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The phoretic Brownian dynamics method is shown here to be an effective approach to simulate the properties of col-
loidal chemophoretic based systems. The method is then optimized to allow for the comparison with results from
multiparticle collision dynamics, a hydrodynamic method with explicit solvent, which can also be employed in the
case of chemoattractive polymers. In order to obtain a good match of the conformational equilibrium properties of the
models without and with explicit solvent, we propose a modified version of the phoretic Brownian dynamics accounting
for the explicit solvent induced swelling. In the presence of activity, chemoattractive polymers show a transition to a
compact globular state and hydrodynamics have a non-trivial influence in the polymer collapse times. The phoretic
Brownian method can then be applied to much longer polymers, which allows the observation of a non-monotonous
growth of both, the radius of gyration and the relaxation time with polymer length, for such chemoattractive active
polymers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Diffusiophoresis refers to the thrust that colloidal parti-
cles experience when surrounded by a solvent with an intrin-
sic concentration gradient1–3. For colloidal particles with an
asymmetric chemical reaction catalyzed on the particle sur-
face, the phoretic thrust results in the colloid directed mo-
tion, which is usually referred to as self-diffusiophoresis, or
chemical activity4–11. Other than chemical gradient, activ-
ity has also been similarly introduced via thermal12–14, mag-
netic15–17, or electric18–20 field gradients, which are referred
to as thermo-, magneto-, or electrophoretic active particles.
These active particles drive therefore the system out of equi-
librium, becoming the synthetic equivalent of biological ac-
tive matter, for which there is a broad number of examples
such as insects, bacteria, or molecular motors 21–26. Very dif-
ferent from their passive counterparts, active matter systems
have largely shown to exhibit a prolific behavior, with proper-
ties that strongly depend on the system dimensionality, details
of structure of the active particles, specific interactions, or the
presence of the hydrodynamic interactions27–35.

Polymeric systems, where chemical activity regulates struc-
ture and dynamics are of particular interest. Bio-polymers
like DNA, chromatin, or actin have a functionality provided
by the chemical activity of motors/enzymes associated to
them36,37. In chromatin, the correlated motion of active units
on chromosomes gives rise to spontaneous segregation and
domain formation38,39. Motivated by these systems, there
is a recent increasing interest on the design of synthetic ac-
tive polymers and on the understanding of their behavior
both theoretically40–43, and experimentally44–46. These fil-
aments have shown to exhibit very diverse phenomena like
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swelling41,47–49, coil-to-globule transition50–53, or spiral for-
mation54,55. For the specific case of phoretically induced ac-
tivity, a chain of chemically active colloids has demonstrated
similar coil-to-globule transition with a decreasing Flory ex-
ponent with activity in a limited range of activities and sizes56.

Computer simulations play a crucial role in the understand-
ing of the active matter systems57–60. In the context of self-
phoresis, Janus-like particles have been investigated with dif-
ferent simulation approaches10,61–66. In some of these tech-
niques, the phoretic self-propulsion is directly accounted for
by a constant force considered in addition to the Brownian
colloidal particles, which does therefore not include any hy-
drodynamic interactions30,67–69. Other approaches consider
both phoresis and hydrodynamic interactions via an explicit
solvent, with an intrinsic inhomogeneity4,65,70. To disregard
the effect of hydrodynamics is not always properly justified,
although to quantify their effect is only possible via a compar-
ison of the same systems with two approaches that differ as
little as possible besides the consideration of hydrodynamics.
To this effect, there are two standard approaches, those em-
ploying Brownian Dynamics, to which an implicit solvent can
be additionally considered71, or those considering an explicit
solvent, whose effect can be eventually disregarded72,73. The
application of these approaches is not yet possible to cases
where phoresis is relevant.

In this work, we first adapt the phoretic Brownian dynam-
ics model (Ph-BD), which has been recently developed for
thermophoretic self-propelled Janus dimers63,74, to consider
the details of diffusiophoresis. Then, we apply the method to
a dimeric structure and compare the resulting self-propulsion
velocity and rotational diffusion to the same quantities mea-
sured in simulations with the multiparticle collision dynamics
method (MPCD), where hydrodynamic interactions are con-
sidered. This comparison allows for a precise parameter map-
ping of the two methods, which is necessary to provide a reli-
able quantification of the effect of hydrodynamics in diffusio-
phoretic systems. We use both methods to simulate a passive
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polymer, where the explicit solvent shows to account for a
repulsion between beads which is not present in the Brown-
ian approach. An additional soft repulsion term is then con-
sidered into the repulsive phoretic Brownian dynamics model
(RPh-BD). The application of the three approaches to the sim-
ulation of a chemoattractive polymer, shows that the RPh-BD
approach is able to capture most of the conformational char-
acteristics brought by the hydrodynamic model, but that the
influence in the dynamic properties is more subtle. Finally,
we also employ both Ph-BD and RPh-BD methods to inves-
tigate the properties of chemoattractive polymers with larger
number of monomers than those simulated in the presence of
hydrodynamics.

