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We investigate spontaneous deformations in activated solids by analyzing crystal deformations
through non-affine fluctuations. A scaling law for non-affinity is derived, showing it scales quadrat-
ically with activity and inversely with density. At high activity, the non-affine parameter diverges,
signaling defect proliferation and melting to a hexatic phase. This softening is marked by reduced
shear modulus, solid order, and hexatic order. At a higher activity, the hexatic melts to a fluid. We
propose locally tuned activity to control non-affinity, demonstrated through numerical simulations.
Our predictions are testable in active colloids performing persistent random motion.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of active solids is inspired by biological sys-
tems like cell assemblies, tissues, and bacterial biofilms,
as well as artificial ones such as robotic solids [1–15].
These systems are out of equilibrium at microscopic
scales, with elements that locally consume and dissipate
energy, generating propulsion or stress and breaking de-
tailed balance. Unlike crystalline solids, which break con-
tinuous translational and rotational symmetries in equi-
librium, amorphous solids can be stabilized by compres-
sion and are governed by local force and torque balance
[16–19]. In active solids maintaining such balance is es-
sential for stability, as any departure can lead to defor-
mation and flow.

Drawing inspiration from nature, various artificial
micro- and nano-swimmer systems have been developed
over last decades [20, 21]. These self-propelled colloids
move by harnessing ambient energy – optical, thermal,
electrical, or chemical – through an auto-catalytic pro-
cess. Their behavior can be modeled by the active Brow-
nian particle (ABP) framework, where particles move at
a constant speed in their direction of motion, with ran-
dom reorientations. This paper examines the impact of
such activity on a sterically stabilized solid.

Equilibrium solids display low-energy phonon modes,
described by displacement fields and elasticity theory. At
higher excitations, topological defects, manifested as sin-
gularities in the displacement field, emerge. This frame-
work not only captures the behavior of plastic deforma-
tion and yielding in various solids [22–24], but also of-
fers a robust description of two-dimensional solid melt-
ing from quasi-long ranged ordered to disordered phase
within the BKTHNY theory, driven by the proliferation
of topological defects [25–29]. While the displacement
field approach can be applied to amorphous solids with
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limited success [30], the absence of broken translational
symmetry complicates distinguishing smooth from sin-
gular displacements [31, 32]. Instead, atomic configura-
tions with localized, non-singular displacements – both
proposed [30, 33] and observed experimentally [34] – are
thought to function analogously to lattice defects in these
materials.

A generalized approach to classifying atomic dis-
placements in solids have been developed over the last
decade [35–43]. Building on concepts used to iden-
tify local plastic events in structural glasses [17], it has
been shown that atomic displacements within a coarse-
graining region can be projected onto two orthogonal
subspaces. The affine component represents homoge-
neous linear transformations, such as isotropic expansion,
shear strains, and rotations, while the nonaffine compo-
nent captures the residual displacements. These com-
ponents are linearly independent [36]. Nonaffine modes
have been linked to defect precursors in various lattice
structures [42], bridging the projection formalism with
conventional plasticity theories. This approach has also
addressed fundamental questions in solid rigidity [41] and
dynamic yield strength in nanoscale crystals [44]. Exper-
imentally, nonaffine rearrangements have been observed
to correlate with structural anisotropy in metallic glasses
[45] and colloidal crystals [46].

In this paper, we explore spontaneous deformations in
active solids using the concepts discussed above. The
study of active matter [20, 21] has revealed novel non-
equilibrium phenomena, such as flocking [47, 48], pat-
tern formation and instabilities in active polar or apolar
nematics [49–53], and motility-induced phase separation
in active Brownian particles [54–57], with their mecha-
nisms understandable as low density phenomena [55, 58–
60]. Experimental realizations involve, apart from natu-
ral flocks and swarms, rely on active colloids, active gran-
ular or robotic systems such as hexbugs [12, 13, 20, 61–
67]. At high densities, active systems can exhibit liquid
crystalline, jammed, or crystalline states [15, 60, 68–72].
Recent studies also highlight extreme spontaneous defor-
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mations in active crystals [73]. In this study, we charac-
terize crystal deformations using non-affine fluctuations,
deriving a scaling law in terms of activity Λ and den-
sity. Our scaling argument predicts a Λ2 dependence,
confirmed over three decades through detailed numerical
simulations – one of the key achievements of this paper.
The non-affine parameter diverges at large Λ, signaling
defect proliferation and activated melting of the solid to a
hexatic phase, marked by vanishing shear modulus, solid
order, and eventually the hexatic order. The softening
and melting are further characterized analyzing the pro-
liferation of topological defects. Finally, we propose lo-
cally tuned activity as a means to control non-affinity
and the mechanical properties of a solid.

