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Abstract

We study non-interacting run-and-tumble particles (RTPs) in one dimen-
sion driven by particle reservoirs at the boundaries. Analytical results for the
steady state and dynamics are obtained and new active features are observed.
In steady state, a Seebeck-like effect is identified. The spatial and internal de-
grees of freedom, combined together, possess a symmetry, using which we found
the eigenspectrum for large systems. The eigenvalues are arranged in two dis-
tinct bands. There is a crossover from system size-independent relaxation rate
to the diffusive relaxation as the system size is increased. The time-dependent
distribution is calculated and extended to the semi-infinite line. In the dy-
namics, a ‘Milne length’ emerges that depends non-trivially on diffusivity and
other parameters. Notably, the large time distribution retains a strong and
often dominant ‘active’ contribution in the bulk, implying that an effective
passive-like description is inadequate. We report the existence of a ‘kinetic
boundary layer’ both in the steady-state and time-dependent regime, which
is a consequence of thermal diffusion. In the absorbing boundary problem,
a novel universality is proposed when the particle is driven by short-ranged
colored noise.

The authors contributed equally to the project.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

20
28

7v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  2

8 
D

ec
 2

02
4



1 Introduction

Systems with self-propelled or active particles became a paradigm of non-equilibrium
processes. Active agents consume energy from environment and convert it into me-
chanical work to propel themselves. Constant energy consumption drives active
systems out of equilibrium [1, 2, 3]. There are numerous real life examples of active
systems across scales including bacterial colony, school of fish, flock of birds, janus
particles[4, 5], vibrated granular rods and beads [6, 7] and many more. Such sys-
tems exhibit a plethora of non-trivial collective phenomena, e.g. pattern formation,
motility-induced phase separation and clustering [2, 3, 8, 9, 10], giant number fluc-
tuations [11], casimir effect [12]. They reveal rich nonequilibrium properties even
at the single particle level: Examples include non-Boltzmann steady-state, accu-
mulation near boundary, shape transition in probability distribution in a trapping
potential, and so on [13, 14, 15, 16]. Active motion is modelled with a Langevin-
like equation with an ‘active noise’, which is typically coloured and violates the
fluctuation-response relation, leading to novel far from equilibrium behaviour. In
literature there are three broad classes of scalar active particle models depending
on the nature of the active noise: run-and-tumble particles (RTP), active Brownian
particles (ABP) and active-Ornstein-Uhlenbeck particles (AOUP).

Active particles show interesting behaviour in the presence of drives, thermal noise,
obstacles and different boundary conditions. For example, RTPs subject to spatially
periodic drive go through a transition from non-ergodic trapped states to moving
states [17]. In presence of shear forces in two dimension, underdamped ABPs develop
a boundary layer and flow reversal occurs near the wall [18]. Confining boundaries
are known to have strong effects on active systems, e.g. boundary accumulation
and boundary layer formation [13, 19], long-range effects and system size dependent
behaviour [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25], etc. Interestingly, the nature of the boundary layer
and the pressure exerted by the particles on an obstacle or a wall depends on the
shape of the wall [19] as well as on the inter-particle and particle-wall interaction
[20]. Thermal fluctuations, ubiquitous but usually neglected, can have nontrivial
effects on active motion e.g. formation of bound states [26], current modulation on
a ratchet [27], and phase separation [28, 29].

In the current work, we focus on boundary-driven processes. Systems connected to
particle or energy reservoirs have been studied for centuries, but there is a renewed
interest in boundary driven processes particularly in context to low dimensional
transport. The usual behaviour of such a system is modelled by Brownian particles
moving in a finite system connected to particle baths: The steady state density
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profile is given by a linear interpolation of the densities at the boundaries [30] while
the current depends linearly on the density gradient as given by the Fick’s law.
However in the presence of interaction, bulk drive, or more than one conserved
quantities etc. richer and often nonintuitive behaviour is observed. Simple models of
boundary driven interacting diffusive systems exhibit long ranged correlation [31, 32];
introduction of a bulk drive gives rise to complex phases [33, 34]. The transport
properties become anomalous and violate Fick’s law in one dimensional interacting
anharmonic chains [35, 36, 37]. Nonlinear bulk density profile and nongradient steady
state current emerges in simpler cases where the single particle dynamics is governed
by strongly correlated noise, for instance noninteracting Levy walk connected to
particle reservoirs [37, 38]. New effects induced by ‘active heat baths’ in the energy
transport and steady state properties of an otherwise passive system have also been
reported recently [39, 40]. However, active systems in presence of boundary reservoirs
are relatively less studied [41]. It is natural to ask what are the steady state, transport
properties, dynamical fluctuations and relaxation behaviour of different boundary
driven active processes and how do they differ across models and from their passive
counterpart.

In this paper, we study one-dimensional non-interacting RTPs in presence of ther-
mal noise with the system connected to particle reservoirs at both ends maintaining
fixed particle densities and magnetisation 1. The exact steady state and large time
distribution are analytically obtained. The results show the existence of a ‘kinetic
boundary layer’ characterised by exponentially decaying component(s) in the den-
sity profile near the boundaries. For zero boundary magnetisation, the steady state
current and density approximate a passive-like behaviour in the bulk while the effect
of activity, notable for large persistence, becomes prominent at the boundary layer.
The signature of activity however does appear in the bulk through a finite magneti-
sation. Remarkably, when the boundary magnetisations are nonzero, a Seebeck-like
effect is identified, with boundary magnetisations taking the role of temperatures
and density differences being analogous to voltage differences.

The boundary value problem for the time dependent solution is identical to the ab-
sorbing boundary problem, which endows the system with a ‘reflection symmetry’.
Using this, the eigenspectrum and complete time dependent solutions are obtained
analytically for large system-sizes. The eigenvalues of the time evolution operator is
arranged in two distinct bands separated by the tumble rate. For small systems the
relaxation rate is independent of the system-size L, which crosses over to diffusive

1Since the RTPs carry two internal states in 1-dimension, the magnetisation is the difference of
densities of the two species.
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relaxation when L becomes large. We observe that in each of the eigenstate the
‘active’ contribution appears as O(L−1) correction to the leading ‘passive-like’ term
for large L; but in the full solution both the active and passive contributions occur
at the same order, a result that goes over to the semi-infinite case. For higher per-
sistence, the late time distribution and related properties are in fact dominated by
the active contribution. Interestingly, the ‘Milne length’ that depends non-trivially
on the diffusivity and other dynamical parameters is present in the distribution. We
found rather non-intuitively that the Milne length has a significant presence in the
the steady state current. The kinetic boundary layer appears in the time dependent
solution as well, which is argued to be a consequence of thermal diffusion. We fur-
ther argue that in the semi-infinite limit this is related to a net imbalance of the two
species of particles in the system, which goes away as soon as the diffusivity van-
ishes. As a whole, the interplay of thermal noise and active motion causes important
ramifications in the dynamics.

It turns out that many of the features obtained for RTPs also appear in the un-
derdamped passive dynamics, athermal AOUP and ABP, and are possibly generic
to dynamics driven by coloured noise. In the absorbing boundary problem kinetic
boundary layer was noted earlier for the underdamped passive motion [42, 43, 44].
The large time density profile in that problem is in fact quantitatively similar to that
obtained for RTP. It prompts us to propose that the late time distribution away from
the absorbing wall is independent of the realisation of the coloured noise, provided
the noise correlation is short ranged.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the model system of a
boundary-driven run-and-tumble particles. The steady-state and the time dependent
solutions are presented in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. A universality in the late
time distribution is proposed in Section 5. We conclude in Section 6.

2 Model: boundary driven RTPs

We consider a run-and-tumble particle (RTP) moving in a finite one-dimensional
box of length L subject to a translational noise η(t). The box is connected to
particle reservoirs at the two ends. We assume that the microscopic details of the
interaction of the reservoir with the system at the boundary is not important except
that it provides a fixed boundary condition. The schematic of the system is shown
in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Schematic of the boundary driven active system. Each RTP moves on a
one-dimensional line bounded between x = 0 and L. The system is connected to
particle reservoirs at both the ends maintaining fixed particle densities P0 and P1

and the corresponding particle magnetisation Q0 and Q1 at x = 0, L respectively.

The equation of motion of the particle is,

ẋ = vσ(t) + η(t), (1)

where v is the self-propulsion speed, σ(t) is the intrinsic orientation (spin) character-
ized by a telegraphic noise that takes values ±1 and it flips between the two states
with rate ω, and η(t) is the Gaussian white noise with ⟨η(t)⟩ = 0, ⟨η(t)η(t′)⟩ =
2Dδ(t− t′), D being the diffusion constant.

