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Emergent non-reciprocal interactions violating Newton’s third law are widespread in out-of-
equilibrium systems. Phase separating mixtures with such interactions exhibit travelling states
with no equilibrium counterpart. Using extensive Brownian dynamics simulations, we investigate
the existence and stability of such travelling states in a generic non-reciprocal particle system. By
varying a broad range of parameters including aggregate state of mixture components, diffusivity,
degree of non-reciprocity, effective spatial dimension and density, we determine that travelling states
do exist below the predator-prey regime, but nonetheless are only found in a narrow region of the
parameter space. Our work also sheds light on the physical mechanisms for the disappearance of
travelling states when relevant parameters are being varied, and has implications for a range of non-
equilibrium systems including non-reciprocal phase separating mixtures, non-equilibrium pattern
formation and predator-prey models.

INTRODUCTION

Fundamental pairwise interactions such as gravita-
tional or electromagnetic forces always obey action-
reaction symmetry. This is also true for effective pairwise
interactions between particles in an equilibrium medium
like the Asakura–Oosawa attraction [1] between colloidal
particles in a medium of non-adsorbing macromolecules.
Similar examples arise in the context of Casimir forces
between compact objects [2]. This paradigm can break
down if either the medium or the interacting particles are
driven out of equilibrium [3], resulting in non-reciprocal
interactions [4, 5]; these have generated very substantial
interest in the last decade [6–23].

A striking observation is that non-reciprocal systems
can give rise to exotic time-dependent steady states [15,
16, 18, 22] with stable travelling waves. Although hydro-
dynamic continuum descriptions [15, 16, 18, 24–29] have
shed some light on the conditions under which travelling
states arise and their stability with respect to changes
in material parameters, similar insights from particle-
based models remain scarce. One instance is a study of
particles with long-ranged non-reciprocal diffusiophoretic
interactions mediated by concentration gradients in the
surrounding medium [22] and another involves quorum-
sensing in active matter [30].

Here we explore a generic particle-based model of
a non-reciprocal system with short-ranged interactions,
employing Brownian dynamics simulations to investigate
the existence and stability of collective travelling states.
The particle-based approach implements non-reciprocal
interactions directly at the microscopic level, unlike in
hydrodynamic models where non-reciprocal effects have
to be included via coarse-graining which, with rare ex-
ceptions [32], cannot be done exactly. We systematically
vary the most relevant parameters that potentially in-
fluence travelling states, such as the diffusivity D0 and
density of the constituent particles ρ, the aggregate state
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FIG. 1. (a) Mean angular velocity in annular geometry (with
Rin = 33 and Rout = 42) for all combinations of aggregate
states Solid, Liquid and Gas e.g. for A in solid and B in gas
state we use VAA = 1, VBB = 0; see main text and SM [31]
for details). The arrow indicates which species has the higher
attraction towards the other species and will therefore tend
to follow it as the “chasing cluster” in a travelling state.We
use density ρ = 0.1, diffusivity D0 = 10−2 and δ = ±0.9.
(b) Probability distribution of centre of mass angular velocity
ωc, for four combinations of aggregate states as indicated.
Note the clearly visible peaks at nonzero ωc for S → G. The
distribution for G → G has been scaled down by a factor of
4 for better visualisation.

(gas, liquid, solid) of the mixture components, the de-
gree of non-reciprocity δ, the degree of confinement and
with it the effective spatial dimension. We identify the
physical mechanisms that maintain or destroy travelling
states, and find that the requirements for such states are
met only in a narrow region of the parameter space.

Model: We study a binary mixture of species A and
B (See Supplemental Material [31], for details on the
model and numerical solution) in two dimensions with
Lennard-Jones (LJ) interactions, with homogeneously
mixed initial conditions unless stated otherwise. The
intra-species (AA or BB) interaction is reciprocal; we
tune the strength of its attractive part to make the in-
dividual components of the mixture (A or B), in pure
form and at low temperature equilibrium, behave as a
gas, liquid or solid. When phase separation occurs in

ar
X

iv
:2

21
2.

