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Smart active matter describes agents which can process information according to their individual
policy to solve predefined tasks. We introduce a theoretical framework to study a decentralized
learning process in which agents can locally exchange their policy to optimize their reward and thus
attain target macroscopic states. We use our formalism to derive explicit hydrodynamic equations
for the policy dynamics. We apply the theory to two different microscopic models where policies
correspond either to fixed parameters similar to evolutionary dynamics, or to state-dependent con-
trollers known from the field of robotics. We find good agreement between theoretical predictions
and agent-based simulations. By deriving fundamental control parameters and uncertainty relations,
our work lays the foundations for a statistical physics analysis of decentralized learning.

Decentralized optimization processes have been inten-
sively studied in interdisciplinary fields using methods
inspired from statistical physics, including the study of
evolutionary and population dynamics in biology [1-4]
and the investigation of social processes [5], such as opin-
ion dynamics [6]. In addition, decentralized adaptation
raises a growing interest in robotics and engineering [7—
11], in particular to find more stable policies than typical
centralized protocols [9, 10]. Robustness and flexibility
may be enhanced by drawing inspiration from collective
animal behavior [12]. Although standard experiments on
robotic swarms are in practice often limited to less than
a hundred robots, numerical simulations may account for
much larger swarms, calling for a statistical physics ap-
proach to describe assemblies of small robots interacting
through information exchange [10].

The idea of experimentally realizing large swarms of
microrobots [13-15] as a way to build responsive or pro-
grammable metamaterials [16-19] is also at the core
of the emerging field of smart active matter [20-24].
Along this soft robotics perspective, one tries to build
large numbers of extremely simplified microrobots [25—
28], whose size ranges from the granular scale [29, 30]
down to the colloidal one [19, 31], and whose main fea-
tures result from the physical properties of the soft mate-
rial they are made of [32-35]. These soft microrobots may
integrate simple computation capabilities [36], or may
be controlled by an external computer through machine
learning using, e.g., reinforcement learning techniques
[37—46]. Although their starting points differ, both hard
and soft robotics aim at building large assemblies of au-
tonomous microrobots with communication and compu-
tation capabilities leading to adaptative collective behav-
iors [10, 11, 22, 23, 26, 47, 48]. This goal is also shared by
the emerging topic of biological metamaterials, consisting
for instance of insects aggregates [49, 50].

The ongoing experimental and numerical development
of smart active matter calls for appropriate theoretical
approaches to describe its collective properties. Early
contributions in this direction include models of indi-
vidual [51-55] or collective navigation of active parti-

cles [56, 57], or of pedestrians in a dense crowd [58, 59].
Stochastic thermodynamic may also be relevant to de-
scribe smart active matter [60, 61]. Yet, apart from
some first steps [60], a theoretical framework to describe
the collective behavior of adaptive agents exchanging in-
formation with their neighbors, as found in experiments
with small robots [7-11], is still lacking.

In this Letter, we develop a statistical physics frame-
work based on kinetic theory to describe decentralized
learning in smart active matter with local information
exchange. In contrast to usual active matter [62-64],
smart active matter is made of agents having the ability
to communicate, to respond to external stimuli and to
adapt their behavior to attain targeted collective prop-
erties. The behavior of individual agents is determined
by a ‘policy’, i.e., a set of rules controlling their dynam-
ics, whose parameters can be tuned. Among the mod-
eling approaches used to characterize active matter, ki-
netic theories have played an important role by providing
a framework to derive macroscopic hydrodynamic equa-
tions from microscopic collision rules [65-69]. Here, we
describe decentralized learning via the exchange of poli-
cies between neighboring agents, akin to collision rules.
Such binary exchange rules set the stage for a kinetic
theory framework, within which we systematically de-
rive macroscopic hydrodynamic equations for the time-
evolution of policies starting from agent-based models.

Agent-based model of decentralized learning — We con-
sider a generic system of IV agents in d dimensions rep-
resenting, e.g., small robots [10]. Agents are located at
position @, move at velocity v with an overdamped dy-
namics, and diffuse with a positional diffusion coefficient
Dy. Agents sense their environment (e.g., external fields
or properties of neighboring particles) to control their
dynamical rules. The set of adjustable parameters con-
trolling the dynamics, which are specific to each agent, is
here generically called the agent’s policy P. In the exam-
ples below, the policy either corresponds to the agent’s
angular diffusion coefficient, or to the response of the self-
propulsion speed to an external stimulus. The state S of
an agent gathers internal physical variables (e.g., orien-
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the decentralized learning procedure de-
scribed in the manuscript.

tation, self-propulsion velocity, etc.) and sensors outputs
such as measured light intensity. Agents can then pro-
cess observed states and extract the signal G(S), which
fluctuates with a characteristic frequency 751. The sig-
nal can be stored in the ‘memory’ M via the running
average M (t) through

dM 1

dt - ™ (M G(S))v (1)
on the memory time scale 7o¢. All quantities S, M, and
P may be multi-component vectors. To lighten the pre-
sentation of the general formalism, we mostly stick to the
scalar case, but the multi-component vector formalism is
presented in the supplemental material (SM) [70].