II. MODEL

We consider an excluded volume solid in two dimen-
sions characterized by a triangular lattice and quasi-
long-range order, composed of N = nxny particles in-
teracting via the Weeks-Chandler-Andersen (WCA) po-
tential [74, 75], U(rij) = 4ϵ[(σ/rij)

12 − (σ/rij)
6] + ϵ for

|rij | < rc = 21/6σ and U(rij) = 0 otherwise. The system
is maintained at high density ρ = N/LxLy with mean

inter-particle separation a = [2/
√
3ρ]1/2. The equilib-

rium phase diagram, based on the WCA potential, re-
veals that for fixed temperature kBT/ε = 1.0, the solid
undergoes a continuous BKTHNY transition to a hexatic
phase at ρσ2 = 0.92, followed by first-order melting to a
liquid at ρσ2 = 0.906 [76].

We investigate the behavior of an equilibrium solid
at high density (ρσ2 ≥ 1) under self-propulsion, mod-
eled by Active Brownian Particles (ABP). Each parti-
cle moves with self-propulsion speed v0 in a direction
n̂i = cos θi(t), sin θi(t), with the angle θi(t) evolving via
rotational diffusion. The dynamics of the i-th particle is
governed by the following coupled Langevin equations:

dri(t) = v0n̂i(t)dt− µ∇i

∑
jϵRi

U(rij)dt+
√
2Dtdt dBi(t)

dθi(t) =
√

2Drdt dB
r
i (t), (1)

where Dt and Dr are the translational and rotational
diffusivities, and dBi(t) and dB

r
i (t) are independent and

univariate Gaussian white noise terms with mean zero.
The Euler-Maruyama method is used to directly inte-
grate the dimensionless forms of the above equations
(see Appendix-A) in numerical simulations. The units
of energy, length, and time are set by ϵ, σ, τu = σ2/µϵ.
The system property is controlled by the following di-
mensionless parameters: activity Λ = v0σ/µϵ, transla-

tional diffusivity D̃t = Dt/µϵ, and orientational diffusiv-

ity D̃r = Drσ
2/µϵ. In this paper, we focus on the impact

of activity Λ, by setting D̃r = 3, D̃t = 1, and ρσ2 = 1.1,
unless otherwise specified.

III. NON-AFFINE PARAMETER

The non-affine fluctuation χ0 at lattice position R0

is defined within a coarse-graining volume Ω containing
neighbors {Ri} (see Fig. 1c). Instantaneous positions r0
and {ri} yield displacements u0 = r0 − R0 and ui =
ri−Ri relative to reference coordinates {Ri} on an ideal
triangular lattice. The local strain matrix E is obtained
by minimizing the mean-square difference D2 between
the observed relative displacements ∆i = ui − u0 and
estimated displacements E [Ri −R0] [17],

χ0 =
∑
i

(∆i − E [Ri −R0])
2
. (2)

Note that D has the dimension of length. After min-
imization, the αβ-th component of the affine strain is
given by

Em
αβ =

∑
γ

xαγy
−1
βγ − δαβ , (3)

where

xαβ =

NΩ∑
i=1

(riα − r0α) (Riβ −R0β) ,

yαβ =

NΩ∑
i=1

(Riα −R0α) (Riβ −R0β) .

The residual D2 value using the minimized E denoted
by Em in Eq.(3) gives the non-affine fluctuation χ0 of the
0-th particle [17, 35]:

χ0 =
∑
i

(∆i − Em[Ri −R0])
2
. (4)

A projection operator formalism [36] showed that this
procedure projects the relative displacement field ∆i onto
mutually orthogonal subspaces of the affine strain tensor
Em and the non-affine parameter χ0. The global non-

affine parameter X = N−1
∑N

i=1 χi is the system average
with χi denoting non-affine parameter associated with i-
th particle. Note that χ and X have dimensions of length
squared, which we use in the next section to develop a
scaling argument.