II. SIMULATION MODELS

A. Phoretic Brownian Dynamics (Ph-BD)

Self-diffusiophoresis has been studied in the context of
Janus particles which are composed by two different surface
properties75. Numerous works have focused in the investiga-
tion of dimeric Janus colloids, where each bead has different
composition8,76. Typically one of the beads acts as a cataliser,
inducing a chemical reaction on its surface, which creates a
gradient in the concentration of product. The second bead has
a surface that phoretically react to the concentration gradient
by inducing a thrust towards the catalytic source (chemoat-
tractive), or against it (chemorepulsive).

The phoretic model we propose here follows closely the one
proposed for self-thermophoretic dimeric colloids74, where
only the details of the phoretic force need to be slightly
adapted. For the sake of completeness, we specify here a
general case where N beads are arranged in various dimers
or multimeric structures. The time evolution of the beads is
given by overdamped Brownian Dynamics, which describes
particle motion at low Reynolds number conditions74,77,

ṙi(t) =
Fi(ri(t))

µi
+

√
2kBT

µi
ξi(t). (1)

where Fi is the total force acting on bead i due to all other
beads and depends on the bead type, kB is the Boltzmann
constant, and T the average solvent temperature. The ran-
dom term ξi is due to the fluctuations of the implicit sol-
vent, has zero mean ⟨ξi⟩= 0, and a delta-correlated Gaussian
relation ⟨ξip · ξ jq⟩ = δ (t − t ′)δi jδpq, with j = 1, ....,N, and
p,q = x,y,z. The friction coefficient µi is considered to ac-
complish the Stokes-Einstein relation as µi =C f πηRi, with η

the solvent viscosity, Ri the bead radius, and C f a numerical
factor which depends on the colloid surface boundary condi-
tions (stick C f = 6 or slip C f = 4)74,78.

The total force on each particle depends on the particle
functionality, such that we distinguish in general three types
of particles (source, linkers, and phoretic), with two types of
forces. Source (S) particles model beads with catalytic surface
function such that they are the origin of concentration gra-
dient, without responding to it. Phoretic (P) particles model

beads whose surface has a significant phoretic response to a
solvent chemical gradient. Linkers (L) particles model beads
which do not generate any chemical gradient, and have also a
negligible response to any external gradient.

All monomer types are affected by the force FA, which is
the sum of two contributions

FA
i (ri) = FH,i(ri)+FEV,i(ri). (2)

Consecutive beads of the same structure are connected by a
strong harmonic force FH,i given by the harmonic potential

UH(ri j) =
κ

2
(ri j − r0)

2, (3)

where ri j = |ri − r j| is the beads separation, r0 the internu-
clear separation, and κ is the spring constant. Furthermore,
non-consecutive beads have an excluded volume interaction
force FEV,i given by the Weeks-Chandler-Andersen (WCA)
potential

UWCA(ri j) = 4ε

[(
σi j

ri j

)12
−
(

σi j

ri j

)6
+

1
4

]
Θ(ri j − rc), (4)

where σi j = Ri+R j corresponds to the sum of the particles ra-
dius, ε to the potential steepness, Θ to the Heaviside function,
and rc = 21/6σi j to the potential cutoff radius.

For source and linker type of beads, FA is already the total
applied force. However, the force on the phoretic beads re-
quires the consideration of one additional term to model the
effect of a diffusiophoretic or chemophoretic force, Fc

FP
i (ri) = FA

i (ri)+Fc,i(ri). (5)

The chemophoretic force is proportional to the chemical gra-
dient and the characteristic particle properties, such that we
consider

Fc,i(ri) =−αc
kBT
ρ

∇c(ri). (6)

Here ∇c(ri) is the effective chemical gradient and ρ is the
average total density. The chemophoretic diffusion constant
αc refers to the particle phoretic properties, and is defined in
Eq. (6) as a dimensionless number. The magnitude of αc de-
scribes the strength of the particle surface phoretic effect, and
the sign is positive for chemo-repellent particles and negative
for chemo-attractive ones. The chemical gradient ∇c(ri) con-
siders the effect experienced by a phoretic particle i due to all
chemical sources in the system which, similarly to the case of
the thermophoretic force63,74, can be approximated by

∇c(ri) = ∑
j

∆c
(ri j +Rp)(ri j −Rp)

Rsr̂i j, (7)

where ∆c is the difference of concentration at the surface of
the source bead c(Rs) and the bulk c(r → ∞). This difference
is an input parameter for the simulation modelling, both the
strength of the catalytic reaction and the amount of reactant.
The summation in Eq. (7) accounts for j = 1, . . .Ns with Ns
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the number of source (S) beads, which considers the effect of
all the sources to be simply additive.