To enable learning, agents can exchange information
about the efficiency of their individual policies to reach
a targeted collective behavior. This efficiency is quanti-
fied by a reward function R(M), which rewards agents
following the targeted collective behavior. Comparing
its own reward with other agents enables each agent to
learn improved policies (see Fig. 1 for an illustration).
The overall goal of each agent is to learn and optimize
a policy P maximizing the reward function. Agents are
therefore randomly selected with a rate Ag = 75 1 called
the exchange rate (7 is the exchange time). Once se-
lected, an agent i iterates over all neighbors n, chosen
in random order within the interactions radius r.. For
each selected neighbor n, agent i becomes a teacher (and
agent n the student) with a probability pr(R;, R,) given
by

pT(Rian) = % (1 + tanh [OéT(Ri - Rn)]> y (2)

where R; = R(M;) and R,, = R(M,,), and ar is a pa-
rameter. Otherwise, agent n is the teacher and agent 4
is the student. In either case, the student updates its
policy Ps and memory Mg by taking the correspond-
ing values of the teacher, Ps := Pr and Mg = Mr.
The memory of the student is updated together with the
policy to make its reward consistent with the updated
policy [10]. The parameter ap in Eq. (2) controls the
sharpness of pr, and may be interpreted as the precision

with which agents evaluate and communicate the reward
R. To enhance adaptability, we also include a small rate
of spontaneous policy changes. By analogy with evolu-
tionary processes in biology, we call these spontaneous
changes ‘mutations’ [71] and model them as a diffusion
process in policy space with diffusion coefficient D;.
Kinetic theory of decentralized learning — To obtain
a statistical description of the above agent-based model
and derive the time-evolution for the statistics of policies
P, we introduce a kinetic theory framework. Learning
events between two agents are treated by analogy with bi-
nary collisions in usual kinetic theory. In this framework,
an assembly of a large number N of agents is described by
a single-agent phase-space density f(S, M, P, x,t) char-
acterizing the probability to find an agent at time t at
position x, in state S, with memory M and policy P.
The time-evolution of f(S, M, P, x,t) formally reads

% — “phys [f] + Zsens [f] + Zmem [f] + Ipol[f]~ (3)

The term Zpnys[f] describes the physical part of agents
dynamics, e.g., their motion, angular dynamics and pos-
sibly physical interactions, and Zgens[f] defines the dy-
namics of the sensor output. The term Zyem|[f] in Eq. (3)
encodes the memory dynamics given in Eq. (1). Fi-
nally, the term Z,[f] accounts for the dynamics of
the policy P, which includes diffusive mutations and
communication-driven decentralized learning,

2
Ipol [.ﬂ = DM% + Ziearn [f] (4)

The learning term Zjearn[f] represents the exchange of
information between neighboring agents regarding their
policies and the corresponding rewards. Mathematically,
the term Zjean[f] is a bilinear integral term accounting
for collision-like, binary learning events. The explicit,
but lengthy, expression of Zjearm|[f] is reported in the End
Matter (EM) section. We assume in this manuscript a
time scale separation 7¢ < Tp <K Tg, i.e., a hierarchy
of time scales separating signal dynamics 7¢, memory
7pm and exchange rate 7g. As a result, information ad-
vection by particle motion dominates over information
propagation due to the finite communication range be-
tween agents. Within this approximation, our theory is
thus purely local, however, it can be generalized to take
into account the non-locality of communications or over-
lapping time scales.

To characterize the policy statistics, we assume that
the reduced phase-space density

apo(P,:c,t):/dS/de(S,M,Rw,t) (5)

is approximately Gaussian and can be described by
its lowest-order moments. We also define the policy-
dependent average memory,

um(P,z,t) = wal/dS/dM/\/lf(S,M,P,a:,t). (6)
The reduction steps from f(S, M,P) to po(P) and



puam(P) are described in the EM section. To keep the
problem tractable, we expand paq (P, x,t) around a pre-
defined policy value Pg, which should be a rough esti-
mate of the optimal policy, yielding (dropping « and t)

pm(P) = pfd +u (P =Pe) ... (1)

The quantities '“5\7:1) are model-specific, and can be de-

termined explicitly under the time scale separation hy-
pothesis [70]. We further introduce the agent density
p(x,t) = [ dPyo(P,x,t), the average policy pu(zx,t) and
its variance, called diversity, o%(x,t), defined as

pl,t) = pt / APPoo(P, 1), (8)

@) =p [ PP (e t)Po(Poait). (9)

For spatially uniform fields p(t), u(t) and o%(t), the evo-
lution equations take the form,

d/.t n

s = po’2F1 (,u70'2;/i5\4)) , (10)
do? n
- = 2Dy — pot Fy (u,02;M§\A)) ) (11)

where F,, (u,aQ;,uS\Z)) are model-specific polynomials

[70] depending on the parameters ,uxbl) (t) introduced in

Eq. (7), which can be determined independently. The
closed equations (10), (11) for the policy dynamics are
one of the major results of this work. The full hydro-
dynamic equations including space-dependent fields are
derived for two specific models in the SM [70]. Impor-
tantly, we can already draw some non-trivial general con-
clusions from Eqgs. (10) and (11): (i) The derivative fi(t)
is proportional to the density p(¢) highlighting the many-
body character of policy dynamics. Similarly, it is pro-
portional to the diversity o2(t), thus vanishing density
or diversity imply vanishing adaptation rate fi(t), con-
sistent with Fisher’s fundamental theorem of natural se-
lection [72]. (ii) On time scales t > 7 with convex
fitness function, we have Fy(u(t), o2 (t); /‘5\7/11) (t)) > 0 and
thus 02(t) decays monotonically in the absence of muta-
tions. (iii) This emphasizes the importance of mutations
Djs to maintain a sufficient level of diversity and thus
enable efficient optimization. Qualitatively, mutations
therefore play a role similar to driving in athermal physi-
cal systems, as they break detailed balance and maintain
a steady-state dynamics at large time.

