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We propose a simple mathematical model that describes a paring-induced motion of active and
passive particles, which is motivated by our previous paper [Ishikawa et al., Phys. Rev. E 106,
024604 (2022)]. We assume the following features; the active and passive particles are connected with
a linear spring, the active particle is driven in the direction of the current velocity, and the passive
particle is repelled from the active particle. A straight motion, a circular motion, and a slalom
motion were observed by numerical simulation. Theoretical analysis reproduces the bifurcation
between the straight and circular motions depending on the magnitude of self-propulsion.

I. INTRODUCTION

Particles can exhibit self-propulsion by consuming free
energy in nonequilibrium systems [1, 2]. Some self-
propelled particles can move through momentum ex-
change with surrounding fluid and they are often called
as swimmers [3–12]. Other particles move due to the
surface tension gradient at the liquid surface and they
are called as Marangoni surfers [13–20]. The cells on the
substrate also exhibit self-propulsion by the momentum
exchange with the substrate [21–25]. The collective be-
havior of the multiple-particle systems composed of these
self-propelled particles has also attracted interest inten-
sively since they exhibit interesting behaviors through
the interactions among composing particles [26–31]. In
many cases, the homogeneous systems comprising equiva-
lent self-propelled particles have been studied. However,
in actual systems, the heterogeneity of the comprising
self-propelled particles often plays an essential role [32–
35].
In the last decade, multiple-particle systems compris-

ing heterogeneous self-propelled particles have been stud-
ied, in which the emergence of characteristic spatio-
temporal patterns was reported [36–42]. For example,
Agudo-Canalejo and Golestanian reported the spatio-
temporal pattern formation with phase separation of the
two species interacting through nonreciprocal interac-
tion [38]. Even a system comprising a single pair of two
species is known to exhibit novel spatio-temporal behav-
ior, pairing-induced motion. For example, Cira et al. re-
ported a pair of propylene glycol aqueous droplets with
different concentrations exhibits a pairing-induced mo-
tion on a solid substrate [32], and Meredit et al. reported
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a pair of a fluorine oil and a carbon oil shows a paring-
induced motion in an aqueous solution through nonre-
ciprocal interaction [33]. Kojima et al. reported that oil
droplets with different sizes form a pair and moves in an
aqueous solution of photosensitive surfactants [34].

Recently, we reported that a pair of the source and
inert particles show straight or rotational motions de-
pending on the parameters by experiments and numerical
simulations [35]. In this system, we considered a concen-
tration field of a chemical compound that is released from
the source particle and the chemical concentration gradi-
ent drives both the particles. This system can be realized
as an actual experimental system by using a camphor
disk and a metal washer floating at a water surface. The
pair exhibited a straight motion when the resistance is
greater while it exhibited a circular motion when the re-
sistance is smaller. The transition between these motions
is understood through the linear stability analysis of the
detailed model composed of the equation of motion of the
particles coupled with the reaction-diffusion equation de-
scribing the dynamics of the chemical concentration field.
However, the physical mechanism of the pairing induced
motion and the transition between the modes of motion
is still unclear. Motivated by our previous work [35], we
construct a simple mathematical model that can extract
the essence of paring-induced motions.

In the present study, we propose a simple mathemat-
ical model for a pair of active (source) and passive (in-
ert) particles in a two-dimensional system. In our model,
we assume the following features; the active and passive
particles are connected with a linear spring, the active
particle is driven in the direction of the current veloc-
ity, and the passive particle is repelled from the active
particle. By numerical simulations, we show the three
characteristic motions, straight motion, circular motion,
and slalom motion. Then we perform the linear stability
analysis and discuss the bifurcation between these mo-
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tions. In Sect. II, we introduce the model for the active
and passive particles. The results of numerical simula-
tions and linear stability analysis are shown in Sect. III
and Sect. IV. Finally, we discuss the results and summa-
rize our work in Sect. V.

