
Optimal first-passage times of active Brownian particles under stochastic resetting

Yanis Baouche1, ∗ and Christina Kurzthaler1, 2, 3, †

1Max-Planck-Institut für Physik komplexer Systeme, Nöthnitzer Straße 38, 01187 Dresden, Germany
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We study the first-passage-time (FPT) properties of an active Brownian particle under stochastic resetting to
its initial configuration, comprising its position and orientation, to reach an absorbing wall in two dimensions.
Coupling a perturbative approach for low Péclet numbers, measuring the relative importance of self-propulsion
with respect to diffusion, with the renewal framework for the stochastic resetting process, we derive analytical
expressions for the survival probability, the FPT probability density, and the associated low-order moments.
Depending on their initial orientation, the minimal mean FPT for active particles to reach the boundary can
both decrease and increase relative to the passive counterpart. The associated optimal resetting rates depend
non-trivially on the initial distance to the boundary due to the intricate interplay of resetting, rotational Brownian
noise, and active motion.

I. INTRODUCTION

Stochastic resetting is a relatively recent concept whereby
a process is randomly reset to a predetermined state. Mainly
introduced in the context of search processes with Brownian
motion [1, 2], this framework has been widely expanded to take
into account other types of processes, such as Lévy flights [3–
5], non-Poissonian waiting times [6–9], or partial [10, 11],
time-dependent [12], or random resetting mechanisms [13].
Overall, stochastic resetting has proven to be a very fruitful
research direction for the physics community with a variety
of applications. The most common applications being al-
gorithmics [14–17], chemical reactions [18–20], and animal
foraging [21, 22]. In all of those applications, resetting pre-
vents being trapped in a suboptimal state (e.g., resource- or
reactant-depleted zone), and most importantly, expedites the
search completion (food sources, reactants or optima), thus
improving performance when time constraints are imposed.

The question of FPT properties is particularly important in
the context of biology, where the efficiency during foraging
is a crucial part of a microorganism’s ability to survive and
achieve its biological purpose [23–29]. Using biology as a
model system, active agents have been engineered in the lab
and extract energy from their environment to self-propel [30–
34]. Establishing a physical understanding of how fast these
active colloids reach specific targets is an important aspect
in their design for target-delivery and bioremediation applica-
tions [35–37]. Because of the coupling between translational
and rotational degrees of freedom, studying the FPT proper-
ties of active agents is arguably more difficult than the passive
(Brownian) counterpart, but can also lead to a richer variety
of results [38–44]. In this paper, we study one of the paradig-
matic models of active matter – the active Brownian particle
(ABP) – comprising the effect of active motion, translational
and rotational diffusion [45–49].

While it is well-established that resetting a passive tracer
to its original position enables a stationary distribution and a
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finite mean FPT for reaching the target [1, 50, 51], the inter-
play of resetting with active motion has not yet been studied
in the context of FPT statistics. Building upon our recent
findings for the ABP at low Péclet numbers [52], where we
determined analytical predictions for the survival distribution
and FPT probability density, and combining it with the typical
renewal approach used for stochastic resetting [51], we study
the interplay of resetting and self-propulsion. In particular,
at the resetting event the agent is reset to its initial configura-
tion, comprising its position and orientation. Our main results
suggest that, owing to the strong dependence on the initial
orientation, resetting in active motion can either increase of
decrease the mean MFPT to reach the absorbing boundary
in comparison to the passive case. Notably, we measure this
directional bias through an anisotropy function and find that
it becomes most pronounced when the initial distance to the
wall is comparable to the distance traveled by the agent before
being reset.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we first in-
troduce our model. We then summarize the perturbative ap-
proach used to study the FPT statistics of an ABP without
stochastic resetting and, using a renewal approach, we link the
survival probability with and without stochastic resetting. This
framework allows us to analytically compute various statisti-
cal indicators, including the mean FPT, the median, and the
skewness, and we finally resolve the full survival probability
and FPT probability density, which we present in Sec. III. We
summarize and conclude in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL

In this section, we outline the strategy employed to obtain
the first-passage-time (FPT) statistics of an active Brownian
particle (ABP), whose position and orientation are reset to
their initial state at random times. We consider an ABP mov-
ing in a two-dimensional (2D) plane (𝑂, 𝑥, 𝑧). The particle
moves at a constant speed 𝑣 along its instantaneous orienta-
tion 𝒆(𝜗(𝑡)) = (sin(𝜗(𝑡)), cos(𝜗(𝑡))), where 𝜗(𝑡) denotes the
polar angle [Fig. 1(inset)]. The agent undergoes both random
translational and rotational motion, characterized by their re-
spective diffusion coefficients 𝐷 and 𝐷rot. In addition, the in-
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Figure 1. Schematic of the motion of an ABP under stochastic re-
setting to its initial position 𝒓0 and orientation 𝜗0 near an absorbing
boundary at 𝑧 = 0. The inset depicts the agent’s position 𝒓 and orien-
tation 𝜗.

stantaneous position 𝒓 (𝑡) and orientation 𝜗(𝑡) are randomly re-
set to the initial position 𝒓0 ≡ 𝒓 (0) and orientation 𝜗0 ≡ 𝜗(0);
the resetting events happen at times drawn from an exponential
distribution 𝜙(𝑡) = 𝜆 exp(−𝜆𝑡) with rate 𝜆 (and mean time be-
tween resets 1/𝜆) (see Fig. 1). These processes are represented
by the following set of stochastic equations:

d𝒓
d𝑡

= 𝑣𝒆 +
√

2𝐷𝜼, (1a)

d𝜗
d𝑡

=
√︁

2𝐷rot𝜉, (1b)

𝒓 → 𝒓0 and 𝜗 → 𝜗0 with 𝑇 (𝑡), (1c)

where 𝜼(𝑡) and 𝜉 (𝑡) are independent Gaussian white noises
of zero mean and delta-correlated variance, ⟨𝜂𝑖 (𝑡)𝜂 𝑗 (𝑡′)⟩ =

𝛿𝑖 𝑗𝛿(𝑡 − 𝑡′) for 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ {1, 2} and ⟨𝜉 (𝑡)𝜉 (𝑡′)⟩ = 𝛿(𝑡 − 𝑡′).
Rescaling the position 𝒓 = 𝑎R with the particle’s hydrody-
namic radius 𝑎 and the time 𝑡 = 𝜏𝑇 with the diffusive time
𝜏 = 𝑎2/𝐷, two non-dimensional numbers appear: Pe = 𝑣𝑎/𝐷
denotes the Péclet number, measuring the relative importance
of active motion versus diffusion, and Λ = 𝜆𝜏 is the reduced
resetting rate, representing the prevalence of resetting events
compared to the diffusive time scale. We further introduce
𝛾 = 𝜏𝐷rot = 3/4, which follows from the Stokes-Einstein-
Sutherland relation for a spherical particle.

