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We show that heterogeneity in self-propulsion speed leads to the emergence of effective short-

range repulsion among active particles coupled via strong attractive potentials. Taking the example

of two harmonically coupled active Brownian particles, we analytically compute the stationary distri-

bution of the distance between them in the strong coupling regime, i.e., where the coupling strength

is much larger than the rotational diffusivity of the particles. The effective repulsion in this regime

is manifest in the emergence of a minimum distance between the particles, proportional to the dif-

ference in their self-propulsion speeds. Physically, this distance of the closest approach is associated

to the orientations of the particles being parallel to each other. We show that the physical scenario

remains qualitatively similar for any long-range coupling potential, which is attractive everywhere.

Moreover, we show that, for a collection of N particles interacting via pairwise attractive potentials,

a short-range repulsion emerges for each pair of particles with different self-propulsion speeds. Fi-

nally, we show that our results are robust and hold irrespective of the specific active dynamics of the

particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Active self-propelled particles perform persistent motion by consuming energy at an individual level

from their environment [1–7]. Examples of such active motion are abundant in nature ranging from bacterial

motility [8] to movement of birds or fish [9–13]. Artificially designed active agents like Janus particles also

exhibit similar motion [14, 15]. The inherently nonequilibrium nature of active particle motion makes

their collective properties far richer than their equilibrium counterparts. Perhaps the most surprising is the

propensity of these particles to form clusters in the absence of any attractive force, leading to a range of

unusual phenomena including motility-induced phase separation [16–19], collective motion [20–22], and

formation of ordered structure [23–25].

Theoretical efforts to uncover the origin of the unusual emergent behaviour in active matter often relies

on investigating simple model systems comprising few particles. A first step is to explore the effective

interaction between two active particles coupled via some simple potential. The stationary fluctuation of

the separation r between a pair of passive particles coupled by a sufficiently attractive potential V (r) is

governed by the equilibrium distribution P(r) ∼ e−βV (r). For active particles, however, no such general

form exists, and the effective interaction potential, in general, differs from the underlying interaction [26].
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FIG. 1. Multi-particle system (N = 6) interacting via a pair-wise quartic potential [see Eq. (19)]: (a) Plot of joint prob-

ability distribution P(x13,y13) obtained from numerical simulations. (b) Effective pair-wise potential V i j
eff(r) extracted

from P(ri j). Here we have used vi = 3i−2, κ = 4 and D = 0.02.

It has recently been shown that an effective attractive interaction emerges between two active particles

even in the presence of hardcore repulsion [27–30]. A similar attractive interaction emerges also for two

particles coupled via long-range attractive potentials [31]. In fact, the presence of persistence may tune an

underlying repulsive recoil interaction into an effective attractive one [32, 33]. Recent studies of pairwise

gap statistics in many particle systems indicate that similar attractive interactions also emerge for many

particle systems [34]. Such emergent attractive interactions are thought to be the driving element behind

most of the unusual collective behaviour of active particles.

In this work, we show that the effective interaction between active particles need not always be attractive.

In fact, we propose a generic mechanism to generate an effective pairwise repulsive interaction among active

particles that are coupled attractively. It turns out that, the crucial element to generate such a repulsion is the

presence of diversity in the self-propulsion speed. Using a simple model, we also analytically characterize

this repulsive interaction, which, to the best of our knowledge, has not been observed before.

II. MODEL AND RESULT

We consider a collection of N overdamped active Brownian particles (ABP) [35–37] moving in two-

dimensions. In the absence of any interaction or external force, each particle self-propels along its internal
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orientation, which itself evolves stochastically. The set-up comprises particles interacting pairwise via

some attractive potential V (r), which depends only on the radial distance r between the two particles.

The potential is assumed to be long-ranged and attractive everywhere such that the corresponding force

f(r) = −∇V (r) diverges for r → ∞. The Langevin equations governing the time-evolution of the position

ṙi = (xi,yi) of the i-th particle is given by,

ṙi =−∑
N
j ̸=i∇iV (|ri −r j|)+ vin̂i, (1)

where, vi denotes the self-propulsion speed of the i-th particle, and n̂i = (cosθi,sinθi) indicates its internal

orientation. The orientation of each particle evolves via a rotational Brownian motion, θ̇i(t) =
√

2Di ηi(t),

where {ηi(t)} denote independent white noises with correlation ⟨ηi(t)η j(t ′)⟩= δi jδ (t − t ′) and Di denotes

the rotational diffusion coefficient of the i-th particle.

