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Efficient transportation, a hot topic in nonlinear science1, is most essential for 10

modern societies and the survival of biological species. As biological evolution has 11

generated a rich variety of successful solutions2, nature can inspire optimisation 12

strategies3,4. Foraging ants, for example, form attractive trails which support the 13

exploitation of initially unknown food sources in almost the minimum possible time5,6.14

However, can this strategy cope with bottleneck situations, when interactions cause 15

delays, which reduce the overall flow? Here, we present an experimental study of ants 16

confronted with two alternative ways. We find that pheromone-based attraction 17

generates one trail at low densities, while at a high level of crowding, another trail is 18

established before the traffic volume is affected, which guarantees that an optimal rate 19

of food return is maintained. This bifurcation phenomenon is explained by a non-linear 20

modelling approach. Surprisingly, the underlying mechanism is based on inhibitory 21

interactions. It implies capacity reserves, a limitation of the density-induced speed 22

reduction, and a sufficient pheromone concentration for reliable trail perception. The 23
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balancing mechanism between cohesive and dispersive forces appears to be generic in 1

natural, urban, and transportation systems. 2

Animals living in groups7,8 often display collective movement along well-defined lanes 3

or trails9-13. This behaviour emerges through self-organisation resulting from the action of 4

individuals on the environment14-16. In ants17,18 for example, mass recruitment allows a colony 5

to make adaptive choices solely based on information collected at the local level by individual 6

workers. When a scout ant discovers a food source, it lays an odour trail on its way back to 7

the nest. Recruited ants use the trail to find the food source and, when coming back to the 8

nest, reinforce it in turn. Without significant crowding, mass recruitment generally leads to 9

the use of only one branch, i.e. to asymmetrical traffic19, because small initial differences in 10

pheromone concentration between trails are amplified. This also explains why ants use the 11

shorter of two branches leading to the same food source20, if it does not constitute a 12

bottleneck.13

Here, we investigate the regulation of traffic flow during mass recruitment in the black garden 14

ant Lasius niger. Ants were forced to move on a diamond-shaped bridge with two branches 15

between their nest and a food source  (Fig. 1). We have studied to what extent the traffic on 16

the bridge remains asymmetrical and, therefore, limited by the capacity of one branch, when 17

an increased level of crowding is induced by using branches of reduced widths (w = 10.0, 6.0, 18

3.0 and 1.5 mm). The temporal evolution of the flow of ants on the bridge shown in Fig. 2 is 19

typical of a trail recruitment process21. Surprisingly, the recruitment dynamics was not 20

influenced by the branch width w and the traffic volumes were the same (ANOVA, 21

F3,44 = 0.500, P = 0.690). However, for w=10 mm, the majority of ants used the same branch 22

(Fig. 3a), while for 6w mm most experiments led to symmetrical traffic ( 2 = 1.686, 23

d.f. = 2, P = 0.430). This suggests that there is a transition from asymmetrical to symmetrical 24

traffic between 10.0 and 6.0 mm  ( 2= 12.667, d.f. = 3, P = 0.005).25
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The mechanism for this “symmetry restoring transition” has been identified by experiments, 1

analytical calculations, and Monte Carlo simulations. Figure 3b supports indeed that the 2

proportion of experiments producing symmetrical flows on narrow bridges increases with the 3

total number of ants crossing the bridge ( 2= 4.6 , d.f. = 2, P = 0.04). Moreover, Fig. 3c 4

shows that both branches were equally used by the opposite flow directions. Therefore, in 5

contrast to army ants6 and pedestrians1, separation of the opposite flow directions was not 6

found. This could be explained by a high level of disturbance, e.g. a large variation in the 7

speeds of ants22.8

The flow of ants over the bridge can be understood analytically: The concentration of the trail 9

pheromone Cij on branch i (i = 1, 2) immediately behind each choice point j (j = 1, 2) changes 10

in time t according to 11

12
)()()(/ ' tCtqtqdtdC ijijijij      with ,3' jj  (1) 13

14

where )(1 ti  represents the overall flow of foragers from the nest to the food source choosing 15

branch i behind the choice point 1, )(2 ti  the opposite flow on branch i behind the other 16

choice point ,23' jj   the average time required for an ant to get from one choice 17

point to the other, q the quantity of pheromone laid on the trail, and  the decay rate of the 18

pheromone. Moreover, if the density is low enough, 19

20
                                              ),()()( tFtt ijjij      (2)21

22

where 1 is the outbound flow of foragers from the nest to the food source and 2 the23