Phototactic, diffusive agents — As a first application
of the above framework, we study a model of phototac-
tic microswimmers (d = 2) with decentralized learning
capabilities. Each swimmer moves at speed vg in a direc-
tion given by its orientation angle 6 in the (x,y)-plane,
which defines the state S = 6. As for active Brownian
particles [73], orientation can change randomly via rota-
tional diffusion with strength Dy, but also via tumbling
events towards the z—direction (direction of the light
source) [74]. Physical interactions between microswim-
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FIG. 2. Adaptation of the microswimmer model to a constant
target velocity Vr = 0.85: Results of kinetic theory (KT) and
agent-based simulations (AS) without mutations (Dy = 0)
and with mutations (Da = 0.1). The vertical arrow indicates
T7m = 1. (a) Average policy (rotation diffusion) w(t); (b)
diversity o2(t). The black dashed-dotted curve is Eq. (12)
fitted to the AS data with Dy; = 0.1.

mers are neglected. The target state is a macroscopic flow
along the x-axis in which the ensemble-averaged velocity
Vo(Dg) = (V,.) p, is equal to Vi < vg. This target state is
achieved via a decentralized learning procedure in which
each agent measures its velocity G(S) = V,, = wvgcosf
and adapts its rotational diffusion coefficient P = Dy
(i.e., its policy) by maximizing the reward function,
R(M) =1 — (M — Vr)2. Importantly, although physi-
cal interactions are neglected, learning leads to collective
effects. The asymptotic solutions of Egs. (10) and (11)
(detailed derivations in [70]) read,
o2(1) = | 22 : (12)
Ao tanh(v/2D s \o(10 + t))
u(t) = Dy — — ALV 2D A0 (13)
" sinh(v2Daho(To + 1))’
which boil down to o%(t) = [Ao(70 + t)]7! and u(t) =
Dgr — po/(ro +t) for Dyy — 0. The parameter
Ao = 4)\EanV}’E2 is a characteristic rate, where Vi =
OVz(Dg)/0Dg|py=p, » is the response of the average
state to policy changes. The parameters 7y and pg de-
pend on initial conditions, and Dy g = Pg is the prede-
fined policy used in Eq. (7). When Dy; > 0, o%(¢) con-
verges to a plateau value 02, = /2Dy /Mg when t — 0o,
while u(t) converges to the optimal policy Dy r. The con-
vergence of both ¢%(t) and ju(t) occurs over the learning
time 77, = (2D Ao)~Y/2. Importantly, our theoretical
analysis reveals two important control parameters: the
rate Ao and the mutation strength Dj;. The effect of the
mutation rate Dj; is characterized by the ‘uncertainty
relation’ 77,02, = Ay ', where both 77, and o2, depend on
Dy, while )\ is independent of Dj,;. The uncertainty
relation states that quick convergence and adaptability
(i.e., a small 77) obtained by increasing the mutation
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FIG. 3. Adaptation of the microswimmer model to a space-
dependent target Vr(z) = 0.85 + 0.05sin(2wx/L) (black-
dashed line). Results obtained by kinetic theory (KT) and
agent-based simulations (AS) are shown for different muta-
tion rates Djy.

rate Dp; comes at the cost of having large fluctuations
around the target policy (i.e., a large 02.), in turn imply-
ing collective fluctuations around the target state, since
Var(N ! Zfil Vi) o< 02 /N. Predictions of the kinetic
theory are successfully compared to agent-based simu-
lations in Fig. 2. Equation (12) can be used to fit the
long-time behavior of o2(t) on agent-based simulations
data (see Fig. 2) to determine A\g and Dy, as on experi-
mental data where such parameters are unknown. We get
DEY = 0.094+0.002 and At = (2.65+0.01)-10~%, which
compare well to the agent-based model values Dy, = 0.1
and Ao = 2.655 - 1074,

We now consider a space-dependent target velocity
Vr(x) = V& + VAsin(2rz/L) in a system of size L
with periodic boundary conditions. The reward func-
tion thus also becomes space-dependent, R(M,x) =
11— (M- VT(x))z. At leading order, the steady-state
average policy u(x) satisfies [70],

—ViVu(z) = V2DuAL (@) — Dor(x)) =0, (14)

where Dg () is the optimal policy maximizing the local
reward. We find for the average local velocity

(Va(2)) = Vi + V2 (@) sin(2ma/L — ¢),  (15)
with a phase ¢ given by tan(¢) = 27V /(vV/2D Ao L) and
an amplitude V2(¢) = Vi cos(¢). Agents with small
mutation rates travel across the system faster than they
can adapt to the local target Vr(x), therefore adopting
an average speed V7. In Fig. 3, we compare this predicted
behavior by kinetic theory to agent-based simulations
and find very good agreement for both the mutation-rate
dependent amplitude V;2(Djys) and the phase ¢(Das).
Our results emphasize the importance of the mutation
rate Dy to maintain diversity and therefore being able
to continuously adapt to space- and time-dependent tar-
gets.

Light-sensing robots — We also study a model featur-
ing robots (d = 1) which attempt to maximize light col-
lected from a heterogeneous light field I(z). The state
of a robot is § = (I,v), where I is the local light inten-
sity measured by a sensor, and v is the robot velocity
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FIG. 4. Adaptation of the light-sensing robot model to max-
imize collected light: Kinetic theory (KT) and agent-based
simulations (AS) without mutations (Dj; = 0) and with mu-
tations (Da = 1073). (a) Average policy u(t) = (x); (b)
Average reward R(x) for robots with a given policy x.