We find that, surprisingly, in the strong coupling regime, i.e., when coupling strength is significantly

higher than the rotational diffusivity of the particles, an effective short-range repulsion emerges between

each pair of particles when their self-propulsion speeds are not equal. This short-range repulsion is manifest

in the emergence of a minimum distance between each pair of particles. This is illustrated in Fig. 1(a) for

a set of particles with pairwise quartic coupling. An exact expression for the distribution of the pairwise

distance ri j = |ri−r j| is derived for the scenario where the particles are coupled to each other harmonically,

i.e., V (r) = kr2/2. We show that, in this case, the distance ri j remains bounded in the region,

Rmin
i j ≡

|vi − v j|
Nk

≤ ri j ≤ Rmax
i j ≡

(vi + v j)

Nk
, (2)

with the distribution satisfying the scaling form,

P(ri j) =
1

Rmax
i j

Ri j

(
ri j

Rmax
i j

)
. (3)

The scaling function is different for each pair of particles,

Ri j(u) =
2u

π

√
(1−u2)(u2 − ℓ2

i j)
, (4)

which depends on the ratio ℓi j = Rmin
i j /Rmax

i j .

The corresponding marginal distribution for the x-component of the distance is also computed exactly,

and can be expressed in a scaling form,

P(xi j) =
1

Rmax
i j

Fi j

(
xi j

Rmax
i j

)
, (5)
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with the scaling function,

Fi j(u) =



2i

π2
√
ℓ2

i j −u2

[
K
(

1−u2

ℓ2
i j −u2

)

−

√
ℓ2

i j −u2

1−u2 K
(
ℓ2

i j −u2

1−u2

)]
for |u|< ℓi j,

2

π2
√

u2 − ℓ2
i j

K

[
1−u2

ℓ2
i j −u2

]
for ℓi j < |u|< 1,

(6)

where K(u) denotes the complete Elliptic integral of the first kind [38]. This marginal distribution is bimodal

in shape, with a minimum at xi j = 0 and two peaks at xi j = ±Rmin
i j , which is a signature of the emergent

repulsion [see Fig 2]. Equations (3)- (6) are one of the central results of this work.

This phenomenon can also be generalized for non-linear coupling. In fact, it turns out that, the distance

between two strongly active particles coupled by a generic potential V (r), which is attractive everywhere,

must be bounded within the region Rmin and Rmax that satisfies the following relation,

f (Rmin) =
|v1 − v2|

2
and f (Rmax) =

v1 + v2

2
. (7)

Here f (r) denotes the norm of the force acting between the pair of active particles. Similar behaviour is

observed for N > 2 particles coupled with anharmonic potential, although analytical results are hard to

obtain. Figure 1(b) shows a plot of the effective potential extracted from numerical simulations.

The remarkable feature of an emergent short-range repulsion, for particles which are coupled by long-

range attractive potentials, is a phenomenon unique to the active particles, and is not achievable by their

passive counterparts. Moreover, these results remain qualitatively same irrespective of the specific nature

of the underlying active dynamics. In the following we provide the main computational steps leading to the

above results. We start with the case of N = 2 harmonically coupled active Brownian particles.

A. Binary system (N = 2)

To understand the behaviour of the two-particle system, it is convenient to rewrite Eq. (1) in terms of the

relative distance r = r1 −r2 and center of mass q = 1
2(r1 +r2),

ṙ =−2kr+ v1n̂1 − v2n̂2, and q̇ = v1n̂1 + v2n̂2. (8)

Clearly, the distance r(t) evolves via a Langevin equation Eq. (8) which describes the motion of a particle

in a harmonic potential of stiffness 2k, subject to a combination of stochastic noises. The presence of
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the harmonic trap and bounded nature of the noise ensure that the distance between the particles would

eventually reach a stationary state. On the other hand, the center of mass undergoes an unbounded motion.

In this work, we focus on the behaviour of the stationary state distribution of the distance between the two

particles, in the strongly active regime.