05
61

8v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  9

 J
ul

 2
02

4



2

(b)

(d) (e)

A' A B

(a)
'

(c)
' '

FIG. 2. Effects of diffusivity and non-reciprocity, for a system with the same density and annular geometry as in Fig. 1. (a)
Average absolute angular velocity ⟨|ω|⟩ of the particles plotted against diffusivity D0, for a system with δ = 0.6 initialized in
a phase separated state (dashed line and black filled circles) and for a mixed initial condition (solid blue line with red filled
circles). (b) Snapshots of the binary mixture (direction of motion in the travelling cases is marked by arrows) for different
D0 and initial conditions as marked in (a). (c) Phase segregation order parameter ⟨σ⟩ [31] as a function of D0 for mixed and
segregated initial conditions (color scheme and δ = 0.6 as in (a)). (d) Dependence of net mean angular velocity ∆⟨|ω|⟩ (see
text for definition) on non-reciprocity parameter δ for D0 = 10−3. (e) Phase diagram from heat map of ⟨|ω|⟩ against diffusivity
D0 and non-reciprocity parameter δ: travelling states appear when non-reciprocity is high and diffusivity is sufficiently low.

the combined (50% A, 50% B) system, we find that the
A- and B-rich phases then also have gas-, liquid- and
solid-like features, and label them accordingly. For the
inter-species (AB, BA) interaction we take the repulsive
part (∼ 1/r12) as reciprocal, thus defining the physical
core size of the particles. The attractive part (∼ 1/r6) is
non-reciprocal, with a prefactor 1± δ where δ is the non-
reciprocity parameter. For δ > 0 there exists a stronger
attractive force on A-particles (colored blue in plots)
from neighbouring B-particles (colored red) than on Bs
from surrounding As. We focus on the range 0 < δ < 1
but have also explored the predator-prey regime of larger
δ, e.g. δ ∼ 1.5, finding similar conclusions. We set the
overall strength of the AB and BA attraction such that
phase separation between A- and B-rich phases can oc-
cur, which is a precondition for travelling states.

We implement both periodic boundary conditions
(PBC [31], with square box of linear size L = 42) and con-
fined annular geometries (see SM [31] for the advantages
of this choice). To explore whether analogs of the trav-
elling states found in hydrodynamic models [15, 16, 18]
exist in our particle-based setup, we measure the average
rotational velocity ⟨|ω|⟩ (for annular geometry) or aver-
age translational velocity ⟨|v|⟩ (in PBC or effectively 2d
geometries), with the average ⟨. . .⟩ being taken across all
particles. We also analyse P (ωc) or P (vc) (where ωc and
vc are the angular and translational velocity of the centre

of mass) as a diagnostic: a probability peak at nonzero ωc

or vc indicates a travelling state in the annular geometry
and PBC, respectively. The samples for these distribu-
tions are collected both across time in steady state and
the ensemble of trajectories [31].

Effects of aggregate state of mixture components:
Physically, the aggregate state of each mixture compo-
nent should be key in the emergence of travelling states.
We therefore tune the intra-species attraction strengths
VAA and VBB such that the pure species A and B at equi-
librium at low diffusivity (see below) are in a gas, liquid
or solid state [31]. In Fig. 1(a) we show the behaviour for
the nine resulting combinations for an annular geometry;
for typical configurations see Fig. 2(b) and Fig. S1 [31].
A travelling state where the chasing cluster achieves a
reasonable velocity appears only when the chasing par-
ticles have strong inter-particle attractions. The same
conclusion turns out to hold for other boundary condi-
tions, e.g. PBC (see Fig. S2 [31]). The distribution of the
center of mass angular velocity is generally broad when
the chasing particles are in a solid state. Characteristic
velocity peaks appear only when a solid cluster is chas-
ing a gas (Fig. 1(b)), making this combination the most
promising candidate for travelling states. This observa-
tion also holds in the predator-prey regime δ > 1 and for
larger system sizes (see Fig. S8 and Fig. S10 [31]). We
therefore adopt the corresponding interaction strengths
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FIG. 3. (a) Typical snapshots of the non-reciprocal binary
mixture in an annular geometry (same density ρ = 0.1 and
outer radius Rout = 42 as in Fig. 1, δ = 0.9, D0 = 0.01) for
inner radius Rin = 5 (A), 22 (B) and 33 (C), respectively.
(b) Distribution for the angular velocity of the center of mass
ωc for three different Rin, showing clear peaks in the narrow
channel regime (Rin = 33). (c) Red dots: Average absolute
angular velocity ⟨|ω|⟩ as a function of the inner channel ra-
dius Rin. Blue triangles: Percentage of bridge-like structures,
which follows an almost identical trend.

(VAA = 1, VBB = 0) for the rest of the analysis.

