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When submerged in a chiral active bath, a passive object becomes a spinning ratchet imbued with
odd transport properties. In the adiabatic limit of a massive object, we derive the most general
Langevin dynamics for a rigid body in a chiral active bath, with odd diffusion and odd mobility
connected by an Einstein relation, and numerically explore the breakdown of these predictions
beyond the adiabatic limit. We show that the irreversibility of a massive object increases as its
symmetry decreases: a disk exhibits an effective equilibrium dynamics, while a rod admits distinct
translational and rotational temperatures, and a wedge is fully out of equilibrium. Conversely, this
departure from equilibrium can be read in the universal far-field currents and density modulations
of the bath, which we measure numerically and derive analytically.

A microscopic object in a fluid bath inherits its dy-
namics from collisions with the bath particles. When the
bath is in equilibrium, the object obeys the Einstein re-
lation and exhibits Boltzmann statistics. Active baths,
by contrast, allow a richer set of phenomena and have
thus attracted a lot of attention [1–18]. Notable among
these is ratchet motion [19–23], which demonstrates how
an active bath can power microscopic engines [24–27].
When asymmetric gears are inserted into an active bac-
terial bath [28–30], rotational ratchet motion arises due
to broken time-reversal symmetry of the bath and broken
parity symmetry (i.e. chirality) of the object.
A chiral active bath, however, breaks both these sym-

metries by itself, so that even symmetric objects be-
come rotational ratchets [31] imbued with odd diffusiv-
ity [32, 33] and odd mobility [34, 35]. While extensive
analytical and numerical results are available for achi-
ral baths, little is known theoretically of the dynamics
of passive objects embedded in chiral active fluids. The
latter are however abundant in both biological [36–38]
and synthetic active systems [39]. This raises two key
questions: how are the emerging properties of the object
(and the bath) interrelated, and how are they influenced
by the object shape?

In this Letter, we answer these questions by construct-
ing a general theory to describe the dynamics of a massive
object embedded in a chiral active bath. This allows us to
show that the object dynamics become increasingly rich
as its symmetry decreases. Specifically, we consider the
disk, rod, and wedge depicted in Fig. 1. For the disk, we
find an effective equilibrium description for the positional
degrees of freedom, accompanied by circulating currents
in momentum space. The rod already departs thermal
equilibrium by featuring unequal effective temperatures
for its rotational and positional degrees of freedom. The
wedge fully departs from any effective equilibrium and
behaves as both a translational and rotational ratchet.
Finally, we show how the object shape influences the
structure and flow of the bath itself through the gener-
ation of density modulations and currents that increase
as the object symmetry decreases. Numerical details are

FIG. 1. Passive objects inherit chiral dynamics from the
bath. A disc (a) exhibits odd diffusivity D⊥, a rod (b) addi-
tionally rotates with a ratchet velocity Ω, and a passive wedge
(c) additionally translates with ratchet velocities v∥ and v⊥.

provided in the End Matter.

Model system and effective dynamics. We consider
an extended rigid body of arbitrary shape interacting un-
der Hamiltonian dynamics with a chiral active bath in
two dimensions. This object has mass M and moment
of inertia I. Its state is characterized by its position R,
momentum P , orientation Θ and angular momentum L.
The equations of motion of the object are

MR̈ = Ṗ = F , IΘ̈ = L̇ = Γ , (1)

where F and Γ are the total force and torque due to the
bath particles. The latter are modeled as chiral active
Brownian particles, whose positions ri and orientations
θi evolve as

γṙi = Fi + f0ui +
√
2γDtηi , θ̇i = ω0 +

√
2Drξi . (2)

Here, γ is the substrate friction, f0 is the active force
oriented along the director ui = [cos(θi), sin(θi)]

T , and
object-bath interactions are reciprocal,

∑
i Fi = −F.

The bath displays two active lengthscales: the persis-
tence length ℓp = f0

Drγ
and gyroradius ℓg = f0

|ω0|γ .