The state of the particle at a time t is given by, |P (x, t)⟩ = (P+(x, t), P−(x, t))
T ,

where P+(x, t) and P−(x, t) are the probabilities to find a particle at x at time t with
instantaneous spin +1 and −1 respectively. P+ and P− satisfy the equations,

∂tP+ = D∂2xP+ − v∂xP+ − ωP+ + ωP−, (2a)

∂tP− = D∂2xP− + v∂xP− + ωP+ − ωP−, (2b)

with the boundary conditions,

P+(0, t) = P+
0 , P−(0, t) = P−

0 ;

P+(L, t) = P+
1 , P−(L, t) = P−

1 .
(3)

P±
0 and P±

1 are the probability densities of each species of particles at the two
boundaries x = 0 and x = L respectively. The total probability density is P (x, t) =
P+(x, t) + P−. We also define a quantity Q(x, t) := ⟨σ⟩(x,t) = P+(x, t) − P−(x, t)
which is analogous to magnetization density.
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3 Steady state distribution

In the steady state ∂tP+ = ∂tP− = 0. Using the definitions of P and Q, the equations
for the steady state can be written as,

∂tP = D∂2xP − v∂xQ = 0 (4)

∂tQ = D∂2xQ− v∂xP − 2ωQ = 0. (5)

For arbitrary densities of the two species of particles at each of the boundaries, we
need to solve Eqs. (4)-(5) with general boundary values of P (x) and Q(x),

At x = 0 : P (0) = P0, Q(0) = Q0,

At x = L : P (L) = P1, Q(L) = Q1.
(6)

The solution for the density-magnetisation profiles and the current in the steady
state are,

P (x) = P0 +M

[
B0 −∆Q

e−µL (1 + e−µL)

(1− e−µL)2

]
+

∆P −M(Q0 +Q1)

M v
ω
+ L

x

− v

µD

B0

(
e−µx − e−µ(L−x)

)
−∆Qe−µ(L−x)

1 + e−µL
, (7)

Q(x) = − ∆P −M(Q0 +Q1)

2(M + Lω
v
)

+
B0

(
e−µx + e−µ(L−x)

)
+∆Qe−µ(L−x)

1 + e−µL
, (8)

J0 = − De

M v
ω
+ L

(∆P −M(Q0 +Q1)) , (9)

where, ∆P = P1 − P0, ∆Q = Q1 − Q0, µ =
√
2ωDe

D
, De = D + v2

2ω
= D2µ2

2ω
, M =

v
µD

1−e−µL

1+e−µL , and B0 =
∆P−M(Q0+Q1)

2(M+Lω
v
)

+Q0 −∆Q e−µL

1−e−µL .

The density profile in presence of boundary magnetisation is quite nontrivial and
develops nonmonotonicities near the boundaries. The distribution and magnetisation
are shown in Figure 2. We list a few observations:

I. M ≈ v√
2ωDe

at large L, for which the denominator in the expression for the

current is just L + 2 lM , where lM = v2

2ω
√
2ωDe

is the Milne length as discussed
later. This increase in the effective length resembles the absorbing conditions
beyond the boundaries at x = 0 and L.
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Figure 2: Steady state density and magnetisation profiles for the boundary driven
RTP with nonzero boundary magnetisation. Here v = 1.0, D = 1.0, w = 1.0, L =
10.0 and P0 = P1 = 0.1, Q0 = Q1 = 0.1.

II. The current is finite even if ∆P = 0, J0 ∝ (Q0 + Q1)/(L + 2 lM). This is
suggestive that the boundary magnetisations effectively act as drives inducing
a constant current in the system in absence of a density gradient. However this
similarity cannot be exact, since in the present case the current gives rise to a
linear density profile away from the boundaries, unlike the usual driven passive
case in which density remains uniform.

III. On the contrary, with suitable boundary magnetisations such that Q0 +Q1 =
∆P/M , the current can actually be made to vanish without invoking any exter-
nal bias to counteract the density gradient. In large systems this leads to a uni-
form density and almost vanishing magnetisation in the bulk (µ−1 ≪ x ≪ L)
and the inhomogenities remain only in the boundary layers. Imposing an ad-
ditional condition of zero density gradient (∆P = 0) mimics the steady state
result for reflecting boundaries [13].

To our knowledge these are some new features which might be more general for
boundary driven active systems. In particular, in the zero current condition the
nonzero boundary magnetisations induce a global density difference, ∆P =M(Q0 +
Q1). This phenomenon is reminiscent of the Seebeck effect with coefficient M .
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3.1 Steady state result for zero boundary magnetisation:

For the special case P+
0 = P−

0 = P0

2
and P+

1 = P−
1 = P1

2
, i.e. Q0 = 0, Q1 = 0 [45],

the solution reduces to a simpler form,

P (x) = P0 +
∆P

Z

[
2ω

v
(1 + e−µL)x− v

µD
(e−µx − e−µ(L−x) − 1 + e−µL)

]
, (10)

Q(x) =
∆P

Z
[
e−µx + e−µ(L−x) − 1− e−µL

]
, and (11)

J0 = − De

M v
ω
+ L

∆P. (12)

Here Z is a constant given by,

Z =
2ω

v
L(1 + e−µL) +

2 v

µD
(1− e−µL). (13)

The equations for the steady state and the boundary conditions for the boundary
driven RTP are related to the exit probability E±(x) of the particle at the left
boundary starting at an initial position x with initial spin ±1. More details are in
Appendix A. It gives a simple simulation scheme for the steady state. The data with
zero boundary magnetisation is shown in Figure 3, which agrees with the theoretical
expressions in Eqs. (10)-(11).

We observe that, the probability of finding the particle in the system is,
∫ L

0
P (x) dx =

P0+P1

2
L, which is identical to that of a passive particle. This also constrains P0 and P1

(and therefore ∆P ) values to O(L−1) or less, since the total probability cannot exceed
1. Further, in the D = 0 case µ diverges and the density and magnetisation profiles
develop discontinuities at the boundaries, which is smoothened by ‘kinetic boundary
layers’ as soon as a thermal noise is switched on. Emergence of the boundary layers
in the open boundary problem will be discussed later.

Large-L limit: For L ≫ v
ω
, µ−1, the particle undergoes many tumble events and

we expect the behaviour to be largely diffusive with effective diffusion constant De .
In this limit the steady state results can be quite accurately approximated as,

J0 ≃ −De
∆P

L+ 2 lM
, (14)

P (x) ≃ P0 +
∆P

L+ 2 lM
(x+ lM)− ∆P

L+ 2 lM
lM (e−µx − e−µ(L−x)), (15)

Q(x) ≃ − ∆P

L+ 2 lM

v

2ω
(1− e−µx − e−µ(L−x)), (16)
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Figure 3: Steady state behaviour for the boundary driven single RTP− (a): the
probability density; (b): magnetisation for different tumble rate ω. Here L = 10, v =
1.0, D = 1.0 and the boundary densities are P0 = 0.15, P1 = 0.02. Points are obtained
by simulating the exit probabilities and using Eq. (82).

where lM is the Milne length [46]. The expressions suggest that the current and
density in the bulk are passive-like with a slightly larger effective system size, whereas
the signature of activity shows up at the boundary layer. Nontrivial effect of activity
appears in the bulk through Q(x), for which there is no passive analogue and which
assumes a constant value for µ−1 ≪ x≪ L .

4 Eigenspectrum and the time-dependent solution

In terms of the state vector |P (x, t)⟩ =
[
P+(x, t)
P−(x, t)

]
the evolution of the distribution

of the RTP, given by the master equation (2a)-(2b), can be rewritten as,

∂t|P (x, t)⟩ = L|P (x, t)⟩, (17)

L being a linear operator,

L =

[
D∂2x − v∂x − ω ω

ω D∂2x + v∂x − ω

]
. (18)

Since the run and tumble motion described in terms of (x(t), σ(t)) is a Markov
process, the state vector |P (x, t)⟩ can be expanded in terms of the eigenfunctions
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|ϕn(x)⟩ of the time evolution operator L,

|P (x, t)⟩ = |Pss(x)⟩+
∞∑
n=1

cne
λnt|ϕn(x)⟩, (19)

where |ϕn(x)⟩ ≡ [ϕ+
n (x), ϕ

−
n (x)]

T . Substituting Eq. (19) in Eq. (17) and using the
linear independence of eλnt’s for different λn’s, we find,

L|ϕn(x)⟩ = λn|ϕn(x)⟩. (20)

Here the λn’s are the eigenvalues of L with corresponding eigenfunctions |ϕn(x)⟩
satisfying the boundary conditions |ϕn(0)⟩ = |ϕn(L)⟩ = 0 as we shall argue soon.
The coefficients cn are determined from the initial condition. Therefore, given an
initial condition, the time evaluation of the system is completely determined through
Eq. (19).