Effects of diffusivity and degree of non-reciprocity:
Diffusivity, which plays the role of thermal fluctuations
provided by the embedding medium, is another crucial
factor in the collective dynamics. Fig. 2(a) shows that
the mean angular velocity of a non-reciprocal mixture
generally decreases with increasing diffusivity D0. To
understand this, one has to bear in mind that the actual
aggregate state of the mixture components varies with
changing diffusivity. Indeed, the snapshots in Fig. 2(b)
demonstrate that at high D0 (point D), both mixture
components are in a gas state and not segregated, both
of which prevent a travelling state. Interestingly, the sys-
tem in Fig. 2(b) at point C does possess one dense and
one gaseous phase and is completely segregated between
A and B, as shown by a high segregation order param-
eter ⟨σ⟩ [31] in Fig. 2(c). Nonetheless, persistently high
fluctuations in the distribution of A-particles prevent a
travelling state also here: we conclude that segregation
into a dense and gaseous phase, even alongside a large
non-reciprocity parameter δ, does not by itself guarantee
the existence of a travelling phase.

We next study the behaviour for moderate D0. Here
Fig. 2(a, blue line) shows an initially surprising interme-
diate maximum in the mean angular velocity. This is
caused by incomplete separation of the mixture within
our finite simulation time (see Fig. S3 [31]) at low D0

when the system is initialized in a mixed state. A sys-
tem starting in a completely segregated state (dashed
line in Fig. 2(a)), on the other hand, has an angular ve-

locity decreasing monotonically with D0. Consistently
with this picture, the degree of segregation ⟨σ⟩ of the
mixture from a mixed initial state is first facilitated ki-
netically by increasing D0 (Fig. 2(c)), until it reaches a
maximum. Afterwards, it decreases as both components
become gaseous and mix. When initializing in a segre-
gated state, on the other hand (Fig. 2(c), dashed line),
there is no issue in reaching a segregated state kineti-
cally and the degree of segregation decreases essentially
monotonically with D0.

The dependence of the mean angular velocity on the
non-reciprocity parameter δ is rather simpler: monoton-
ically increasing and approximately linear when diffu-
sivity is kept constant (D0 = 10−3). Fig. 2(d) shows
∆⟨|ω|⟩ ≡ ⟨|ω|⟩ − ⟨|ω|⟩0; the second term subtracts off
the uninteresting fluctuations of ω in the reciprocal case
δ = 0. The linearity suggests that the interface between
the A and B-phases remains largely unaffected by increas-
ing δ, with just the interfacial driving force increasing lin-
early as the imbalance between AB and BA-attractions
is proportional to δ.

A phase diagram can be created from the above results
by plotting the mean angular velocity as a function of δ
and D0. In Fig. 2(e) lighter colors correspond to higher
⟨|ω|⟩, i.e. pronounced travelling states (cf. similar results
for PBC [31], Figs. S4, S5). The appearance of a travel-
ling regime at high non-reciprocity and low diffusivity is
also found in the predator-prey regime (Fig. S9 [31]) and
for larger system sizes (Fig. S11 [31]), and is consistent
with earlier studies [15, 16, 33].
Effect of geometry and dimensionality: Next we study

the behaviour of travelling states as a function of the
geometry and hence (effective) spatial dimension (while
keeping density, non-reciprocity diffusivity fixed). In the
annular geometry, we confine our system between two
concentric circles of radius Rin and Rout. For Rin ≃ Rout

the system is, up to small corrections from the annu-
lus curvature [31], equivalent to a straight channel (with
PBC in the direction of its long axis) as considered in [16],
whereas for Rin = 0 we have a confined 2d system. We
observe travelling states (see Fig. 3(a) for snapshots) to
be more persistent in the narrow channel limit while
with decreasing Rin the motion becomes more erratic
(see Fig. S6 for persistence time data and Fig. S7 for
the distribution of the linear velocity magnitude [31]).
The distribution of the center of mass angular velocity
P (ωc) shows characteristic peaks at nonzero ωc (and its
negative) at larger values of Rin, while it is unimodal for
Rin = 5 (Fig. 3(b)). The mean angular velocity also de-
creases with the inner radius (Fig. 3(c)), indicating that
travelling phases become more transient as the effective
dimension changes from one to two.