(diffusion is neglected, Dy = 0). The memory M aver-
ages the measured light intensity according to Eq. (1),
with G(S) = I. A state-dependent controller adapts the
robot’s speed v(I) = vg — xI, keeping v(I) > vmin. The
parameter x thus defines the sensitivity with which the
robot reacts to the external light. Robots adapt the pol-
icy P = x to maximize the collected light, using a re-
ward R(M) = M. Figure 4(a) shows that kinetic theory
successfully describes the optimization of the controller
(theoretical calculations in SM [70]), by predicting the
long-time behavior of u(t). In the absence of mutations
(Dyr = 0), the diversity o2(t) goes to zero and puf(t)
approaches the maximal reward around yr = 1.09 [see
Fig. 4(b)]. However, for Dy, > 0, mutations cause the
robots to learn a distribution of policies with o2, > 0.
Importantly, the underlying model implies a pronounced
asymmetry R(xr +€) > R(xr —€),e > 0 [Fig. 4(b)],
where R(x) = R(um(x)) is the average steady-state re-
ward for an agent with policy x. This makes it preferable
to adapt for ¢ — 00 to e > X7 in the presence of mu-
tations, as observed in the agent-based simulations. Ex-
panding paq to fourth order in Eq. (7), our kinetic theory
provides a quantitative prediction of . [Fig. 4(a)].
Conclusion and outlook — We proposed a kinetic the-
ory framework for decentralized learning in smart active
matter, in which agents maximize their reward R by
learning improved policies P from neighboring agents, to
reach a target collective state. This approach enables the
derivation of space-dependent field equations describing
the time-dependence of policy distributions. This frame-
work has been applied to two explicit models, and predic-
tions favorably compared to numerical simulations of the
agent-based model, already showing a rich phenomenol-
ogy. Future research direction may include the analy-
sis of learning with different interaction ranges, multi-
dimensional policies and more complex reward functions.
While we considered for simplicity a limit of separated
time scales between physical, memory and learning dy-
namics, our framework allows for systematic improve-



ments over this approximation, notably taking into ac-
count the effect of the communication range. In addition,
it would also be of interest to investigate the generality of
the uncertainty relation linking learning time and policy
fluctuations.
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End Matter — We describe here the general frame-
work of kinetic theory of decentralized learning intro-
duced in this work. Calculation details for specific models
are reported in the SM [70].

The term Zjeam|[f], introduced in Eq. (4), can be for-
mulated in a rather similar way as usual collision terms
in kinetic theories. It is convenient to express Zjearn[f]
in a similar way as a master equation for a stochastic

jump process, using a f-dependent effective transition
rate Wy(M', P'| M, P;x,t) defined as,

WM, P'|M, Pz, t)

= 2)\E/d52 /dMQ/dPQ /dCCQK o, L

XpT (Mz) 82,./\/12,792,%2, )

X (5(7)/ - 2) (M/ - Mz) (16)
The transition rate W; encodes the microscopic learning
dynamics of the agent model: the probability that a focus
particle 1, at position @ and characterized by (S, M, P),
learns its memory M’ = My and policy P’ = P; from a
particle 2 at position @s and with (Ss, Ms, Ps), is pro-
portional to the communication rate Ag, the distance-
dependent kernel K (a2, x), and to the teaching probabil-
ity pr(R(Mz), R(M)) (i.e., the probability that particle
2 becomes the teacher of particle 1), defined in Eq. (2).
The kernel K(x2, ) has a characteristic range d., e.g.,
K(zo,x) = (2m6%) texp[(x2 — x)?/262] in 2D, and is
normalized to 1. Note that if the agent learns the pol-
icy Po it also adapts its memory to the value Ms in
order to evaluate the correct reward associated with pol-
icy Po. The state S of particle 1 is not included in
We(M', P'| M, P;x,t) because S is not modified by the
learning process. The factor of 2 in front of Ag accounts
for the fact that during one adaptation step either agent
1 is the teacher and agent 2 the student or the other way
around.

Note also that at variance with usual kinetic theories
(e.g., of gases, granular gases or active matter), the oc-
currence of learning interactions is not controlled by the
kinetics of particle collisions, but rather by an imposed

communication rate Ag, which in practice may be much
smaller than the rate of particle encounter. We thus as-
sume that information propagation due to the sole com-
munication range, at a speed at most at the order of
Agde, remains much slower than information advection
by particle motion at a typical speed vy (i.e., we assume
Apde < vg). This means that we can neglect the distinc-
tion between x5 and @ in Eq. (16), thereby yielding a
purely local expression of W,

WM, P'|M,P) =2 gpr(R(M'), R(M)) fo(M', P’),

(17)
where we have introduced the marginal distribution
fo(M,P) = [dSf(S,M,P). Here, and in the follow-
ing, we drop the explicit dependence on « and ¢ for the
sake of brevity. The learning term Zjeam[f] is formally
obtained from an effective master equation, and takes

the form,
fl= /dM’/dP’ W (M, PIM, P)F(S, M, P')
_Wf(M/7P/‘M7P)f(87Ma,P)] :
(18)
By inserting the explicit form of the transition rate in

Eq. (17), the learning term can be written down explic-
itly,

Ilearn[f] =
g fo(M, P) / dM'pr(R'\R) / aP'f(S, M, P')

Ilearn [

(19)

—ZAEf(S,M,P)/dM'pT(R,R’)/dP’fo(M’,P’),

with the shorthand notations R = R(M) and R’ =
R(M’). Writing decentralized learning in such a general
way and thus introducing a framework for the system-
atic derivation of macroscopic hydrodynamic equations
for population dynamics is one of the major results of
this manuscript. In the following, we now aim at trans-
forming these equations to derive macroscopic equations
for the dynamics of policies.