If the motion of the object is very slow relative
to that of the bath, we can work in the adiabatic
limit [17, 40–42] where the probability distribution of
the full system factorizes as ρ(R,P ,Θ, L, rN ,uN , t) ≈
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ρo(R,P ,Θ, L, t)ρb(r
N ,uN |R,Θ). This leaves all time

dependence in the probability of the object, while the
bath relaxes instantaneously, following adiabatically the
object configuration. This separation of timescales
is characterized by the dimensionless parameter ϵ =√

γ/DrM , which is small in the limit of massive objects.
Following established procedures [17, 40], we integrate
out the bath degrees of freedom to obtain underdamped
Langevin dynamics for the object:[

Ṗ

L̇

]
=

[
⟨F⟩b
⟨Γ⟩b

]
−
[
ζPP ζPL

ζLP ζLL

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ζ

[
1
MP
1
IL

]
+

[
ξP (t)
ξL(t)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ξ

.
(3)

The bath produces three effects on the object: a mean
force ⟨F⟩b and torque ⟨Γ⟩b, where ⟨·⟩b denotes an average
at fixed object configuration, an instantaneous friction ζ,
and a white noise ξ. In this framework, the nine coef-
ficients entering the friction matrix ζ are given by an
Agarwal formula [43]

ζ=

∫ ∞

0

dt

[
⟨δF(t)∇R ln ρb(0)⟩b ⟨δF(t)∂Θ ln ρb(0)⟩b
⟨δΓ(t)∇T

R ln ρb(0)⟩b ⟨δΓ(t)∂Θ ln ρb(0)⟩b

]
, (4)

where δF = F−⟨F⟩b and δΓ = Γ−⟨Γ⟩b. The three Gaus-
sian noises are characterized by their correlation matrix
λ, defined from

⟨ξ(t)⊗ ξ(t′)⟩ = λδ+(t− t′) + λT δ−(t− t′) , (5)

where δ± is the restriction of the Dirac function to R±
and λ satisfies the Green-Kubo formula

λ =

∫ ∞

0

dt

[
⟨δF(t)δF(0)⟩b ⟨δF(t)δΓ(0)⟩b
⟨δΓ(t)δFT (0)⟩b ⟨δΓ(t)δΓ(0)⟩b

]
. (6)

Equations (3)-(4) provide the most general dynam-
ics for a rigid body in a chiral active bath, within the
adiabatic approximation. They hold in any dimension
d ≥ 2 but neglect long-time tails due to conservation
laws [44, 45], that can play an important role in low-
dimensional active systems [41]. The object dynamics is
then entirely defined by the sole knowledge of ζ, λ, and
the ratchet forces, ⟨F⟩b and ⟨Γ⟩b, which are determined
by the object shape. We now apply these theoretical
results to demonstrate how the object departs from an
effective equilibrium limit as its symmetry decreases.

The SO(2) swirling disk. We begin by considering a
circular disk, which has only translational degrees of free-
dom. By symmetry, ⟨F⟩b = 0, and the object dynamics
reduce to

Ṙ = M−1P , Ṗ = −M−1ζPPP + ξP (t) . (7)

The combined isotropy of the bath and the disk make ζ
and λ belong to the space of isotropic 2 × 2 matrices,

which is spanned by δ =

[
1 0
0 1

]
and A =

[
0 −1
1 0

]
, so

that ζPP = ζ∥δ + ζ⊥A and λPP = λ∥δ + λ⊥A. Here,

FIG. 2. Confined disk: effective equilibrium and cir-
culating momentum currents (ℓp = 10, ℓg = 5). (a)
The disk’s potential (solid) and kinetic (dashed) energies con-
verge to the Boltzmann distribution in the adiabatic limit
(M ∈ [10−2, 103] increasing from light to dark). (b) Even
and odd thermometers, constructed from λ, ζ, D, and µ, all
converge to a single T eff in the adiabatic limit. (c) Probability
density ρR (heatmap) and flux J ss

R (arrows) of the confined
disk (cartoon overlay). Steady circulating currents (top) van-
ish at large M (bottom) due to the odd Einstein relation (9).
(d) ρP and J ss

P of the same system. Circulation persists even
in the adiabatic limit. The direction of rotation, determined
by competition between ζ⊥ and λ⊥, reverses at smaller M .

ζ∥ and λ∥ are the usual friction and noise correlations,
respectively. Their odd counterparts, ζ⊥ and λ⊥, stem
from the breaking of time-reversal and parity symmetry
of the bath. As we show below, they allow for steady
circulating currents that are the counterparts to those
observed in confined chiral active matter [46–57].
To investigate these odd currents, we confine the disk

using a harmonic potential U(R) = 1
2k|R|2, as shown

in Fig. 2. (Our results extend directly to more general
potentials.) The simulations in Fig. 2a show how the
nonequilibrium dynamics of light disks are replaced at
large M by an effective equilibrium one, leading to the
Boltzmann steady-state solution of Eq. (7) given by