The formal solution of Eq. (8) reads,

r(t) =
∫ t

0
dse−2k(t−s)

[
v1n̂1(s)− v2n̂2(s)

]
. (9)

The orientation vectors n̂i =(cosθi,sinθi) evolve independently of r=(x,y), eventually reaching a uniform

steady state for θi ∈ [0,2π] for t ≫ D−1
i . On the other hand, the relaxation time-scale of distance r in the

harmonic trap is given by τk = 1/(2k). Thus, in the strongly active regime k ≫ (D1,D2), the distance vector

r relaxes much before the orientations n̂1, n̂2 have changed appreciably. This separation of time-scales

implies that, to the first approximation, the complete stationary distribution of r, in this strongly active

regime, can be obtained from the conditional distribution P(r|θ1,θ2) for fixed (θ1,θ2), averaging over

uniform distributions of {θi} in [0,2π],

P(r) =
∫ 2π

0

dθ1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ2

2π
P(r|θ1,θ2). (10)

It is evident from Eq. (9), for fixed (θ1,θ2), the distance vector r evolves deterministically, leading to,

P(r|θ1,θ2) = δ

(
r− 1

2k
[v1n̂1 − v2n̂2]

)
. (11)

Consequently, for fixed (θ1,θ2), the radial distance r = |r| between the two particles reaches a constant

value

r =
1
2k

|v1n̂1 − v2n̂2|. (12)

Clearly, r is minimum when θ1 − θ2 = 0, i.e., orientations of the particles are parallel and r is maximum

when θ1 −θ2 = π , i.e., the particles are orientated opposite to each other. Thus, for all possible values of

θ1,θ2, the relative distance remains bounded in the regime given by Eq. (2) with N = 2. The above equa-

tion implies that particles with different self-propulsion speeds (v1 ̸= v2) must be separated by a minimum

distance—the strongly active nature of the dynamics gives rise to a short-range repulsive interaction, despite

the strong attractive harmonic coupling.

Equations (10)-(11) allow us to compute the marginal distribution of the radial distance r = |r| exactly

[see Appendix A for the details]

P(r) =
2r

π
√
[(Rmax)2 − r2][r2 − (Rmin)2]

, (13)
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FIG. 2. Two harmonically coupled ABP: Probability distribution of (a) the radial distance and (b) the x-component of

separation r obtained from numerical simulations with v1 = 2, v2 = 4 and D1 = D2 = 0.01. The solid black line in (a)

corresponds to the scaling function Eq. (4) while the solid black line in (b) indicates the scaling function Eq. (6).

for Rmin < r < Rmax which is normalized as
∫

P(r)dr = 1. Note that, Eq. (13) is equivalent to Eqs. (3) and

(4) for N = 2. It should be emphasised that, in the strongly coupled regime, the stationary distributions are

independent of the active time-scale D−1
i . Figure 2(a) shows the theoretical prediction Eq. (13) along with

the radial distribution obtained from numerical simulations which validates our prediction.

The rotational symmetry of the problem allows us to obtain the full two-dimensional distribution P(x,y)

which is illustrated in Fig. 3(a). The empty circular region around the origin (r < Rmin) indicates the

dynamically inaccessible area of the phase space arising due to the repulsion.

The signature of this emergent repulsion is also visible in P(x), the marginal distribution of the

x−component of the distance vector r. This can also be computed analytically and is given by the scaling

form [see Appendix A for the details],

P(x) =
1

Rmax F12

( x
Rmax

)
, (14)

where the scaling function F12(u) is given in Eq. (6) with ℓ= Rmin/Rmax. This marginal distribution has a

double peaked structure with peaks at x =±Rmin, the emergent repulsion giving rise to a minimum at x = 0.

The distribution shows a logarithmic divergence near the peaks. Figure 2(b) illustrates the P(x) along with

the same obtained from numerical simulations which shows excellent agreement.

To understand the physical origin of this repulsion, let us first note that the bounds of the distribution

Rmax and Rmin correspond to the maximum and minimum of the turning points of the Langevin equation

Eq. (8) for all possible values of θ1,θ2. For r > Rmax, the net force is always negative, pulling the particles

closer. On the other hand, for r < Rmin the force is positive, pushing the particles apart. This push is
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FIG. 3. Colourbar plot showing Joint distribution P(x,y) for the harmonically coupled system with N = 2 for different

values of v1 and v2. The colour scale represents the value of probability P(x,y). (a) P(x,y) for v1 = 1 and v2 = 4, (b)

P(x,y) for v1 = 4 and v2 = 4. Other parameters are k = 5 and D = 0.01.

generated solely due to the difference in the self-propulsion speeds of the two particles. The presence of an

upper bound for the position distribution of an active particle in the presence of an external confinement is

quite common [39–42]. However, the effective repulsive interaction is a novel phenomenon, unique to the

active particle dynamics, emerging due to the diversity in the self-propulsion speeds.