II. MODEL

We consider the active and passive particles con-
strained at two-dimensional surface. Their center posi-
tions are defined as ra and rp, respectively. The velocities
of them are also set to be va and vp. We consider the lin-
ear spring that connects the active and passive particles,
whose spring constant and natural length are k and R,
respectively. We assume that a constant driving force is
applied on the active particle in the direction of its own
velocity, and a constant non-reciprocal repulsive force is
applied on the passive particle in the direction from the
active particle to the passive one. The masses and the
resistance coefficients of the particles are commonly set
to m and η for both. The equations of motion can be
explicitly described as

drp
dt

= vp, (1)

dra
dt

= va, (2)

m
dvp
dt

= −ηvp − [k (|rp − ra| −R)− f1] eap, (3)

m
dva
dt

= −ηva + f2
va

|va|
+ k (|rp − ra| −R) eap, (4)

where f1 and f2 are the magnitude of the non-reciprocal
repulsive force working on the passive particle and that
of the self-propulsion force working on the active par-
ticle, respectively. eap is the unit vector in the direc-
tion from the active particle to passive one, i.e., eap =
(rp − ra) / |rp − ra|. The schematic illustration for our
model is shown in Fig. 1.
This situation captures the essential behavior of the

mathematical model for particles interacting through
chemo-repellant concentration fields proposed in our pre-
vious paper [35], where the source (active) and inert (pas-
sive) particles for the concentration field is included. The
source particle emits the chemo-repellant, which leads
the self-propulsion force denoted by f2 and the nonrecip-
rocal interaction to the inert particle denoted by f1. In
the proposed model, an additional attractive interaction
is also included in order to form a particle pair, which
is simplified as a linear spring term in Eqs. (3) and (4).
The model in our previous paper [35] was originally in-
tended to reproduce the motion of a pair of a camphor
disk and a metal washer floating on a water, in which

ra

rp

ℓ

v
ξ

ϕ

active particle

passive particle f1

va

vp

f2

center of mass

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of our model. An active par-
ticle and passive particle are connected with a linear spring.
Additionally, the passive particle receives the force f1 in the
direction of the vector ℓ = rp − ra from the active particle
to the passive particle. The active particle receives the force
f2 in its preceding direction. The angles ξ and φ show the
direction of the COM velocity v and the angle between the
two vectors ℓ and v.

camphor molecules work as a chemo-repellant and the
lateral capillary interaction works as an attractive inter-
action. However, the model can apply to general pairing-
induced motions with an attractive potential force under
a chemo-repellant concentration field.
Hereafter, we consider the dimensionless version of our

model, in which the units of mass, length, and time are
set to be m, R, and

√

m/k, respectively. Then, the time
evolution equations are rewritten as

drp
dt

= vp, (5)

dra
dt

= va, (6)

dvp
dt

= −ηvp − [(|rp − ra| − 1)− f1] eap, (7)

dva
dt

= −ηva + f2
va

|va|
+ (|rp − ra| − 1)eap. (8)

η/
√
mk, f1/k, and f2/k in the dimensional model are

rewritten as η, f1, and f2, respectively. We consider
them to be the essential parameters in the dimension-
less model. From the correspondence to the considered
situation, these three parameters should have positive
values.
The evolution equations become easier to understand if

we introduce the center-of-mass position r = (ra + rp) /2
and the relative position ℓ = rp − ra. Accordingly, we
introduce the center of mass velocity v = (va + vp) /2
and the relative velocity w = vp − va. Then, our model
is described as

dr

dt
=v, (9)
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dℓ

dt
=w, (10)

dv

dt
= −ηv +

f1
2

ℓ

|ℓ| +
f2
2

v −w/2

|v −w/2| , (11)

dw

dt
= −ηw + f1

ℓ

|ℓ| − 2(|ℓ| − 1)
ℓ

|ℓ| − f2
v −w/2

|v −w/2| .
(12)

It should be noted that our system is essentially a six-
dimensional dynamical system since r is not included in
the righthand sides in Eqs. (10), (11), and (12). Equa-
tions (11) and (12) have singularities at |ℓ| = 0 and
v = w/2. |ℓ| = 0 corresponds to the case that the active
and passive particles are located at the same position,
and thus we exclude the case with |ℓ| = 0. v = w/2 cor-
responds to va = 0, which can be excluded since the ac-
tive particle is always driven by the self-propulsive force.

III. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

In order to investigate the behavior of the system com-
prehensively, we performed numerical simulation based
on the model described in the previous section. The nu-
merical simulation was performed by the Euler method
with a time step ∆t = 0.0001 until t = 10000. The
initial condition was set as rp = 0.5ex, ra = −0.5ex,
vp = ex + 0.1ey, and va = 1.1ex + 0.05ey unless other-
wise commented. The parameter η was fixed at η = 0.5
since we confirmed that similar tendencies were observed
for the other values for η.
In Fig. 2, we exhibit the trajectories and instant loca-

tions of active and passive particles for four characteristic
types of motion. The pair of active and passive particles
exhibited a straight motion with a passive particle in the
front [passive-particle preceding straight (PPS) motion]
as shown in Fig. 2(a). The trajectories of both parti-
cles coincided. As for the circular motion, there were
two types: the passive-particle preceding circular (PPC)
motion as shown in Fig. 2(b) and the active-particle pre-
ceding circular (APC) motion as shown in Fig. 2(c). For
the circular motion, the radius of the trajectory of the ac-
tive particle was always greater in both cases. The slalom
(SL) motion, in which the active particle preceded, was
also observed as shown in Fig. 2(d). The trajectory of
the passive particle was slightly shifted in the traveling
direction, and the amplitude of the waving trajectory was
greater for the active particle.
In Fig. 3, we show the time series of the angle difference

φ ∈ [0, 2π) between the COM velocity v and the vector
directing from the active particle to the passive particle
ℓ. We also show the angle ξ ∈ [0, 2π), which represents
the direction of the COM velocity v. In the case of the
PPS, φ converged to 0 as shown in Fig. 3(a). When
the pair exhibited the circular motion, φ converged to a

(a) Passive-particle preceding
      straight (PPS) motion

(b) Passive-particle preceding
      circular (PPC) motion

(c) Active-particle preceding
      circular (APC) motion

(d) Slalom (SL) motion

10

passive particle
active particle

2.5

10 2.5

FIG. 2. Trajectories and the instant locations of active and
passive particles after sufficient time for four characteris-
tic modes of motion. (a) Passive-particle preceding straight
(PPS) motion motion. (b) Passive-particle preceding circular
(PPC) motion. (c) Active-particle preceding circular (APC)
motion. (d) Slalom (SL) motion. Red and cyan curves show
the trajectories of active and passive particles, respectively.
The parameters were set to be (a) f2 = 0.1, (b) f2 = 0.3, (c)
f2 = 1.0, and (d) f2 = 2.5. The parameters f1 and η were
fixed at f1 = 0.5 and η = 0.5, respectively. The dashed lines
show the correspondence of active and passive particle posi-
tions at each instance taken every (a) 10, (b) 1, (c) 1, and (d)
3 time unit. The bar in each panel shows the spatial unit.

finite value between 0 and π. If the converged value was
smaller than π/2 as shown in Fig. 3(b), then the passive
particle preceded, i.e., the PPC motion was exhibited. In
contrast, if the converged angle of φ was greater than π/2
as shown in Fig. 3(c), the active particle preceded, i.e.,
the APP motion was exhibited. The value of φ oscillated
around π when the pair showed SL motion, as shown in
Fig. 3(d).

The phase diagrams were obtained in the f1-f2 plane
as shown in Fig. 4. Based on the time series shown in
Fig. 3, we categorized the pair-induced motion as follows:
First, we obtained the maximum and minimum values,
φmax and φmin, of φ and the maximum and minimum
values, Cmax and Cmin, of cosφ during the time range
9500 ≤ t ≤ 10000. If Cmin > 1 − ǫ1, then the motion
was categorized into the PPS motion. If Cmax − Cmin <
ǫ2, Cmin ≤ 1 − ǫ1 and Cmax ≥ −1 + ǫ1, the motion is
categorized into the circular motion. In this case, the
motion is further categorized into two cases; the PPC
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(a) PPS motion
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(b) PPC motion
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(c) APC motion
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t

0

(d) SL motion
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ξ
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0

ϕ
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ξ
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ϕ
ξ

FIG. 3. Time series of φ and ξ at (a) f2 = 0.1 for the PPS
motion, (b) f2 = 0.3 for the PPC motion, (c) f2 = 1.0 for the
APC motion, and (d) f2 = 2.5 for the SL motion. Each panel
corresponds to Fig. 2. The parameters f1 and η are fixed at
f1 = 0.5 and η = 0.5, respectively. The dark green thick curve
shows φ, which is the angle between the vector directing from
the active particle to the passive particle ℓ = rp − ra and
the COM velocity vector v. The magenta thin curve shows
ξ, which is the direction of COM velocity v.

motion if (φmax + φmin) /2 < π/2 and the APC motion
if (φmax + φmin) /2 ≥ π/2. The SL motion is defined as
the motion that φ oscillates around π. Therefore, the
motion is categorized into the slalom motion if π − ǫ2 <
(φmax + φmin)/2 < π + ǫ2. Here, we set ǫ1 = 0.0001 and
ǫ2 = 0.01. If the motion was categorized into none of the
above mentioned motions, then the motion was defined
as the ambiguous motion.