Inspection of Fig. 3(a) suggests that this behaviour of
travelling states at smaller Rin sets in when the travelling
solid cluster no longer forms a bridge touching both cir-
cular walls. Particles from the gas phase can then “leak”
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FIG. 4. (a) Snapshots of systems with densities ρ = 0.01,
0.07, 0.7 (other parameters as in Fig. 1: D0 = 0.01, δ = 0.9,
Rin = 33, Rout = 42). (b) Angular distribution of particle
number density for the configurations in (a). (c) Red dots:
average angular velocity ⟨|ω|⟩ versus density. Black dots: re-
sults for a completely segregated, rather than mixed, initial
condition. Blue triangles: probability of bridge formation.
(d) Distribution of the center of mass angular velocity ωc,
with clear peak demonstrating a travelling state at interme-
diate ρ.

past the cluster (see supplementary movie [31]), causing
it to reverse direction. To substantiate this hypothesis
we measured the probability for configurations to contain
bridges. This bridging probability decreases significantly
with the inner radius as indicated by Fig. 3(c) and in fact
follows an almost identical trend to ⟨|ω|⟩. It should be
noted that our 2d (Rin = 0) system is confined by a phys-
ical wall, which makes it distinct from systems with PBC
where clusters can bridge across periodic boundaries [15].

Effects of density: Finally, we study how the overall
number density ρ of a non-reciprocal mixture influences
the existence of travelling states; Fig. 4(a) shows snap-
shots at three exemplary ρ,Fig. 4(b) the instantaneous
angular density distributions. The mean angular veloc-
ity ⟨|ω|⟩ exhibits a non-monotonic response with density
(Fig. 4(c)). This can be rationalised from the fact that
a well-defined asymmetric interface between two species
only forms at an intermediate density. Indeed, Fig. 4(b)
indicates that at low ρ, A and B particles are typically
far apart. For moderate ρ, further analysis reveals that
the small angular velocities are correlated with the bridg-
ing probability as before (Fig. 4(c), blue triangles): only
once a bridge between inner and outer walls exists, will
a gas of B particles “pile up” on one side of a travelling

FIG. 5. Phase diagram from heat map of ⟨|ω|⟩ as a function of
density ρ and inner radius with δ = 0.9, D0 = 0.01 and Rout =
42. White squares: densities ρ where the bridge probability
surpasses 20% for each radius. Dashed line: guide to the eye.

A-cluster and so form an AB-interface there. This be-
haviour is not due to any symmetry breaking between
the outer and inner radius, since the correlation between
the appearance of bridges and the velocity of the travel-
ing state is also found in a quasi-1D system, cf. Fig. S12
in the SM [31].

For different reasons, the system also loses the asym-
metric interface between the two species at high ρ. Start-
ing from a mixed initial state, the high density hinders
the segregation kinetics so that A and B particles only
form small domains without macroscopic interfaces (see
snapshot and angular density for ρ = 0.7 in Fig. 4(a,b)).
Even starting from segregated initial conditions (black
points in Fig. 4(c)), however, no travelling state occurs
because there is not enough space to create the necessary
density gradient of the gaseous B species. With a nearly
constant density within the B-phase, the two macroscopic
interfaces between A and B are then symmetric with each
other so that the net unbalanced forces generated at each
individual interface cancel. As a result, intermediate den-
sities are optimal for generating travelling states, where
the probability distribution of the center of mass angular
velocity (Fig. 4(d)) again shows clear peaks at nonzero
ωc.

Finally we combine the data from variation of the inner
radius and the density into a second phase diagram (see
Fig. 5). The white squares have been obtained by set-
ting a threshold on the bridging probability and are seen
to demarcate travelling and non-travelling states well in
the low density part of the phase diagram. In the high-
density region, the difficulty of forming asymmetric in-
terfaces kicks in to prevent the formation of travelling
states.

Summarizing, we have studied the emergence and ro-
bustness of travelling states in a non-reciprocal binary
particle mixture. We find that such states, with an
appreciable velocity, appear in the low non-reciprocity
regime only when a “chasing” cluster with a solid-like
structure is present. The travelling velocity increases
with increasing degree of non-reciprocity and with de-
creasing diffusivity, because of stronger segregation be-



5

tween the phases. Varying the system geometry, trav-
elling states become more persistent as we move from a
(confined) two-dimensional scenario to an effectively one-
dimensional annulus, where the solid cluster can form a
bridge between inner and outer walls. This effect also fa-
cilitates travelling states at intermediate density and hin-
ders them for dilute systems; high density also suppresses
travelling states because asymmetric interfaces can no
longer form. Thus, travelling states may only be found
in a narrow region of the parameter space, where the con-
ditions for their appearance are optimal. We have also
found that most of our conclusions hold for the predator-
prey regime (δ > 1) and for increasingly larger system
sizes (as detailed in the SM [31]), although further stud-
ies are required in order to ascertain the validity of our
conclusions in the thermodynamic limit.