In a first reduction step, we integrate out the depen-
dence of f on the state & and memory M to focus on the
macroscopic dynamics of policies. As a first approxima-
tion this can be achieved by assuming 7¢ < v < TR,
i.e., that the time scale T4 is large enough to distinguish
the fluctuations in the observations of G(S) on a time
scale 7¢ from the relevant signal and that the learning
occurs on time scales much larger than changes in the
memory. When studying the time-dependence of f on a
time scale Ty, the physical interaction terms in Zpnys|f]
and the sensor dynamics Zsens[f] drop out. Using the
explicit relation for the memory dynamics,
el f] = 75 (18, M.P) + (M- s TP

M
(20)
we find a closed equation for the time-dependence of the



marginal distribution,

) D
7100(2;"7)) = Vo + i} (fo + (M- G(P))%)

+2)‘Ef0/d./\/l/ tanh(aT(R — R’))/dp’fo(M/’ 73/)

82
G722

with the current Jy = (

+Dy fo (21)

V(P) = DoV ) fo- At this level,
the details of the microscopic model thus only enter via
the policy-dependent average of the observed informa-
tion G(P) := (G(S))p, and the policy-dependent aver-
age velocity V(P) := (V)p. The brackets (...)p denote
the policy-dependent ensemble average used as a proxy
for the running average on a time scale 7p( due to the

assumed time scale separation.

As in the main text, we then introduce the marginal

phase-space distribution of policies [Eq. (5)], the agent
density p(z,t) = [dPyo(P,,t) and the average mem-
ory, pm(P,z,t) = 5" [ AMMfo(M,P,z,t) [Eq. (6)].
To find closed equations we approximate the activation
function to first order, tanh(ar(R—R')) = ar(R—R')+
O(a%(R —R')). After some calculations we find,

o (P) 0?

= — D _—
ot VIt D gpg e0

Rpp / AM fo(M, PYR(M)

(P) (22)

+ Aepo(P) / dP’ / dM' fo(M', PHYR(M'),

with the policy current J = (V(P) — D()V> wo. We also

introduce the renormalized exchange rate, A\g = 2Agar.
For the average memory we can derive,

Om(P) _ 7—1(‘ )

A (6P - P 23
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In this supplemental material (SM) we provide details on the theoretical derivation of the kinetic theory. This
includes theoretical details for the microswimmer model (Sec. I) and the light-sensing robot model (Sec. II), and the
derivation of the multi-dimensional case (Sec. III).

I. DERIVATIONS FOR MODEL1l: MICROSWIMMERS

The first model we analyze consists of non-interacting microswimmers in two-dimensions. Each swimmer is char-
acterized by its individual rotational diffusion coefficient Dy = P which will also correspond to the policy we are
alming to optimize. Furthermore, the microswimmers tend to align into the direction of an external light source
in the x—direction (see Fig. S1). In the model, the speed vy of the swimmer is constant, v = vgn and thus only
the heading vector n = (cosf,sin@) is fluctuating. Here, § = S is therefore the internal variable of interest. The
interaction term then reads,

Iphys [f] = Trot [f] + Zbias [f]a (S]-)
2

Irot[f] = Dg%f (82)

Tvias[f] = =Apf + ApPp(9) fo. (S3)

Here, Ap is the rate with which the microswimmers tumble and bias their orientation 8 towards the distribution Pg(6),
thus aligning with the z-axis. We assume that Pp is Gaussian with the standard deviation op. In consequence, for
a given bias strength, the microswimmer can adapt its average velocity (V,)p, in x—direction by choosing a larger
diffusion coefficient (small (V,)) or a smaller diffusion coefficient (large (V,;)). This model is inspired by the behaviour
of the microalga Chlamydomonas Reinhardtii which features negative phototaxis, a very similar model has already
been analyzed theoretically [S1, S2].

A. Solving the microscopic physical model

_Since the model is two-dimensional, to simplify calculations we introduce the complex vector notation, n = n,+in, =
e'?. Therefore n, = Re(n) and n,, = Im(n). To remove the dependence of the model on the orientation 6 we expand

Diffusion Negative phototaxis
Irot [.ﬂ Ibias [f]
jl S =290
R G(S) = vocos(d)

Py
]
I
S

(S

FIG. S1. Illustration of the two physical interaction terms. Z.o¢[f] just leads to random reorientation, while Zyias[f] describes
(negative) phototaxis and thus biases the motion of the microswimmer towards the positive z—direction.
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f using its Fourier-transform, f; = f:r dfei% £(6). Following Refs. [S1, S3] we can thus derive the time-dependence
of the distribution fj without the contribution of memory and learning,

0 (¥ * —0
£+?0(ka—1 +V* frs1) — DoAfi, = —Dok?fiy — Ap(fx — foe 755 /2). (54)
For the memory term, Zpnem[f] we choose G(S) = wgcosf, corresponding to the instantaneous velocity in

x—direction. We thus find,

/7r A0 mem|f] = Thf ' do (f + (M — vy cos(@))af(e’ ./(;/l/(/lP,a:, t)) (S5)
= T_;,ll (fo + (./\/l g./{fl — af;igl)) (S6)
/_Tr deeigzmem[f] = T_;/ll (fl + (M% - UO%) (87)

where we have defined fo = ST dbe? cos(0) f(6, M, P,x,t) = 1(fo + f2). We are interested in the dynamics of the
two lowest moments, the marginal distribution fy corresponding to the density and the first-order moment f;, which
is related to the average velocity in z-direction, (V) = vo fy 'Re(f1). For these two moments we find explicitly,