opposite, nestbound flow. The function Fij describes the relative attractiveness of the trail on 24

branch i at choice point j. For Lasius niger it is given by1925

26
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where k denotes a concentration threshold beyond which the pheromone-based choice of a 3

trail begins to be effective.  4

Equation (2) describes the flow dynamics without interactions between ants. However, when 5

traffic was dense, we observed that ants that had just engaged on a branch were often pushed 6

to the other branch when colliding frontally with another ant coming from the opposite 7

direction. This behaviour will turn out to be essential in generating symmetrical traffic on 8

narrow bridges. While pushing was practically never observed on a 10 mm bridge, on narrow 9

bridges the frequency of pushing events was high and proportional to the flow (Fig. 3d).10

When pushing is taken into account, the overall flow of ants arriving at choice point j11

and choosing branch i can be expressed by the following formula:12

wtatFtwtatFtt jijijijijjij /)()()(]/)(1)[()()( ''''   (4) 13

The first term on the right-hand side of (4) represents the flow of ants engaged on branch i14

)]()([ tFt ijj , diminished by the flow of ants pushed towards the other branch 'i  by ants 15

arriving from the opposite direction. wta ij /)(' is the proportion of ants decelerated by 16

interactions. The factor a  is proportional to the interaction time period and the lateral width 17

of ants. Up to the symmetry restoring transition it can be considered approximately constant. 18

57.0 denotes the probability of  being pushed in case of an encounter (Fig. 3d). The 19

second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (4) represents the flow of ants that were engaged on 20

branch 'i  and were pushed towards branch i.21

The stationary solutions of this model are defined by the conditions ,0/ dtdCij22

,)()( ijijij FtFtF  ,)()( ijijij tt  and )()()( ' ttt jjj  (as the 23

nestbound flow and the outbound flow should be equal). These imply 24

,/)( '' ijijijij CqC '''' 11 jijiijij FFFF25
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We can distinguish two cases: i) When ,02D  the stable stationary solution corresponds to 4

asymmetrical traffic with 2D
v

qCij and 2
' D

v
qC ji . If ,0  this situation is 5

given for kq / . If ,/ kq  i.e. if the pheromone concentration is too low, the ants 6

choose both branches at random, corresponding to a symmetrical distribution (Fig. 4a). ii) 7

When pushing is taken into account with ,0  the organization of traffic changes 8

considerably: the asymmetrical solution cannot be established anymore as soon as 02D  for 9

large traffic volumes  (Fig. 4b). In this case, symmetrical traffic is expected with 10

/qCij  and 2/ij  for both branches i and choice points j. Therefore, high traffic 11

volumes can be maintained and none of the branches is preferred despite of the competitive 12

effect due to the accumulation of pheromone on both branches. Moreover, the model implies 13

that the outbound flow 1i  and the nestbound flow 2i  are equal, indicating that one-way 14

flows are not required to maintain a high traffic volume23. These analytical results have been 15

confirmed by Monte-Carlo simulations (see Fig. 4c,d). Our simulations have also 16

demonstrated that, if pushed ants, instead of moving to the other branch, made a U-turn in the 17

direction they were coming from, the overall flow of ants crossing the bridge was affected by 18

the branch width and no shift to symmetrical traffic was observed.  19

The traffic organisation in ants can be called optimal. The overall flow on branch i behind20
choice point j is given by ijijij Vw , where ij denotes the density of ants. Their 21

average speed is theoretically estimated by ),/1( ' waVV ijmij  where mV  denotes the 22
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average maximum speed and wa ij /' again the proportion of decelerated ants. For the 1

symmetry restoring transition with ,02D  Eq. (7) requires ,3/1/ wa  which implies 2

.42.0)]3/(11[ mmij VVV  However, according to the empirical speed-density relation by 3

Burd et al.23, the maximum flow (the capacity) is only reached at the smaller speed 4
.39.0)]1/(11[ mmij VnVV  Although the empirical value 64.0n was determined for 5

another ant species, the values for L. niger should be comparable. This shows that the 6

symmetry restoring transition occurs before the maximum flow is reached. The strict 7

inequality also implies capacity reserves and a limitation of the density-related speed 8

reduction. A marginal reduction in speed, however, would not be in favour of symmetrical 9

traffic because of benefits by using a single trail: First, a more concentrated trail provides a 10

better orientation guidance and a stronger arousal stimulus24. Second, a higher density of ants 11

enhances information exchange and supports a better group defence25.12

To conclude, this study demonstrates the surprising functionality of collisions among ants to 13