In fact, for the special case, v1 = v2, Rmin = 0 and Eqs. (13) - (14) reduce to

P(r) =
2

π

√
v2

0/k2 − r2
for r ≤ v0

k
, (15)

P(x) =
2

π2|x|
K
(

1−
v2

0
k2x2

)
for |x|< v0/k. (16)

The above equations indicate that the excluded region disappears when both the particles self-propel with

the same speed; see Fig. 6 in the Appendix A. In fact, P(x) shows a logarithmic divergence near x = 0.

which indicates that when the self-propulsion speed of the particles are the same, the activity leads to an

increased probability of the particles being close to each other.

It is possible to extend part of the above analysis for more general, non-linear attractive interaction

potentials. In this case, the Langevin equation for distance vector becomes,

ṙ =−2f(r)+ v1n̂1 − v2n̂2, (17)
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where f(r) =−∇V (r). The center of mass, on the other hand, still evolves following the second equation

of Eq. (8). It is expected that, for sufficiently strong attractive force f(r), the distance between the particles

will reach a stationary state.

While it is not possible to solve Eq. (17) explicitly for arbitrary f(r), we can compute the bounds on r

from the turning points of the Eq. (17), in the strongly active regime,. As discussed before, in the strongly

active regime the active time-scale is much larger than the relaxation time-scale in the potential. Hence, one

can assume that the orientations do not change appreciably in the time r relaxes in the potential. For fixed

θi, r relaxes to the turning point of Eq. (17), given by the solution of the equation f(r∗) = (v1n̂1 −v2n̂2)/2.

This equation has a unique solution when | f | is a monotonic function of r, which is true for the attractive

potentials we are considering. Then, the support of the stationary distribution P(r) can be obtained by

considering the maximum and minimum of the turning point r∗ over all possible orientations (θ1,θ2), which

are given by Eq. (7) [see Appendix B for the details]. Hence, for v1 ̸= v2, there is always a minimum distance

between the particles, indicating the emergence of the repulsion. Similar to the harmonic case, the point

of nearest approach corresponds to the case θ1 −θ2 = 0. The corresponding stationary distribution of the

distance between particles P(r) as well as the marginal distribution P(x) depends on the specific form of the

potential.

It is important to emphasize that, although we have used the example of ABP so far, the results obtained

here are expected to hold for other active particle models such as Run-and-Tumble Particles [43, 44] or

direction reversing ABP [45, 46]. This is because, to show the existence of the minimum separation, we

have only used the fact that in the strong coupling regime, the orientation evolves much slower than the

position relaxation in the potential. Thus, the details of specific active dynamics do not play any role in this

regime.

B. Multi-particle system (N > 2)

It is intriguing to see whether this diversity-induced repulsion survives for a system with N > 2 particles.

First, we consider the scenario with harmonic interactions. In this case, ri j ≡ ri −r j evolves according to

the Langevin equation [see Eq. (1)],

ṙi j =−Nkri j + vini − v jn j. (18)

Since the self-propulsion directions {ni} are independent, for each pair, the above equation is equivalent

to Eq. (8) with a renormalized coupling constant k̃ = Nk/2. Then, it is straightforward to show that, in the
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FIG. 4. Probability distribution of the relative orientation ∆θi j for minimum and maximum separations between two

particles for a system of N = 6 particles coupled via (a) harmonic and (b) quartic potentials. The coupling strength

for harmonic potential is k = 2 and for quartic potential is κ = 4. The self-propulsion speed of the i-th particle is

vi = 2i−1 and the rotational diffusivity of all the particles are fixed at Di = 0.02.

strongly active regime k ≫ {Di}, the relative distance ri j between for each pair of particles (i, j), remains

bounded in the regime defined in Eq. (2). Evidently, the stationary distributions P(r) and P(x) can be

obtained from Eqs. (3)-(4) and Eqs. (5)-(6) respectively.

It should be emphasized that these distributions hold true for each pair of particles (i, j). Hence, for N

particles with distinct self-propulsion speeds, each particle will maintain a minimum distance from all other

particles, depending on their speed difference. Seen from the centre of mass of the particles, this amounts

to a finite region of the phase space being excluded.