Let us consider the eigenfunctions |ϕn(x)⟩ to be of the form,

|ϕn(x)⟩ = αne
knx|An⟩ (21)

where |An⟩ = [A+
n , A

−
n ]

T . Using the above, Eq. (20) can be written as,

M(kn)|An⟩ = λn|An⟩ (22)

with

M(kn) =

[
Dk2n − vkn − ω ω

ω Dk2n + vkn − ω

]
. (23)

The eigenvalues of M(kn) gives the ‘dispersion relation’:

λn = −(ω −Dk2n)±
√
ω2 + v2k2n . (24)

To facilitate the subsequent analysis we invert the above relation and express kn in
terms of λn,

k2n =
λn
D

+
ωDe

D2
±
√(

λn
D

+
ωDe

D2

)2

− λ2n + 2ωλn
D2

, (25)

Denoting the positive roots for the kn’s corresponding to plus and minus sign by ka
and kb respectively, Eq. (25) implies that there are four kn values for each λn,

k(1)n = ka(λn), k(2)n = −ka(λn) (26a)

k(3)n = kb(λn), k(4)n = −kb(λn). (26b)
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The corresponding eigenvectors of M(kn) are

|A(i)
n ⟩ =

[
a(k

(i)
n )
1

]
, i = 1, ..., 4 with (27)

a(k) = (λ+ ω − kv −Dk2)/ω. (28)

Note that, a(k
(1)
n ) a(k

(2)
n ) = a(k

(3)
n ) a(k

(4)
n ) = 1. Therefore, each eigenvalue λn is

four-fold degenerate and the corresponding eigenfunction |ϕn(x)⟩ can be written as
a linear combination:

|ϕn(x)⟩ =
4∑

i=1

αi
ne

k
(i)
n x|Ai

n⟩. (29)

The full time dependent solution for the probability distribution then becomes,

|P (x, t)⟩ = |Pss(x)⟩+
∞∑
n=1

cne
λnt

4∑
i=1

αi
ne

k
(i)
n x|Ai

n⟩. (30)

The task is to determine λn’s and αi
n’s in terms of the parameters governing the

dynamics, viz v, ω, D and the system size L. Recall the boundary conditions form
Eq. (3),

|P (0, t)⟩ =
[
P+
0 /2
P−
0 /2

]
= |Pss(0)⟩,

|P (L, t)⟩ =
[
P+
1 /2
P−
1 /2

]
= |Pss(L)⟩.

(31)

The above imply that, at x = 0, |P (0, t)⟩ − |Pss(0)⟩ = 0, and similar at x =
L. In fact, |Ptr(x, t)⟩ ≡ |P (x, t)⟩ − |Pss(x)⟩ satisfies the masters equation (2a)-
(2b) but with the boundary conditions |Ptr(0, t)⟩ = |Ptr(L, t)⟩ = 0. Consequently,∑∞

n=1 cne
λnt|ϕn(0)⟩ =

∑∞
n=1 cne

λnt|ϕn(L)⟩ = 0 at all times. Using the linear indepen-
dence of eλnt’s once again, we find, for each n,

|ϕn(0)⟩ = |ϕn(L)⟩ = 0. (32)

The time dependent behaviour of the boundary driven case is therefore identical
to that of the one-dimensional dynamics with two absorbing ends at x = 0 and L.
Henceforth, we shall omit the steady state. Using the absorbing boundary conditions
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in Eq.(29), we get the following set of equations for the coefficients αi
n :

x = 0 :
4∑

i=1

αi
n = 0 ,

4∑
i=1

αi
na

i
n = 0 (33a)

x = L :
4∑

i=1

αi
ne

k
(i)
n L = 0 ,

4∑
i=1

αi
ne

k
(i)
n Lain = 0 (33b)

where ain ≡ a(k
(i)
n ). Above equations can be re-written as a matrix equation,

S(k
(i)
n )|α⟩ = 0, where |α⟩ = [α

(1)
n , α

(2)
n , α

(3)
n , α

(4)
n ]T and

S =


1 1 1 1
a1n a2n a3n a4n
ek

(1)
n L ek

(2)
n L ek

(3)
n L ek

(4)
n L

a1ne
k
(1)
n L a2ne

k
(2)
n L a3ne

k
(3)
n L a4ne

k
(4)
n L

 (34)

To have a non-trivial solution for α’s we must have

det[S] = 0, (35)

which, upon solving, determines λn’s as a function of system parameters. We observe
that, λ = 0, −2ω satisfies the above determinant equation. λ = 0 stands for the
steady state which is just zero for the absorbing boundaries and is discarded.

4.1 Symmetries of the model and solution for the spectrum

The determinant equation (35) is a complicated transcendental equation and we can-
not find explicit solutions in general. However, the problem can be greatly simplified.
Note that, the master equation (17) satisfies a symmetry, that is, whenever the spin
is reversed (σ → −σ) along with x → L − x, the equation and the boundary con-
ditions remain invariant. To express it mathematically, let us define an operation
Ox:

Ox[P
+(x), P−(x)]T = [P−(L− x), P+(L− x)]T , (36)

as shown in Figure 4. We find that, Ox commutes with L, i.e. it is a symmetry
operation. It also satisfies O2

x = I, implying that its eigenvalues are ox = ±1. Con-
sequently, the eigenstates |ϕn(x)⟩ of the operator L will also be an eigenstate of Ox

corresponding to an eigenvalue ±1. In the following, we segregate all the eigenstates
|ϕn(x)⟩ into two symmetry sectors labelled by the values of ox, and determine the
spectrum for each of the sectors.
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Figure 4: The symmetry of the dynamics. The master equations and the boundary
conditions remain invariant under σ → −σ along with x→ L− x.

spectrum for ox = 1 (even sector):
Here, ϕ+

n (x) = ϕ−
n (L − x). Using Eq. (29) and the values of kn’s from Eq. (26), we

find,

α(1) a(1) eka x + α(3) a(3) ekb x + α(2) a(2) e−ka x + α(4) a(4) e−kb x (37)

= α(1) eka (L−x) + α(3) ekb (L−x) + α(2) e−ka (L−x) + α(4) e−kb (L−x). (38)

We dropped the suffix n for convenience. Comparing the coefficients of each inde-
pendent spatial modes ek

(i)x, we obtain,

α(1) a(1) = α(2) e−ka L (39)

α(3) a(3) = α(4) e−kb L (40)

Using the above expressions in Eqs. (33) for the coefficients α(i), we obtain,

α(1)

α(3)
= −1 + a(3)ekb L

1 + a(1)eka L
= −a

(3) + ekb L

a(1) + eka L
. (41)

Rearranging the last equality we get,

e−kb L − e−ka L

1− e−ka Le−kb L
=

a(3) − a(1)

a(3)a(1) − 1
. (42)

Here ka, kb, a
(1), a(3) are all functions of λ. By solving the above expression, we can

in principle find the λ’s in this sector.

spectrum for ox = −1 (odd sector):
Here, ϕ+

n (x) = −ϕ−
n (L − x). Following the same procedure, we obtain the equation

satisfied by the spectrum in this sector as,

e−kb L − e−ka L

1− e−ka Le−kb L
= − a(3) − a(1)

a(3)a(1) − 1
. (43)
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Although the equations (42)-(43) are exact and much simpler compared to Eq. (35),
these are not yet exactly solvable for λ in general. However, we earlier mentioned
that λ = 0 and λ = −2ω are eigenvalues of the evolution operator since these satisfy
Eq. (35). Here we explicitly find that λ = 0 satisfies Eq. (43) and therefor belongs
to the odd sector (which, as argued earlier, should be discarded for these set of
solutions). Whereas λ = −2ω satisfies Eq. (42) and belongs to the even sector. We
find analytical expressions for the ‘band’ of eigenvalues close to 0 and −2ω in the
large L limit and the corresponding eigenfunctions in the two symmetry sectors. In
the following, we demonstrate the results and discuss the relaxation behaviour.