In order to check the bistability, we scanned the pa-
rameters f1 and f2 with the interval of 0.02 both in the
upward and downward directions. The final values of ra,
rp, va, and vp in the previous calculation were adopted as
the initial condition of the next calculation after adding
small random values, which obey the uniform distribu-
tion ranging [−10−4, 10−4]. The initial conditions for the
first calculation were set as mentioned above.

As seen in Fig. 4, the PPS motion as in Fig. 2(a) was
realized for the small ratio of f2/f1. As f2/f1 increased,
the PPC motion as in Fig. 2(b) was observed, and then
the APC motion as in Fig. 2(c) was observed. With the
further increase in f2/f1, the SL motion, in which the ac-
tive particle preceded and the passive particle followed,
as in Fig. 2(d), was observed. In this region, the APC
motion was also observed depending on the initial con-
dition. There were a few conditions where the motion
that could not be categorized into the PPS motion, the
PPC motion, the APC motion, or the SL motion. Such
ambiguous motions, represented by cyan points in Fig. 4,
were observed at the edge of the region where the SL mo-
tion was observed (see Fig. 6 in Sect. V for the details in
these motions).

0 1 2 3

3

2

1

0

f 1

f
2

PPS
PPC
APC
Bistable
(SL & APC)
Ambiguous

Analysis

FIG. 4. Phase diagrams in the f1-f2 plane. η was fixed at
η = 0.5. Green, purple, red, blue, and cyan regions show the
PPS motion, the PPC motion, the APC motion, bistability
between the SL and the APC motions, and the ambiguous
motion, respectively. The white dotted line corresponds to
the situation shown in Figs. 2 and 3. The yellow dashed line
shows the bifurcation line obtained by the theoretical analysis
in Eq. (23).

In order to clearly show the hysteresis of the stable
states, the phase diagram with scanning f2 was plotted
in Fig. 5, in which the averaged speed v̄ of the center
of mass [Fig. 5(a)], the maximum and minimum values,
φmax and φmin, of φ [Fig. 5(b)], the period T for the
PPC, APC and SL motions [Fig. 5(c)] and the radii of
the circular trajectory of the active and passive particles
for the PPC and APC motions [Fig. 5(d)] are plotted.
These values were obtained by scanning the value of f2
in the upward and downward directions with the interval
of 0.01.

In Fig. 5(b), the branch for the PPC motion seems
to generate from the solution with φ = 0 for the PPC
motion. In addition, the averaged velocity is continuous
between the PPS and PPC motions in Fig. 5(a). Thus,
the transition between the PPS and the PPC motions is
considered to be the supercritical pitchfork bifurcation,
in which the symmetric solution with φ = 0 becomes
unstable. The boundary between the PPS and APS mo-
tions corresponds to the case with Rp is zero as shown
in Fig. 5(d). This transition is not a type of bifurcation,
but it can be understood that these two motions are con-
nected by the motion in which the passive particle stops
and active particle goes around it. The solution branches
for APC and SL motions do not seem to be connected
since we cannot find the point where the averaged speed
or the period of motion coincides in Fig. 5(a) and (c).
The bifurcation structures related to these two motions
should be clarified in future study.
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FIG. 5. Dependence of (a) averaged speed v̄, (b) absolute
values of maximum and minimum angle differences φmax and
φmin between v and ℓ, (c) period T of the circular and slalom
motions, and (d) radii of the active and passive particles, Ra

and Rp, for the circular motion depending on f2. In panel (b),
φmax and φmin coincides for the circular motion. The inset of
panel (c) shows the expanded plot. In panel (d), the upper
and lower plots correspond to Ra and Rp, respectively. The
color of the plot points correspond to the one in Fig. 4. The
parameters f1 and η were fixed at η = 0.5 and f1 = 0.5.