The most interesting scenario is when N > 2 particles are coupled via pairwise non-linear force. In this

case, the Langevin equation for ri j also depends on rim for all possible values of m, and it is not possible to

obtain the turning points in a straightforward manner, even in the strong coupling limit. However, physically

one still expects a similar behaviour for any long-range attractive coupling. We illustrate this via numerical

simulations. Figure 1(a) shows a plot of the stationary distribution P(xi j,yi j) for a fixed pair (i = 1, j = 2)

for N = 6 particles interacting via the quartic potential

V (r) =
κ

4
r4. (19)

The emergent short-range repulsion is evident from the excluded circular region near the origin. It is also

instructive to see the behaviour of the relative distance of two pairs — Figure 5 shows the joint distribution

P(ri j,rim) and it is clear that the allowed region in the ri j − rim plane is bounded by the extreme allowed

values of ri j and rim.
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FIG. 5. Multi-particle system (N = 6) interacting via a pair-wise quartic potential [see Eq. (19)]: Plot of the joint

distribution P(r12,r13) obtained from numerical simulations. Here we have used vi = 3i−2, κ = 4 and D = 0.02. We

have measured the lower and upper bounds in r12 and r13 from numerical simulation. These bounds are shown using

the dashed lines.

It is also interesting to investigate the relative orientation for the multi-particle case. It is previously

discussed that for systems with N = 2 particles, the point of the nearest approach corresponds to the parallel

configuration or θ1 − θ2 = 0 irrespective of the coupling present between the particles. Figure 4 shows

the distribution of the relative orientation ∆θi j = θi − θ j between the particles (i, j). Fig. 4(a) shows the

orientation distribution for the harmonically coupled system which shows that the point of closest and

farthest approach corresponds to parallel and anti-parallel configuration respectively. Similar result is shown

in Fig. 4(b) for the system with attractive interaction potential Eq. (19).

III. CONCLUSION

We show that a novel short-repulsion emerges for attractively coupled active particles in the presence

of diversity in self-propulsion speeds. Numerical evidence provided in a recent work [47] suggests that

diversity in propulsion speed opposes cluster formation. Our study provides the first theoretical attempt

to explore the microscopic origin of such a phenomenon. Our findings are also consistent with the recent

observation that presence of attractive interaction hinders the formation of clusters in active systems [48, 49].

The emergence of short-range repulsion among coupled active particles gives rise to novel possibilities for

collective phenomena like structure formation which needs to be explored further.
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Appendix A: Computation of stationary separation distribution for harmonic coupling

In this section, we provide the detailed derivation leading to the stationary distribution P(r) and P(x)

quoted in Eqs. (3)- (6). We start with the radial distribution P(r) for N = 2 particle case. In the strong-

coupling regime, we have from Eq. (12), for fixed (θ1,θ2),

r =
1
2k

√
v2

1 + v2
2 −2v1v2 cos(θ1 −θ2). (A1)

Consequently, we have,

P(r|θ1,θ2) = δ

(
r− 1

2k

√
v2

1 + v2
2 −2v1v2 cos(θ1 −θ2)

)
. (A2)

To obtain P(r) we need to average over all possible values of θ1,θ2 drawn from independent uniform distri-

butions in [0,2π] [see Eq. (10)]. To this end, we first note that for two independent and identically distributed

uniform random variables θ1 and θ2, the variable s = cos(θ1 −θ2) has the probability distribution,

ρ(s) =
1

π
√

1− s2
, (A3)

which is supported over the region −1 ≤ s ≤ 1. Using the above equation in Eq. (10), we have,

P(r) =
∫ 1

−1

ds

π
√

1− s2
δ

(
r− 1

2k

√
v2

1 + v2
2 −2v1v2s

)
. (A4)

Evaluating the s-integral, we finally get,

P(r) =
4k2r

πv1v2

√
1− s∗2

. (A5)

where, s∗ = (4k2r2 − v2
1 − v2

2)/(2v1v2) denotes the point in the region [−1,1] where the argument of the

delta-function vanishes. The explicit form of P(r) is quoted in Eq. (13). For v1 = v2 = v0, s∗ = 2k2r2/v2
0

and the radial distribution reduces to Eq. (15).