4.1.1 Spectrum in the large-L limit

Eigenvalues near λ = 0 and relaxation: In the limit of large system size, we
expect that the eigenvalues are very close to zero and therefore from Eq. (25), we
get,

ka ≈
√
2ωDe

D
(= µ), kb ≈

√
λ/De, (44)

The finite value of ka renders e−ka L ≈ 0 in Eqs. (42)-(43). Further, from Eq. (28)

one can find that, a(3) ≈ 1, a(1) ≈ −1+v/
√
2ωDe

1−v/
√
2ωDe

, and the ratio in the rhs of the Eqs.

(42)-(43) takes the value, a(3)−a(1)

a(3)a(1)−1
≈ −1. Consequently, we have, for ox = ±1,

ekbL ≈ ∓1 ⇒ e

√
λ
De

L ≈ ∓1 (45)

The solutions are,

λn ≈ −(2n− 1)2π2De

L2
, n > 0 (for ox = 1), (46a)

λn′ ≈ −(2n′)2π2De

L2
, n′ > 0 (for ox = −1). (46b)

These are the alternate symmetric and antisymmetric bands near λ = 0. We find
that the relaxation rate, that is given by the eigenvalue with real part closest to zero,
lies in the symmetric sector and in the large L limit it is given by,

|λ1| =
π2De

L2
. (47)

Alternatively, the relaxation time is, τL = |λ1|−1 = L2

π2 De
. This suggests that, for

large systems the relaxation behaviour resembles that of a Brownian particle with
an effective diffusion rate De. Note that, the solution given in Eq. (46) for the band
of eigenvalues are valid as long as |λn| ≪ 2ω, or, n ≪

√
τL/τt, where τt = (2ω)−1 is

the relaxation rate of the tumble dynamics.
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Correction to the leading behaviour: To evaluate the subleading behaviour we
need to keep the first correction terms in λ in Eqs. (42)-(43). Since ka is finite, in
the large L limit we shall neglect e−kaL and therefore the l.h.s. in both the equations

is e−kbL ≈ e−L
√

λ/De . On the other hand, for small λ, a(3) ≈ 1 − v
ω
√
De

√
λ, whereas

a(1) ≈ −1+v/
√
2ωDe

1−v/
√
2ωDe

+O(λ). This implies that the corrections in the rhs of Eqs. (42)-

(43) are of O(
√
λ), and the equations to the first subleading order reads,

e−L
√

λ/De ≈ ∓
(
1 +

v2

ωDe

√
λ

2ω

)
, for ox = ±1 respectively. (48)

One can solve the above equation perturbatively by considering λn = λ
(0)
n + λ

(1)
n ,

where λ
(0)
n = −n2π2De

L2 are the solution at the leading order in L and λ
(1)
n ≪ λ

(0)
n

are the corrections. We want to find the leading L-dependence of λ
(1)
n . Putting

λn = λ
(0)
n + λ

(1)
n in Eq. (48), we get,

e
−L

√
λ
(0)
n +λ

(1)
n

De ≈ ∓

1 +
v2

ωDe

√
λ
(0)
n + λ

(1)
n

2ω

 . (49)

To the first subleading order the left hand side of the Eq. (49) can be written as,

e−kbL ≈ e
−L

√
λ
(0)
n +λ

(1)
n

De = e
−L

√
λ
(0)
n
De

(
1+

λ
(1)
n

λ
(0)
n

)1/2

≈ e
−L

√
λ
(0)
n
De e

−L

√
λ
(0)
n
De

(
λ
(1)
n

2λ
(0)
n

)
(50)

Now, using in the above the expression for λ
(0)
n from Eq. (46), the l.h.s. of Eq. (49)

is obtained as,

e−kbL ≈ ∓1× exp

(
−i nπ

2

λ
(1)
n

λ
(0)
n

)
≈ ∓1± i

nπ

2

λ
(1)
n

λ
(0)
n

, (51)

Similarly, we find the right hand side of Eq. (49) to the first subleading order,

∓

1 +
v2

ωDe

√
λ
(0)
n + λ

(1)
n

2ω

 ≈ ∓

1 +
v2

ωDe

√
λ
(0)
n

2ω

 = ∓1∓ i
nπ

L

v2

ω
√
2ωDe

.

Then, equating the l.h.s. and r.h.s. of Eq. (49), we get,

λ(1)n ≈ − 2 v2

ω
√
2ωDe

λ
(0)
n

L
, (52)
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and consequently, the band near λ = 0 takes the form,

λn = λ(0)n + λ(1)n ≈ λ(0)n

(
1− 2 v2

ω
√
2ωDe

1

L

)
. (53)

Eigenvalues near λ = −2ω: We have already mentioned that−2ω is an eigenvalue
of the evolution operator that belongs to the symmetric sector. To calculate the band
of eigenvalues around it, let us consider λ = −2ω + ε, where ε is presumably small
in the large L limit. In this limit,

ka ≈
√
v2

D2
+
λ

D
, kb ≈

√
ε/D

.

a(1) = 1− v2

ωD
− kav

ω
, a(3) = −1− kbv

ω
.

Since ε → 0, a(3) ≈ −1. In the large L-limit, e−kaL → 0. Therefore, Eqs (42)-(43)
reduce to

e−kbL = ±1 for ox = ±1. (54)

The solutions are,

εn ≈ −(2n)2π2D

L2
, n ≥ 0 (for ox = 1), (55a)

εn′ ≈ −(2n′ − 1)2π2D

L2
, n′ > 0 (for ox = −1), (55b)

and therefore λn = −2ω + εn. The corrections to the above expressions can be
calculated, which is not shown in the present paper.

4.2 Crossover behaviour of the relaxation time

For passive particles the relaxation time because of diffusion is proportional to L2/D.
RTPs on the other hand also carries a tumble dynamics which relaxes in a timescale
τt ∼ (2ω)−1. When the system size is very small, the diffusive dynamics relaxes fast
and the eigenvalue λ = −2ω corresponding to the tumble dynamics determines the
relaxation. However, when the L exceeds the persistent length Lp ∼ v/ω, nontrivial
system size effects come to play and a crossover to L-dependent relaxation takes
place. For L≫ Lp, several tumble events occur before reaching the steady state and
the relaxation dynamics becomes effectively passive-like, with an activity induced
correction as expressed in Eq. (53). This behaviour is shown in Figure 5. We expect
this to be a generic feature of active systems, and more generally of processes driven
by coloured noise.
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numerical solution

Figure 5: Crossover behaviour of the relaxation rate for different system sizes. Here,
D = 1.0, v = 1.0, ω = 0.1. Points are obtained by numerically solving Eq. (42)
(symmetric sector) and identifying the solution closest to zero using Mathematica.
The crossover to L-dependent relaxation is seen to occur for system sizes very close
to Lp =

v
ω
= 10.0. The large L behaviour is consistent with Eq. (53) for n = 1.

4.3 Eigenfunctions and the large-time distribution

Once we have the spectrum, we can completely solve for the coefficients αi
n, i =

(1, . . . , 4). For ox = ±1, the coefficients are related as follows:

α(1) = −α(3) a
(3) ± ekb L

a(1) ± eka L
, (56)

α(2) = ±α(1)a(1) eka L, (57)

α(4) = ±α(3)a(3) ekb L, (58)

and α(3) is left arbitrary at this point. After incorporating the coefficients in Eq.
(29), the expression of the eigenfunctions |ϕn(x)⟩ becomes,

|ϕn(x)⟩ = α(3)
n

[
a(3) ± ekb L

a(1) ± eka L

(
eka x

[
a(1)

1

]
± eka(L−x)

[
1
a(1)

])
−
(
ekb x

[
a(3)

1

]
± ekb(L−x)

[
1
a(3)

])]
.

(59)

The set of equations (56)-(58) can be simplified and the coefficients can be determined
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order by order in the large L limit. We shall present results for the band near λ = 0
and keep the terms which are ∼ O(L−1).