A. Scaling analysis

In an equilibrium harmonic solid with spring constant
k and temperature kBT , the characteristic length scale
of displacement fluctuations is ℓ2 = kBT

k , and the mean

non-affine parameter is ⟨χ⟩eq ∼ ℓ2 [36]. With transla-
tional diffusion Dt = µkBT , similar scaling is expected
in our system, where the elastic constant k, derivable
from U ′′(a), increases with density. The bulk, shear,
and Young’s moduli of a two-dimensional solid increase
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.

Figure 1. A schematic illustration of the activated solid.
(a) An ideal triangular lattice that serves as the reference for
calculation of non-affinity χ. (b) A representative configu-

ration at D̃t = 1.0 and Λ = 8.0, is shown color coded by
local non-affine parameter χ; see the color bar. (c) A single
coarse-graining region Ω, which includes one central particle
with reference positionR0 (cyan) and actual location r0 (dark
green). The reference (cyan, {Ri}) and actual locations (dark
green, {ri}) of its six nearest neighbors are shown as well.

non-linearly with density [77], predicting an associated
decrease in ⟨χ⟩. At melting, the non-affine parameter
is expected to diverge as the shear modulus G vanishes.
Thus, the expression can be generalized to ⟨χ⟩eq ∼ Dt

G ,
with G increasing with density ρ and vanishing at the
melting point. Ignoring non-linearities for simplicity, the
following emerges:

G(ρ) = a(ρ− ρm) for ρ > ρm,

= 0 otherwise, (5)

with ρm representing the melting density.
In this paper, we first consider the impact of activity

on a solid maintained at a fixed temperature and density.
As activity increases, the persistence length ℓp = v0/Dr

dominates system’s behavior. The effective diffusivity of
ABPs in two dimensions is Deff = Dt + v20/2Dr [78, 79],
which includes the contribution from activity. The non-
affine parameter is expected to increase with activity as
⟨χ⟩ ∼ Deff/G which in dimensionless form is:

⟨χ⟩ = G−1(D̃t + Λ2/2). (6)

In active systems, the melting point ρm depends on
Λ [15], affecting the density dependence of G in Eq.(5).

Figure 2. (a) Evolution of the global non-affine parameter
X(t) at Λ = 4, 10. (b) Plot of ⟨∆X⟩/aρ versus Λ for N =
4096 particles at varying densities ρ, where ∆X = X(Λ) −
Xeq, and Xeq is the equilibrium value of global non-affinity.
Filled markers represent the athermal system (D̃t = 0), and

unfilled markers represent the thermal system (D̃t = 1.0).
Data are fitted to aρ Λ

ν with best-fit exponents ν = 2.00±0.01
(athermal) and ν = 2.11 ± 0.06 (thermal). Inset: density-
dependent prefactor aρ decreases with density as (ρ− ρ0)

−1,
with ρ0σ

2 = 0.947±0.008 (athermal) and ρ0σ
2 = 0.971±0.004

(thermal).

Beyond that, the shear modulus decreases with activity
as

G = G0 − G1Λ
2, (7)

as shown in a later section using numerical simulations.
However, the Λ dependence of G does not modify the
dominant pre-melting scaling ⟨χ⟩ ∼ Λ2 appreciably.

In summary, for densities ρ > ρm and activity Λ < Λc,
the following scaling forms are expected:

⟨χ⟩ ∼ (ρ− ρm)−1 and ⟨χ⟩ ∼ Λ2. (8)

We compare these predictions with numerical simulations
below.
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Figure 3. (a): Shear modulus ⟨G⟩ averaged over nlin stressstrain curves showing linear response, plotted against Λ for a system
at density ρσ2 = 1.1. (b), (c), (d): Variation of solid order ⟨ψG⟩, hexatic order ⟨ψ6⟩, and defect fraction ⟨δd⟩ with Λ; respective
variances are shown in the insets. ⟨(∆ψG)2⟩ peaks at Λ = 10.0, ⟨(∆ψ6)

2⟩ shows a peak at Λ = 15.0. Whereas ⟨(∆δd)2⟩ exhibits
two kinks at Λ = 10.2 and 15.0.