keep up the desired flow level by generation of symmetrical traffic. Pushing behaviour may 14

be considered as an optimal behaviour to maintain a high rate of food return to the nest. It 15

would not be required in most models of Ideal Free Distribution26 (IDF), as they neglect 16

effects of inter-attraction. The balancing between cohesive and dispersive forces avoids a 17

dysfunctional degree of aggregation and supports an optimal accessibility of space at minimal 18

costs allowing an efficient construction, maintenance and use of infrastructures. This 19

mechanism appears to be generic in nature, in particular in group living organisms. For 20

example, inhibitory interactions at overcrowded building sites in termites allow a smooth 21

growth of the nest structure27. In the development of urban agglomerations they are important 22

to keep up the co-existence of cities28 and in vehicle traffic, they determine the choice of 23

longer, less congested routes. The mechanism also suggests algorithms for the routing of data 24

traffic in networks.25
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Figure Legends 1

Figure 1 Experimental set-up. Five queenless colonies of Lasius niger2

(Hymenoptera, Formicidae) each containing 500 workers were used. During an 3

experiment, ants had access from the nest to a source of sucrose (2mL of 1M 4

solution) placed at the end of a diamond-shaped bridge. The solution was spread 5

over a large surface so that all ants arriving at the end of the bridge could have 6

access to the food. j = 1 and j = 2 indicate the choice points for branch selection. The 7

whole set-up was surrounded by white curtains to prevent any bias in branch choice 8

due to the use of visual cues. The colonies were starved for four days before each 9

experiment. The traffic on the two-branch bridge was recorded by a video camera for 10

one hour. Nestbound and outbound ants were then counted and aggregated over 11

1-minute intervals. Counting began as soon as  the first ant climbed the bridge. Four 12

different bridge widths w were used: 10.0, 6.0, 3.0 and 1.5mm. This set-up mimics 13

many natural situations in which the geometry of the trails is influenced by physical 14

constraints of the environment such as the diameter of underground galleries or of 15

the branches in the vegetation along which the ants are moving.16

Figure 2 a-d Average number of ants per minute crossing the two branches of the 17

bridge within intervals of five minutes. The observed traffic volumes )(2 t and flow 18

dynamics agreed for the four different branch widths, i.e. the bottleneck for smaller 19

branches was compensated for by usage of both branches. N = 12 experiments were 20

carried out for each bridge width. Error bars indicate the standard deviation. 21

Figure 3 Experimental results. (a) Experimental frequency distributions of the 22

proportion F1j of ants using the right branch for different branch widths w. We 23

considered traffic to be asymmetrical when more than 2/3 of the cumulated traffic of 24

ants at the end of the experiment had used a single branch. All experiments have 25

been pooled. (b) Experimental frequency distributions similar to (a), but for different 26
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total numbers of ants crossing the bridge. All experiments on bridges of 1.5, 3.0 and 1

6.0 mm width have been pooled. (c) Proportion of outbound ants on the left and right 2

branches of the bridge to the total number of ants that have passed the bridge at the 3

end of the experiment. The results contradict opposite one-way flows on both 4

branches. (d) Number of pushing events as a function of the total number of ant 5

encounters on the initial part of each branch of the bridge. For each branch width, 6

pushing events were evaluated at both choice points, for outbound and nestbound 7

ants, during the first ten and last ten minutes of a random sample of two experiments 8

characterised by symmetrical and two experiments characterised by asymmetrical 9

traffic. This yielded a total of 2 branches x 4 experiments x 2 time intervals = 16 10

points per branch width. When the number of encounters was too low (  3) the points 11

were not taken into account in the regression. The slope of the linear regression is 12

equal to 0.571   0.057 (CI95%).  This corresponds to the probability  of an ant to be 13

pushed and redirected towards the other branch after encountering another ant 14

coming from the opposite direction (see e-g).15

Figure 4 Top: Analytical results for the parameter values q = 1, k = 6, = 1/40 min-1,16

and a= 0.1 mm.min, which have been adjusted to experimental measurements. The 17

curves show the proportion Fij of the overall flow  on each branch in the stationary 18

state. (a) In the absence of pushing ( = 0) the model predicts asymmetrical traffic 19

above very low values of the overall flow of ants, independently of the traffic volume. 20

(b) When the proportion of pushed ants is high (  = 0.6), traffic is asymmetrical for 21

moderate values of the overall flow of ants, but stable symmetrical traffic with Fij =0.522

is expected above a critical value of traffic flow which is an increasing function of 23

branch width w. The symmetry-restoring transition from asymmetrical to symmetrical 24

traffic flow corresponds to an inverse pitchfork bifurcation. Bottom: Results of Monte-25