W — —voRe(V" f1) + DoAfo + 757 (fo + (M% - vo%))
+ DMa—;fo +2Xgfo / dM’ tanh(ar(R — R')) / dP' i, (S8)
W = (Vo + V" f2) + Dol fi = Dofy = Ap(fi = foe™75/?)
i (f+ (Mg% - 1’2—0(% + %))) + DM;—;Qf1 + )\Efo/d/\/l’tanh(aT(R ~RY) /dP’f{
s / dM’ tanh(ar(R — R')) / 4P’ ($9)

where f = fr(M’,P’,2,t). In the following, we will assume that the physical time scales /\E,1 and Dy, ! are much
smaller than 7, )\;31, D];II , AL?/Dg and AL /vy, where AL is a typical length scale in the system. Further, we will
use Jf1/0t to calculate O(V,.(t))/0t. This finally yields,

IV (t B
% = =Do(Va(t))py = A ((Va(t)) Dy — voe™75/2). (S10)
We can then solve the above equation analytically to find the steady state solution,
(/ )\367‘723/2

By inserting this relation into the term, vodfi/OM = (Vi) p,0fo/OM we find that V(D) directly corresponds to
the term G(P) as introduced in Eq. (21) in the End Matter section of the main manuscript, i.e. the average of the
information G(S) = V, which is expected to be observed for an agent with policy P. Importantly, one might also
be able to find more complex analytical solutions, for example when there is no clear timescale separation between
the physical timescales )\731 = 7¢ and the memory time scale 7. Additionally, when using a more complex physical
model and Zpys[f] potentially features interactions between agents, one needs to make suitable approximations to
find an analytical solution for V,(Dg). This can be achieved by using standard approximations applied to kinetic
theories [S3].

B. Hydrodynamic equations

As introduced in the main manuscript, we will choose as reward function, R(M) = 1 — (M — Vz)2. This enables
us to expand fy in terms of its density, po(Dg,x,t) = [dMfo(M, Dy, x,t), the average memory, pa(Dg, @, t) =
cpgl [ dMM fo(M, Dg, ,t) and the memory variance, o3,(Dg, x,t) = @51 J AM(M = pa(Dg, 2, 1)) fo(M, Dy, z, t).



Finally, we can thus rewrite Eq. (22) in the main manuscript and find,

0o (Dg, x,t _ ~
20020 9 (Va(a) + D% )0+ Ao [ dDon(Disx.0)(03a(Dhx.1) + maa (Dps .0 — Wrmaa Dy x.))

2

+ Appop(x, t) (QVTMM — pi — 0/2\4) + D
Opm(Do, , t)

_ 2D L 3
ot = —Vo(Dg)Virm + DoApia + TOOVMMV% + 7 (Vm(De) - ,UM) + 22X (Ve — )

02 2D 0 0
Dy— — | == — . S13
+ MaDguM-F 2 aDgMM aDetﬁo (S13)
Here, we have introduced the renormalized learning rate, g = 2\gar. Applying the same timescale separation as
introduced above, the space-dependence of pa(Dp, x,t) can be neglected and we can therefore derive the relation,

Oprm (D97 t) -1

Qa0 l) — 7 (VDo) — (Do 1)), (S14)
which corresponds to Eq. (23) of the main manuscript. Within this approximation O’i/[ becomes independent of the
position and the policy, 0%((Dg, z,t) = 03,(t) and thus drops out in the equation for ¢g. Our goal is to expand ¢ in
moments of Dy and thus derive relations for the policy dynamics described by its mean and variance. We therefore
expand paq(x, Dy, t) around a predefined policy Dy g = Pg,

WA 1o
a7 W 20)), (S15)
with the n-th derivative F(®) = % . This allows us to write
¢ Dy¢=Dy E
1an(Do, t) = i) (t) + pq (/D + O((Dg — Do,r)?), (S16)

with ﬂB&) (t) = /‘581) (t) — ug\l/l) (t)Dg . Consistent with the main manuscript we also define Vi = V,.(Dg g) and Vi =
0Vz(Dg)/0Dg|py=py - Finally, we assume that oo(Dg,x,t) is Gaussian and expand it in terms of its moments,
p(x,t) = [ dDgpo(Dg,x,t), the average policy u(x,t) = p(x,t)~! [ dDgDgopo(Dg, x,t), and the diversity o?(x,t) =
p(x,t)~! [ dDg(Dy — u(z,t))?po(Dg, x,t). This yields the analytical hydrodynamic equations,

8p(a‘i’ H_ ~V (Vi + Vpu(, t) — DoV) p(a, t) (S17)
a“gi’ b _ — (Vi + V(1)) Viu(m, t) — ViV (a0, t) — Vip(a, 1)~ o> (@,t)Vp(, t) + DoAp(a, t)
+2Dop(,t) " Vi, )V p(w, ) — 20 ()0 @, ) pla, ) (5] () = Vi + u] (), 1) ) (S18)
% = —(Vg + Viu(, 1)) Vo? (z,t) — 2Vjo? (2, t)Vu(z, t) + DoAc? (z, t)
+2Dop(, 1) Vo2 (@, 1) Vp(a, t) + 2Do(Viu(z, )% + 2Dpr — 2App(a, )’ (, t)202(.’13, t)2. (S19)