A. Renewal framework

To make analytical progress, we rely on a renewal approach
for the survival probability 𝑆(𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0), i.e. the probability
that the agent, which has started at position 𝑍0 with orien-
tation 𝜗0, has not yet reached the boundary at time 𝑇 . For
exponentially distributed resetting times 𝜙(𝑇) = Λ exp(−Λ𝑇),

the survival probability follows [51]:

𝑆(𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) = 𝑒−Λ𝑇𝑆o (𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0)

+
∫ 𝑇

0
Λ𝑒−Λ𝑇𝑆o (𝑇 ′ |𝑍0, 𝜗0)𝑆(𝑇 − 𝑇 ′ |𝑍0, 𝜗0) d𝑇 ′,

(2)

where 𝑆o (𝑇 ′ |𝑍0, 𝜗0) corresponds to the survival probability
of an ABP in the absence of resetting. Equation (2) is to be
interpreted in the following way: the probability to survive up
to time 𝑇 is the sum of the probability to survive up to time 𝑇
without any resetting event and the sum over the probabilities
to survive up to time 𝑇 ′ given a reset at an earlier time 𝑇 −𝑇 ′.
The survival probability provides access to the FPT probability
density 𝐹 (𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0), characterizing the distribution of times
at which the agent reaches the wall:

𝐹 (𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) = − d
d𝑇

𝑆(𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0). (3)

To compute the survival probability we employ a Laplace
transform 𝑇 ↦→ 𝑠

𝑆(𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =
∫ ∞

0
𝑆(𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0)𝑒−𝑠𝑇 d𝑇, (4)

which allows us to readily obtain a closed-form solution

𝑆(𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =
𝑆o (𝑠 + Λ, 𝑍0, 𝜗0)

1 − Λ𝑆o (𝑠 + Λ, 𝑍0, 𝜗0)
. (5)

It then suffices to know 𝑆𝑜 – the survival probability without
resetting – to obtain the survival probability with resetting 𝑆

in Laplace space.
The former quantity was the object of our previous

work [52], where we have derived analytical expressions for
𝑆o through a perturbation expansion for small Péclet numbers.
While details of the perturbation expansion can be found in
Ref. [52] and Appendix A, we recapitulate the most impor-
tant steps here. Starting from Eqs. (1a)-(1b), we first derive a
(non-dimensional) Fokker-Planck equation for the probability
density Po (R, 𝜗, 𝑇 |R0, 𝜗0) of a particle to be at R with orien-
tation 𝜗 at time 𝑇 having started at R0 with orientation 𝜗0 at
𝑇 = 0:

𝜕𝑇P
o = −Pe 𝒆 · ∇Po + 𝛾𝜕2

𝜗P
o + ∇2Po. (6)

Since the boundary is infinite in the 𝑋 direction, we further
integrate out the 𝑋 component and arrive at

𝜕𝑇P
o = −Pe cos(𝜗)𝜕𝑍Po + 𝛾𝜕2

𝜗P
o + 𝜕2

𝑍P
o, (7)

which is supplemented by the following initial and boundary
conditions:

Po (𝑍, 𝜗, 𝑇 = 0|𝑍0, 𝜗0) = 𝛿(𝑍 − 𝑍0)𝛿(𝜗 − 𝜗0), (8a)
Po (𝑍 = 0, 𝜗, 𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) = 0 ∀𝑇 ∈ R+. (8b)

Next, we move to Laplace space (𝑠 ↦→ 𝑇) and thus Eq. (7)
transforms to

(𝑠 −H)P̂o = 𝛿(𝑍 − 𝑍0)𝛿(𝜗 − 𝜗0), (9)
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where the operator H ≡ H0 + PeV is split into two com-
ponents: the unperturbed operator H0 ≡ 𝛾𝜕2

𝜗
+ 𝜕2

𝑍
and the

perturbation V ≡ − cos(𝜗)𝜕𝑍 . Expanding the probability
density in terms of the Péclet number

P̂o = P̂o
0 + Pe P̂o

1 + Pe2 P̂o
2 + O(Pe3), (10)

and inserting it into Eq. (9), leads to a set of coupled equa-
tions for the perturbations [Eqs. (A1a)-(A1c) in Appendix A].
Analytical expressions for P̂o

𝑘
can be obtained iteratively and

used as input for the survival probability 𝑆o (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =∑∞
𝑛=0 Pe𝑛𝑆o

𝑛 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) via the relation

𝑆o
𝑘 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =

∫ ∞

0
P̂o
𝑘 (𝑠, 𝑍 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) d𝑍. (11)

Analytical predictions up to second order in the Pe number
can be found in the Appendix A. Finally, inserting the small-
Pe expansion of 𝑆o (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) into Eq. (5) yields the survival
probability in the presence of stochastic positional resetting
𝑆(𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) and provides immediate access to the FPT proba-
bility density.

To further quantify the FPT properties, we are interested in
the low-order moments of the first-passage times, which are
accessible through the survival probability in Laplace space
𝑆. In particular, the 𝑛-th moment of the random variable 𝐹𝑇
associated with the FPT probability density can be obtained
via

E[𝐹𝑛
𝑇 ] =

∫ ∞

0
𝑇𝑛𝐹 (𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) d𝑇, (12a)

= −
∫ ∞

0
𝑇𝑛

(
d

d𝑇
𝑆(𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0)

)
𝑒−𝑠𝑇 |𝑠=0 d𝑇, (12b)

= (−1)𝑛+1 d𝑛

d𝑠𝑛
[
𝑠𝑆(𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0)

]
𝑠=0

, (12c)

where we have used the relation between 𝐹 (𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) and
𝑆(𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) [Eq. (3)] and the properties of the Laplace trans-
form.