Our results should be amenable to verification in ex-
periments on non-reciprocal particle systems [34, 35].
Our identification of the physical mechanisms generat-
ing travelling states will also be of broader importance
for understanding the behaviour of non-reciprocal phase
separating mixtures and non-equilibrium pattern forma-
tion more generally, including – outside of physics – in
e.g. prey-predator models.
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[6] J. Dzubiella, H. Löwen, and C. N. Likos, “Depletion
forces in nonequilibrium,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 91,
p. 248301, Dec 2003.

[7] J. Bartnick, M. Heinen, A. V. Ivlev, and H. Löwen,
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MODEL

To simulate a generic non-reciprocal particle based sys-
tem we use a binary mixture of soft particles interacting
via a modified Lennard-Jones potential

Vαβ(rij) = 4ϵ0

(( σ0

rij

)12

−Dαβ

( σ0

rij

)6
)

(1)

where the relative distance is rij = |ri − rj | and ri, rj
are the position vectors of particles i and j. The Greek
indices α, β refer to the particle type (A or B) of particles
i and j, respectively. The energy scale is set by ϵ0 = 1.0,
the length scale is set by σ0 = 1.0 and the time scale is
given in units of γ−1

0 , which is explained in the following.
We also truncate the potential at rc = 2.5σ0 to make the
interaction short ranged for computational benefits. We
define Dαβ as the elements of the non-reciprocity matrix

D =

(
VAA V AB(1 + δ)

V AB(1 − δ) VBB

)
(2)

such that the diagonal elements represent the strength of
the attractive interaction between particles of the same
type. The intra-species interactions are reciprocal by
construction. We tune VAA and VBB to determine the
equilibrium aggregate state of the pure A and B species
at low diffusivity (see below). For VAA = 1 we observe a
solid state with an ordered, practically rigid particle clus-
ter. For VAA = 0, on the other hand, the like-particle in-
teraction is completely repulsive and the system behaves
as a gas. For VAA = 0.5 we see clustering but without
prominent crystalline order and so we use this parame-
ter value to obtain a liquid state. We checked the radial
distribution functions of the equilibrium configurations
generated by these parameter settings, to make sure that
they correspond to the intended phases of gas, liquid and
solid.

As Dαβ is asymmetric in general, we need to spec-
ify that Eq. (1) represents the interaction potential that
particle i (of type α) feels due to particle j (of type β).
In the off-diagonal terms, V AB and δ tune the strength
of the inter-species interactions and the degree of non-
reciprocity, respectively. Note that we are tuning the
non-reciprocity only via the attractive part of the interac-
tion, which we argue is physically reasonable as the repul-
sive term sets a (soft) core size of the particles.For all the

results mentioned in this article we have kept V AB = 0.25
and varied δ to control the degree of non-reciprocity in
the model.

To simulate the dynamics, we numerically solve the
Langevin equation in two spatial dimensions using the
Euler-Maruyama method [1], i.e. the update rule

ri(t+∆t) = ri(t)−
1

γ0
∇i

∑

j

Vαβ(rij) ∆t+
√

2D0∆t ξi .

(3)
where γ0 is the coefficient of friction and ∆t is the inte-
gration time step. Here D0 is the diffusion constant and
ξi is the zero mean unit variance Gaussian white noise
acting on particle i.

To implement the boundary condition we use a steep
confining potential that increases harmonically as par-
ticles leave the region between two concentric circles of
radii Rin and Rout, generating an annulus geometry. As
an alternative we consider a square simulation box (with
a linear size 42) with periodic boundaries. Most of our
results are obtained for the annular geometry as it is
an experimentally realizable setup and very useful to ex-
plore non-equilibrium travelling states [2–8]. Depending
on overall density we set the number of particles N to
lie between 30 and 1800 and use ∆t = 10−4, running
simulations for 108 − 109 time steps. Steady state time
averages are obtained from the second half of the total
run time, with the first half being discarded as burn-in
unless stated otherwise. To improve statistical accuracy
we use an ensemble of ∼ 200 independent simulations
for each parameter setting. A similar sampling scheme is
implemented when collecting samples for the probability
distributions, the first half of the simulations is discarded
and the remaining data is sampled in time (collected over
significant time interval ∆τ = 103−104 depending on the
length of the run, to avoid correlations) for each config-
uration of the ensemble consisting of ∼ 200 independent
trajectories.