The strength of the phoretic effect is determined by the
phoretic force and therefore by both ∆c and αc. However,
for the investigation of self-propelled systems it is standard,
and meaningful, to characterize the activity in terms of a di-
mensionless Péclet number (Pe) which relates advection and
diffusion, such as

Pe =
Vs

DrRp
, (8)

where Vs is the average swimmer self-propulsion velocity, Dr
the rotational diffusion coefficient and Rp is a relevant system
dimension, which here we take as the phoretic particle radius.
With this expression, the simulations results of the phoretic
Brownian model can be compared with results of other sim-
ulation methods or experiments. With the phoretic Brownian
dynamics, the values of Vs and Dr can be explicitly measured
in simulations, or evaluated from the model parameters. The
rotational diffusion coefficient can be estimated from the sys-
tem parameters as

Dr =
kBT

8πηR3 , (9)

with R the swimmer radius. The average self-propulsion ve-
locity is related to the phoretic force by Fc = −µVs, with µ

the average value of the particle friction coefficients µi, such
that

αc =
µVsρ

kBT ⟨∇c⟩
. (10)

B. Repulsive Phoretic Brownian Dynamics (RPh-BD)

For later reference, we also introduce a variant of the Ph-
BD method which takes into account an additional repulsive
force FR among all monomers. We consider a finite-range soft
repulsive force similar to those employed in DPD79,80

FR,i(ri) = ∑
j

ai j

[
1−

ri j

r′c

]
r̂i jΘ(ri j − r′c). (11)

Here the strength of the repulsion ai j and the range of the
interaction r′c are parameters that can be varied according to
the model requirements.

C. Multi-particle Collision Dynamics

In the presence of hydrodynamic interactions, an explicit
solvent method has been used to simulate chemophoretic
self-propelled dimeric and polymeric particles4,61,81, which is
completely different from the Brownian approach described
above. This is a hybrid molecular dynamics (MD), multi-
particle collision dynamics (MPCD) approach, where the
dimeric dynamics and the interaction between dimer and sol-
vent is through MD, while for solvent-solvent interactions are

given by MPCD. The dimer dynamics considers simply a MD
scheme, with the force given in Eq. (2) with the harmonic
and excluded volume interactions in Eq. (3) and Eq. (4). The
dimer is then immersed in the MPCD solvent.

The MPCD solvent particles have mass m and perform al-
ternating streaming and collision steps. In the streaming step,
the solvent particles move ballistically for a certain time τc.
After this time, the collision step is performed, wherein the
solvent particles are sorted into the collision cubic cells of
size a with an applied grid shift to restore the Galilean invari-
ance82. Each solvent particle interact with all the other within
the same collision cell via

vk(t + τc) = vcm,k(t)+ℜ(φ)(vk(t)−vcm,k(t)). (12)

Here, vcm,k(t) is the center of mass velocity of the collision
cell where particle k is sorted, and ℜ(φ) is the rotation ma-
trix with angle φ , around an axis randomly chosen in each
cell. In this way, particles interchange locally momentum, but
conserve mass, collision cell linear momentum and kinetic en-
ergy. This approach has repeatedly shown to properly include
the effect of a hydrodynamic solvent59,60.

In order to consider the chemical character of the solvent
when interacting with the colloids surfaces, two solvent par-
ticle types are distinguished, NA particles of type A and NB
particles of type B. When particles of type A come closer than
21/6Rs of the surface of a catalytic bead (where Rs is the source
bead radius) chemical reaction, A+S → B+S takes place4,8.
This reaction on S generates a non-uniform concentration of
product (B) around the phoretic particle (P). To mantain a
constant ratio of particles A and B in the overall system, all
the B particles are converted back to A when they diffuse suf-
ficiently far away from the source particle. On the other hand,
the interaction of the solvent particles with the dimer beads
occurs via a WCA potential, as in Eq. (4). For such interac-
tion, only the colloid radius is considered σi j = Ri, and the
energetic interchange varies with the nature of the particles,
namely solvent A or B with beads S or P. The choice made
here is that all interactions are given by ε , and only the in-
teraction of the product particles B with the phoretic beads
P is different, εB

4,8. This difference in force along with the
non-uniform solvent gradient around P due to the chemical
reaction, leads to an effective phoretic thrust. The strength
and direction of such phoretic force is determined by the ratio
between εB and ε , and the precise determination of the Péclet
number for a self-propelled structure requires the determina-
tion of Vs and Dr in Eq. (8).

D. Mapping of HI- and HI+ schemes for self-phoretic
dimers: simulation parameters choice

The two methods presented in the previous sections are
in principle completely independent, such that the relevant
parameters can be chosen attending separate requirements.
Here, we are however interested in quantifying the effect of
hydrodynamic interactions, such that we intend to compare
systems that differ as little as possible, besides the existence
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of HI, for which we need to optimize the choice of parame-
ters. The mapping is made considering a single self-propelled
dimer composed of one source bead and one phoretic bead
and performing simulations in the HI+ case, this is with the
MD-MPCD method and the HI- case, this is with the Ph-BD
method. Note that later we will also use the case where Ph-
BD also includes repulsive interactions, which we will refer
to as HI-R.