B. Expansion in the Péclet number

Note that we can further expand the survival probability for
small Pe, 𝑆(𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =

∑∞
𝑛=0 Pe𝑛𝑆𝑛 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) [Eq. (5)] and

formally obtain the associated coefficients:

𝑆0 =
𝑆o

0

1 − Λ𝑆o
0

, (13a)

𝑆1 =
𝑆o

1

1 − Λ𝑆o
0

+
Λ𝑆o

0𝑆
o
1(

1 − Λ𝑆o
0

)2 , (13b)

𝑆2 =
𝑆o

2

1 − Λ𝑆o
0

+
Λ

(
𝑆o

0𝑆
o
2 +

(
𝑆o

1

)2
)

(
1 − Λ𝑆o

0

)2 +
Λ2𝑆o

0

(
𝑆o

1

)2(
1 − Λ𝑆o

0

)3 , (13c)

which can be readily extended to higher orders. Using this
result, the FPT probability density in Laplace space obeys

𝐹 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =

= 1 − 𝑠𝑆0 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) − 𝑠

∞∑︁
𝑛=1

Pe𝑛𝑆𝑛 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0),
(14)

where the first two terms correspond to the FPT probability
density of a Brownian particle under stochastic resetting and
the sum encodes the effect of activity.

C. Brownian particle under stochastic resetting

Our framework allows recovering the well-established result
for the survival probability of a passive Brownian particle
under stochastic resetting as

𝑆0 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =
1 − 𝑒−

√
Λ+𝑠𝑍0

𝑠 + Λ𝑒−
√
Λ+𝑠𝑍0

. (15)

Notably, we mentioned that introducing a resetting mechanism
for a diffusive process establishes a finite mean first-passage
time (MFPT). It reduces to

E[𝐹𝑇 ]𝐵 = 𝑆0 (𝑠 = 0) = 𝑒
√
Λ𝑍0 − 1
Λ

, (16)

which represents the well-known MFPT for a diffusive particle
under stochastic positional resetting [1]. It diverges as∝ Λ−1/2

for Λ → 0, thus approaching the behavior of a Brownian par-
ticle without resetting. Furthermore, it diverges as Λ → ∞,
reflecting the particles that are constantly reset and never man-
age to reach the wall. Most importantly, for a fixed initial dis-
tance 𝑍0, there exists an optimal resetting rate Λ∗

𝐵
= (𝑍∗)2/𝑍2

0
that minimizes the MFPT, where 𝑍∗ = 1.59362... is the unique
solution of the transcendental equation:

𝑍∗

2
= 1 − 𝑒−𝑍

∗
. (17)

This indicates that resets far away from the wall should happen
at small rates to minimize the MFPT.

III. RESULTS

In what follows, we show our results for the active Brownian
particle under stochastic resetting up to the second order in
the Péclet number. We discuss the mean first-passage times
[Sec. III A], the anisotropy of the process [Sec. III B], the
survival probability and the probability density for the FPT
[Sec. III C], as well as the median and the skewness of the
FPTs [Secs. III E and III D].

A. Mean first-passage time

We compute the mean first-passage time (MFPT) by follow-
ing the strategy outlined in Sec. II A. Our theoretical prediction
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Figure 2. (A-C) Mean first-passage time E[𝐹𝑡 ] for three different initial angles 𝜗0 as a function of the resetting rate Λ (with 𝑧0/𝑎 = 3) for
different Péclet numbers Pe. Insets show the MFPT as a function of the initial distance 𝑧0 for several Λ and Pe = 0.5. (D-F) Ratio of the mean
first-passage times of an active and passive Brownian particle at the optimal resetting rate E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗/E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗𝐵 as a function of Pe and 𝑧0. Columns
show results for particles (A,D) initially facing the wall, (B,E) initially facing against the wall, and (C,F) with initial angles drawn from a
uniform distribution U[0, 2𝜋]. Solid lines and markers denote theory and simulations, respectively. The black lines in (A-C) correspond to
the passive case with resetting rate Λ𝐵 = 1.

reveals that it becomes finite [Eq. (B1) in Appendix B] within
the limit of small Pe and depends strongly on the initial orien-
tation 𝜗0 and initial distance to the boundary 𝑧0. Let us first
note that Figs. 2 (A-C) show that our theoretical predictions
are nicely corroborated by simulation results (see Appendix D
for details). We further note that though our results may loose
accuracy as Pe → 1, we show in Appendix C that our pertur-
bation approach remains valid for this parameter range and we
observe very good agreement with simulations even at larger
Péclet numbers.

Importantly, we find that an agent initially facing the wall
(𝜗 = 𝜋) reaches it faster than an agent oriented away from
the wall (𝜗 = 0), which is in turn slower than a diffusive
agent [Figs. 2 (A-B)]. Assuming uniformly distributed ini-
tial angles leads to a slightly lower MFPT than the diffusive
case [Fig. 2 (C)]. Additionally, increasing activity through the
Péclet number expedites and delays the arrival at the boundary
for 𝜗0 = 𝜋 and 𝜗0 = 0, respectively. This is explained by
the fact that the distance the particle travels before reorienting
(i.e., the persistence length) increases conjointly with activity,
𝑙𝑝 = 𝑣/𝐷rot = 𝑎Pe/𝛾, and that the agent’s initial orientation is
also reset in the process. Hence, a particle initially departing
from (resp. moving towards) the wall at a higher velocity will
reach the wall at later (resp. earlier) times even with resetting.
Importantly, the divergence of the MFPT ∝ Λ−1/2 as Λ → 0

and for Λ → ∞ is preserved for an active particle, as reset-
ting too often prevents ever reaching the wall and not resetting
enough leads to the divergence as for a simple ABP.