PHASE SEPARATION ORDER PARAMETER

To quantify the degree of spatial separation of both mix-
ture components, the local segregation parameter defined
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Fig.S 1: Snapshots of the system for the annular geom-
etry shown in Fig. 1 of the main text. A solid state is
characterized by a dense cluster of particles with a rigid
body-like motion, while in the gas states the particles
move largely independently of each other. The liquid
state exhibits a degree of cohesion but lacks crystalline
order. The sign of the non-reciprocity parameter controls
the direction of the asymmetry in the interaction, chang-
ing which species “chases” and which species “runs”.

in Ref. [9] as

σ = 1 −
∫
dr ρA(r)ρB(r)√∫

dr ρ2A(r)
∫
dr ρ2B(r)

, (4)

was used. Here, ρA(r) and ρB(r) correspond to the local
density of the A and B species, respectively. The values
of σ range from 1, for complete segregation, to zero for a
maximally mixed system. The integral was implemented
in the numerics by discretizing the simulation box into
two dimensional square cells. Then, the contributions
to the density from each individual cells were summed
to calculate σ. As explained above we average σ over
time (in the steady state) and also over an independent
ensemble to calculate ⟨σ⟩.

SWITCHING TIMES

We measure switching time to quantify the persistent
motion of the travelling clusters. Fig. S6 shows the dis-
tribution of switching time P (τSW) for particles within
the solid cluster (species A for the chosen interaction
parameters) for two different values of the inner radius
(Rin = 5, 33). The switching time τSW is defined as the

S  G  S  L  S  S

L  G L  L L  S

G  L G  SG  G

Fig.S 2: Mean translational velocity for δ = ±0.9 for dif-
ferent values of the interaction parameters (same set of
parameters as in Fig. 1 of the main text) in a two dimen-
sional square box with periodic boundary conditions.

101 102 103 104 105

t

0.0

1.5

3.0
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(t
)|〉

×10−4

Fig.S 3: Time evolution of the mean angular velocity for
a system with δ = 0.6 and D0 = 10−4. The red line
shows the evolution of a system initialized in a random
initial configuration, corresponding to the point marked
as A in Fig. 2(a) from the main text. The dashed lines
represents point A′ in the same figure, a system with a
segregated initial configuration.

time it takes for a single particle to go from rotating in a
clockwise direction to an anticlockwise direction or vice-
versa. This was estimated from the rotational velocity
evaluated over a relatively long time interval ∆t = 750,
in order to eliminate any diffusive fluctuations appearing
at small time scales. In order to obtain the values at
the steady state, data for an initial period (of duration
tmax/5, shorter than elsewhere to improve the statistics)
were excluded from the calculation of τSW. Due to the fi-
nite run time of the simulation, we assign switching time
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Fig.S 4: Snapshots of systems with periodic boundary
conditions for parameters chosen from the phase diagram
shown in Fig. 2(e) of the main text. The travelling state
corresponds to a system with δ = 0.9, D0 = 0.01 and the
static one to δ = 0.4, D0 = 0.07.

Fig.S 5: Distributions of the magnitude of the linear ve-
locity of the center of mass for the systems in a two-
dimensional periodic box. Parameter values for the trav-
elling and static states are as in Fig. S4.

equal to the possible maximum (80% of the total sim-
ulation time interval) if no change in rotation direction
takes place in the steady state. Fig. S6 shows that typ-
ical switching times for Rin = 5 are much smaller than
the case for Rin = 33 in which the upper limit is much
more affected by tmax.

STRONG NON-RECIPROCITY LIMIT
(PREDATOR-PREY)

In this section we present how some of the results
shown in the main text are also observed in systems
with a higher level on non-reciprocity (e.g. δ ∼ 1.5: the
predator-prey regime). Fig.S 8 shows the distributions
of the center of mass angular velocity ωc for the mixture
states of gas chasing gas G → G, solid chasing gas S → G
and solid chasing solid S → S in an annular confinement.
Here the distributions for solid chasing solid and solid

Fig.S 6: Distribution of switching times of the solid type
particles for two different values of the inner radius Rin

shown in Fig. 3 of the main text.