B. Scaling verification via numerical simulations

For this purpose, we analyze the global non-affine pa-

rameter X = N−1
∑N

i χi. Its evolution reaches a steady
state for Λ < 10, but diverges for Λ > 10 due to irre-
versible reorganization of particle positions. Examples of
such trajectories of X(t) at Λ = 4 and Λ = 10 are shown
in Fig. 2(a). The steady-state regime is used to test the
scaling hypothesis presented above.

We now consider the deviation of the global
and steady-state non-affine parameter ∆X(Λ, ρ, T ) =
X(Λ, ρ, T ) − Xeq(ρ, T ) from equilibrium. Simulations
with N = 4096 ABPs, Λ ∈ [0.5, 8.0], ρ ∈ [1.0, 1.4], and

D̃t = 1.0 yield a reasonable data collapse when data from
different densities are plotted as ⟨∆X⟩/aρ versus Λ. The
excess non-affinity shows a scaling form ⟨∆X⟩/aρ ∼ Λν

with ν = 2.112 ± 0.006; see Fig. 2(b). The inset in
Fig. 2(b) shows the density dependence aρ ∼ (ρ− ρ0)

−1

with ρ0σ
2 = 0.971 ± 0.004, surpassing the equilibrium

melting point ρeqmσ
2 = 0.92 [76], reflecting active soften-

ing.

At Λ ≲ 1, thermal fluctuations dominate over activity,
making the Λ dependence on the non-affine parameter
difficult to discern. To address this, we set D̃t = 0 and ex-
plore the range Λ ∈ [10−2, 8]. The results (filled symbols
in Fig. 2) collapse onto a single curve across densities, re-

sembling the D̃t = 1.0 case. Fitting the power law aρ Λ
ν

gives ν = 2.00 ± 0.01, validating our predicted scaling
for both thermal and athermal systems and confirming
∆X ∼ Λ2 across three decades. The density-dependent
prefactor aρ ∼ (ρ − ρ0)

−1, with ρ0σ
2 = 0.947 ± 0.008

(inset of Fig. 2(b) ). Though density scaling remains un-
changed, ρ0σ

2 is suppressed in the absence of thermal
noise, as expected. The above analysis confirms both
scaling forms presented in Eq. (8). The robustness of
the scaling properties is further verified simulating larger
system sizes in Appendix-B.

.

Figure 4. (a) Probability distribution P (X) for ρ = 1.1 at
different Λ values. Both mode and variance increase with ac-
tivity. (b) P (X) for different system sizes at Λ = 4. Variance
σ2 of P (X) showing σ2 ∼ N−1.

C. Probability distribution of X

In Figure 4, we explore the probability distributions
of the global non-affine parameter X for an ABP solid
at D̃t = 1 and ρσ2 = 1.1. Figure 4a compares P (X)
for N = 4096 particles across different Λ values, showing
that as Λ increases, the mode of the distribution shifts
to larger X (consistent with the ⟨X⟩ ∼ Λ2 scaling) and
broadens with higher activity. This behavior capturing
softening even in the absence of defect formation (as we
show later, the onset of defect formation appears at Λ ≈
10). As shown in Fig. 4b for Λ = 4 and N ranging
from 1024 to 16384, the probability distribution P (X) is
nearly Gaussian with variance σ2 ∼ 1/N , consistent with
the central limit theorem for the mean of uncorrelated
entities. Similar scaling behavior for fluctuations in X
was observed before in equilibrium solids [39].

IV. ANALYZING STRUCTURAL INDICATORS

Thus far, we have characterized the softening of a high-
density solid through the non-affine parameter X and its
scaling with the Péclet number and density. In this sec-
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tion, we extend our analysis to include elastic and struc-
tural indicators, such as the shear modulus, solid order,
and hexatic order, to further explore the active softening
of solid. We perform this analysis using ρσ2 = 1.1 and
D̃t = 1.0.