The MFPTs further depend on the agent’s initial distance 𝑧0
[Figs. 2 (A-C)(insets)]. In particular, they increase linearly in
𝑧0 for short distances 𝑧0/𝑎 ≲ 1, in agreement with the passive
case and irrespective of 𝜗0 and Λ. Increasing Λ expedites the
process for short initial distances 𝑧0/𝑎 ≲ 1. At large distances
𝑧0/𝑎 ≳ 1 the MFPTs diverge, which occurs earlier for small Λ.
Thus, independent of the initial orientation 𝜗0 resetting more
frequently at short distances 𝑧0 is more efficient than at large
𝑧0. This can be rationalized as follows: when the time between
resets becomes shorter than the time it takes the agents to reach
the wall, it becomes impossible for particles to reach the wall
and thus the MFPT diverges. Fixing the resetting rate for the
passive case to Λ = 1 and comparing it to the active case with
the same rate shows that at large 𝑧0 the active agent is always
faster (𝜗0 = 𝜋, 𝜗0 ∼ U[0, 2𝜋]) or takes about an equal amount
of time (𝜗0 = 0) to reach the wall.

Our results demonstrate that the MFPTs exhibit a minimum
as a function of Λ [Figs. 2 (A-C)], which begs the question of
the optimal MFPT E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗ (and corresponding resetting rate
Λ∗) to accelerate absorption at the boundary. We begin this
discussion by comparing E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗ with its passive counterpart
E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗𝐵 [Figs. 2 (D-F)]. For low activity Pe ≲ 0.1, the active
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Figure 3. (A-C) Ratio of the optimal resetting rate Λ∗/Λ∗
𝐵

for three different initial angles 𝜗0 as a function of the Péclet number Pe and of the
initial position 𝑧0/𝑎. (D-F) Ratio Λ∗/Λ∗

𝐵
as function of Pe (resp. 𝑧0/𝑎) at fixed 𝑧0/𝑎 (resp. Pe). Columns show results for particles (A,D)

initially facing the wall, (B,E) initially facing against the wall, and (C,F) with initial angles drawn from a uniform distribution U[0, 2𝜋].

and passive case are comparable, E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗/E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗𝐵 ≈ 1, and
the initial angle remains unimportant. Deviations appear as
Pe increases and approaches one, where agents initially ori-
ented towards the wall always display a lower optimal MFPT.
However, agents departing away from it exhibit a slightly more
complex behavior: At short initial distances 𝑧0/𝑎 ≲ 3, they are
naturally slower E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗/E[𝐹𝑡 ]∗𝐵 ≈ 2 because of the persistent
motion, but they eventually become faster as 𝑧0/𝑎 → 10 as
rotational diffusion kicks in and allows agents to reorient and
move persistently towards the boundary. For the same reason,
randomly initially oriented particles will reach the boundary
faster when both activity and initial position are large enough.

Next, we are interested in what determines this optimal re-
setting rate and since trying to solve analytically forΛ∗ leads to
a lengthy transcendental equation, we rather rely on numerics
and compare it with the passive case Λ∗

𝐵
in Fig. 3. In agree-

ment with our observation for the optimal MFPT, the initial
angle appears irrelevant for small Pe ≲ 0.1, thus leading to
Λ∗/Λ∗

𝐵
≃ 1.

The optimal resetting rate Λ∗ for a particle facing the wall
(𝜗0 = 𝜋) displays two behaviors depending on the initial dis-
tance: For 𝑧0/𝑎 ≃ 1 the optimal rate Λ∗ decreases with Péclet
number, as letting the particle reach the boundary through
persistent motion is the most effective strategy. In particular,
resetting as often as in the passive case would take the parti-
cle away from the boundary and increase the FPT. However,
at larger initial distances, Λ∗ becomes larger than the passive
counterpart and increases with activity. Thus, active particles
need to be reset more often as they can reorient due to rotational
motion, which enables them to move away from the boundary.
Furthermore, Λ∗/Λ∗

𝐵
displays a maximum (see blue and gray

curves in Fig. 3 D). The presence of this maximum can be
understood by considering the length the agent moves actively
before resetting 𝑙𝑅/𝑎 = 𝑣/(𝑎𝜆) = Pe/Λ. As the resetting
length and the initial distance become comparable 𝑙𝑅/𝑧0 ∼ 1,
resetting too often becomes disadvantageous.

For a particle that is facing away from the boundary and for
Pe close to one, we distinguish three cases: First, for 𝑧0/𝑎 ≃ 1,
the particle needs to be reset more frequently because of the
influence of 𝜗0. In this regime, it is likely that the particle
arrives at the wall through translational diffusion, while active
motion takes it away. Second, for intermediate 𝑧0/𝑎, reset-
ting events need to be less frequent, to ultimately increase the
chances of reorienting through rotational diffusion towards the
wall and reaching it via active motion. Third and lastly, for
𝑧0/𝑎 ≃ 10, the agent requires more frequent resets, similar to
the case of a particle initially facing the boundary.

Averaging out the effect of the initial orientation 𝜗0 shows
that an active particle, as a result of persistent motion, needs
to be reset more frequently at larger initial distances and for
higher Péclet numbers than the passive counterpart [Fig. 3 F].
Interestingly Λ∗ seems to have no extremum when the initial
angle is randomized, suggesting that resetting more frequently
is always an advantage for the parameter range considered.
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Figure 4. Anisotropy A(𝑧0, 0) as a function of the initial position 𝑧0
for different resetting rates Λ. The Péclet number is Pe = 0.4.

B. Anisotropy of the mean first-passage time

To further quantify the effect of the initial orientation we
introduce the anisotropy function via

A(𝑧0, 𝜗0) =
E[𝐹𝑇 ] (𝑧0, 𝜗0)
E[𝐹𝑇 ] (𝑧0, 𝜗0 + 𝜋) , (18)

measuring the ratio of the MFPT given an initial position and
orientation with the MFPT given the same initial position but
with the diametrically opposed initial orientation. Figure 4
indicates that the anisotropy for an agent initially oriented to-
wards the wall (resp. opposite to the wall) is large at small
initial distances 𝑧0/𝑎 ≲ 1 and is a decreasing function of Λ.
This is due to the fact that at such distances, the particle initially
oriented towards the wall should reach it almost immediately,
which is hindered by a too frequent resetting mechanism. For
𝑧0/𝑎 ≳ 10, the anisotropy relaxes to A(𝑍0, 0) → 1, indepen-
dently of the resetting rate, as the memory of the initial orien-
tation progressively decays for such large initial distances.