To this order we find, for ox = ±1, ekb L ≈ ∓(1 − nπ
L

v2

ω
√
2ωDe

) using Eqs. (51)-(52),

and α(1) = −α(3) a(3)± ekb L

a(1)± eka L ≈ ∓α(3) [a(3) ± ekb L] e−ka L. In Eq. (28), keeping the

first subleading term in the expression for a(3) and using Eq. (53) to determine
kb =

√
λ/De to O(L−1), we find, a(3) ≈ 1 − vkb/ω ≈ 1 − i v

ω
nπ
L
. Putting these

together in Eq. (56) we obtain,

α(1) = ± i α(3) nπ

L

v

ω

(
1− v√

2ωDe

)
e−ka L , for n = odd/even. (60)

Using the above in Eq. (57) we find,

α(2) = i α(3) nπ

L
a(1)

v

ω

(
1− v√

2ωDe

)
; (61)

and finally, from Eq. (58)

α(4) = −α(3)a(3)
(
1− i

nπ

L

v2

ω
√
2ωDe

)
. (62)

Using the coefficients in Eq. (30), we find, at large times t≫ ω−1,

|Ptr(x, t)⟩ ≈
∞∑
n=1

cn e
λntα(3)

n

(
2 i sin

nπx

L

[
1
1

]
− i

nπv

ω L
cos

nπx

L

[
1
−1

]
+
nπv

ω L

{
(1 +

v√
2ωDe

) sin
nπx

L
+ i

v√
2ωDe

(1− 2x

L
) cos

nπx

L

}[
1
1

]
+ i

nπv

ω L
(1− v√

2ωDe

)

{
(−1)n−1e−ka(L−x)

[
a
(1)
n

1

]
+ e−ka x

[
1

a
(1)
n

]})
, (63)

with λn ≈ −n2π2De

L2 , n > 0; here we have used a
(1)
n a

(2)
n = 1. Each term of the

summation in Eq. (63) is an eigenfunction evaluated to O(L−1). To the leading
order, each of the eigenfunctions is simply proportional to sin nπx

L
and the probability

density takes a passive-like form with an effective diffusion constant De:

lim
t→∞

lim
L→∞

P (x, t) ≈
∞∑
n=1

cnα
(3)
n eλnt4 i sin

nπx

L
≡ Ppassive(x, t)|D→De , (64)

while the magnetisation vanishes. In particular, the relaxation mode n = 1 is given
by ϕ1(x) ∝ sin πx

L
. Note that the active contributions in excess to the effective

18



passivelike contributions, proportional to the active speed v, appear at O(L−1) in
each term of the distribution Ptr(x, t) = [1 1] |Ptr(x, t)⟩ and magnetizationQtr(x, t) =
[1 − 1] |Ptr(x, t)⟩. Thus at very large times when only very few n’s contribute, the
active part in the distribution and the magnetisation appears only at the subleading
order. However, this is not true in the large but intermediate times when all n’s
contribute.

To determine the full distribution we need to evaluate the n−dependent constants
cn and α

(3)
n . Let ⟨ψn(x)| be the left eigenvenctor of the evolution operator L corre-

sponding to eigenvalue λn. Then the orthonormality of the ⟨ψn(x)|’s and |ϕn(x)⟩’s
give us α

(3)
n . The cn is subsequently determined from the initial condition: cn =∫

dx ⟨ψn(x)|P (x, 0)⟩. We find the left eigenvectors ⟨ψn| of L by noting that it is just
the transpose of the right eigenvector of L† ≡ L|∂x→−∂x :

⟨ψn(x)| = |ϕn(x,−v)⟩T ≈ α′
n

(
2 i sin

nπx

L

[
1
1

]T
+ i

nπv

ω L
cos

nπx

L

[
1
−1

]T
− nπv

ω L

{
(1− v√

2ωDe

) sin
nπx

L
− i

v√
2ωDe

(1− 2x

L
) cos

nπx

L

}[
1
1

]T
− i

nπv

ω L
(1 +

v√
2ωDe

)

{
(−1)n−1e−ka(L−x)

[
ã
(1)
n

1

]T
+ e−ka x

[
1

ã
(1)
n

]T })
. (65)

⇒
∫ L

0

dx⟨ψn(x)|ϕm(x)⟩ = −4α′
nαnL

(
1− i(i+ nπ)v2

ωL
√
2ωDe

)
δmn (66)

up to first sub-leading order in L. Invoking the orthonormality condition of the
eigenfunctions, we obtain,

α′
nαn ≈ − 1

4L

(
1 +

i(i+ nπ)v2

ωL
√
2ωDe

)
. (67)

Let us consider the initial condition, |P (x, 0)⟩ = δ(x − x0)

[
s+
s−

]
, s+, s− are the

probabilities of the initial spin to be plus and minus respectively, and s+ + s− = 1.
Consequently,
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cn =

∫ L

0

dx ⟨ψn(x)|P (x, 0)⟩ ≈ α′
n

[
2i sin

nπx0
L

+
inπv

ωL
(s+ − s−) cos

nπx0
L

− nπv

ωL
(1− v√

2ωDe

) sin
nπx0
L

+
inπv2

ωL
√
2ωDe

(1− 2x0
L

) cos
nπx0
L

− inπv

ωL
(1 +

v√
2ωDe

)

{
(−1)n−1e−ka(L−x0)(ã(1)n s+ + s−) + e−kax0(s+ + ã(1)n s−)

}]
.

Putting cn’s in Eq. (63) and using Eq. (67), we obtain the form of the state vector
after keeping the terms of order 1/L,

|Ptr(x, t)⟩ =
1

2L

∞∑
n=1

eλnt

(
2
{
1− v2

Lω
√
2ωDe

}
sin

nπx0
L

sin
nπx

L

[
1
1

]
+

nπ v2

Lω
√
2ωDe

{
(1− 2x0

L
) cos

nπx0
L

sin
nπx

L
+ (1− 2x

L
) cos

nπx

L
sin

nπx0
L

}[
1
1

]
− nπv

Lω

{
(

v√
2ωDe

+m0) e
−kax0 − (−1)n(

v√
2ωDe

−m0) e
−ka(L−x0)

}
sin

nπx

L

[
1
1

]
+
nπv

Lω
(1− v√

2ωDe

) sin
nπx0
L

{
e−kax

[
1
a(1)

]
− (−1)ne−ka(L−x)

[
a(1)

1

]}
+ m0

nπv

Lω
cos

nπx0
L

sin
nπx

L

[
1
1

]
− nπv

Lω
sin

nπx0
L

cos
nπx

L

[
1
−1

])
. (68)

Note that, at relaxation time scales (t ≳ L2/De), only the small n terms (n = 1, 2
etc.) survive. Here the dominating contribution comes from the first term of Eq. (68)
which is just the effective passive expression, while the nontrivial active contribution
occurs in the subleading order. However, at intermediate times ω−1 ≪ t ≪ L2/De ,
all the n’s contribute and it is not obvious whether the active contributions constitute
only a correction to the effective passive behaviour. For this we aim to evaluate the
summations in a closed form. Generally, this is not doable for the summations at
hand, but we can make certain progress for large values of L using the Poisson
summation formula and keeping the leading correction terms in L. We define the
following summations that occur in Eq. (68):
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A(x1, x2) ≡
∑
n≥1

e−Det
n2π2

L2 sin
nπx1
L

sin
nπx2
L

≈ L

2
√
4πDet

[
e−

(x1−x2)
2

4Det − e−
(x1+x2)

2

4Det − e−
(x1+x2−2L)2

4Det

]
= LaL(x1, x2),

B(x1, x2) ≡
∑
n≥1

e−Det
n2π2

L2
nπ

L
sin

nπx1
L

cos
nπx2
L

≈ πL

(4πDet)3/2

[
(x1 + x2) e

− (x1+x2)
2

4Det + (x1 − x2) e
− (x1−x2)

2

4Det + (x1 + x2 − 2L) e−
(x1+x2−2L)2

4Det

]
= L bL(x1, x2)

C(x1) ≡
∑
n≥1

e−Det
n2π2

L2
nπ

L
sin

nπx1
L

≈ πL

2(4πDet)3/2

[
x1 e

− x21
4Det + (x1 − 2L) e−

(x1−2L)2

4Det

]
= L cL(x1) (69)

The terms in Eq. (68) that involve (−1)n are just C(L− x1), since,

C(L− x1) = −
∑
n≥1

(−1)ne−Det
n2π2

L2
nπ

L
sin

nπx1
L

.

The L-dependent terms that are kept in the final (Gaussian-like) expressions in Eq.
(69) are chosen in view of the symmetries satisfied by the discrete summation, that
are reflected in the symmetries of the density and magnetisation profile:

P (x, t;x0,m0) = P (L− x, t;L− x0,−m0),

Q(x, t;x0,m0) = −Q(L− x, t;L− x0,−m0).
(70)

Now we rewrite Eq. (68) in terms of aL, bL and cL,

|Ptr(x, t)⟩ ≈ 1

2

(
2 aL(x0, x)

[
1
1

]
+ m0

v

ω
bL(x, x0)

[
1
1

]
− v

ω
bL(x0, x)

[
1
−1

]
+

v2

ω
√
2ωDe

{(
1− 2x0

L

)
bL(x, x0) +

(
1− 2x

L

)
bL(x0, x)

}[
1
1

]
− v

ω

{( v√
2ωDe

+m0

)
e−kax0 cL(x) +

( v√
2ωDe

−m0

)
e−ka(L−x0) cL(L− x)

}[
1
1

]
+
v

ω

(
1− v√

2ωDe

){
e−kax cL(x0)

[
1
a(1)

]
+ e−ka(L−x) cL(L− x0)

[
a(1)

1

]})
, (71)
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which gives an approximate closed form expression of the state vector in the large L
limit in terms of known functions. It is now evident that the ‘active’ contributions
do appear at the leading order only.