These equations combine the convection and diffusion induced transport of policies and diversity, as well as the
learning of new policies in the terms including Ag. Connecting the equations to the kinetic theory results shown in
the main manuscript, Egs. (9) and (10), we therefore find,

Fi(p,ou)) = —22pul) (/15\04) —Vr+ MleA)u) (S20)
~ 2
Fa(u, 0% 1)) = 22puly] (S21)

C. Analytical solutions for fixed targets

In the following we assume that both the target velocity Vi and the initial conditions are independent of position
x. Furthermore, we assume timescale separation between 7,¢ and Ag and thus replace ME&) (t) by their steady-state



values. We thus find,

W) o3 eVie (o (u(t) - Do) (822)
2 ~
do dt(t) = 2Dy — 22ppV o ()2 (S23)

where Dgr = Dg g + (Vr — Vg)/V} is an approximation of the target policy which maximizes the reward. In
particular, if Vg — Vr the relation becomes exact. Thus it is important to choose an appropriate Dy g. From these
dynamical equations we can directly derive Egs. (12) and (13) as stated in the main manuscript.

D. Analytical solution for space-dependent targets

We are also interested in the steady-state solution in the presence of a space-dependent target Vp(z) = V7 +
VA sin(27z/L). We assume that Dy/L? is significantly smaller than vo/L and thus convective transport dominates.
Furthermore, we expect that the spatial dependency of p(x,t) and o?(x,t) are significantly smaller than the one of
p(x,t). Finally, we assume that the convection velocity in the steady-state Vo + Viu(x,t) ~ V3, thus neglecting
higher-order terms. Under these approximations we can derive that o2(z,t) = / QDTM with Ay = 2 EpVéQ and thus
find the partial differential equation,

0 = ~VAVu(x) — V2D A(u(x) — Do r(x), (s24)
where Dy r(z) = Do g + (Vr(x) — Vp)/Vj. This equation corresponds to Eq. (14) in the main manuscript.
To solve this equation we are using ansatz, u(r) = ps + p4 sin(27z/L + ¢) which yields explicit relations for 5.,
p4 and ¢. Finally, we identify the average velocity (Vi (z)) = V(Dg ) + Vi (u(z) — Dg i), which yields the relations
stated in the main manuscript.

E. Numerical details

To enable reproducibility we list in the following all the parameters used in the agent-based simulations, which are
described in the main manuscript,

o 75 = 0.004
® Oop — 0.1
e T =1.0
o \;' =100

e vg =1, Dy = 0.0001
e ar = 10, corresponding to a very steep activation function.
e N = 10000

o [, = L5y =10 — p = 100. Only for Fig. 3 we have set L, = 100 keeping the density constant, i.e. choosing
N =10°.

e At = 0.002 which is small enough to capture the smallest timescales.

c = %a
ensures consistency with the kinetic theory.

o to ensure that each particle has approximately p particles in its communication neighborhood. This

o 1t =0) =100, o2(t = 0) = 400.



Goal: Maximize (I) by adapting robot speed

S = (1,v)
G(S) = I
P =X

T
Robot speed: v(I) = wvg — xI, v(I) > Vmin

FIG. S2. Illustration of MODEL2, featuring non-interacting robots which attempt to maximize the light-intensity (/) to which
they are exposed by learning the optimal parameter x controlling their local movement speed.

II. DERIVATIONS FOR MODEL2: ROBOTS

The second model represents a robot moving in a landscape of space-dependent external light intensity. The model
is one-dimensional and we assume that space is separated into Ny, equally-sized bins i of size AL. Each bin has light
intensity I;, which are uncorrelated in space and equally distributed in I; € [0, Ihax] thus forming the intensity field
I(x), which can be measured by the robot. The speed of the robot is then defined as v(I) = vy — xI and capped at
Umin > 0 (thus the robot always moves forward). The parameter y thus defines the sensitivity with which the robot
reacts to the external light. The state of the robot is therefore S = (I,v). We apply periodic boundary conditions,
but generally assume L to be large compared to AL. We assume that we have N robots in the world, but robots do
not interact with each other (apart from the learning). The goal of each robot is to adjust the policy P = x such that
it maximizes I(x) = (I(z))y, i.e., the average light intensity seen by a robot with sensitivity y.

A. Solving the microscopic physical model

The probability for each robot to be in bin ¢ with intensity I; is,

1 [ (wo—xD)7Y for I <I*
o0y oot = { e

with [* = 20=Ymin  Agsuming that the physical time scale AL/vg is much smaller than any other time scale in the
system, i.e., that each robot sees many different I; on the memory time scale 7, we can then calculate the expected
average light-intensity seen by the robot with policy ¥,

_ Jfm= dIIp(I)
I =
) folmax dIp(l)

The integral can be separated into two parts going from [0, I*] and [I*, I;hax] and then solved easily. The final result
is,

(S25)

min’

. (S26)