IV. LINEAR STABILITY ANALYSIS

A. Linearized equation

We first consider the steady-state solutions of
Eqs. (10), (11), and (12). Here we show the three types
of steady-state solutions; the passive-particle preced-
ing (PPS) motion, the active-particle preceding straight
(APS) motion, and the circular motion. In the following
subsection, we analyze the linear stability of these solu-
tions. For the analyses, we introduce the components of
each vector as ℓ = ℓxex + ℓyey, v = vxex + vyey, and
w = wxex + wyey.
First, we obtain the linearized equations for Eqs. (10),

(11), and (12) around a fixed point ℓ
∗ = ℓ∗xex + ℓ∗yey,

v
∗ = v∗xex + v∗yey, and w

∗ = w∗
xex + w∗

yey. By setting
ℓx = ℓ∗x+δℓx, ℓy = ℓ∗y+δℓy, vx = v∗x+δvx, vy = v∗y+δvy,
wx = w∗

x + δwx, and wy = w∗
y + δwy, the linearized

equation is given as

d

dt















δℓx
δℓy
δvx
δvy
δwx
δwy















= J















δℓx
δℓy
δvx
δvy
δwx
δwy















, (13)

where the Jacobian matrix J is explicitly given as

J =





















0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1

f1ℓ
∗

y

2

2ℓ∗3 − f1ℓ
∗

x
ℓ∗
y

2ℓ∗3

f2u
∗

y

2

2u∗3 − η − f2u
∗

x
u∗

y

2u∗3 − f2u
∗

y

2

4u∗3

f2u
∗

x
u∗

y

4u∗3

− f1ℓ
∗

x
ℓ∗
y

2ℓ∗3

f1ℓ
∗

x

2

2ℓ∗3 − f2u
∗

x
u∗

y

2u∗3

f2u
∗

x

2

2u∗3 − η
f2u

∗

x
u∗

y

4u∗3 − f2u
∗

x

2

4u∗3

(f1+2)ℓ∗
y

2

ℓ∗3 − 2 − (f1+2)ℓ∗
x
ℓ∗
y

ℓ∗3 − f2u
∗

y

2

u∗3

f2u
∗

x
u∗

y

u∗3

f2u
∗

y

2

2u∗3 − η − f2u
∗

x
u∗

y

2u∗3

− (f1+2)ℓ∗
x
ℓ∗
y

ℓ∗3

(f1+2)ℓ∗
x

2

ℓ∗3 − 2
f2u

∗

x
u∗

y

u∗3 − f2u
∗

x

2

u∗3 − f2u
∗

x
u∗

y

2u∗3

f2u
∗

x

2

2u∗3 − η





















. (14)

.

Here we set ℓ∗ =
√

ℓ∗x
2 + ℓ∗y

2, u = v
∗ − w

∗/2 =

u∗xex + u∗yey, and u∗ =
√

u∗x
2 + u∗y

2. Using these lin-

earized equations, we discuss the linear stability for each
solution below.

B. Passive-particle preceding straight (PPS)
motion

First, we consider the solution corresponding to the
PPS motion. Considering the symmetric properties, we
can assume the motion is in the positive x-direction
without losing generality. The fixed point correspond-

ing steady-state solution is given as

ℓ
∗ = ℓ

(p)
0 ex, (15)

v
∗ = v

(p)
0 ex, (16)

w
∗ = 0, (17)

where

ℓ
(p)
0 =

f1 − f2
2

+ 1, (18)

and

v
(p)
0 =

f1 + f2
2η

. (19)
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Now we consider the PPS motion in the positive x-

direction, and thus v
(p)
0 and ℓ

(p)
0 should be positive.

Therefore, f1 + 2 > f2 should hold.
By substituting these solutions into the Jacobian ma-

trix J (p) of the linearized equation in Eq. (14), we obtain

J (p) =

















0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 −η 0 0 0

0 f1
f1−f2+2 0 − ηf1

f1+f2
0 − ηf2

2(f1+f2)

−2 0 0 0 −η 0

0 2f2
f1−f2+2 0 − 2ηf2

f1+f2
0 − ηf1

f1+f2

















.

(20)

The eigenvalues λ(p) of J (p) are given as

λ(p) =0,−η, −η ±
√

η2 − 8

2
,

− η +
f2

2v
(p)
0

± 1

2

√

√

√

√

f2
2

v
(p)
0

2 +
4f2

ℓ
(p)
0

. (21)

Since the real parts of −η and
(

−η ±
√

η2 − 8
)

/2 are

always negative, the signs of the real parts of the last
eigenvalues determine the linear stability of the motion.
Considering that the part inside the square root is always
positive, the eigenvalue with the negative sign is always
negative. The one with the positive sign can change the
sign; it is negative when

η2
f1 − f2
f1 + f2

>
f2

ℓ
(p)
0

=
2f2

f1 − f2 + 2
(22)

holds by considering that −η + f2/(2v
(p)
0 ) = −ηf1/(f1 +

f2) < 0. Since the above equation holds only when f1 >
f2, we finally obtain the condition for linear stability as