Fig.S 7: Distribution of the magnitude of the linear ve-
locity of the center of mass of the system, for different
values of Rin. For Rin = 33 a clear peak at finite |vc| is
visible, which is a signature of the travelling state.

chasing gas has a clear bimodal shape, which is a feature
of traveling states. On the other hand, the case with
gas chasing gas is centered around zero, indicating that
the state is static. This behaviour is consistent with the
observation made in the main text, that traveling state
are more commonly found when the chasing species is a
solid, especially if the chased species is a gas (see Movies
in the last section).

Furthermore, to get a travelling state diffusivity needs
to be small enough even at higher δ’s, as can be seen from
the extended D0 − δ phase diagram shown in Fig.S 9.
Here it is evident that, when the diffusivity approaches a
value of 0.1, the average absolute angular velocity drops
dramatically, a behaviour even true as δ goes above 1.0
(predator-prey regime).



4

ω
c

-4.0

0.0

4.0
G→G

S→G
S→S

P
(ω

c)

1.0

2.5

4.0

×10−4

×103

Fig.S 8: Probability distribution of centre of mass angu-
lar velocity ωc, for three combinations of aggregate states
with parameters as in Fig.1 of the main text but δ = 1.5.
The distribution for G → G has been scaled down by a
factor of 4 for better visualization.
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Fig.S 9: Extended phase diagram from Fig.2(e) of the
main text, in the diffusivity and non-reciprocity plane,
with data up to δ = 1.5, where the color represents the
average absolute angular velocity ⟨|ω|⟩.

FINITE SIZE EFFECTS

In this section we show how the results presented in the
main text depend on the number of particles. In order
to preserve the overall geometry of the annular confine-
ment and maintain the same density of particles, we to
increase the inner radius and ∆R as the number of par-

500 1000 2000 4000
N

0

2

4

〈|ω
α
g
|〉

〈|ω
g
g
|〉

α = s

α = l

Fig.S 10: Ratio between the angular velocity of a mix-
ture with components having state (solid, liquid or gas)
for different system sizes. Here ⟨|ωαg|⟩ represents the an-
gular speed of the mixture where α can represent either
liquid (l) or solid (s) and a mixture of a gas chasing gas
case (⟨|ωgg|⟩). From the figure it is evident that a mix-
ture of solid chasing gas (⟨|ωsg|⟩) has a larger angular
velocity than the liquid chasing gas (⟨|ωlg|⟩) case consis-
tently, even as system sizes grow. All systems have been
kept at constant ρ = 0.1, D0 = 0.01 and δ = 0.9

ticle increases. Following this scheme we preserve the
”aspect ratio” of the system.

In Fig.S 10 we show that the solid chasing gas is still
better candidate to observe the travelling state for larger
system size than e.g. a mixture where the liquid compo-
nent is chasing the gaseous one. Note we have normalised
each case with corresponding mean velocity obtained for
the gas chasing gas case, as we observe a systematic de-
crease in the chasing velocity. While increasing the sys-
tem size we kept the aspect ratio of the geometry fixed.
In this situation the travelling cluster grows with num-
ber of particles (∼ N) but number of particles in the
boundary between two antagonistic species only grow as√

(N), leading to a overall reduction in the velocity of
the travelling state with increasing N .

In Fig.S 11 we show that states (traveling and static)
chosen from the δ−D0 phase diagram given in the Fig.2
of the MS, (Fig.S 9), are still recognised as traveling and
static states, even at larger system size N grows. In
this figure we have normalized the angular velocity of
the traveling state by dividing it with the angular veloc-
ity of the static state. This is done to remove the trivial
decrease (as mentioned in the previous paragraph) in an-
gular velocity with increasing number of particles.
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Fig.S 11: Ratio of the mean absolute angular velocity of
a traveling state (δ = 0.9, D0 = 10−3) and a static state
(δ = 0.1, D0 = 0.1) as a function of system size N at
constant ρ = 0.1. Here it is evident, that states taken
from the identified traveling regime have a significantly
higher velocity than states taken from the static one even,
at larger particle numbers.