Carlo simulations. At time t = 0, the pheromone concentration and the number of ants 26
on each branch are set to zero. Ants arrive at choice point j at a rate .tj  The 27
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probability of choosing the right or left branch at a choice point is governed by the 1

choice function Fij [see Eq. (3)]. However, as soon as an ant has engaged on a 2

branch, it may be pushed to the other branch with probability  by an oppositely 3

moving ant coming from the second choice point. The pushed ant then continues its 4

course on the alternative branch and lays a trail. For each value of , the simulations 5

are averaged over 1000 runs. The graphs show the relative frequency of simulations 6

in which a certain proportion of traffic was supported by the right branch. (c)7

Assuming a pushing probability equal to zero ( =0), most simulations ended with 8

asymmetrical traffic. However, when we used the experimental value =0.6, most 9

simulations for narrow branches resulted in symmetrical traffic. (d) The proportion of 10

simulations with =0.6 in which asymmetrical traffic emerged is a function of the total 11

number of ants crossing the bridge, just as in our experiments (cf. Fig. 3c).12



11

1 Helbing, D. Traffic and related self-driven many-particle systems. Reviews of Modern 1

Physics 73, 1067-1141 (2001).2

2 Camazine, S. et al., Self-organized Biological Systems (Princeton Studies in Complexity, 3

2001).4
3 Bonabeau, E., Dorigo, M. & Theraulaz, G. Inspiration for optimization from social insect 5

behaviour. Nature 406, 39-42 (2000). 6
4 Bonabeau, E., Dorigo, M. & Theraulaz, G. Swarm Intelligence. From Natural to Artificial 7

Systems  (Oxford University Press, 1999). 8
5 Burd, M. & Aranwela, N. Head-on encounter rates and walking speed of foragers in leaf-9

cutting ant traffic. Insectes soc. 50, 3-8 (2003). 10
6 Couzin, I. D. & Franks, N. R. Self-organized lane formation and optimized traffic flow in 11

army ants. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B 270, 139-146 (2003).12
7 Parrish, J. K. & Hamner, W. K. Animal Groups in three Dimensions (Cambridge University 13

Press, Cambridge, 1997) 14
8 Krause, J. & Ruxton, D. Living in Groups (Oxford Series in Ecology and Evolution, Oxford 15

University Press, 2002) 16
9 Galef, B. G. Jr. & Buckley, L. L. Using foraging trails by Norway rats. Anim. Behav. 51,17

765-771 (1996). 18
10 Fitzgerald, T. D. The Tent Caterpillars (Cornell University Press, Ithaca, N.Y., 1995). 19
11 Erlandson, J. & Kostylev, V. Trail following, speed and fractal dimension of movement in a 20

marine prosobranch, Littorina littorea, during a mating and a non-mating season. Marine21

Biol. 122, 87-94 (1995) 22
12 Traniello, J. F. A. & Robson S. K. in: Chemical Ecology of Insects (eds. Cardé, R. T. & 23

Bell, W.) 241-286 (Chapman & Hall, 1995). 24
13 Miura, T. & Matusmoto, T. Open-air litter foraging in the nasute termite Longipeditermes25

longipes (Isoptera: Termitidae). J. Insect Behav. 11, 179-189 (1998). 26
14 Helbing, D., Keltsch, J. & Molnár, P. Modelling the evolution of human trail systems. 27

Nature 388, 47-50 (1997). 28
15 Edelstein-Keshet, L. W., Ermentrout, J. & Bard., G. Trail following in ants: individual 29

properties determine population behaviour. Behav. Ecol. and Sociobiol. 36, 119-133 (1995). 30



12

16 Schweitzer, F. Brownian Agents and Active Particles. Collective Dynamics in the Natural 1

and Social Sciences (Springer, Berlin, 2003). 2
17 Wilson, E. O. Chemical communication among workers of the fire ant Solenopsis3

saevissima (Fr. Smith). 1. The organization of mass-foraging. Anim. Behav. 10, 134-147 4

(1962).5
18 Hölldobler, B. & Wilson E. O. The Ants (The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 6

Cambridge, MA, 1990). 7
19 Beckers, R., Deneubourg, J. L. & Goss, S. Trails and U-turns in the selection of a path by 8

the ant Lasius niger. J. theor. Biol. 159, 397-415 (1992). 9
20 Goss, S., Aron, S., Deneubourg, J. L. & Pasteels J. M. Self-organized shortcuts in the 10

