007 we ob-
serve trajectories as in Figures 6B and C. The policy fluctuates
the angle φα around a mean value to cause the +1/2 defect to
rotate at a desired exponential rate toward φ+ = ζ+ = 0. We
fit an exponential curve to this decay, obtaining kfit

θ
= 0.0067.

In Figure 6D we show several episodes for kθ = 0.00025 and
kθ = 0.0007, indicating a clear difference in the learned de-
cay rate of ζ+ toward 0. Fitting kfit

θ
for the last 40 episodes of

each experiment and over 10 experiments with different ran-
dom initial seeds, we observe good agreement with the target
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value of kθ (Figure 6E). This indicates that RL can mimic dy-
namical laws governing both the positional and orientational
dynamics of active nematics.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have explored a computational strategy for guiding
the dynamics of active nematic defects using spatiotempo-
ral activity fields α(r, t) through closed-loop control policies
learned by RL. We demonstrated a proof of principle by em-
ploying RL to control active nematic defect dynamics in sev-
eral simple examples, leaving more complex tasks for future
work. RL offers a model-free approach for learning feedback
control policies, which implement a desired dynamical inter-
action law, via trial-and-error exploration of the action and
reward space. This approach presents a practically viable al-
ternative to optimal control methods19,21 or human-designed
techniques23, which require accurate model specification. Ad-
ditionally, recent work suggests that RL can offer qualitative
advantages over optimal control by learning to optimize more
effective reward functions44. Future research could directly
compare RL and optimal control in terms of the robustness of
their policies for controlling active nematics.

The scientific merit of demonstrating control over active ne-
matics via RL is at least two-fold. First, as mentioned earlier,
RL offers a practical method for engineering soft active mat-
ter systems with minimal reliance on accurate model specifi-
cation, although it does present several technical challenges.
When deploying RL to control a new system, careful atten-
tion must be given to parameterizing the control fields and
designing the reward functions in a way that allows the al-
gorithm to efficiently learn to solve the abstract optimization
problem. Like other machine learning applications, this pro-
cess also involves fine-tuning various hyperparameters such
as learning rates, neural network architectures, etc. Addition-
ally, reliable state observations are important (although there
exist stochastic variants of RL using uncertain state measure-
ments), and accurately measuring nematic field configurations
in experiments requires considerable technical attention45,46.
Despite these challenges, RL has a proven track record of
solving highly complex problems, often surpassing human
capabilities47,48, making its application to controlling active
matter systems quite promising.

Second, the ability of RL programs to successfully manip-
ulate the dynamics of active nematic defects using very low-
dimensional state and action spaces suggests that an effective
low-dimensional description is sufficiently accurate to capture
the defects’ dynamics. This finding supports the theoretical
arguments presented in Refs. 34 and 23. Moreover, in our
previous work, we demonstrated that imperfect, spatiotempo-
rally local feedback signals are sufficient for learning open-
loop control policies to guide a range of non-equilibrium dy-
namical systems32. The adequacy of these imperfect feedback
protocols, which rely only on coarse projections of the entire
nematic field, makes biologically-implemented control over
defects more plausible5.
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APPENDIX: ACTIVE NEMATIC EQUATIONS OF MOTION

Active nematic fluids are described by an order parameter
Q, which is a symmetric and traceless tensor:

Q = q
(

n̂n̂− 1
d

I
)
, (9)

where n̂ is a unit director, q measures the degree of polar-
ization, d is the dimensionality, and I is the identity tensor.
Our treatment follows the experimentally-motivated model in
Refs. 16,40,49, which uses d = 3 but projects the field onto
a 2D plane to which the nematic is spatially confined, while
allowing it to rotate out of this plane. We note that this differs
slightly from the strictly 2D treatment used in several theoret-
ical works such as Refs. 23,34.

The tensor Q couples to a flow field v and spontaneously
seeks to minimize its local free energy. We consider the over-
damped limit and the limit of high substrate friction (as in
Refs. 23,32), yielding the following equations of motion:

∂tQi j = Si j(v)+ΓHHi j, (10)

vi = γ
−1
v ∂k

(
σ

a
ik(Q)+σ

E
ik (Q)

)
. (11)

Here, Hi j is the symmetric and traceless part of − δF
δQi j

where F is the free energy functional (see below), Si j is a flow-
coupling term, and γv is a coefficient of friction. In this over-
damped limit, v is an instantaneous function of Q, so Equa-
tion (10) is closed in Q. This simplification allows for compu-
tational efficiency which is advantageous in training RL pro-
grams. The active stress tensor is given by50,51

σ
a
i j =−αQi j, (12)

and the Ericksen stress tensor is given by52

σ
E
i j = f δi j−ξ Hik

(
Qk j +

1
3

δk j

)
−ξ

(
Qik +

1
3

δik

)
Hk j

+2ξ

(
Qi j +

1
3

δi j

)
HklQkl−∂ jQkl

δF
δ∂iQkl

+QikHk j−HikQk j. (13)
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The Landau-de Gennes free energy is:

F =
∫

dr f (r), (14)

where

f =
A0

2

(
1−U

3

)
Tr

(
Q2)− A0U

3
Tr

(
Q3)

+
A0U

4
(
Tr

(
Q2))2

+
L
2
(∂kQlm)

2 . (15)

The flow coupling term is

Si j(v) =− vk∂kQi j +ΦikQ+
k j +Q+

ikΦk j−2ξ Q+
i j (Qkl∂kvl) ,

where

Q+
i j = Qi j +

1
3

δi j, (16)

Ψi j =
1
2
(∂iv j +∂ jvi) , (17)

Ωi j =
1
2
(∂iv j−∂ jvi) , (18)

and

Φi j = ξ Ψi j−Ωi j. (19)

In these equations, ξ , A0, U , ΓH , L, γv are parameters whose
meanings are described in Refs. 16,40,49, to which we refer
for additional details on this model. Throughout the paper we
use ξ = 0.7, A0 = 0.1, U = 3.5, ΓH = 1.5, L= 0.1, and γv = 10
(all in simulation units). For these choices the equilibrium
nematic persistence length

√
L/A0 is the same as one length

unit41.
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