GEOMETRICAL EFFECTS

In order to prove that the bridging effect described in
the main text is not due to any breaking of symmetry
between inner or outer radius (or due to the difference
in curvature), we ran simulations in a quasi-1D case. We
first establish the equivalence between the quasi-1D ge-
ometry and annular geometry in Fig.S 12 by compar-
ing the linear velocities of the system (see supplemen-
tary movies that describe motion of travelling states in a
quasi-1d geometry). Then we proceed with the quasi-1d
geometry that described by periodic boundary conditions
in the horizontal direction with size L = 80 and fixed
boundaries in the vertical direction with variable size L0.
Fig.S 12 shows the correlation, between the speed of the
travelling state and the number of ‘bridges’ as we system-
atically vary the effective dimentionality of the system,
that we also have observed in the annular geometry.

DIFFUSIVITY AND DENSITY PHASE
DIAGRAM

Here in this section, we tried to sketch our expec-
tation of how the phase diagram would look like in
the diffusivity-density plane, from our simulation data.
Fig.S 14 shows the dependence of the average angular
velocity as a function of density for two different values
of D0 together with a sketch of the D0−ρ phase diagram
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Fig.S 12: Comparison of the average linear velocity of a
traveling system confined to an annular geometry with
Rin = 33 and Rout = 42 and it’s direct equivalent in
a quasi-1D geometry. The latter case has dimensions
related to the annular case as follows: The y-axis length
Ly = ∆R = 9., while the x dimension is Lx = 2π(Rin +
Rout)/2 = 235. Both cases have the parameters ρ = 0.1,
δ = 0.9 and D=0.01.
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Fig.S 13: Comparison between the average of the ab-
solute value of the linear velocity along the horizontal
direction ⟨|vx|⟩ and number of bridges in a quasi-1D ge-
ometry plotted as a function of the channel width L0,
with channel length L = 80. Here, periodic boundary
conditions are used in the horizontal or x-direction and
fixed boundaries in the vertical or y-direction. The trian-
gles represent the number of bridges and the circles ⟨|vx|⟩.
The simulations where performed for δ = 0.9, D0 = 0.01
and ρ = 0.2.

based on these data points. Our results suggest that trav-
eling states are only possible in a relatively small region
in the D0 − ρ plane. This region is situated towards the
lower diffusivities and intermediate densities, where the
system is not dominated by noise and has enough space
to form a density gradient necessary to travel.
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Fig.S 14: Top plot: Average angular velocity ⟨|ω|⟩ as a
function of density ρ for two fixed values of the diffusivity
D0. Bottom plot: Sketch of the phase diagram in the
D0 − ρ plane, based on the data from the left plot. The
dots correspond to the data points shown on the left plot
and the dashed line shows a plausible boundary between
the travelling and the static phase.

MOVIES

• In the following link supplementary movie has
been shared which describes that the parti-
cles from the gas phase can “leak” past the
chasing cluster and this lead to the rever-
sal of the direction of motion of the cluster.
The movie has been generated for Rin = 22,
D0 = 0.01, ρ = 0.1, VAA = 1.0, VBB = 0.0. Link:
https://github.com/Ssalazar12/Physics/

blob/main/NonReciprical_Sup/Movie.mp4

• The following movies show how different combina-
tions of the aggregate mixture states behave in the
high non-reciprocity regime (δ = 1.5):

1. Solid chasing Gas https://github.

com/Ssalazar12/Physics/blob/main/

NonReciprical_Sup/R1_movie1.mp4.

2. Solid chasing solid https://github.

com/Ssalazar12/Physics/blob/main/

NonReciprical_Sup/R1_movie2.mp4.

3. Gas chasing gas https://github.

com/Ssalazar12/Physics/blob/main/

NonReciprical_Sup/R1_movie3.mp4.

• The following movies show the effect of increasing
channel width L0 in the quasi 1-D geometry:

1. L0 = 15 https://github.com/Ssalazar12/

Physics/blob/main/NonReciprical_Sup/

R6_movie1.mp4.

2. L0 = 22 https://github.com/Ssalazar12/

Physics/blob/main/NonReciprical_Sup/

R6_movie2.mp4.

3. L0 = 35 https://github.com/Ssalazar12/

Physics/blob/main/NonReciprical_Sup/

R6_movie3.mp4

• The following movie compares a system in annular
confinement with Rin = 33 and Rout = 42, with its
quasi-1D equivalent of dimensions Ly = Rout−Rin

and Ly = (Rout + Rin)/2. Both systems have
ρ = 0.1, D0 = 0.01 and δ = 0.9. Link:
https://github.com/Ssalazar12/Physics/

blob/main/NonReciprical_Sup/R7_movie.mp4
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