η >

√

2f2(f1 + f2)

(f1 − f2)(f1 − f2 + 2)
. (23)

This suggests that the pitchfork bifurcation occurs at
η =

√

2f2(f1 + f2)/((f1 − f2)(f1 − f2 + 2)). Taken the
numerical simulation results into consideration, it seems
to be supercritical. It should be noted that the eigenvec-

tor with respect to zero eigenvalue is t(0, ℓ
(p)
0 , 0, v

(p)
0 , 0, 0),

which corresponds to the isotropy of the system.

C. Active-particle preceding straight (APS) motion

Next, we consider the solution corresponding to the
APS motion, which is not realized as a stable solution
in the numerical simulations. In the same manner as
that for the solution corresponding to the PPS motion,
we can assume the motion is in the positive x-direction

without losing generality. The fixed point corresponding
steady-state solution is given as

ℓ
∗ = −ℓ(a)0 ex, (24)

v
∗ = v

(a)
0 ex, (25)

w
∗ = 0, (26)

where

v
(a)
0 =

−f1 + f2
2η

, (27)

and

ℓ
(a)
0 =

f1 + f2
2

+ 1. (28)

we consider the APS motion, and thus v
(a)
0 and ℓ

(a)
0

should be positive. Therefore, f2 > f1 should hold.
By substituting these solutions into the Jacobian ma-

trix J (a) of the linearized equation in Eq. (14), we obtain

J (a) =

















0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 −η 0 0 0

0 f1
f1+f2+2 0 ηf1

f2−f1
0 − ηf2

2(f2−f1)

−2 0 0 0 −η 0

0 − 2f2
f1+f2+2 0 − 2ηf2

f2−f1
0 ηf1

f2−f1

















.

(29)

The eigenvalues λ(a) of J (a) are given as

λ(a) =0,−η, −η ±
√

η2 − 8

2
,

− η +
f2

2v
(a)
0

± 1

2

√

√

√

√

f2
2

v
(a)
0

2 − 4f2

ℓ
(a)
0

. (30)

It should be also noted that the eigenvector with respect

to zero eigenvalue is t(0,−ℓ(a)0 , 0, v
(a)
0 , 0, 0), which corre-

sponds to the isotropy of the system. In the same manner
as that in the case of the PPS motion, the real parts of

−η and
(

−η ±
√

η2 − 8
)

/2 are always negative. In con-

trast, one of the real parts of the last eigenvalues are

always positive since −η+f2/(2v(a)0 ) = f1/(η(f2−f1)) >
0. The term inside the square root is negative when
η < |f2 − f1|

√

2/(f2(f1 + f2 + 2)). In this case, the
last eigenvalues are complex conjugates whose imaginary
parts are i

√

f2 [2/(f1 + f2 + 2)− f2η2/(f2 − f1)2] ≡ iΩ.
In the limit of f2 → +∞ with fixed f1 and η, the real

part −η+ ηf2/(f2 − f1) approaches 0. This suggests the
oscillatory behavior with a period of 2π/Ω around the
fixed point for large f2. We presume that this oscillation
corresponds to the SL motion observed in the numeri-
cal simulation. That is to say, the SL motion appears
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through the oscillatory destabilization of the traveling
direction of the APS motion. Actually, the angle φ be-
tween ℓ and v oscillates around π as shown in Fig. 5(b).

Considering that Ω approaches
√

2− η2 in the limit of
f2 → ∞, the corresponding period for η = 0.5 is calcu-
lated as around 4.75. This value is slightly smaller than
the period obtained by the simulation results in Fig. 5(c).
The theoretical approach gives the value with the same
order, and the slight difference seems to be due to the
finite amplitude of the SL motion.

D. Circular motion

In order to discuss the existence and stability of a cir-
cular motion, we consider the transform to the polar co-
ordinates (r, θ) in which the origin meets the center of
the circular orbit. The circular motion corresponds to
the fixed point of the evolution equations in the polar
coordinates. Although we cannot obtain the fixed point
analytically, we can obtain it numerically and show that
the fixed point corresponding to the circular motion ex-
ists and is always stable when the PPS motion is unsta-
ble. The detailed expression and calculation are shown
in Appendix A.