4.4 Semi-infinite line with absorbing barrier at x = 0:

The symmetries are no longer present in the semi-infinite geometry and the state
vector at large times can be obtained by taking the limit L≫ x, x0 in Eq. (71):

|P∞
tr (x, t)⟩ =

1

2

(
1√

4πDet

{
e−

(x−x0)
2

4Det − e−
(x+x0)

2

4Det

}[
1
1

]
+
m0v

ω

π

(4πDet)3/2

{
(x− x0) e

− (x−x0)
2

4Det + (x+ x0) e
− (x+x0)

2

4Det

}[
1
1

]
+
v

ω

2π

(4πDet)3/2

{
v√
2ωDe

(x+ x0) e
− (x+x0)

2

4Det − (
v√
2ωDe

+m0)x e
−kax0 e−

x2

4Det

}[
1
1

]
+
v

ω
(1− v√

2ωDe

)
2π

(4πDet)3/2
x0 e

−kax e−
x20

4Det

[
1
a(1)

]
+
v

ω

π

(4πDet)3/2

{
(x− x0) e

− (x−x0)
2

4Det − (x+ x0) e
− (x+x0)

2

4Det

}[
1
−1

])
. (72)

All the terms in the above expression are ∼ O(t−3/2), and therefore ‘passive’ as well
as the ‘active’ contributions are equally important in determining the large time
behaviour in the semi infinite domain. From Eq. (72) we find the distribution and
magnetisation profile by respectively adding and subtracting the rows:

P∞
tr (x, t) =

1√
4πDet

{
e−

(x−x0)
2

4Det − e−
(x+x0)

2

4Det

}
+

v2

ω
√
2ωDe

2π

(4πDet)3/2
(x+ x0) e

− (x+x0)
2

4Det

+
m0v

ω

π

(4πDet)3/2

{
(x− x0) e

− (x−x0)
2

4Det + (x+ x0) e
− (x+x0)

2

4Det

}
− v

ω

2π

(4πDet)3/2

{( v√
2ωDe

+m0

)
x e−kax0 e−

x2

4Det +
v√
2ωDe

x0 e
−kax e−

x20
4Det

}
,(73)

and,

Q∞
tr (x, t) =

v

ω

π

(4πDet)3/2

{
(x− x0) e

− (x−x0)
2

4Det − (x+ x0) e
− (x+x0)

2

4Det

}
+
v

ω

2π

(4πDet)3/2
x0 e

−kax e−
x20

4Det . (74)
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Figure 6: (a) Probability density at different times. Solid lines are the theoretical
expression (Eq. (73)). (b) The magnetisation profile at different times. Solid lines
are from the expression in Eq. (74). Here x0 = 1, m0 = 0, ω = 0.1, v = 1, D = 1.

The profiles carry an interesting structure. In each of Eqs. (73)-(74), the last term
falls exponentially in distance and is the ‘kinetic boundary layer’ with a ‘skin depth’
k−1
a , while the other terms form the ‘scaling’ part of the profile. In Eq. (73) the last

but one term falls rapidly if the initial position exceeds the skin depth.

In Eq. (73) we can immediately identify the passive and active contributions to the
distribution. It is useful to look at the relative magnitude of these two contributions.

We first note that, at space-time scales such that t ≫ { x2
0

De
, x2

De
}, P∞

passive(x, t) =

1√
4πDet

{
e−

(x−x0)
2

4Det −e−
(x+x0)

2

4Det
}
≈ xx0

2
√
π (Det)3/2

and from Eq. (73), P∞
active = Ptr−P∞

passive ∼
O(t−3/2), i.e. both occur at the same order. The relative weight of active and passive
contributions is,

R̃(x0, x) = lim
t≫

x20
De

, x
2

De

P∞
active

P∞
passive

=
v

2ω

[(
m0 +

v√
2ωDe

)1− e−kax0

x0
+

v√
2ωDe

1− e−kax

x

]
,

(75)
which is finite throughout the system for any finite x0, and can actually attain
dominant role for highly persistent (small ω or large v) run and tumble motion.
The effect of activity becomes more prominent when the particle is in the ‘boundary
layer’ x ≲ k−1

a . Beyond that this part decays slowly as x−1, and asymptotically the
contribution from initial position x0 only remains. In fact, it can be shown from Eq.
(73) that, when both x and t is very large such that u = x/

√
Det is finite, both the
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active and passive contributions are ∼ (Det)
−1, and their ratio becomes,

R(x0) = lim
{x,t→∞, x√

Det
=u}

P∞
active

P∞
passive

=
v

2ω

(
m0 +

v√
2ωDe

)1− e−kax0

x0
. (76)

The impact of the active contribution can be understood by considering the case of
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Figure 7: R(x0) from Eq. (76) as a function of 1/ω for (a) m0 = −1, (b) m0 = 0, (c)
m0 = 1 for different values of x0. Here v = D = 1.

a highly persistent (small ω) particle, starting at some x0 ≲ k−1
a = D√

2ωDe
(which is

not necessarily small). In this case R(x0) ≈ v
2ω

(
m0 +

v√
2ωDe

)
ka ≈ v2

ωD
s+ − 1

2
: when

there is a finite probability of the initial spin to be positive, the active to passive
ratio is very high and the distribution is almost completely dominated by the active
part for all x. In the extreme case where s+ = 0 and the particles always start with
a negative spin, the ratio R ≈ −1

2
, implying that the distribution at larger x values

will be diminished to the half of what would otherwise be expected for an entirely
effective passive scenario. The nature of R(x0) is shown in Figure 7.

4.4.1 Discussion: thermal noise and the late time behaviour of active
particles

This everlasting and often dominant influence of activity to the distribution is partly
related to the initial penetration of the particles before they start tumbling. But
that effect is strongly modulated in the presence of thermal noise. The nontrivial
effect of diffusion is reflected in the flux at x = 0:

J(0, t) =

[
−D∂P (x, t)

∂x
+ v Q(x, t)

]
x=0

= − 1

2
√
π(Det)

3
2

[
De x0 +

Dv

2ω
(m0 +

v√
2ωDe

)(1− e−kax0)

]
. (77)
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For D = 0, the terms in the square bracket reduce to De x0, similar to passive
particles; and this flux is due to the particles with instantaneous negative spin. For
nonzero but small D, e−kax0 is still negligible and the flux gains a contribution that
couples thermal noise and activity: Dv

2ω
(m0 + 1− ωD

v2
) = D( v

ω
s+ − D

2 v
). If s+ > 0 the

change is proportional to Dv
ω
, which is positive. This shows that the particles with

initial positive spin largely contribute to an additional flux at the origin. This is
consistent with the picture that at short times the particles with initial positive spin
move away from the origin, which makes them available in the system to contribute
to the noise driven flux at late times. There is also a spin-independent reduction
of the flux amounting to −D2

2 v
, which is much smaller but pertains to the diffusive

spread ∼ O(D
v
) over the persistent motion. This indicates a complex nonlinear effect

of diffusion on the behaviour of active particle dynamics, which becomes prominent
when D is finite.

The magnetisation also gives important insights to the dynamics at large times. As
expected, Qtr(x, t) vanishes in the passive case (v = 0). It is interesting to note that
the magnetisation profile in Eq. (74) is independent of the initial magnetisation m0,
although the probability density strongly depends on it. At large times the total
magnetisation in the system is given by,

Q∞(t) =

∫ ∞

0

Q∞
tr (x, t) dx =

v D

ω
√
2ωDe

2π

(4πDet)3/2
x0 e

− x20
4Det , (78)

which is positive at all times and undergoes a slow algebraic decay. It is tempting
to relate this result to the simple fact that the particles with negative spin are more
prone to go out of the absorbing boundary at x = 0. However, we need to take
a closer look at this point. Quite remarkably, in the absence of thermal diffusion
(D = 0), Q∞(t) vanishes, implying that there are equal numbers of positive and
negative spin particles in the system. As shown in the Figure 8, the ‘pure active
(D = 0)’ part of the magnetisation is positive at larger x values; as we reduce x
beyond some point it becomes negative and monotonically decreasing to its minimum
at x = 0 signifying a discontinuity at the absorbing end. Further from Eqs. (73)-
(74), Qtr(0, t) = −Ptr(0, t) for D = 0, which implies that only the negative spin
particles cross the origin, leading to the condition P+(0, t) = 0. These corroborates
the general prevalence of negative spin particles near the origin before these are
eventually absorbed. Yet, the net balance of positive and negative spin particles is
maintained in the system.