A. Shear modulus

Within linear response, the shear modulus is given by
G = σtot

xy /Exy. We compute this from numerical sim-
ulations by applying a shear strain Exy and measuring
the change in total shear stress σtot

xy accounting for tra-
jectories displaying linear response; see Appendix-C. The
stress tensor has contribution from interaction calculated
using the usual virial term and swim stress due to activ-
ity. The standard virial expression due to interaction
gives,

σvir
αβ =

1

dV

N∑
i=1

neb(i)∑
j=1

fij,α rij,β , (9)

where, V denotes the system volume in d = 2 dimensions,
fij is the interaction force between particles i and j with
separation rij , and α, β denote the cartesian components
of the vectors. On the other hand, the summation index
j runs over all interacting neighbors of the ith particle.
The active swim stress can be expressed as [80],

σsw
αβ =

γv0
DrV

N∑
i=1

〈
ṙi,α ui,β

〉
. (10)

The total shear stress is then calculated as σtot
xy = σvir

xy +
σsw
xy . Appendix-C outlines details of the shear modulus

calculation.
Figure 3(a) shows the change in mean shear modu-

lus, G, with standard errors, as a function of activity Λ.
We observe a steady decrease in it from the equilibrium
value indicating softening of the solid with activity. As
activity increases, fraction of trajectories following linear
response decreases to vanish near Λ = 10; see Appendix-
C. The decrease in G with activity can be described by
G = G0 − G1Λ

2 with G0 = 109.84 and G1 = 0.094. To
further explore this softening and the fluidization tran-
sition, we compute structural indicators, including solid
order ψG, hexatic order ψ6, and defect fraction δd.

B. Solid order

The structure factor of the system is given by

S(q) = ⟨ρqρ−q⟩ (11)

where ρq = 1
N

∑N
i=1 exp(iq · ri). Plots of S(q) at rep-

resentative Λ values are shown in Fig.5. In a perfect
triangular lattice, quasi-Bragg peaks emerge at qp =

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 5. The structure factor S(q) at Λ = 4 (a), 10 (b),
10.2 (c), 10.5 (d), 15 (e), and 20 (f).

(0,±2π/ay), (±2π/a,±π/ay), as shown in Fig. 5(a),(b).
The solid order parameter ⟨ψG⟩ averages S(q) over the
six quasi-Bragg peaks at G := {qp}. Fig. 5(b) shows the
variation of ⟨ψG⟩ with Λ. The order parameter ⟨ψG⟩ van-
ishes as the solid melts. At the melting point Λ = 10.0
the variance of the order parameter ⟨(∆ψG)2⟩ peaks (in-
set, Fig. 3(b) ). This analysis shows that the quadratic
scaling of non-affinity with activity is observed across the
entire activity range before solid melting.

As the active solid softens and melts with increasing
Λ, the quasi-Bragg peaks flatten and merge (Fig. 5(c)-
(f) ), similar to equilibrium 2D melting [76]. The S(q)
in Fig. 5(c),(d) are characteristic of a hexatic. The six
fold symmetry softens and starts to merge in Fig. 3(e)
as the hexatic melts. Finally, at Λ = 20, S(q) gets the
uniform ring reflecting isotropy of the fluid; see Fig. 5(f).
Therefore, S(q) suggests a two-stage melting from solid
to hexatic to fluid.

Figure 6. Typical configurations with local hexatic order at
Λ = 4, 10.5, and 15: top row shows |ψk

6 |2 and bottom row
shows arg(ψk

6 ). Fig. 7 displays topological defects in the se-
lected regions denoted by boxes in the figures.
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C. Hexatic order

This section examines the change in the hexatic order
parameter to capture hexatic melting. Each particle in
the system can be associated with a hexatic bond ori-
entational order. For the k-th particle, it is defined as
ψk
6 = (1/n)

∑n
i=1 e

i6θkj , where θkj is the bond angle be-
tween particle k and its topological neighbor j relative to
the x-axis, and n is the number of such neighbors [81].
In Fig. 3(c), we plot the mean amplitude of the hexatic
order parameter of the system

⟨ψ6⟩ =
〈∣∣∣∣∣ 1N

N∑
k=1

ψk
6

∣∣∣∣∣
2〉

, (12)

as a function of Λ. The hexatic order diminishes with Λ,
but remains significant beyond Λ = 10, suggesting the
system stays in the hexatic phase past the solid melt-
ing point. At the hexatic melting point Λ = 15, the
hexatic order variance ⟨(∆ψ6)

2⟩ peaks sharply (inset of
Fig. 3(c) ).