At intermediate distances 𝑧0/𝑎 ≃ 1 the anisotropy exhibits
a maximum for large enough resetting rates (Λ ≳ 0.1) which
can be rationalized in the following way: at these distances,
resetting events start to be prevalent and thus effectively rec-
tify the trajectory of agents that started moving towards the
wall but oriented away and the trajectory of agents that de-
parted away from the wall but managed to reorient towards it
through rotational diffusion, strengthening the discrepancy in
their MFPTs. We further note that the maximum displaces to-
wards the right with increasing resetting rate Λ, as the distance
𝑙𝑅 = 𝑣/𝜆 = 𝑎Pe/Λ traveled before resetting decreases with Λ.

Finally, there is a point 𝑧∗0 where the anisotropy appears
to be independent of the resetting rate. We anticipate that
it corresponds to the distance when active motion starts to
become comparable to translational diffusion. Comparing the
length traveled through diffusion during time 𝑡 (𝑙2 = 𝑡𝐷) with
the length traveled using active motion (𝑙 = 𝑡𝑣) leads to 𝑙 =

𝑎/Pe, which predicts the disappearance of that point at larger
Pe. This feature remains to be further studied for larger Péclet
numbers that go beyond our perturbation limits.

C. Survival probability and first-passage-time distribution

In the past section, we studied the MFPT, which gave us a
quantitative answer to the question of “speed of completion”.
We can now try to deepen our understanding by also comput-
ing the survival probability 𝑆(𝑡 |𝑧0, 𝜗0) and the FPT probability
density function 𝐹 (𝑡 |𝑧0𝜗0). Figure 5 (A-C) shows an expo-
nential decay for the survival probability, independently of the
initial angle, and thus resetting profoundly changes the power-
law tail behavior ∼ 𝑡−1/2 of a simple ABP. The absence of
this power-law tail is a sign that, unlike the non-resetting case,
agents manage to reach the wall within a finite time due to the
resets to their initial configuration.

As we resolve the distributions for distances larger than the
agent’s persistence length, 𝑧0/𝑎 = 3 ≳ 𝑙𝑝/𝑎, rotational dif-
fusion plays an important role. Thus, the question of which
survival distribution decays faster depending on Λ follows the
same logic as for the optimal MFPT: resetting is an advantage
if it resists departure from the wall without hindering reori-
entation towards it (𝜗0 = 0), while at the same time ensuring
that there is enough time to reach it (𝜗0 = 𝜋). Furthermore,
we note that the optimal resetting rate is Λ∗ ≈ 0.3 for all cases,
which is reflected in the fact that the survival decays the fastest
for Λ = 0.3.

We further comment on the behavior of the survival proba-
bility at large distances 𝑧0/𝑎 ≫ 𝑙𝑝 . Given that at large times
𝑡 ≳ 1/𝐷rot, an ABP enters an effective diffusive regime char-
acterized by the effective diffusion coefficient

𝐷eff = 𝐷

(
1 + 2

3
Pe2

)
, (19)

we suggest the survival probability of the active particle as-
sumes the form of that of a Brownian particle in Eq. (15) by
replacing the translational diffusivity by the effective diffu-
sivity, 𝐷 = 𝐷eff . Indeed, we observe that for Pe = 0.4, the
survival probability at long times is well approximated by that
of a passive agent performing effective diffusion. In our pre-
vious work [52], we have demonstrated that the memory of
the initial angle is never actually lost and that the amplitude of
the tail of the survival probability in the absence of resetting
depends non-trivially on the original orientation. Introduc-
ing the resetting smoothens this effect but deviations from the
passive case are naturally expected to increase with the Péclet
number.

Putting in parallel the survival probability with the FPT
probability density [Fig. 5 (D-F)] shows that a faster decay of 𝑆
leads to a faster-decaying tail for 𝐹, where again no power-law
𝐹 ∝ 𝑡−3/2 is present, as in the absence of resetting. Finally, we
observe that even though the resetting mechanism annihilates
the tail, increasing the rate causes the distribution to flatten and
spread over at intermediate times 0.1 ≲ 𝑡/𝜏 ≲ 100. To expand
on this observation, we compute another statistical quantity,
the skewness.
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Figure 5. Survival probability (A-C) and FPT probability density (D-F) as a function of time 𝑡 for three different initial angles 𝜗0: the particle
is initially A facing the wall, B facing against the wall, and C randomly oriented with an angle drawn from a uniform distribution U[0, 2𝜋].
Here, the initial position is 𝑧0/𝑎 = 3 and the Péclet number is Pe = 0.4. Solid lines and symbols denote theory and simulations for different
resetting rates, respectively. The black lines represent the active case in the absence of resetting.
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Figure 6. Survival probability 𝑆(𝑡 |𝑧0, 𝜗0) of an active particle for
different resetting rates Λ. The solid lines correspond to the per-
turbation theory and the dotted lines represent the prediction for the
effective Brownian case. Here, the initial distance is 𝑧0/𝑎 = 30, the
initial orientation is 𝜗0 = 𝜋, and the Péclet number is Pe = 0.4.