The MPCD simulations quantities are given in units of the
particle mass, the system thermal energy, and the cell length,
this is m = kBT = a = 1. The average number of solvent
particles in a collision cell is chosen to be ρ = 10, the rota-
tion angle φ = π/2, and the collision time τc = 0.5. With
these parameters the solvent viscosity can be calculated to be
η = 3.183–85. The radius of the beads, unless otherwise spec-
ified, are Rs = Rp = 1, the harmonic spring constant κ = 30,
the internuclear separation r0 = Rs +Rp + 0.45, and the MD
integration with the velocity Verlet algorithm, with time step
∆t = 0.01. The energy parameter is ε = 1, and εB is modified
in order to vary Pe.

The average self-propulsion velocity of the dimer in MPCD
is determined from the simulations as Vs = ⟨Vcm · n̂⟩, with Vcm
the dimer center of mass velocity, and n̂ the unit vector from
P to S (as shown in the inset of Fig. 1). The rotational dif-
fusion coefficient Dr is computed by the long time behavior
of the mean squared angular displacement ∆θ 2(t) = ⟨(θ(t)−
θ(t0))2⟩. With the above choices of parameters and εB = 0.01
we obtain Vs = 0.03, Dr = 0.0072, and hence Pe = 4.2 for the
HI+ case. In order to gain further insight, we also compute
the concentration of product in concentric half shells around
the source bead as indicated in the sketch in Fig. 1. The pro-
file in Fig. 1 displays the concentration of product around the
source bead, which shows that the phoretic bead is exposed
to a gradient in composition. The decay of concentration of
product in Fig. 1 nicely agrees with ∼ r−1 decay, this is with
the inverse of the distance from the bulk average density to a
vanishing value, as expected from the Laplace equation, and
is consistence with Eq. (7) for the concentration gradient. The
value closest to the source surface depends on the thickness of
the measuring shells, and the overall pre-factor is influenced
also by the presence of the phoretic bead, as well as finite size
effects86.

The Ph-BD simulation quantities are given in units of parti-
cle mass, and thermal energy, m = kBT = 1. The bead radius
Rs could be considered as a length unit, but this needs to be
let open due to noise intensity regulation, as required for the
mapping. First we consider ρ = 10, η = 3.1 which are the
direct inputs from the MPCD model, and Rp = Rs. The inte-
gration is performed with the Euler algorithm with time step
δ t = 0.001. For the friction coefficient µ =C f πη(Rs +Rp) is
considered, and we take C f = 3 in order to match the behavior
found for MPCD without angular momentum conservation87.
Then we need to find the values that controls i) the intensity
of the phoretic force in Eq. (6), which we tune to fit the same
self-propelled dimer velocity as in the HI+ case, and ii) the
rotational diffusion in Eq. (9), which we tune to match then
both Dr and Pe of the MPCD model.

In principle, the value of Fc,i is determined by the product

2 4 6 8 10
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c(r)
ρ

Simulation

Theory

FIG. 1. Variation of the normalized product molecule concentration,
c(r)/ρ , as a function of r, the distance from the surface of the source
bead, S. Symbols correspond to the averages from simulations and
the dotted line to the ∼ r−1 prediction from the Laplace equation.
The inset shows the schematic for the dimer and the hemisphere cho-
sen to calculate c(r), and the large arrow indicates the direction of
phoretic force.

10 20 30 40

|αc|
0.0
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VHI+
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Rp = 0.5

Rp = 0.9

Rp = 1

Rp = 1.5

FIG. 2. Self-propelled average velocity for dimers in the HI- case,
normalized by the Vs in HI+, for different values of αc and particle
radius. For each fixed particle radius Rp there is a value of αc that
matches the HI radius, as indicated with a dotted line for the Rp = 1.
This optimal |αc| value increases with Rp.

αc∇c(ri) which then also determines Vs. For clarity, we as-
sume here that the concentration gradient ∇c(ri) is given by
Eq. (7), with ∆c = ρ , which reflects that the considered chem-
ical reaction rate is 1. With this and the value measured for
the velocity with HI+ (Vs = 0.03), we estimate αc ≃ 8.8. To
check the validity of this estimation we measure the average
dimer velocity in simulations with the Ph-BD model. The re-
sult in Fig. 2 shows that for the above αc value, the velocity is
roughly a factor two smaller than the input value. We there-
fore perform simulations in the case of a single dimer without
fluctuations and harmonic potential, and check that the veloc-
ity relation in Eq. (10) is exactly reproduced. This implies that
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0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
0

1

2

3

PeHI−

PeHI+

FIG. 3. Normalized rotational diffusion and averaged velocity for
Brownian dimers of different sizes with the |αc| value that matches
the HI velocity. Inset corresponding Pe number, showing that this
can also be matched by choosing a particular value for RHI−

p .

the above mismatch is related both, to the Brownian fluctua-
tions, and to the fact that the harmonic spring results on the
motion of the two beads and therefore αc needs to be roughly
doubled to get the desired value of Vs. Further simulations
with various values of αc are also shown in Fig. 2, where it
can be determined that αc = 17 is the optimal value to match
the MPCD velocity. Other values of the particle radius are
also simulated with Ph-BD and shown in Fig. 2 normalized
by the value obtained with MPCD. The slope of the increase
of Vs with |αc| decreases with for increasing particle radius,
and given a fixed value of |αc|, the velocity decreases with the
radius. Relevant for us is that for a given particle radius Rp,
there is always a value of αc for which the HI+ and HI- cases
result in the same velocity, which increases with increasing in
Rp.