The local amplitudes |ψk
6 |2 and arguments arg(ψk

6 ) of
hexatic order for typical configurations across the tran-
sition are shown in Fig. 6 as the active solid softens and
melts with increasing Λ. The drops in local hexatic am-
plitude, linked to hexatic orientation shifts, signal topo-
logical defect formation, as detailed in the following sec-
tion.

D. Topological defects

We use Voronoi tessellations to identify each particle’s
topological neighbors [81]. In a perfect lattice, each par-
ticle has 6 neighbors, with 5- or 7-fold deviations indi-
cating topological defects. Minimal fluctuations in solid
accommodate bound 5757 dislocation pairs. The quilib-
rium BKTHNY theory links solid-hexatic melting to the
unbinding of these pairs, creating dislocations, with hex-
atic melting driven by dislocation-unbinding to free 5- or
7-fold disclinations.

In Fig. 7(a),(b) we identify such defects in typical con-
figurations across activated solid melting. We identify
clusters of such defects, including five, seven, and eight
fold defects. We use fraction of particles with ν neigh-
bors, nν = ⟨Nν⟩/N to analyze the defect formation.
Here Nν indicates the number of particle with ν = 5, 6, 7
neighbors and ⟨. . .⟩ denotes the steady state average. Al-
though larger departures from ν = 6 are present, their
fraction is significantly low.

As activity Λ exceeds Λ = 10.0, the solid melting point,
⟨n6⟩ decreases, while the defect fraction, ⟨n5,7⟩, increases
(see Fig. 7(c),(d)). The mean of total fraction of parti-
cles with non-six neighbors, δd = 1

N

∑
ν ̸=6Nν , becomes

non-zero at the solid melting point and increases with
higher activity (Fig. 3(d)). The fluctuation in δd peaks
twice: first at Λ = 10.2, near the solid melting point,

Figure 7. (a) Voronoi tessellations for selected regions (see
Fig. 6) at Λ = 4.0, 10.5, and 15.0. Particles are colored
by their coordination number: green for five-fold, blue for
seven-fold, and red for eight-fold, while sixfold-coordinated
particles remain uncolored for clarity. (b) Regions containing
defects are highlighted: (i) an isolated 5–7 defect; (ii) a pair
of adjacent 5–7 defects; (iii) a cluster of three 5–7 defects
surrounding a void; and (iv) a more complex defect cluster.
(c) The fraction of sixfold-coordinated particles is plotted as
a function of Λ. (d) The fractions of particles with five- and
seven-fold coordination are shown as functions of Λ.

and again at Λ = 15.0, at the hexatic melting point, re-
flecting enhanced defect fluctuations during both melting
transitions (see inset of Fig. 3(d)).

V. LOCAL CONTROL OF NON-AFFINITY AND
DEFECT

Controlling local mechanical properties in solids has
long been a challenge in physics and material science [82].
This can be achieved by manipulating non-affinity and
defects, especially in colloidal crystals [83]. Previous
studies in equilibrium solids used complex local laser
fields [84] to drive non-affine parameters [39, 85]. Build-
ing on our study of non-affinity in activated melting, we
propose a simpler method for local mechanical control:
applying laser power to self-thermophoretic Janus col-
loids [64], inducing non-affinity and/or defects in an oth-
erwise equilibrium solid. Localized activity control can
also be achieved in other active colloidal or robotic sys-
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tems [20, 86].

Figure 8. (a) Schematic of the simulation setup, where parti-
cles are selectively activated within a circular region of radius
rbeam = 30σ at the center of the simulation box, simulat-
ing laser irradiation. (b), (c) Snapshots of the system under
Λ = 11 at times t = 2×106τp and 6.02×106τp, with particles
colored by their local non-affinity χi and defects (particles
with non-six neighbors) indicated. (d)(f) Time evolution of
the global non-affine deviation ∆X inside (blue) and outside
(orange) the active region. (g)(i) Evolution of defect fraction
inside (blue) and outside (orange) the active region. Param-
eter values are Λ = 9 (d,g), Λ = 10 (e,h), and Λ = 11 (f,i).