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

From the simulation results, the pair of active and pas-
sive particles interacting through chemo-repellant con-
centration field exhibits the PPS motion, the PPC mo-
tion, the APC motion, or the SL motion. From the theo-
retical analysis, the transition between the PPS and PPC
motion is identified to be a pitchfork bifurcation as we
consider f2 as a bifurcation parameter. As for the SL mo-
tion, the solution branch corresponding to the SL motion
does not connect to the other three solution branches.
We consider that the SL motion appears through the in-
stability of the APS motion, which is always unstable.
In Fig. 4, there are several points corresponding to

the ambiguous motion at the edge of the region for the
bistability of SL and APC motion. We have checked the
dynamics by precisely changing the value of f2, where
the calculation method was the same as Fig. 2. The
trajectories of active and passive particles are shown in
Fig. 6, where f2 was set to be 2.05 (a), 2.06 (b), 2.07
(c), and 2.10 (d). As the parameter f2 decreased, the
SL motion changed to the slalom motion along a circle
as shown in Fig. 6(d), and then to the circular slalom
motion along a curve like the Lissajous figure as shown
in Fig. 6(c). With a further decrease in f2, the chaotic
motion was observed as shown in Fig. 6(a,b). In this case,
the curve along which the slalom motion was exhibited
seemed to be chaotic. The detailed analyses of these
series of bifurcation structure may be interesting from the
viewpoint of dynamical systems, though we leave them
as future study.

(a) f
2
 = 2.05 (b) f

2
 = 2.06

(c) f
2
 = 2.07 (d) f

2
 = 2.10

50

passive particle
active particle

50

500 250

FIG. 6. Trajectories and the instant locations of active and
passive particles after sufficient time. (a) f2 = 2.05. (b)
f2 = 2.06. (c) f2 = 2.07. (d) f2 = 2.10. Red and cyan
curves show the trajectories of active and passive particles,
respectively. The parameters f1 and η were fixed at f1 = 0.5
and η = 0.5, respectively.

In our previous study [35], we investigated a pairing in-
duced motion of a camphor particle and a metal washer
at a water surface. Our model was constructed motivated
by the experiments. In the experimental system the ac-
tive particle moves by the self-phoresis, in which the par-
ticle moves in the direction of the concentration gradient
of a chemical released from the particle itself [43–45].
Due to this effect, the passive particle moves away from
the active particle and the active particle is driven in the
direction of the velocity of itself. Moreover, the active
and passive particles interact with each other through
the lateral capillary force [46]. In our present model,
we consider a harmonic potential by a spring between
the active and passive particles since the lateral capillary
force only plays an role in connecting the two particles.
Since the distance between the two particles is almost
kept constant, we assume that the magnitude of the re-
pulsive force working on the passive particle is constant.
As for the magnitude of the force working on the active
particle, we also set it constant since the particle is mov-
ing at a constant velocity. It should be noted that this
assumption does not hold when a particle moves slowly
since the asymmetry in concentration field around the
particle becomes small. Especially, our model fails when
the active particle stops. However, we do not need to
mind this since the active particle moves as long as the
passive particle is located close to the active particle.
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In the experiment reported in our previous study [35],
the pair of the camphor disk (active particle) and metal
washer (passive particle) show the straight motion in
which the passive particle precedes when the viscosity
of the aqueous solution was high, while it showed the cir-
cular motion when the viscosity was low. The difference
in the viscosity can be represented by varying η in our
present model. Numerical simulation results using our
present model show that the particle pair bifurcates from
the PPS motion to a circular motion with a decrease in η.
This well corresponds to the experimental result. So far,
the slalom motion was not observed in the experiment.
This seems to be because the spring connecting between
the two particles does not properly correspond to the ex-
perimental system; the harmonic potential is introduced
to simply describe the effect of the lateral capillary force,
though the lateral capillary force only works as an at-
tractive force, but not as a repulsive force. Our results
suggest that the pair of active and passive particles may
exhibit slalom motion if they have the interaction with a
preferable distance.