ρsso = ρR(R)ρP (P ) ∝ e−(U(R)+ 1
2M |P |2)/T eff

, (8)

where T eff = 1
2M ⟨|P |2⟩ = 1

2k⟨|R|2⟩ is an effective tem-
perature.
The flux in R-space is J ss

R = −
(
D− T effµ

)
∇RρR,

where D = D∥δ+D⊥A is the diffusivity computed from

the Green-Kubo relation D = 1
M2

∫∞
0

dt ⟨P (t)P (0)⟩.
The odd diffusivity D⊥ generates a flux of ρR perpen-
dicular to its gradient [32]. Conversely, the mobility
µ = µ∥δ + µ⊥A = ζ−1 predicts the drift under an ex-
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FIG. 3. Effective temperatures of the spinning rod
(ℓrod = 5, ℓp = 10, and ℓg = 5). (a) The angular velocities of
rods pinned at the center or free to translate agree at large M .
(b) A rod confined to a harmonic potential exhibits rotational
(blue) and translational (green) dynamics that independently
recover equilibrium-like statistics at large M , with the mean
potential (solid) and kinetic (dashed) energies agreeing, but
at two distinct effective temperatures T eff

R and T eff
Θ .

ternal force F ext as ⟨P ⟩F ext = MµF ext, where the odd
mobility µ⊥ causes drift perpendicular to F ext [34, 35],
and is maximal when the disk diameter is of the order ℓg
(see Fig. 6 below). Einstein relations then follow as

D∥ = T effµ∥ , D⊥ = T effµ⊥ , (9)

remarkably holding for the odd parts as well as the even.
Thus, while D⊥ and µ⊥ can individually drive currents
satisfying ∇R · J ss

R = 0, these exactly cancel at large M ,
as shown in Fig. 2c (bottom panel), leading to an effective
equilibrium apparently reminiscent to that observed for
a bath of achiral particles [17]. In contrast, when M is
small, the disk departs from the equilibrium distribution
of Eq. (8). The competition between D⊥ and µ⊥ then
results in steady flows illustrated in Fig. 2c (top panel).

In the adiabatic limit, the flux of ρP is J ss
P =

−
(
λ− T effζ

)
∇P ρP . The continuity condition ∇P ·

J ss
P = 0 requires that the even parts of λ and ζ be related

by a second fluctuation-dissipation theorem, but places
no such requirement on the odd parts:

λ∥ = T effζ∥ , λ⊥ ̸= T effζ⊥ . (10)

The inequality in Eq. (10) results in odd currents that
persist even in the adiabatic limit (Fig. 2d), and can even
change direction as the disk mass is decreased. This is in
sharp contrast with both chiral equilibrium baths, which
require λ⊥ = T effζ⊥, and achiral active ones [17].
We stress that Eqs (8)-(10) provide independent ther-

mometers to measure the effective temperature of the sys-
tem. As shown in Fig. 2b, they all agree in the adiabatic
limit. All involved quantities remain well-defined even
beyond this limit, and are of rheological interest [58, 59],
but cease to be directly connected through an effective
temperature.

The C2 Spinning rod. We now proceed beyond the
isotropic disk by considering a passive rod, pictured in
Fig. 1b. While reflection symmetry is lost due to the bath

FIG. 4. Nonequilibrium wedge dynamics (ℓp = 10,
ℓwedge = 3.6, M = 100). (a) Ratchet speeds |v⊥| and |Ω|
are maximized at ℓg ≈ ℓwedge. (b) Average trajectories with
ℓwedge = ℓg, conditioned on the initial position (orange) when
pushed or pulled with F ext = ±0.1u(Θ) (green arrows). Pink
lines trace the tip path. Asymmetry of the two trajectories
results from rotation-translation coupling in ζ.

chirality, the system maintains a two-fold rotational sym-
metry (C2). Consequently, ⟨F⟩b = 0, a result that holds
for any object with n-fold rotational symmetry (Cn). The
bath chirality nevertheless drives asymmetric accumula-
tion around the rod, leading to a net torque and a rota-
tional ratchet behavior.
Furthermore, Eqs. (6)-(4) show the elements of ζ and

λ that couple rotational and translational motion to van-
ish under Cn symmetry. This decoupling means that the
translational dynamics of the rod are structurally iden-
tical to those of the isotropic disk, while the rotational
dynamics obeys

L̇ = ⟨Γ⟩b − I−1ζLLL+ ξL(t) , (11)

leading to a non-zero average angular velocity Ω =
⟨Γ⟩b/ζLL. This unexpected independence between trans-
lational and rotational dynamics is demonstrated in
Fig. 3a, where a rod pinned at its center is shown to spin
at the same speed as an unpinned rod (only) in the adi-
abatic limit. The freely rotating rod is then Boltzmann-

distributed as ρsso ∝ e−δL2/2IT eff
Θ , where δL = L−IΩ and

T eff
Θ = I−1⟨δL2⟩ is the rotational temperature.
Another consequence of the decoupling is that trans-

lational and rotational degrees of freedom are both equi-
librated, but at different temperatures. The station-
ary distribution of a rod in a confining potential U =
1
2k|R|2 + 1