To study the above-mentioned effect near the solid-
hexatic transition, we examine a collection of selectively
activated particles coupled to a thermal heat bath with
D̃t = 1, activated over a central circular region (Fig.8).
Three activity levels are considered: below (Λ = 9), at
(Λ = 10), and above (Λ = 11) the transition. The sys-
tem consists of N = 16384 particles, initially arranged
in a triangular lattice at density ρ = 1.1 within a rect-
angular simulation box of size 131.14σ × 113.57σ. Af-
ter sufficient equilibration, the central circular region of
radius rbeam = 30σ is selectively activated to mimic
laser irradiation (Fig.8(a)). Particles are assigned ac-
tivity Λi(t) = σi(t)Λ, with σi = 1 inside the active zone
and σi = 0 outside. The value of σi(t) is updated at each
timestep based on particle positions.

A schematic of this setup is shown in Fig. 8(a), and
representative snapshots during evolution for Λ = 11 are
shown in Fig. 8(b), (c), where particles are colored by
their local non-affinity χi. Pronounced softening and
defect formation are observed inside the active region,
while χi outside remains close to equilibrium. At early
times, defects remain confined within the active zone;
however, at later times, isolated defects begin to appear
in the passive region as a result of migration and de-

layed annihilation of defects originating from the active
area. To quantify global structural changes, we define
∆X = X(Λ) − X(0), the deviation of the global non-
affine parameter from its equilibrium value, as defined in
Sec. III B. The evolution of this quantity in the active
zone ∆X(in) and in the passive zone ∆X(out) is shown in
Fig. 8(d)–(f). Below the transition (Λ = 9), ∆X(in) fluc-
tuates around a non-zero mean with a larger amplitude
than in equilibrium, while ∆X(out) remains negligible.
At transition (Λ = 10), ∆X(in) diverges, while ∆X(out)

stays flat, indicating localized melting. Above transition
(Λ = 11), this divergence occurs earlier followed by an
increase in ∆X(out) as well, suggesting outward spread of
non-affineness. The defect fraction evolution in Fig. 8(g)-
(i) shows that for Λ = 9, defects form and annihilate
intermittently, while at and beyond the transition, de-
fect fraction increases significantly inside and, to a lesser
extent, outside the active region.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In summary, this paper explored spontaneous deforma-
tions in active solids, characterizing crystal deformations
through non-affine fluctuations and deriving a scaling law
in terms of activity Λ and density. Our scaling analy-
sis and numerical data collapse predict that non-affinity
scales as Λ2 with activity and (ρ − ρm)−1 with density.
At large Λ, the non-affine parameter diverges, signaling
defect proliferation and the activated melting to a hex-
atic phase with vanishing shear modulus and order. This
softening was further analyzed through topological de-
fect proliferation. At higher activity, the hexatic melts
to a fluid as captured by the change in structure factor
and hexatic order parameter. Using the properties found
from our studies, we finally proposed, locally tuned ac-
tivity as a means to control non-affinity and mechanical
properties. We numerically demonstrated the use of an
isotropic activity patch in the solid. Such a patch locally
softens the solid by increasing non-affinity, which reduces
the shear modulus. Activating the solid in an anisotropic
domain can modify elastic properties differently in each
direction. Our predictions can be directly tested in active
colloids. Additionally, locally controlling non-affinity via
activity is simpler to implement in Janus colloid experi-
ments than previous laser-controlled methods [39].
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Appendix A: Dimensionless equations