Next, we compute the marginal distribution of the x-component of the separation vector r. In the strong-

coupling limit, for fixed (θ1,θ2), we have from Eq (9),

x = a1 cosθ1 −a2 cosθ2, where, ai =
vi

2k
. (A6)
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The conditional distribution P(x|θ1,θ2) is then given by,

P(x|θ1,θ2) = δ (x−a1 cosθ1 +a2 cosθ2). (A7)

The marginal probability distribution of x-component, thus, is given by,

P(x) =
∫

∞

−∞

dz1

∫
∞

−∞

dz2 δ (x−a1z1 +a2z2)ρ(z1)ρ(z2), (A8)

where zi = cosθi. It is straightforward to show that the distribution of zi is nothing but ρ(zi), given in

Eq. (A3). Using Eq. (A3) in Eq. (A8) and integrating over z2, we arrive at,

P(x) =
1

a1π2

∫ 1

−1
dz1

Θ(z1 −b1)√
1− z2

1

Θ(b2 − z1)√
(z1 −b1)(b2 − z1)

, (A9)

where Θ(z) is the Heaviside theta function. We have also defined b1 = (x−a2)/a1 and b2 = (x+a2)/a1 for

notational simplicity. The above integral can be evaluated exactly and leads to,

P(x) =



2i

π2
√
(Rmin)2 − x2

[
K
(
(Rmax)2 − x2

(Rmin)2 − x2

)
−

√
(Rmin)2 − x2

(Rmax)2 − x2 K
(
(Rmin)2 − x2

(Rmax)2 − x2

)]
for |x|< Rmax,

2

π2
√

x2 − (Rmin)2
K

[
(Rmax)2 − x2

(Rmin)2 − x2

]
for Rmin < |x|< Rmax,

(A10)

where K(u) denotes the complete Elliptic integral of the first kind [38]. This distribution shows a logarithmic

divergence near the peaks at x =±Rmin,

P(x)≃
− log |x−Rmin|+ log

[
(Rmax)2 − (Rmin)2

]√
(Rmax)2 − (Rmin)2

. (A11)

For the special case v1 = v2 = v0, we have Rmin = 0,Rmax = v0/k. The marginal distribution, in this case,

is given by,

P(x) =



2k
π2v0

∫ 1

2kx/v0−1

dz√
1− z2

√
(z− c1)(c2 − z)

for 0 < x ≤ v0
k ,

2k
π2v0

∫ 2kx/v0+1

−1

dz√
1− z2

√
(z− c1)(c2 − z)

for − v0
k ≤ x < 0,

(A12)
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FIG. 6. Scaled plot of (a) P(x) and (b) P(r) for the harmonically coupled two-particle case with v1 = v2. The black

solid lines in (a) and (b) correspond to Eq. (16) and Eq. (15), respectively. Here we have taken v1 = v2 = 2 and

D1 = D2 = 0.01.

where, c1 = (2kx− v0)/v0 and c2 = (2kx+ v0)/v0. After performing the integral we arrive at Eq. (16). The

distribution in Eq. (16) shows a logarithmic divergence near x = 0,

P(x)≃ 2k
π2v0

(
− logx+ log

4v0

k

)
. (A13)

The radial and x-marginal distributions for the v1 = v2 case are illustrated in Fig. 6.

Appendix B: Estimation of the minimum separation for anharmonic coupling

The equation of motion of the radial distance between two ABPs coupled to each other by a long-range

attractive force f(r) is given by

ṙ12 =−2f(r12)+ v1n̂1 − v2n̂2, (B1)

where n̂i = (cosθi,sinθi) indicates the internal orientation of the ABPs. In the strong coupling limit,

the distance vector r relaxes in the attractive potential much before the orientations n̂1, n̂2 have changed

appreciably. For any fixed (θ1,θ2), the radial distance eventually approaches the turning point r∗, which

satisfies,

f (r∗) =
1
2

√
[v2

1 + v2
2 −2v1v2 cos(θ1 −θ2)], (B2)

where f (r) = |f(r)|. Clearly, for monotonically increasing functions f (r), which we are considering,

Eq. (B2) implies Eq. (7) quoted in the main text. Especially, for the anharmonic potential (19), we have,

Rmin =

(
|v1 − v2|

2κ

) 1
3

, and Rmax =

(
v1 + v2

2κ

) 1
3

. (B3)
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