In summary, we constructed a mathematical model for
the pairing-induced motion of active and passive parti-
cles, which was motivated from the experiments using a
camphor disk and a metal washer floating on water [35].
The model was simplified by assuming that the forces
working on the active and passive particles due to the
chemo-repellant concentration field have the constant ab-
solute value and only depend on the configuration and
velocities of the particles. By numerical simulation, we
found the four types of motions, the PPS, PPC, APC,
and SL motions. We also performed a linear stability
analysis and clarified that the transition between the
PPS and PPC motions is considered to be a supercritical
pitchfork bifurcation, which well corresponds to the ex-
perimental results. We also discussed the mechanism of
the SL motion related to the instability of the APS mo-
tion. We believe our present model will be a good candi-
date for a fundamental model for investigating multiple
particle systems with the mixture of active and passive
particles by virtue of its simple setup.
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Appendix A: Existence and stability of the circular
motion

The unit vectors in the polar coordinates are set as
er = cos θex+sin θey and eθ = − sin θex+cos θey . Then,
we set the variables in the polar coordinates as

r = rer, (A1)

v = v (cos ζer + sin ζeθ) , (A2)

ℓ = ℓ (cos(φ+ ζ)er + sin(φ + ζ)) eφ, (A3)

v −w/2 = u (cos(ψ + ζ)er + sin(ψ + ζ)eθ) , (A4)

Here, we adopt u = v − w/2 = va since the equations
become simple by this transform. We also adopt the
relative angles φ+ζ and ψ+ζ for ℓ and u, respectively, for
simple expressions. By careful calculation from Eqs. (9)–
(12), we obtain the dynamical systems with respect to 8
variables, r, θ, v, ζ, ℓ, φ, u, and ψ as

dr

dt
= v cos ζ, (A5)

dθ

dt
=
v

r
sin ζ, (A6)

dℓ

dt
= 2v cosφ− 2u cos(φ− ψ), (A7)

dφ

dt
= −

(

2v

ℓ
+
f1
2v

)

sinφ− f2
2v

sinψ +
2u

ℓ
sin(φ− ψ),

(A8)

dv

dt
= −ηv + f1

2
cosφ+

f2
2
cosψ, (A9)

dζ

dt
= −v

r
sin ζ +

f1
2v

sinφ+
f2
2v

sinψ, (A10)

du

dt
= −ηu+ (ℓ− 1) cos(φ− ψ) + f2, (A11)

dψ

dt
= − f1

2v
sinφ− f2

2v
sinψ +

ℓ− 1

u
sin(φ− ψ). (A12)

Since the three variables r, θ, and ζ do not appear in the
left sides of the equations (A7), (A8), (A9), (A11), and
(A12), the dynamical system is essentially regarded as a
5-variable one.
If we consider a circular motion in which the center of

orbit meets the origin, only the variable θ depends on the
time t as θ = Ωt, where Ω is the angular velocity, and
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the other variables are constant. Therefore, the circular
motion corresponds to the fixed points of the 5-variable
dynamical systems.

The linearized equations of Eqs. (A7), (A8), (A9),
(A11), and (A12) around a fixed point ℓ∗, φ∗, v∗, u∗,
and ψ∗ are given, by setting ℓ = ℓ∗ + δℓ, φ = φ∗ + δφ,

v = v∗ + δv, u = u∗ + δu, and ψ = ψ∗ + δψ, as

d

dt











δℓ
δφ
δv
δu
δψ











= J̃











δℓ
δφ
δv
δu
δψ











, (A13)

where Jacobian matrix J̃ is explicitly given as

J̃ =















0 ℓ∗(ℓ∗−1) sin ξ∗

ℓ∗
2 cosφ∗ −2 cos ξ∗ −2u sin ξ∗

−(ℓ−1) sin ξ
ℓ∗u∗

− f1 cosφ∗

2v∗
(ℓ∗−1) sin ξ∗

u∗v∗
− 2 sinφ∗

ℓ∗
2 sin ξ∗

ℓ∗
−2u∗ cos ξ∗

ℓ∗
− f2 cosψ∗

2

0 − f1ℓ
∗ sinφ∗

2 −η 0 − l∗f2 sinψ∗

2
cos ξ∗ −(ℓ∗ − 1) sin ξ∗ 0 −η (ℓ∗ − 1) sin ξ∗

sin ξ∗

u∗

−(l∗−1) cos ξ∗

u∗
− f1 cosφ∗

2v∗
(ℓ∗−1) sin ξ∗

u∗v∗
−(l∗−1) sin ξ∗

u∗2

−(l∗−1) cos ξ∗

u∗
− f2 cosψ∗

2v∗















, (A14)

where we define ξ∗ = φ∗ − ψ∗.
We numerically obtained the fixed point for each pa-

rameter and calculated the eigenvalues of J̃ . Then, the

real parts of all eigenvalues were negative, and therefore
it was concluded that the solution corresponding to the
circular motion is asymptotically stable.
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