To perform numerical simulations, we use the dimen-
sionless equations by applying the following substitu-
tions: ri → r̃i = ri/σ, t → t̃ = t/τu = tµϵ/σ2, the
dimensionless activity Λ = v0τu/σ = v0σ/µϵ, the dimen-

sionless translational diffusivity Dt → D̃t = Dtτu/σ
2 =

Dt/µϵ, ∇i → ∇̃i = σ∇i, U(rij) → Ũ = U/ϵ, µ̃ =
µϵτu/σ

2 = 1 and the dimensionless rotational diffusiv-

ity D̃r = Drσ
2/µϵ. By using these substitutions, one

obtains the dimensionless form of the equations

dr̃i(t̃) = Λ n̂i(t̃)dt̃− ∇̃i

∑
jϵRi

Ũ(rij)dt̃+

√
2D̃tdt̃ dBi(t̃)

dθi(t̃) = (2 D̃rdt̃)
1/2 dBr

i (t̃). (A1)

We perform numerical simulations with D̃r = 3, D̃t =
1 for thermal, and D̃t = 0 for athermal cases.

Appendix B: Scaling ansatz for X at different
system sizes

In Fig. 2 of the main text, we showed the scaling be-
havior ⟨∆X⟩ ∼ Λ2 for a system of size N = 4096. To ver-
ify the robustness of this scaling, we present additional
data for a larger system size (N = 16384) at density
ρσ2 = 1.1 in Fig. 9. We confirm that the quadratic scal-
ing ⟨∆X⟩ ∼ Λ2 remains valid for both thermal (D̃t = 1)

and athermal (D̃t = 0) cases, consistently across system
sizes.

10−2 10−1 100 101

Λ

10−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

10−3

〈∆
X
〉

〈∆X〉 ∼ Λ2

N

4096 (D̃t = 0)

16384 (D̃t = 0)

4096 (D̃t = 1)

16384 (D̃t = 1)

Figure 9. As in Fig. 2, we plot ⟨∆X⟩ for two system sizes
(N = 4096, 16384) at density ρσ2 = 1.1, demonstrating that

the scaling ⟨∆X⟩ ∼ Λ2 holds for both the thermal (D̃t = 1)

and athermal (D̃t = 0) cases at the larger system size.

Figure 10. (a) Shear stress, σtot
xy , vs. shear strain, Exy = γ,

at Λ = 7 for 24 ensembles without significant non-linearity
or hysteresis. Different colors represent individual ensembles,
with the black line showing the linear fit, where the slope
gives the shear modulus, ⟨G⟩ = 105.7±0.679 in units of ϵ/σ2.
(b) Linear response trajectories and (c) non-linear response
trajectories exhibiting significant hysteresis and nonlinearity.
Non-linear trajectories are excluded from shear modulus cal-
culation. Raw data are shown as semi-transparent circular
markers, with opaque square markers representing averages
over 100 consecutive values of γ and σtot

xy . Markers are color-
coded by shear direction: forward shear 0 → γm in red, back-
ward shear γm → −γm in green, and −γm → 0 in blue. (d)
Fraction of linear ensembles, nlin/ntot, as a function of activ-
ity Λ.
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Appendix C: Obtaining shear modulus

For each Λ, we initialize with a triangular lattice and
run simulations for tmax = 107 with a time step dt =
10−5τp until steady state is reached. We then apply three
deformation stages:

Exy ⇒ 0 → +Emax
xy → −Emax

xy → 0,

at a strain rate Ė = 10−2Dr and Emax
xy = 0.035. The shear

modulus is a linear response coefficient; thus the chosen
Emax
xy is to ensure the system response stays within the

linear regime for accurate shear modulus extraction.

For Λ ≤ 6, all four initial configurations exhibit lin-

ear stress-strain behavior. For Λ > 6, non-linear devia-
tions appear. We generate ntot ≈ 100 initial configura-
tions, discarding those with nonlinearity for shear mod-
ulus analysis, which becomes more common at higher Λ.
The shear modulus is then computed by averaging the
linear response data from the remaining nlin hysteresis-
free ensembles, as shown in Fig. 10(a). Examples of lin-
ear and non-linear ensembles are shown in Figs. 10(b)
and (c).
The fraction nlin/ntot decreases with Λ, reaching zero

at the melting point, Λ = 10.0 (Fig. 10(d)). This decline
for Λ > 6.0 indicates activity-driven softening, marked
by a departure from linear elasticity. Near Λ = 10.0,
both nlin and the shear modulus approach zero, signaling
a fluidization transition with the complete loss of linear
response.
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