The estimation in Eq. (9) for the rotational diffusion co-
efficient infers that in order to get the value Dr = 0.0072 as
obtained in the HI+ case, the effective particle radius should
be 1.2. However, the estimation is expected to be valid just
for an spherical particle, and this is certainly different for the
dimer here employed. We therefore explicitly measure Dr in
Ph-DB simulations with different particle radius, RHI−

p , which
might differ from the value employed with MPCD. Simula-
tions with different RHI−

p use the value of αc which optimizes
Vs, as shown in Fig. 2. Results for Dr are displayed in Fig. 3
normalized by the MPCD measured value, together with the
corresponding normalized Vs values. While the results for Vs
in the HI- case are similar by construction to those of HI+,
Dr shows to decrease with increasing particle radius, which is
the result of decrease in thermal noise for larger dimers. The
corresponding Péclet numbers are calculated with Eq. (8) and
the measured values of Vs, Dr, and are displayed in the inset
of Fig. 3.

From these results, the particle radius RHI−
p = 0.9RHI+

p
emerges as optimal for mapping the two simulation meth-
ods, since Vs, as well as Dr (and consequently also Pe) from
both the models are in very good agreement with each other

within the error of measurements. Therefore, for the dimer
in HI- model we choose |αc| = 15 with RHI−

p = 0.9, and
Dr = 0.0075, giving Pe = 4.4, which is very close to Pe = 4.2
in HI+ model.

−0.2 −0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
Vs

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

P
(V

s
)

(a) HI-

Pe = 1.6, Rp = 0.5

Pe = 5.2, Rp = 1

Pe = 11, Rp = 1.5

HI+

Pe = 4.2, Rp = 1

−0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
Vs

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

P
(V

s
)

(b) HI-

Pe = 10.8, Rp = 1

Pe = 40.4, Rp = 2

Pe = 83, Rp = 3

HI+

Pe = 29, Rp = 2

FIG. 4. a) Velocity probability distribution function for the HI+ case
at Pe = 4.2 and Rp = 1, and for the HI- with matching average ve-
locity and varying radius, which results in different Pe numbers as
indicated in the labels, showing that matching velocities have dif-
ferent distributions. b) similar data for RHI+

p = 2, showing that the
difference between distributions decreases with increasing particle
radius.

Until now we have compared only averaged values, how-
ever the fluctuations, or similarly, which shape do the prob-
ability distributions of these quantities have, might also play
a role. Therefore, in Fig. 4 we quantify the distribution of Vs
for the HI+ and HI- cases, for various cases where the aver-
age velocity ⟨Vs⟩ is the same. Panel (a) shows results with
RHI+

p = 1, while panel (b) with RHI+
p = 2. Figure 4 shows that

even though the average velocity is same, the distribution is
always broader for the HI+ case, and that for HI- the distribu-
tion broadens for smaller bead radius. This can be understood
since fluctuations have a larger effect for smaller particles in
the presence of an explicit solvent. Increasing the size of the
dimer in the HI+ case shows to make the difference with HI-
smaller. Nevertheless, we remain with RHI+

p = 1, due to com-
putational efficiency.

III. POLAR CHEMOATTRACTIVE ACTIVE POLYMER

We employ now the described models and use the parame-
ters optimized for the comparison with and without HI, and
with these we investigate the properties first of a passive
polymer and then of a chemoattractive active polymer. The
chemophoretic polymer is composed of a sequence of one
source S, one phoretic P, and two linker L beads in three-
dimensions56 (as shown in the sketch in Fig. 5) having N
monomers, namely N/4 sequences. As described in Sec. II A,
S accounts for beads with catalytic behavior, P beads with a
phoretic significant response, chosen here to be chemoattrac-
tive, and L beads with no catalytic and no significant phoretic
response. In this way, there is an effective local tangential
force from each P bead towards the S direct neighbouring
beads (purple arrows in Fig. 5), which provides the polymer
with a well-defined polar active behavior. Furthermore, there
is also long ranged attraction from the P beads to all non-
neighboring S (black arrows in Fig. 5), which decreases with
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the beads separation, and provides the polymer with an addi-
tional attractive contribution. In the HI+ case, these phoretic
polymers have already shown to undergo a coil to globule
transition by increasing the chemical activity56. However,
those results were limited to relatively short polymers due to
the high computational cost of the HI+ polymer model. Here,
we compare results of the HI+ and HI-, first to quantify the
effect of HI, and then to extend the study in the HI- case to
larger polymers.

S

S S

L

L

L
L

L
L

P

P

P

FIG. 5. Polymer sketch with source beads (S) in red, phoretic beads
(P) in blue and linker beads (L) in grey. Purple thick arrows indicate
the direction of the local self-propelled force on the dimer, and black
arrows indicate the phoretic attraction between distant source and
phoretic beads.