-1
_ 1 2 p*2) LT g . Imax—I" | 1 _vo_ Y0 —Ymin
oy [ =)~ 0] [ 10 ()]s e
X T TG0 o xTma)) , otherwise
In MODEL2 we choose G(S) = I, thus I(x) directly corresponds to the term G(P) introduced in the main manuscript.
Different from MODELI1 we then choose as reward function R(M) = M since we aim at maximizing the collected
light intensity. We thus find for Egs. (22) and (23) in the main manuscript (dropping any space dependence on longer



time scales and assuming time scale separation),

8300()(715) _ 3 / / / Y 72
5 = ev0 | deoX’, Dim(X'st) = Appop(t)pam + D 92 90 (528)
Oopm(x:t) _ __1(7
S = (100 = ). (529)
To capture the details of I(x) we expand it to fourth order. As before, we expand around a predefined policy xf,
W) _ 1 () _ (0
M = (1 - i), (S30)
with the n-th derivative F(") = % . This allows us to write
X=XE
pan( ) = A (8) + A5 (O = A (X7 + A5 (X — Al (D)X, with (831)
(0 0 2 1 4
A = w00 0) — S8 e + G O — SuSHNE + S (Oxh, (832)
- 1
i (t) = <”<t> P2 e + S0 — = (533)
A0 = —5 20+ S0 — 0, (534)
- 1
A () = gu(ﬁ)( ) — gu(ﬁ)( IXE (S35)
A0 = — 5y 0) (S36)
Inserting this expansion into Eq. (S28) and using the same moments, average policy u and diversity o2, as for
MODELL1, we finally find,
oul(t < _
W) — 3o (7(0) — 282 0 (837)
O (t < _ -
O 2D — 2?12 (2 0) — 335 (1) + 6HL O (1) + (1) ). (539)

These equations have been used for the numerical results shown in Fig. 4 in the main manuscript.

B. Numerical details

The following parameters were used in the agent-based simulations,

o AL =103
® T\ = 1.0
e Az =100

e vg =1, vpin = 0.01

e Dy=0

e ar = 10, corresponding to a very steep activation function.

e N = 10000

e [ =100 — p = 100.

o At = 0.0001 which is small enough to capture the smallest timescales.

e r. = 0.5, to ensure that each particle has approximately p particles in its communication neighborhood. This
ensures consistency with the kinetic theory.

o u(t=0)=1.25 0%t =0)=0.0225.



III. MULTI-DIMENSIONAL KINETIC THEORY

We have emphasized in the main manuscript that the state S, the memory M and the policy P could be multi-
dimensional. Here, we show that one can similarly derive hydrodynamic equation in such a situation. (Ignoring space
to keep the notation more compact.)

The multi-dimensionality starts to play a role once we introduce the moments in the memory, including the density,
©o(P,t) = [ dM fo(M,P,t), the average memory, firq,i(P, 1) ot [ AMM,; fo(M,P,t) and the memory covariance
matrix, 0%, ,;(P,t) = g ot [AMM; — (P, 1) (M, MM,J(P t)) fo(M,P,t). As in MODEL1 we assume that
RM)=1->3,(M; - T;)?, i.e., we Want that each entry in the memory approaches a certain target T;. Assuming
the time scale hierarchy, 7¢ < TApq < Tg, we then find for the policy dynamics,

doo(P,t <
20Pl) Koo [ 4P'(P0) Y (P + iaaa (P 0)? — 2Topaa(P',0))
Y 2 2 2
+ Appop(t) Z (QTMMJ KM T U/Vl,ii) + Dnoss op? ®o (539)

K2

LM&”’ B _ (Gi(P) = jans). (S40)

As in the main manuscript, we denote as G;(P) = (G;(S))p the policy-dependent ensemble average of the information
G;(S). We can then expand the memory paq,i(P,t) around a predefined policy Dy g = Pg, by introducing the

quantities ,U,S&)J = pum,i(PEe), #5\1/() MOE a“gigj(m , Gpi = Gi(Pg) and G ;; = 8?);)(:3)‘ . We thus find,
P=Pk P=Pg
o) (0)
5 M (GE =t )) (S41)
Wy i, (1)
e 0] s12)

This allows us to expand the memory, (P, t) = u( ) () + MS}A) i (O)Pj, with ,&5&)2( t) = :“581)1( t) — MS\lA),ij(t)DG,E,ja

using Einstein summation convention.

As described before after Eq. (S14), we find that 0%, is independent of P when assuming timescale separation and
thus can be canceled out. Finally, we assume that ¢o(P,t) is Gaussian and expand it in terms of its moments, the
average policy ju;(t) = p(t)~" [ dPPipo(P,t), and the covariance o7;(t) = p(t) =" [ dP(Pi — pi(t))(Pj — (1)) o (P, ).
We also identify higher moments for multi-dimensional Gaussians

/dP(Pi = wi())(Pj = 115 (8)) (P — ik (£)) 00 (P 1) = 0 (543)
=p(t)”" /d'P'Pi,Pj,PkQDO(’Pvt) = i) () (t) + pa(t) o3, (t) + 15 ()07, (1) + p () o (1) (544)
/dP(Pi — (1) (P = 15 (D) (Pr = pa(£))(Pr = mu(8)) 00 (P, t) = 0 (t) oy (t) + 05 ()05, (t) + 07 (D)oi; (t)  (S45)

=p(t)” /dPPinPsz@o(P,t) = pi () (O (O (1) + 0 (o (t) + 0305 (8) + 07 (8o () + pa()p (8o (1)

+ () e (005 (8) + i () ()53, (8) + 5 (0 e (8033 (1) + gy (0 pua ()03 (8) + pur () pa ()5 (8). (546)
After some calculatlonb we find,
Ow(t) o3 1) 2 (1) PSR ()
o 2)\EPZ,UM,ijajl(t) UM,ik,Uk(t) T; + (547)
ot (1) S 1 1
l@t =2Dnbin — 2)\EPEZ: Bt ”N&A) *OL T (548)

While these equations are slightly more complex than the one-dimensional Egs. (S18) and (S19), they still share
very similar characteristics. For example, if the covariance for dimension ! of the P; is zero, i.e., o7, = 0Vk, we find
immediately that Ou;(t)/0t = 0 as expected from Fisher’s first theorem of natural selection [S4].
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