D. Skewness of the distribution

Given the shape of the FPT probability density, we compute
the skewness, measuring the asymmetry around the MFPT.
The skewness is defined as the third standardized moment:

�̃�3 =
E[(𝐹𝑇 − E[𝐹𝑇 ])3]
E[(𝐹𝑇 − E[𝐹𝑇 ])2]3/2 , (20)

where we use Eq. (12c) to obtain the moments. The results
are summarized in Fig. 7 A where we plot �̃�3 as a function of
Λ for several 𝑧0. We first note that the skewness is positive for
all cases, indicating that the FPT distribution is right-skewed,
or skewed towards the large arrival times, accounting for the
agents that manage to reach to wall at later times 𝑡/𝜏 ≫ 1. It
also diverges for vanishing Λ, in accordance with the absence
of moments for the non-resetting case. For a fixed 𝑧0/𝑎, the
skewness decreases whenΛ increases, which is consistent with
the observation that the FPT probability density for 𝑧0/𝑎 = 3
stretches over a broader range of times. If the particle is
increasingly reset, it naturally needs more “tries” at the wall
in order to reach it, which itself requires more time.

Interestingly, the skewness converges to 2 when the initial
position is large 𝑧0/𝑎 ≫ 1 (independently of Λ) or when the
resetting rate is large Λ > 1 (independently of 𝑧0). Based
on our analysis of the optimal MFPT and optimal resetting
rate, we expect that the skewness should converge to that of
the resetting Brownian case. Using Eq. (20) with the leading-
order term 𝑆0 provides the skewness of the FPT probability
density of a Brownian particle under stochastic resetting

�̃�𝐵
3 =

−8 + 𝑒
√
Λ𝑍0

(
8𝑒2

√
Λ𝑍0 − 3

√
Λ𝑍0 − 12𝑒

√
Λ𝑍0

√
Λ𝑍0 + 3Λ𝑍2

0

)
4
(
−1 + 𝑒2

√
Λ𝑍0 − 𝑒

√
Λ𝑍0

√
Λ𝑍0

)3/2 ,

(21)
which converges to 2 for

√
Λ𝑍0 → ∞, thus explaining the

behavior of the skewness for the FPT probability of an active
agent.
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Figure 7. A Skewness �̃�3 as a function of the reduced resetting rate Λ for different initial positions 𝑧0 and (inset) as a function of 𝑧0 for different
Λ. The Péclet number is Pe = 0.4 and initial orientation 𝜗0 = 𝜋. Theory and simulations are shown with solid lines and markers, respectively.
B Median 𝑇1/2 as a function of the initial position 𝑧0 for different reduced resetting rates Λ. The initial angle is 𝜗0 = 𝜋 and the Péclet number
is Pe = 0.4. Theory and simulations are shown with solid lines and markers, respectively. The shaded gray corresponds to the simulation time
limit. (Inset) shows the ratio of the MFPT and the median as a function of 𝑧0/𝑎.

E. Median of the first-passage time

For the sake of completeness we further compute the me-
dian 𝑇1/2, giving the value that splits the distribution into two
equiprobable parts and defined as:∫ 𝑇1/2

0
𝐹 (𝑇 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) d𝑇 =

1
2
. (22)

In the non-resetting case, where the MFPT is not defined, the
median allowed us to give a quantitative answer to the question
of the FPT [52], which we compare here to the resetting case.
Figure 7 B displays the median 𝑇1/2 as a function of the initial
position 𝑧0 for several rates Λ and for 𝜗0 = 𝜋. In the case of no
resetting and very low resetting rate Λ ≪ 1, the median grows
quadratically with the initial distance𝑇1/2 ∝ 𝑧2

0 (as the diffusive
case). For increasing Λ, 𝑇1/2 starts to diverge at 𝑧0/𝑎 ≳ 10, as
the positional resetting events are too frequent for the agent to
ever reach the wall.

To further quantify the (a)symmetry of the distribution, we
compare the ratio of the mean and the median in Fig. 7 A
(inset). At small initial distances 𝑧0/𝑎 ≲ 1, we first notice
that for vanishing Λ, the ratio E[𝐹𝑡 ]/𝑇1/2 diverges since the
MFPT itself diverges while the median remains defined. As
the resetting rate increases, E[𝐹𝑡 ]/𝑇1/2 decreases due to the
resetting process stabilizing the distribution. We finally note
that even though both the median and the MFPT diverge at
large 𝑧0/𝑎, their ratio seems to eventually converge to a value
slightly above one, independently of the resetting rate, which is
consistent with the positive skewness studied in the previous
section. Thus, this further emphasizes that the distribution
remains asymmetric for any parameters considered here. (Let
us finally note that the results remain qualitatively similar for
different initial orientations.)

IV. CONCLUSION

Here, we have studied the FPT properties of an ABP un-
der stochastic resetting to its initial configuration. Employing
a previously developed perturbative approach and a renewal
framework, we compute exact expressions for the FPT prob-
ability density and several other statistical indicators such as
the mean, skewness, and median. The main difference to
the bare diffusive case is the additional initial orientation of
the particle relative to the wall, which can make reaching the
boundary slower or faster than a diffusive particle. By quan-
tifying the optimal resetting rate our results demonstrate that
active agents, which are relatively far away from the boundary,
should be reset more frequently than passive ones to minimize
their arrival time, as active motion can take them further away.
We further discuss the effect of the initial orientation through
an anisotropy function which becomes most pronounced when
the initial distance is comparable to the distance the particle
travels before it is reset.

The theory developed in this work is valid for small Péclet
numbers and it is expected that the interplay of all processes
changes for high activity. For instance, an agent departing
away from the wall and swimming persistently at high Péclet
number is unlikely to reach the wall and it would be interesting
to see what the resetting mechanism changes in this case.
While we have here integrated out the direction parallel to the
wall, it would be interesting to explore where the particles hit
the wall.

Since the agent considered here is active, there are even
more directions in which one can extend this work. Experi-
mental realizations of positional stochastic resetting for passive
particles have been achieved through the implementation of a
potential [53] and have yielded validation of the underlying
theory. This is particularly relevant for our case, where the
question of resetting a microscale active agent is experimen-
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tally not straightforward [54]. Resetting is naturally associated
with a thermodynamic cost [55–57] and as these active agents
are generally immersed in a fluid they would also need to
overcome an additional drag force. Further experimental ef-
forts may focus on designing efficient resetting protocols for
microswimmers, guided by our theoretical predictions.