The picture is considerably revised in the presence of even a small thermal diffusion.
For very small x the time to hit the absorbing boundary is small. But at such small
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Figure 8: Comparison of magnetisation density using Eq. (74) for D > 0 and D = 0
cases. Here v = 1 and x0 = 1. We have taken {D = 1, ω = 0.1}, and {D = 0
ω = 1/12} such that both cases are activity dominated and the effective diffusivities
are also the same (De = 6).

times diffusion dominates over drift, and therefore it compels a larger fraction of the
particles near x = 0 to get absorbed. However the region near x = 0 is majorly
populated by the negative spin particles, implying their enhanced elimination from
the system because of the diffusion induced absorption, which leads to an imbalance
of the two species of particles. In this way the discontinuity at the boundary is also
removed through the formation of the ‘kinetic boundary layer’, which in this case is
a depletion layer, of width k−1

a ∼ D/v for small D.

5 Universality in the large time distribution

The density profile for underdamped passive Brownian motion in one dimension with
absorbing barrier at x = 0 closely resembles the distribution in Eq. (73) for RTP,
except that in the former case the boundary layer structure is richer and a boundary
discontinuity is present. The solution for the underdamped case is complicated and
originally given in the Laplace space w.r.t. time [47]. However it is relatively simpler
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to extract the approximate large time behaviour, which is shown in the Appendix B.
Note that the underdamped passive problem is exactly equivalent to the absorbing
boundary problem of active Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (AOUP) in the absence
of translational noise and external forces, and so are the solutions. The striking
resemblance of such disparate processes, one of which is a passive process, with the
only common point being the presence of an additive exponentially correlated noise
evokes a general form for the large time distribution in presence of an absorbing
barrier,

P∞
tr (x, t;x0) =

1√
4πDet

{
e−

(x−x0)
2

4Det − e−
(x+x0)

2

4Det

}
+

lM
2
√
π (Det)3/2

(x+ x0) e
− (x+x0)

2

4Det

+
u0 τp

4
√
π (Det)3/2

{
(x− x0) e

− (x−x0)
2

4Det + (x+ x0) e
− (x+x0)

2

4Det

}
+ Boundary layer, (79)

where u0 is the average initial velocity, τp is the noise correlation time or persistence
time, and lM is the Milne length [48]. Clearly, the distribution has three compo-
nents, P∞

tr (x, t) = PBM + PCS + PBL, where PBM is the passive-like contribution
with an effective diffusivity, PBL is the dynamics dependent boundary layer, and
PCS is proposed as the universal scaling form emergent due to the coloured noise,
PCS(x, t;x0) =

lM
Det

ψ( x√
Det

; x0√
Det

) with,

ψ(y; y0) =
u0 τp/lM
4
√
π

{
(y − y0) e

− (y−y0)
2

4 + (y + y0) e
− (y+y0)

2

4

}
+
y + y0
2
√
π
e−

(y+y0)
2

4 . (80)

The scaling function, however, depends on a parameter u0 τp
lM

that takes different
values for different initial conditions and noise realisations. For RTP, u0 = m0v,
τp = (2ω)−1, and lM = v√

2ωDe
lp where lp =

v
2ω

is the persistent length scale. For the

nonthermal (D = 0) RTP, lM = lp, the boundary layer vanishes, and a boundary dis-
continuity is created. Note that lM changes in an interesting manner in the presence
of diffusion. For the underdamped passive motion, De = D, τp =

m
γ
and lM ≈ 1.46 lp

with lp =
√
D τp , where m is the mass, γ is the damping coefficient, and D is the

thermal diffusivity. For initial conditions such that u0 = 0, the scaling function does
become universal. Using simulations we have checked the validity of Eqs. (79)-(80)
for nonthermal ABP as well, which is shown in the Appendix C.
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6 Concluding remarks

Analytical results discussed in this paper provide a number of insights for nonequi-
librium boundary driven systems subject to an exponentially correlated noise. We
found that the complex interplay of overdamped run and tumble motion and thermal
noise gives rise to a boundary layer as well as a finite bulk magnetisation, both mark-
ing significant departure from an overdamped passive physics. For zero boundary
magnetisation the steady state current is still proportional to the density difference
at the boundaries, while the proportionality constant is a nontrivial function of the
system size. Notably, in the large L limit, although the bulk density profile and
current goes over to the usual diffusive behaviour, both L and x carry an important
correction of the order of the Milne length: x→ x+lM and L→ L+2 lM , reminiscent
of an effective absorbing condition outside the boundaries. The fact that the bulk
density profile is close to that of a passive particle is related to the finiteness of the
temporal correlation of the persistent dynamics. A Seebeck-like effect is observed
for nonzero boundary magnetisation. In the equilibrium Seebeck effect, the particles
carry charge as well as velocity, the latter being distributed according to the two
temperatures at the boundaries. It is plausible that whenever the particles carry
more than one attributes, as in the underdamped as well as the active cases, such
effects might occur. An intriguing question is whether magnetisation, which doesn’t
have any passive counterpart nor has an associated flux, may still be regarded as a
thermodynamic force.

In regard to the dynamics, the boundary value problem reduces to a problem with
absorbing boundaries at both ends. This allows us to find the spectrum using a
reflection symmetry. For large L, the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the time
evolution operator have been found exactly and the full initial value problem is
solved at large times t≫ ω−1. The spectrum is arranged in two distinct bands, one
around λ = 0 which determines the long time behaviour, and the other around λ =
−2ω. The relaxation rate shows an interesting crossover, being a constant for small
systems and L−dependent for large systems, which takes a passive-like form in the
thermodynamic limit. Further, at large but intermediate times (ω−1 ≪ t≪ L2/De)
the distribution carries strong and often dominant intrinsically active signatures
not captured by any effective passive description. This behaviour is carried over
to the semi-infinite limit, where the density and magnetisation profiles consist of a
boundary layer at the absorbing end and an activity dominated scaling regime in the
bulk. These features are also present in many other systems e.g. the underdamped
passive case, the AOUP, and the ABP, where the main quantitative difference occurs
in the detailed structure of the boundary layer and the Milne length.
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The striking similarity of the distribution for active and underdamped passive dy-
namics in the boundary driven problem points to a new universality in the physics
induced by exponentially correlated noises. The unconstrained motions of active and
the underdamped passive particles simply go over to a diffusive dynamics at large
times, as a consequence of the central limit theorem. The active and passive processes
are however very different in the presence of interaction, and a set of model inde-
pendent features for active single-file dynamics were found recently [49]. Contrary
to both of the above, in the absorbing boundary problem the proposed universal dis-
tribution in Eq. (79) is new and different from the diffusive one, and also it appears
to hold for any exponentially correlated noise including the underdamped passive
motion. We further expect that the steady state of the boundary driven active and
underdamped passive problem will have a structure similar to Eq. (7), i.e. sum of a
linear profile and boundary layers [42, 43]. We must however be cautious that such
similarities might be broken in presence of trapping and other forces, other noises,
or interactions. 2 This is primarily because the active motion that we are consid-
ering is overdamped, which is different from the underdamped motion in general.
For that matter, it would be worthwhile to look into the interplay of underdamped
motion and coloured noise, e.g. by comparing the behaviour of underdamped and
overdamped active dynamics under similar external conditions.

Keeping the differences in mind, it seems plausible that the formation of a boundary
layer in presence of absorbing boundary is generic for motions driven by coloured
noise. We however emphasize the importance of continuous values of the noise,
specifically for the athermal case. The one dimensional athermal AOUP gives rise
to boundary layers as well as a boundary discontinuity, while the athermal RTP
results in a boundary discontinuity only which is smoothened to a boundary layer
in presence of thermal noise. For the RTP in a 1D box with reflecting boundaries
a delta peak occurs at the walls that is converted to an exponential boundary layer
for D > 0 [13]. On the other hand, in 2-dimension where the orientation of RTP
takes continuous values, a boundary layer is reported for reflecting boundaries even
in the absence of thermal noise [51], and we would expect such boundary layers
for absorbing boundary as well. Studying absorbing boundary problems with other
realisations of continuous valued coloured noise would be useful in this regard.