Argentine ant. Naturwissenschaften 76, 579-581 (1989). 11
21 Pasteels, J. M., Deneubourg, J. L. & Goss, S.in: From Individual to Collective Behaviour in 12

Social Insects, Experientia supplementum, Vol. 54 (eds Pasteels, J. M. & Deneubourg, J. L.) 13

155-175 (Birkhäuser, Basel, 1987). 14
22 Helbing, D. & Platkowski., T. Drift- or fluctuation-induced ordering and self-organization 15

in driven many-particle systems. Europhys. Lett. 60, 227-233 (2002). 16
23 Burd, M. et al. Traffic dynamics of the leaf-cutting ant, Atta cephalotes. Am. Nat., 159, 283-17

293 (2002). 18
24 Calenbuhr, V. et al. A model for osmotropotactic orientation. II. J. theor. Biol., 158, 395-19

407 (1992). 20
25 Feener, D.H. & Moss, K.A.G. Defense against parasites by hitchhikers in leaf-cutting ants: 21

a quantitative assessment. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 49, 348-356. 22
26 Fretwell, S. D. & Lucas, H. L. On territorial behavior and other factors influencing habitat 23

distribution in birds. I. Theoretical development. Acta Biotheor. 19, 16–36 (1970). 24
27 O’Toole, D.V., Robinson, P.A. & Myerscough, M.R. Self-organized criticality in termite 25

architecture: a role for crowding in ensuring ordered nest expansion. J. theor. Bio., 198, 305-26

327.27
28 Fujita, M., Krugman, P. & Venables, A. The Spatial Economy - Cities, Regions, and 28

International Trade (MIT Press, Cambridge, MA, 1999). 29



Nest

2cm

3cm

60°

Sugar
Source

j=1
j=2

Nest

2cm

3cm

60°

Sugar
Source

j=1
j=2



6 mm

3 mm

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10 mm

0
10
20
30
40
50

0
10
20
30
40
50

F
lo

w
[m

in
-1

]

Time (min)

a b

c

1.5 mm

d

6 mm

3 mm

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10 mm

0
10
20
30
40
50

0
10
20
30
40
50

F
lo

w
[m

in
-1

]

Time (min)

a b

c

1.5 mm

d



0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1

P
ro

po
rt

io
n

of
ex

pe
rim

en
ts 10

6
3
1.5

Proportion of ants
taking the right branch

Proportion of ants
taking the right branch

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

Left
branch
Right
branch

Outbound ants /
total number of ants

P
ro

po
rt

io
n

of
ex

pe
rim

en
ts

N
um

be
r

of
pu

sh
in

g
ev

en
ts

< 600
600-1200
>1200

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1

1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

PushingFirst choice Direction
after pushing

a b

c

Number of encounters

100

0
20
40
60
80

0 20 60 100 140

6
3
1.5

y=0.57x
R²=0.9

d

e f g

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1

P
ro

po
rt

io
n

of
ex

pe
rim

en
ts 10

6
3
1.5

Proportion of ants
taking the right branch

Proportion of ants
taking the right branch

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

Left
branch
Right
branch

Outbound ants /
total number of ants

P
ro

po
rt

io
n

of
ex

pe
rim

en
ts

N
um

be
r

of
pu

sh
in

g
ev

en
ts

< 600
600-1200
>1200

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1

1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

PushingFirst choice Direction
after pushing

a b

c

Number of encounters

100

0
20
40
60
80

0 20 60 100 140

6
3
1.5

y=0.57x
R²=0.9

d

e f g



Flow (ants.min-1) Flow (ants.min-1)

0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9

1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

P
ro

po
rti

on
 o

f f
lo

w

first branch
second branch

a

0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9

1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

101.5 3 6 

b

0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

1

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1 
Proportion of ants

taking the right branch

P
ro

po
rti

on
 o

f 
si

m
ul

at
io

ns

= 0
= 0.6

0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1 
Proportion of ants 

taking the right branch

600
900
1200

c d

Flow (ants.min-1) Flow (ants.min-1)

0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9

1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

P
ro

po
rti

on
 o

f f
lo

w

first branch
second branch

a

0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9

1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

101.5 3 6 

b

0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

1

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1 
Proportion of ants

taking the right branch

P
ro

po
rti

on
 o

f 
si

m
ul

at
io

ns

= 0
= 0.6

0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1

0-1/3 1/3-2/3 2/3-1 
Proportion of ants 

taking the right branch

600
900
1200

c d