In the context of foraging and other target-search problems,
stochastic resetting is often depicted as an advantageous search
strategy [53, 58] but in a lot of situations agents are active
and cannot be said to simply perform Brownian motion. We
therefore believe that our work is relevant for establishing a
thorough physical understanding of the underlying physics.
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APPENDIX

The appendix contains a summary of the perturbative ap-
proach used to compute the propagator in the absence of reset-
ting [Sec. A], the expression of the MFPT in the presence of
resetting [Sec. B], a validation of the perturbative approach for
intermediate Péclet numbers [Sec. C], and finally the details
of our simulations [Sec. D].

Appendix A: Perturbative approach

In this section, we provide additional details regarding the
approach we used for the FPT statistics of an ABP without
stochastic resetting in Ref. [52]. Therefore, we insert the ex-
pansion in Eq. (10) up to second order in the Péclet number into
the Laplace transform of the Fokker-Planck equation [Eq. (9)]
to obtain a coupled set of equations that are solved iteratively:

(𝑠 −H0)P̂o
0 = 𝛿(𝑍 − 𝑍0)𝛿(𝜗 − 𝜗0), (A1a)

(𝑠 −H0)P̂o
1 = VP̂o

0, (A1b)

(𝑠 −H0)P̂o
2 = VP̂o

1. (A1c)

The contribution of order 𝑖 + 1 can be computed from the
contribution of order 𝑖 through:

P̂o
𝑖+1 (𝑍, 𝜗, 𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) = (A2)∫ ∞

0

∫ 2𝜋

0
𝐺 (𝑠, 𝑍, 𝜗, 𝑍 ′, 𝜗′) [VP̂o

𝑖 ] (𝑍 ′, 𝜗′, 𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0)d𝑍 ′d𝜗′,

where 𝐺 denotes the Green’s function solving Eq. (A1a) with
boundary condition 𝐺 (𝑠, 𝑍 = 0, 𝜗, 𝑍 ′, 𝜗′) = 0. Computing 𝐺

is done by first solving the equation for an unbounded domain
(whose solution we denote by 𝐺𝑢) and subtracting the contri-
bution of an image solution to impose the boundary condition:

𝐺 (𝑠, 𝑍, 𝜗, 𝑍 ′, 𝜗′)
= 𝐺𝑢 (𝑠, 𝑍, 𝜗, 𝑍 ′, 𝜗′) − 𝐺𝑢 (𝑠, 𝑍, 𝜗,−𝑍 ′, 𝜗′)

=
1

2𝜋

∞∑︁
ℓ=−∞

𝑒𝑖ℓ (𝜗
′−𝜗) 1

2𝑝ℓ

(
𝑒−𝑝ℓ |𝑍−𝑍 ′ | − 𝑒−𝑝ℓ |𝑍+𝑍 ′ |

)
, (A3)

where 𝑝2
ℓ
= 𝑠 + 𝛾𝑙2. We further note that due to the symmetry

of the coefficients, 𝑝ℓ = 𝑝−ℓ , there is no need to change the
angular part of the image solution.

Each contribution to the survival probability is then obtained
by marginalizing over the position:

𝑆o
𝑖 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =

∫ ∞

0
P̂o
𝑖 (𝑠, 𝑍 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) d𝑍. (A4)

The zeroth-order solution, corresponding to the survival prob-
ability of a passive particle, is

𝑆o
0 (𝑠 |𝑍0) =

1
𝑠

(
1 − 𝑒−

√
𝑠𝑍0

)
, (A5)

and the first- and second-order corrections read:

𝑆o
1 (𝑠 |𝑍0, 𝜗0) =

cos(𝜗0)
𝛾
√
𝑠

(
𝑒−

√
𝑠𝑍0 − 𝑒−

√
𝑠+𝛾𝑍0

)
, (A6)

𝑆o
2 (𝑠, |𝑍0, 𝜗0) = − 𝑒−𝑍0 (

√
𝑠+√𝑠+𝛾+

√
𝑠+4𝛾)

24
√
𝑠
√
𝑠 + 𝛾𝛾2

[
6𝑒𝑍0

√
𝑠+4𝛾×(

2𝑒
√
𝑠𝑍0 (𝑠 + 𝛾) + 𝑒𝑍0

√
𝑠+𝛾 (−2𝑠 − 2𝛾 + 𝑍0𝛾

√
𝑠 + 𝛾)

)
+(

3𝑒𝑍0 (
√
𝑠+𝛾+

√
𝑠+4𝛾)√𝑠√𝑠 + 𝛾 − 4𝑒𝑍0 (

√
𝑠+
√
𝑠+4𝛾) (𝑠 + 𝛾)

+ 𝑒𝑍0 (
√
𝑠+√𝑠+𝛾) (4𝑠 + 4𝛾 − 3

√
𝑠
√
𝑠 + 𝛾)

)
cos(2𝜗0)

]
.

(A7)

Finally, the survival probability in Laplace space in the absence
of resetting up to second order in the Péclet number is given
by 𝑆o = 𝑆o

0 +Pe𝑆o
1 +Pe2𝑆o

2. The latter is inserted into Eq. (5) in
the main text to obtain the survival probability with resetting.

Appendix B: Analytical expression for the MFPT

The analytical expression of the MFPT of the ABP up to to
second order in the Péclet number in Laplace space reads

E[𝐹𝑇 ] (𝑍0, 𝜗0) =
𝑓 (𝑍0, 𝜗0)
𝑔(𝑍0, 𝜗0)

, (B1)

where
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𝑓 (𝑍0, 𝜗0) =24𝛾2 − 12𝑒−𝑍0
√
Λ+𝛾Pe2

√︁
Λ(Λ + 𝛾) + 1√︁

Λ + 𝛾

[
6𝑒−

√
Λ𝑍0

(
− 4𝛾2√︁Λ + 𝛾 + Pe2

(
2
√
Λ(Λ + 𝛾) − 𝑍0𝛾

√︁
Λ(Λ + 𝛾)

) )]
+ 24

(
𝑒−

√
Λ𝑍0 − 𝑒−

√
Λ+𝛾𝑍0

)
Pe
√
Λ𝛾 cos(𝜗0) + Pe2 cos(2𝜗0)