Apart from the boundary layer which is dynamics dependent, it is instructive to
investigate the extent of validity of the proposed universality of the late time den-
sity profile in Eqs. (79)-(80), in particular for the underdamped active processes.

2For example a trapped athermal AOUP has a very different steady state compared to a trapped
underdamped passive particle [50].
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Further, which of the emergent features are affected in presence of an additional
translational noise is a relevant question. It appears reasonable to speculate that
the structure of the density profile will remain the same; however the additional
length scale introduced because of the thermal noise would nontrivially change the
Milne length, and will also alter the boundary layer and particle demography so as
to remove the boundary discontinuity present in the nonthermal cases.

In conclusion, we believe that this work will be useful for the future studies of bound-
ary driven active processes. It strives to elucidate the interplay of thermal noise with
activity, and in particular points to a novel universality for the motion involving
coloured noise. A detailed and more general understanding of the distribution in
Eqs. (79)-(80) will be important in gaining insights into the nature of such pro-
cesses. Whether these features survive when the noise correlation is non-exponential
yet short ranged, as well as the qualitative changes introduced by interactions, will
be of particular interest.

Acknowledgments: AD acknowledges discussions with Soumyadip Banerjee.

Appendices

A. Exit probability of RTP at the left boundary:

The exit probabilities E±(x) for an RTP is obtained by solving two coupled backward
equations with boundary conditions, E±(0) = 1, E±(L) = 0 (see Eq. (51) of [13] with
signs interchanged). The equations suggest that E±(x) is linearly related to P∓(x),
and their differences coming from the different boundary values can simply be taken
care of by the following substitutions,

P+(x) = (P+
0 − P+

1 )E−(x) + P+
1 , (81a)

P−(x) = (P−
0 − P−

1 )E+(x) + P−
1 . (81b)

The above can be combined for the density and magnetisation profile, which takes
a particularly simple form for zero boundary magnetisations,

P (x) = P1 −∆P [E+(x) + E−(x)], Q(x) = ∆P [E+(x)− E−(x)], (82)

where ∆P = P1 − P0 . This relation is used for simulating the steady state distribu-
tions. Note that the results for E± reported in Eqs. (C5) of [13] carry some typo.
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The correct result is,

Em(x) =
(1 + e−µL)x− v

2ω
(m− v

µD
) [1− e−µx] + v

2ω
(m+ v

µD
) [e−µ(L−x) − e−µL]

L (1 + e−µL) + v2

ω µD
(1− e−µL)

.

(83)
Using m = ±1 one can find the expressions for E±.

B. Large time distribution of a passive underdamped Brown-
ian motion in presence of an absorbing barrier:

The absorbing boundary problem of a one dimensional underdamped Brownian mo-
tion is surprisingly challenging. The problem was posed in 1945 [52] and finally solved
after four decades [47, 53]. Here we are interested in the late time behaviour of the
distribution of position of the unbiased underdamped motion. The full solution is
quite complex and is originally given in the Laplace space (s) w.r.t. time (Eq. (4.4)
of [47]):

P̃x0,v0(x, v; s) =
e−v2/2

√
8π

∞∑
n=0

e−qn|x−x0|

qn
f∓
n (v)f

∓
n (v0)

−e
−v2/2

√
32π

∞∑
m,n=0

σmn

qm qn
e−qmx−qnx0f+

m(v)f
−
n (v0), ∓ is for x ≶ x0, (84)

where qn =
√
n+ s, σmn = 1

qm+qn
1

Qm Qn
= σnm withQn = limN→∞

√
n!N ! exp(2qn

√
N+1)∏N+n

r=0 (qr+qn)
,

and f+
n (v) = fn(v) = ev

2/4
√
n!

[
(−1)nez

2/4 dn

dzn
e−z2/2

]
z=2qn−v

, f−
n (v) = fn(−v). Here

all the variables are non-dimensionalised, t → t γ/m, x → x
√
γ/(mD) , v →

v
√
m/(Dγ) , m is the mass of the particle. To find the distribution at large times

we need to extract the leading behaviour of P̃ in the s → 0 limit. In this limit, the
summations with only m = 0 or n = 0 will contribute in Eq. (84), and the different
quantities are evaluated as,

I. f0(v) ≈ e−s+v
√
s, fn(v) ≈ Φn(v)√

n!
e−n+v

√
n for n > 0, where Φn(v) is a polynomial

of degree n.

II. TheQn’s are evaluated using Euler-Maclaurin formula:
∑N

r=1 f(r) =
∫ N

1
f(x)dx+

f(1)+f(N)
2

+ RN , where RN is the residue. Without considering RN we find,

Q0 ≈ 1
2
√
s
e

3
2

√
s, Qn(s) ≈

[
n!

n(1+
√
n)

] 1
2 e

n
2
+
√
n e−

√
s/n for n > 0. If we take the
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residue term into account, the exponent 3
2
in Q0(s) would be slightly modified;

e.g. the first correction would give an exponent 3
2
− 1

24
≈ 1.458. In Qn, the

residue would introduce a slowly varying prefactor bn : Qn → bnQn.

Putting these together, and integrating out the velocity, we find the distribution of
the particle’s position in the Laplace space,

P̃x0,v0(x; s) ≈
e−

3
2
s

2
√
s

[
e−(|x−x0|±v0)

√
s − e−(x+x0+2 lM+v0)

√
s
]
+ P̃BL(x; s), (85)

where lM ≈ 1.458, ± is for x ≶ x0, and the boundary layer profile is given by,

P̃BL(x; s) ≈ 1

2

∞∑
n=0

[
1 +

√
n

n

] 1
2 e−

3
2
n−

√
n

n! bn
e
−(v0− 1√

n
)
√
s

×
[
H(n) e−x

√
n e−(x0+v0)

√
s + Φn(−v0) e−(x0−v0)

√
n e−x

√
s
]
, (86)

with H(n) = 1√
2π

∫∞
−∞ dvΦn(v) e

− v2

2
+v

√
n . Plugging in the units and taking the

inverse transform, we find the leading time dependence of the density profile for the
problem, which is given by Eq. (79).

The distribution is markedly different from that obtained in the usual overdamped
problem. It contains a rich ‘kinetic boundary layer’ structure of a finite skin depth
∼ lp =

√
mD/γ near the absorbing walls. Secondly, far from the wall at large times

the distribution takes a scaling-like form Psc = P∞
x0,v0

(x, t)− PBL which corresponds
to a spatial shift x→ x+lM . Psc satisfies the absorbing condition at x = −lM instead
of x = 0 [54], i.e. Psc(−lM , t) = 0, implying that lM is the Milne length. In [53] the
Milne length is exactly determined, lM = −ζ(1

2
) lp ≈ 1.460 lp , a value approximated

remarkably well by the Euler-Maclaurin formula. Also note the factor e−
3
2
s in Eq.

(85) that corresponds to a temporal shift, t → t − 3
2
τp with τp = m/γ, suggesting

that Psc pertains to an initial condition at t = 3
2
τp instead of t = 0 [54].

C. Distribution of ABPs on a semi-infinite line in presence of
absorbing boundary:

The equation of motion of an overdamped ABP is given by,

ẋ = v cos θ(t) + η(t), θ̇ =
√

2Dr ζ(t), (87)

where v is the self-propulsion speed, θ is the instantaneous orientation of the particle
which takes on continuous values, and η is the thermal noise; here θ evolves as
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a Brownian particle with (rotational) diffusivity Dr . Since ⟨cos(θ(t)) cos(θ(t′))⟩ =
e−Dr |t−t′|, the dynamics of ABP is driven by an exponentially correlated noise.

We simulated the Eq. (87) with η(t) = 0 on a semi-infinite line subject to the
absorbing boundary condition at x = 0. We have taken random initial orientation
such that u0 = 0. The distribution at large times is captured remarkably well with
P∞(x, t) − PBL given in Eqs. (79)-(80), with De = v2

2Dr
, lM ≈ 0.8 v

Dr
. The result

is shown in Figure 9. This corroborates the proposed universality of the large time

Figure 9: Distribution of athermal ABPs on a semi-infinite line with an absorbing
barrier at x = 0. The data is shown with particle parameters v =

√
2, Dr = 0.2

and initial condition x0 = 1.0, u0 = ⟨cos(θ(0))⟩ ≈ 0. The line corresponds to the
expression in Eq. (79) except the boundary layer contribution.

distribution. Note that P (x, t) has a discontinuity at x = 0. Since the noise is
continuous-valued, we expect a boundary layer to be present that will alter the
expression of the distribution near x = 0. This is however not taken up in this
paper.
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