A. Passive polymer

In order to test the proposed models, we first analyze the
properties of a passive polymer with and without HI by calcu-
lating the radius of gyration Rg, defined as

Rg =

√
1
N

N

∑
i=1

(ri −Rcm)
2, (13)

where Rcm is the center of mass of the chain and ri is the
position vector of ith bead. Since thermal fluctuations make
that the polymer adopts a multitude of configurations with dif-
ferent values of Rg, we calculate the probability distribution
function P(Rg) of polymers in the steady state. The results
in Fig. 6(a) for the passive polymer case show that the Rg is
displaced to larger values in the HI+ model with respect to the
HI- model. In principle, the presence of HI is not expected to
affect the steady state average values of Rg in equilibrium, as
has previously checked in studies using computational meth-
ods with explicit72 and implicit solvents71, respectively. The
origin of the mismatch observed in Fig. 6(a) is therefore re-
lated to the combination of implicit (BD) and explicit solvent
(MPCD) approaches here employed. The larger Rg values ob-
tained with MPCD can be understood as an effective repulsion
given by a solvation layer which is present in experiments and
also in computational methods with explicit solvent, but not
in implicit solvent methods like BD. In order to take this sol-
vent effect into account in the BD simulations, we include a
soft repulsive interaction as described for the RPh-BD model
in Sec. II B, referred here as HI-R. In Fig. 6(a), the results for
the distributions P(Rg) using HI-R with ai j = 25 and r′c = 3
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FIG. 6. Radius of gyration probability distribution function for poly-
mers with N = 76 beads simulated with and without hydrodynamic
interactions, HI+ and HI- respectively, and without HI but with ad-
ditional soft repulsion HI-R. a) Passive polymer, b) chemoattractive
active polymer. Insets correspond to the time evolution of the ra-
dius of gyration averaged over ensembles, showing the typical re-
laxation time starting from a stretched configuration until reaching
steady state in all cases. Included snapshots illustrate typical steady
state configurations in a) all passive cases are difficult to distinguish,
so only the HI-R case is displayed, and in b) the collapsed state with
HI- is displayed together with the one from HI+, which clearly dif-
fer from each other. The HI-R case is very similar to HI+ and is not
shown. See also related movie in Supplementary material.

show a very reasonable agreement with the distributions ob-
tained with the HI+ model.

Information about the characteristic dynamic behavior is
obtained by quantifying the time evolution of the averaged ra-
dius of gyration for simulations starting from a stretched con-
figuration. The time decay to the steady state value is shown in
the inset of Fig. 6(a). Previous works on passive polymers71,72

have shown a faster collapse in presence of hydrodynamic in-
teractions, which we clearly recover here. Curiously, the in-
clusion of repulsion in the Brownian model does not make the
dynamics as faster as in the presence of HI, but the relaxation
becomes even slower than for the purely Brownian case. This
is an indication that the effective repulsion accounts for the
additional solvent induced swelling of the polymer, but does
not account for other solvent induced dynamic effects.

B. Active polymer: transition to a globule state

The radius of gyration is calculated also in simulations with
activity, and P(Rg), the probability distribution function is
shown for Pe = 4.4 in Fig. 6(b). Activity shows to induce
in all cases a transition to a globule state, as clearly depicted
by the shift of peak to lower Rg values with respect to those in
the passive case, similarly to previously described in the pres-
ence of HI56. This transition is due to the long range chemi-
cal gradient produced by the reaction on the S bead. The net
chemical gradient then causes a subsequent effective attrac-
tion between P and all other S beads due to diffusiophoresis,
thereby reducing the average size of the polymer.

While the transition to a globule state occurs both in the
presence and absence of HI, the peak occurs at a lower Rg for
HI- model, which can be understood similarly as in the equi-
librium case due to the presence of a certain solvent induced
repulsion. The different compact globules are shown in the
typical conformation snapshots in Fig. 6(b). The inclusion of
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the same repulsion force as in the passive case also prevents
the polymer to collapse beyond a certain limit, such that there
is only a small difference between the results with HI+ and
HI-R. Similar to the passive case, the time evolution of the
average Rg with time in the presence of activity is shown in
the inset of Fig. 6(b). Activity makes that the relevant decay
times are shorter than in the passive case. This is around 40%
faster in the HI+ case, and about 5 times faster in the HI- case.
This implies that, opposite to the passive case, the presence
of hydrodynamics (HI+) makes the polymer decay to its equi-
librium size in a time almost twice as long than the purely
Brownian case (HI-). Brownian with included repulsion (HI-
R) polymers show a similar decay time as the HI+ case, which
can not be directly explained as an extrapolation of the passive
results. The effect of the hydrodynamic solvent has therefore
non-trivial dynamic implications.