2kΘΘ
2 is

ρsso ∝ e−(
k
2 |R|2+ 1

2M |P |2)/T eff
R e

−
(

kΘ
2 δΘ2+ 1

2I L
2
)
/T eff

Θ , (12)

where δΘ = Θ−⟨Γ⟩b/kΘ. As shown in Fig. 3b, the trans-
lational temperature T eff

R is nearly twice as “hot” as T eff
Θ ,

even in the adiabatic limit, where the translational and
rotational degrees of freedom individually obey equipar-
tition between kinetic and potential energies.
We note that the odd circulation in momentum space

of the disk is associated with a nonzero entropy produc-
tion rate, which diverges as σ ∝ 1/ϵ. Similarly, the
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FIG. 5. Far-field density and currents. Top row: Steady-state density (heatmap and blue contour lines) compared against
the multipole prediction (black contour lines). Bottom row: Steady-state current (blue streamlines) and heatmap of the
rotational component Jϕ = r × J/|r| compared against multipole prediction (black streamlines). First and third columns:
achiral (ℓp = 10, ℓg = ∞). Second and fourth columns: chiral (ℓp = 10, ℓg = 10).

ratchet rotation of the rod leads to σ = ⟨Γ⟩bΩ
T eff
Θ

. These

results seem to contradict the equilibrium-like statistics
of Eq. (8) for the disk and of Eq. (11) for the rod. How-
ever, this paradox is resolved by noting that statisti-
cal reversibility is restored for objects with Cn symme-
tries under combined time reversal and chirality inversion
(ω0 → −ω0). As we now show, this is entirely lost when
the object symmetry is further reduced.

The Z2 Steering wedge. A wedge, pictured in Fig. 1c,
has no Cn symmetry, and its Z2 reflection symmetry is
broken by the bath chirality. It thus experiences net
forces and torques from the bath, behaving as both a ro-
tational and translational ratchet with average velocities
v∥ = M−1⟨u(Θ) ·P ⟩ and v⊥ = M−1⟨Au(Θ) ·P ⟩, where
u(Θ) = [cos(Θ), sin(Θ)]T. In the achiral limit (ℓg → ∞)
Ω and v⊥ vanish by symmetry. In the opposite limit
(ℓg → 0) the active force f0 acts over a vanishing small
distance, and all three ratchet currents vanish. Conse-
quently, Ω and v⊥ are maximal at intermediate values of
ℓg which Fig. 4a shows to be selected for by the wedge
size, ℓwedge. Note that, while a wedge always propels
towards its tip in an achiral active bath, v∥ reverses at
ℓg ≈ ℓwedge, propelling in the opposite direction.

The lack of Cn symmetry of the wedge implies that ro-
tational and translational motion are coupled in λ and ζ.
This is illustrated in Fig. 4b, where the average trajec-
tory of the wedge subject to “pulling” in the direction
u(Θ) or “pushing” in the opposite direction produces
asymmetric trajectories with different directions of rota-
tion. Unlike for the disk and rod, this coupling prevents
defining effective rotational and translational tempera-

tures for the wedge, even in the adiabatic limit, where
the entropy production is positive even under the sym-
metrization ω0 → −ω0.

The bath’s perspective. Decreasing the object symme-
try thus drives its dynamics increasingly far from equi-
librium. This raises the question as to how the broken
object symmetries influence the structure and flows of
the bath itself. To answer that question, we character-
ize the universal far-field flow generated by the object in
the chiral bath, building on a procedure developed for
achiral baths [60, 61]. Far from the object, the bath dy-
namics is diffusive, obeying JD = −Db∇ρ, where ρ(r)
is the bath density and Db = Db

∥δ + Db
⊥A is the bath

diffusivity. Near the object, in contrast, the flux J of
the active bath involves higher orientational moments.
Defining δJ = J − JD and applying the steady-state
continuity condition ∇ · J = 0 yields a Poisson equation
for the density

Db
∥∇

2ρ = −∇ · δJ , (13)

where ∇ · δJ acts as a localized source term. Equa-
tion (13) admits a multipole expansion in powers of the
distance r to the object that leads to

ρ(r) = ρ0 +
1

2πγD∥

{p · r
r2

+
r · q · r
2r4

}
+O(r−3) , (14)

where ρ0 is the bath density far from the object, and the
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dipole and quadrupole moments are

p = −
∫

dr ρ(r)∇V (r) , (15)

q̃ = −2

∫
dr ρ(r)r∇V +

2γ

f0
Dbm(r)∇V . (16)