(
− 3𝑒−

√
Λ𝑍0Λ

+ 4𝑒−𝑍0
√
Λ+𝛾√︁Λ(Λ + 𝛾) + 𝑒−𝑍0

√
Λ+4𝛾

(
3Λ − 4

√︁
Λ(Λ + 𝛾)

) )
, (B2a)

𝑔(𝑍0, 𝜗0) =Λ
(
6
(
2𝑒−𝑍0

√
Λ+𝛾Pe2

√︁
Λ(Λ + 𝛾) + 𝑒−

√
Λ𝑍0

(
4𝛾2 + Pe2 (

√
Λ𝑍0𝛾 − 2

√︁
Λ(Λ + 𝛾))

) )
+ 24

(
𝑒−𝑍0

√
𝛾+Λ − 𝑒−

√
Λ𝑍0

)
Pe
√
Λ𝛾 cos(𝜗0) + Pe2 cos(2𝜗0)

(
3𝑒−

√
Λ𝑍0Λ − 4𝑒−𝑍0

√
Λ+𝛾√︁Λ(Λ + 𝛾)

+ 𝑒−𝑍0
√
Λ+4𝛾

(
4
√︁
Λ(Λ + 𝛾) − 3Λ

) ))
. (B2b)

Expansion of the full expression up to second order in the
Péclet number results in

E[𝐹𝑇 ] = E0 [𝐹𝑇 ] + PeE1 [𝐹𝑇 ] + Pe2 E2 [𝐹𝑇 ] + O(Pe3) (B3)

with E0 [𝐹𝑇 ] = E[𝐹𝑇 ]𝐵 [Eq. (16)] and the activity-induced
contributions:

E1 [𝐹𝑇 ] =
𝑒𝑍0

√
Λ

𝛾
√
Λ

(
𝑒
𝑍0

(√
Λ−

√
𝛾+Λ

)
− 1

)
cos(𝜗0), (B4a)

E2 [𝐹𝑇 ] =
𝑒
−𝑍0

(
3
√
𝛾+Λ+

√
4𝛾+Λ

)
24𝛾2

√︁
Λ(Λ + 𝛾)

[
− 6𝑒𝑍0

(√
Λ+2

√
𝛾+Λ+

√
4𝛾+Λ

)
×(

2𝑒𝑍0
√
Λ (𝛾 + Λ) + 𝑒𝑍0

√
𝛾+Λ

(
−2Λ + 𝛾

(
−2 + 𝑍0

√︁
𝛾 + Λ

)))
+ 24𝑒𝑍0

(√
Λ+
√
𝛾+Λ+

√
4𝛾+Λ

) (
𝑒𝑍0

√
Λ − 𝑒𝑍0

√
𝛾+Λ

)2
cos(𝜗0)2

+ 𝑒
𝑍0

(√
Λ+2

√
𝛾+Λ

) (
4𝑒𝑍0

(√
Λ+
√

4𝛾+Λ
)
(𝛾 + Λ)

− 3𝑒𝑍0

(√
𝛾+Λ+

√
4𝛾+Λ

)√︁
Λ(𝛾 + Λ)

+ 𝑒
𝑍0

(√
Λ+
√
𝛾+Λ

) (
3
√︁
Λ(𝛾 + Λ) − 4𝛾 − 4Λ

) )
cos(2𝜗0)

]
.

(B4b)

Appendix C: Validation of the perturbation approach

To check the range of validity of our perturbation approach
for the computation of the MFPT, we plot E[𝐹𝑡 ] as a function
of the Péclet number, Pe (i.e., our perturbation parameter). Our
results shown in Fig. 8 indicate that, at least until a resetting rate
Λ = 3, the theory provides good agreement with simulations
up to Pe ≈ 1. It also remains valid up to Pe = 3 for the
largest resetting rate Λ = 3, whereas discrepancies start to
emerge as the resetting rate is lowered. This can be explained
by considering that for Λ = 3, the length traveled by the
particle before resetting is smaller than the persistence length

Pe
10−2 10−1 100

𝔼
[F

t]

100

101

102

Λ
0.1
0.3
0.6
1.0
3.0

Figure 8. MFPT E[𝐹𝑡 ] as a function of the Péclet number Pe for
several resetting rates Λ. Here, the initial distance is 𝑧0/𝑎 = 3 and
the initial orientation 𝜗0 is chosen randomly. Solid lines and symbols
denote theory and simulations, respectively. Dashed lines correspond
to the result given by Eq. (B3).

𝑙𝑅/𝑙𝑝 = 𝛾/Λ ≪ 1. Thus, the agent essentially reaches the
wall without fully taking advantage of persistent motion. For
lower resetting rates the effects of active motion can fully
develop, leading to the observed discrepancies between theory
and simulations.

In the same figure, we also plot as dashed lines the expansion
of the MFPT given by Eq. (B3) and see that it performs worse
at larger Pe. Even though the expression given by Eq. (B1)
is exact up to second order in the Péclet number, computing
its series around zero naturally leads to truncating higher-
order terms to approximate E[𝐹𝑇 ]. Our results show that the
agreement with numerics becomes considerably worse at Pe ≳
1, which is why we use Eq. (B3) throughout the manuscript.
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Appendix D: Computer Simulations

To perform stochastic simulations, we discretize Eqs. (1a)
and (1b) according to the Euler-Maruyama scheme:

𝒓 (𝑡 + Δ𝑡) = 𝒓 (𝑡) + 𝑣𝒆(𝜗(𝑡))Δ𝑡 +
√

2𝐷Δ𝑡𝑵𝑡 (0, 1), (D1a)

𝜗(𝑡 + Δ𝑡) = 𝜗(𝑡) +
√︁

2𝐷rotΔ𝑡𝑁𝑟 (0, 1), (D1b)

where Δ𝑡 = 10−3𝜏 is the time-step, 𝑵𝑡 (0, 1) and 𝑁𝑟 (0, 1)
are independent, normally-distributed random variable with
zero mean and unit variance. Furthermore, the statistics are
obtained by simulating trajectories for 105 particles.
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Flights with Resetting, Physical Review Letters 113, 220602
(2014).
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