C. Structural properties dependence on polymer length
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FIG. 7. a) Radius of gyration Rg for polymers of various sizes N
in steady state with and without HI, in equilibrium (empty symbols)
and for different phoretic activities (full symbols), averaged over en-
sembles and time in the steady state. Note that the non-monotonous
variation of Rg with N in the presence of activity. Dotted lines in-
dicate a N0.61 scaling for equilibrium configurations. Dashed lines
are a guide to eye for polymers with activity in the intervals where
Rg grows with N, indicating N0.33, the globular scaling, which is not
yet reached for longer polymers. b) Same data as in a) here normal-
ized by the equilibrium values, showing a monotonous decrease of
the relative radius of gyration with increasing activity and polymer
size.

The radius of gyration normalized by the bead radius is de-
picted in Fig. 7(a) as a function of N, for the passive case and
for various activities. The effective polymer size given by Rg
scales with the number of monomers as Rg ∼Nν , which deter-
mines the Flory exponent ν . For the passive polymer, the three
models exhibit the expected scaling exponent ν0 ≈ 0.61, in-
dicating an open coil state of the polymer, as already reported
for the HI+ case56, and illustrated in the snapshot in Fig. 6(a).

With the presence of activity the polymer collapses into a
globule, as illustrated in the snapshots in Fig. 6(b), which be-
comes smaller the larger the applied activity. For relatively
short active chains, a scaling growth behavior with the num-
ber of monomers is also observed in Fig. 7, but with a smaller
exponent than in the passive case, νa ≈ 0.33, which is the
signature of emergence of globular states. This exponent is
the same for the three methods, namely it does not vary in the

presence or absence of HI. The size of the polymers in HI+
shows a monotonous growth up to N = 76 beads, and simu-
lations with longer chains are not performed due to the large
computational cost of including the explicit solvent.

Longer polymers are relatively easy to simulate in the ab-
sence of HI, such that we extend the investigation up to poly-
mers of N = 600 monomers. In the absence of HI, the Rg
exhibits a non-monotonic behaviour. After the power law
growth for short chains, for the intermediate polymer size
(50 ≤ N ≤ 100) the Rg decreases with N, which then starts
rising again on increasing N. As evident from Fig. 7(a), the
non-monotonic behaviour is activity dependent and becomes
stronger with increasing activity. For an active chain, as we
increase N, the number of active sites also increases thereby
enhancing the net attraction between the polymeric segments.
Simultaneously, increasing N also leads to higher entropy of
the system. The competition between the attractive active
force and the entropy results into the non-monotonic feature
in the Rg scaling. The intermediate N regime is where the
attractive force dominates over entropy leading to more com-
pact structures. For the HI+ case such non-monotonous be-
havior is not observed, however our data is not enough to con-
clude if this will simply occur at slightly larger N values than
for the HI- counterparts, or if the presence of HI is enough
to compensate the effect of attraction. Simulations with the
HI-R model, which are very similar to the HI+ case for short
chains, also show clearly the non-monotonous growth of the
Rg with the polymer length. We therefore conclude that this
non-monotonous growth is an intrinsic property of chemoat-
tractive polymers at these low values of the activity. For long
enough polymers, the radius of gyration grows again with in-
creasing values of N. The growth exponents seem to vary with
Pe and the employed model, which will be studied elsewhere.
The configurations show to be collapsed, and in Fig. 7(a) the
globular scaling exponent νa = 0.33 is displayed as a guide to
eye.

To further understand the non-monotonous growth of Rg
with N, we display in Fig. 7(b) the Rg of the chains with ac-
tivity, normalized by their average radius of gyration in the
passive case ⟨Rg0⟩. For short polymers, we employ the val-
ues explicitly calculated for each of the models in the passive
case. For longer polymers, we extrapolate the values using
the power law with the corresponding Flory exponent. The
results indicate that the globules become progressively more
compact with increasing N, and also with increasing Pe. This
compression is faster for short polymer lengths and reaches a
constant value for longer polymer lengths. This compression
ratio is also almost the same for the three simulation models,
showing that for this change in structure, HI or the soft repul-
sive interaction between monomers do not play a fundamental
role in the formation of the compact globules.

D. Dynamical Properties

The polymer dynamical properties have been shown to be
affected by activity either by enhancing its directional veloc-
ity, in the case of semi-flexible polymers88, or by amplifying
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FIG. 8. Time dependence of the end to end correlation function CR(t)
for polymers of various lengths at Pe = 4.4 a) corresponds to HI+ re-
sults, and b) to HI-. Symbols are calculated from the simulations
with Eq. (14) for various polymer lengths. Discontinuous lines are
the fits to the exponential CR(t) ∼ e−t/τR . In the inset of a) the ob-
tained characteristic relaxation times τR are displayed as a function
of the polymer length N. The dotted lines in the inset indicate the
N1.66 scaling as expected from the Rouse dynamics for short polymer
lengths. The dashed lines correspond to the scaling as N, confirm-
ing the Zimm dynamics. The non-monotonous behaviour for longer
chains show similar dependence to Fig. 7(a).