Here, ∇V (ri) = −Fi in Eq. (1), and m(r) is the po-
lar order field, quantifying the orientational order of the
bath. Note that the integrands in Eqs. (15)-(16) vanish
everywhere except at the object, where ∇V ̸= 0. Plug-
ging Eq. (14) into J = −Db∇ρ leads to an expression
for the far-field flux,

J ≃ − 1

2πγD∥
Db

(
r2δ − 2r ⊗ r

)( p

r4
+

2q · r
r6

)
, (17)

where q is the symmetric part of q̃. In Fig. 5, the densi-
ties and fluxes induced by the rod and wedge in both chi-
ral and achiral active baths are succesfully compared with
our multipole approximation, which show that the chiral-
ity of the bath effectively rotates the far field distribution
with respect to the object. The increased departure from
equilibrium as the object symmetry is decreased is re-
flected that the wedge is dominated by its dipole moment,

while the rod’s leading contribution is only quadrupolar.
Finally, the rotational flux Jϕ = r × J/|r| of the chiral
bath is observed to exhibit a large net circulation near
the object. This is related to the torque on the object
through Eq. (16), showing these effects to be two sides of
the same coin.

Tayloring transport. Our results show how a passive
object in contact with a chiral active bath turns into a
chiral active particle, whose large-scale properties are de-
termined by its shape, mass, and size. First, the object’s
symmetry determines which active ratchet behaviors and
transport couplings are triggered, thus determining the
nature of this effective active particle. Second, we have
shown how to build a Langevin description of a heavy
object, that predicts effective equilibrium descriptions
albeit with odd signatures of nonequilibrium. Finally,
our simulations show how tuning the object size to the
bath gyroradius ℓg maximizes the odd response coeffi-
cients and chiral ratchet motion. An exciting perspective
is now to explore the interactions between multiple ob-
jects mediated by chiral active bath and the possibility
of tayloring their self-assembly.
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Simulation details. Molecular dynamics simulations
were carried out using the LAMMPS simulation environ-
ment [62] with custom modifications [63] for the dynam-
ics of the chiral active bath. The bath particles inter-
act with the object through the purely repulsive Weeks-
Chandler-Andersen (WCA) potential defined by

V (r) =

4ϵ

[(
σ/r

)12 − (
σ/r

)6]
+ ϵ |r| < 21/6σ

0 |r| ≥ 21/6σ
(18)

with σ = ϵ = 1. The total interaction energy is then

V int =
∑N

i=1

∑Mobject

j=1 V (|ri−Rj |), where the passive ob-
ject (in the case of the rod and wedge) is constructed out
of Mobject point particles spaced at intervals of 0.1σ. The

total force on the object is then F = −
∑Mobject

j=1
∂

∂Rj
V int.

The passive object dynamics of Eq. (1) were integrated
using the velocity Verlet algorithm while the stochastic
dynamics of the bath in Eq. (2) were treated with a
first-order Euler-Maruyama integrator, with a timestep
of δt = 0.005. For the self-propulsion force and bath fric-
tion we set f0 = γ = 1, so that the ℓp and ℓg are always
adjusted by changing Dr and ω0.

The disk was harmonically confined by U = 1
2k|R|2

with k = 0.08. Radial profiles of the steady-state fluxes
are plotted in Fig. 6. The disk mobility µ = ζ−1 was
measured by pulling with an external force |F ext| = 0.1.
The rod was harmonically confined by U = 1

2k|R|2 +
1
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were fixed at ℓrod = ℓwedge = 10. All calculations were
performed in a simulation box with periodic boundaries
and size 100× 100, except for the multipole calculations
where a larger size of 300 × 300 was used to sample the

far-field effects. In those simulations, Ewald summation
was used with a screening length of α = 1/300 to account
for the non-converging contribution of periodic images to
the dipole contribution to ρ(r), which decays as 1/|r|.
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FIG. 6. (a) The odd mobility µ⊥ is maximized when the gyroradius ℓg of the bath is of the order of the disk diameter ℓdisk.
Error bands give 95% confidence interval from independent replicas of pulling simulations. (b) Profiles of the steady-state

rotational currents in position space Jϕ
R = R×J ss

R/|R| and (c) momentum space Jϕ
P = P ×J ss

P /|P | corresponding to Fig. 2c,d
for various values of M . The inset in (b) shows the M = 1 profile plotted in Fig. 2c, emphasizing counter-rotation.
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