its effective diffusion, in case of flexible polymers44. Here, we
probe the relaxation dynamics of the polymer by calculating
the time correlation CR(t) of the normalized end-to-end vector
R̂E(t) = [rN(t)− r1(t)]/|rN(t)− r1(t)| defined as

CR(t) =
〈
R̂E(t − t0) · R̂E(t0)

〉
, (14)

and calculated in the steady state, namely in time intervals
where there is no dependence on the initial time t0. We plot
the CR(t) for HI+ and HI- models in Fig. 8(a) and Fig. 8(b), re-
spectively. The decay of the correlation function very reason-
ably agrees with an exponential decay CR(t)∼ exp(−t/τR)

89,
for a large range of N values. The characteristic relaxation
time of the polymer τR can then be calculated by fitting the
exponential decay of CR(t). Results are shown in the inset of
Fig. 8(a).

For HI+ model in Fig. 8(a), the correlation function decays
slower with time the larger are the polymers, this is there is a
systematic increase in τR, as also shown in the inset. For HI-
model in Fig. 8(b), it can be seen that the correlation func-
tion decays with time does not show a monotonous behav-
ior with increasing polymer length. This trend is easier ob-
served in the dependence of τR with N in the inset of Fig. 8(a)
where the data obtained for the HI-R shows the same depen-
dence, with slightly larger values of τR. These larger times are
in agreement with the non-steady state relaxation times dis-
cussed in Sec. III B, and shown in the inset of Fig. 6(b). For
short polymer lengths, the values of τR scale with N3νa for the
HI+ case (this is N), and with N1+2νa for both HI- and HI-R
(this is N1.66), in agreement with Zimm and Rouse dynam-
ics89, respectively. For medium size polymers without HI, a
non-monotonous decrease of τR with N behavior is observed,
similar to the radius of gyration. The non-monotonous behav-
ior could be due to the enhancement in the effective attraction
between the monomers at these intermediate N values which
lead to smaller values of Rg and also to faster movement of the
polymer and hence lower τR. For long polymers, τR increases

again with N, with a scaling that seems consistent with Rouse
in the HI- case, but it is not so clear in the HI-R case. The
difference between the results of these two methods has the
additional value of illustrating the relevance of the solvation
layer, which is expected to vary considering specific details of
different systems with experimental relevance.

Hence, both the structural and dynamical quantification in-
dicates that the presence of the competing attractive, steric and
entropic forces in the polymer leads to a non-monotonic be-
haviour. We therefore expect that this behaviour will also be
seen in the presence of HI for longer polymers.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

An effective implicit method to simulate the properties of
chemophoretic colloidal based systems is here proposed and
optimized for the case of chemoattractive polymers, in the
absence of HI. While in principle phoresis is a solvent in-
duced phenomena, this method treats the phoretic thrust as
an effective interaction between colloids, or monomer beads.
Similar to experimental conditions, the phoretic thrust has the
same nature when it translates into self-propulsion, or inter-
particle induced repulsion, attraction, or torque. The bene-
fits of the proposed method are twofold. On the one hand,
the method parameters can be chosen to closely map another
method where hydrodynamic interactions are explicitly con-
sidered, such that a direct comparison of the results obtained
with the two methods enables the quantification of the effect
of HI in the relevant system properties. On the other hand, the
absence of explicit solvent makes it easier to investigate the
phoretic properties of much larger systems.

For polymers in equilibrium conditions, the presence of ex-
plicit solvent results into an additional soft repulsion among
beads, together with an enhancement of the typical relax-
ation time. The phoretic Brownian dynamics model is then
extended to consider the effect of an additional soft repul-
sion, which mimics the effect of a solvation layer effect also
present in experimental systems. For the chemoattractive ac-
tive polymers here investigated, a transition to a globular state
is observed in all models. The repulsive Brownian model ac-
curately recovers configurations of the active hydrodynamic
model, which are more compact in the BD model, due to ab-
sence of solvent, similar to the passive case. However, op-
posite to the passive case, in the presence of activity the dy-
namic relaxation time gets faster when hydrodynamic inter-
actions are considered. This indicates first that the the effect
of hydrodynamics can be non-trivial, and second that repul-
sive Brownian dynamics method is a very promising tool that
can be used to precisely evaluate their effect. Long chemoat-
tractive polymers show a relative shrinkage, which increases
both with polymer size and with activity. However, the ab-
solute change of size with polymer size, and of the charac-
teristic relaxation time of the end-to-end relaxation time is
non-monotonous, which is due to the balance of two oppo-
site effects. The larger number of active phoretic monomers
as the polymer size increases makes the overall attraction be-
tween monomers stronger, facilitating the collapse into more
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compact structures. Simultaneously, the increase of entropy,
due to the increase of local tangential force, facilitates the
polymer extension. In conclusion, the phoretic Brownian dy-
namic models here proposed are shown to constitute a very
competitive alternative for the simulation of diffusiophoretic
processes, which we expect will trigger a number of related
studies of phoretic synthetic materials, or even in the corre-
lated motion of active units on chromosomes where similar
mechanisms play an important role.
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