arXiv:1909.02779v1 [physics.bio-ph] 6 Sep 2019

Pseudo-chemotaxis of active Brownian particles competing for food

Holger Merlitz,^{1, ∗} Hidde D. Vuijk,^1 René Wittmann,^2 Abhinav Sharma,^{1, 3} and Jens-Uwe Sommer^{1, 3} 1Leibniz-Institut für Polymerforschung Dresden, Institut Theorie der Polymere, 01069 Dresden 2Institut für Theoretische Physik II, Weiche Materie, Heinrich-Heine-Universität Düsseldorf, 40225 Düsseldorf, Germany 3Technische Universität Dresden, Institute of Theoretical Physics, 01069 Dresden, Germany

Using Brownian dynamics simulations, the motion of active Brownian particles (ABPs) in the presence of fuel (or ’food’) sources is studied. It is an established fact that within confined stationary systems, the activity of ABPs generates density profiles that are enhanced in regions of low activity, which is generally referred to as ’anti-chemotaxis’. We demonstrate that – contrary to common believes – in non-stationary setups, emerging here as a result of short fuel bursts, our model ABPs do instead exhibit signatures of chemotactic behavior. In direct competition with inactive, but otherwise identical Brownian particles (BPs), the ABPs are shown to fetch a larger amount of food. From a biological perspective, the ability to turn active would, despite of the absence of sensoric devices, encompass an evolutionary advantage.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ability to move is among the common features of living systems. Mobility opens the opportunity to escape from dangerous environments and to search for food sources to increase the intake of energy-rich substances, which enhance the metabolism, grant survival and eventually the chance for reproduction – the central theme of the game of evolution. It is not surprising that mobile lifeforms are abundant on all scales including the simplest microscopic organisms. Prominent examples are white blood cells chasing intruders [1], sperm cells rushing toward the oocyte [2] or bacteria such as Escherichia coli searching for food [3].

Such a motion involves a delicate apparatus of chemical sensors, information processing and direction control and is commonly called chemotaxis [4]. The question then arises how primitive organisms came to ’learn’ the mechanisms required for chemotaxis during early stages of evolution. In this context, recent theoretical and simulation studies of transport phenomena in systems with active Brownian particles (ABPs) [5, 6], i.e. lifeless selfpropelling micro- or nanomotors, can provide valuable insights: It has been demonstrated that these ABPs are capable of running up a spatial activity gradient under certain, non-stationary conditions [7–9]. Since this phenomenon does not involve any mechanism of sensing or data processing, the term pseudo-chemotaxis has been coined to contrast the same from ordinary chemotaxis, which, in addition to space-dependent activity, also requires a coupling between the direction of the fuel gradient and the orientation of the particle [10, 11]. Even though such a coupling has been shown to exist for torque-free spherical ABPs and to affect their motion in activity gradients [12, 13], the involved orientation bias is generally very low and actually directed against the activity gradient [9], i.e. reducing the impact

∗ merlitz@posteo.de

of pseudo-chemotaxis. The fundamental mechanism behind pseudo-chemotaxis has been described in terms of a dynamical reflection of the particle trajectory on the boundary between regions of different activity levels and shown to be vastly enhanced if the particle is allowed to store a single bit of memory [14].

In the laboratory, synthetic self-propelling agents, notably Janus-particles of spherical shape, are designed and employed to study the features of simple self-propelling motors. These particles are driven by catalytic reactions with a supplement to the solvent such as hydrogen peroxide [15] or hydrazine [16], or driven by thermal forces that are induced with intense light [11]. The smallest Janus-particles are of dimensions of only 30nm and thus of the same order as some of the proteins found in living systems [17]. As a matter of fact, catalytic enzymes have been reported to exhibit enhanced diffusion during catalytic activity [18–20], and the enhanced mobility has recently been claimed to originate from a (so far unknown) mechanism of self-propulsion [21]. This would imply that there exist biological systems, far simpler than living cells or bacteria, which feature self-propelled motion on a similarly low level of complexity as synthetic Janus-particles.

In the present work, we pick up previous studies of ABPs in activity gradients [9] and – motivated by biological evolution – attempt to approach the phenomenon of pseudo-chemotaxis from another angle: While transport properties such as first passage times and target hit probabilities have previously been studied in the presence of external activity fields, the present work interprets activity as a result of the intake of explicit food (or fuel) particles of limited resources in a competitive environment. Two species, ABPs, which temporarily turn active after food intake, and identical Brownian particles (BPs), which consume food but remain inactive, are competing for the food available in the system. In Sec. II we describe the numerical model that was implemented for the following Brownian dynamics simulations. Section III A describes stationary confined systems of ABPs and BPs into which food is injected continuously. We show that in such a setup the activity leads to an anti-chemotaxis as commonly reported for ABPs. In Sec. III B the systems are open and food is injected in terms of a short burst that emerges at a given distance to the particles. Here, pseudo-chemotaxis is observed and the ABPs exhibit an increased food consumption when compared to the passive BPs. Section III C investigates different food distributions and demonstrates that gradients in the food concentration are necessary for the ABPs to gain a significant advantage over their passive competitors. Our findings are summarized and discussed in Sec. IV.

II. NUMERICAL MODEL

Two types of particles exist (see Fig. 1): First, the standard Brownian particles (BPs) and, second, selfpropelling active Brownian particles (ABPs), activated for a given time-period, called boost time τ_B, after consuming a dimensionless (point-like) food particle. The spherical particles have diameters of d = 30nm and are dispersed in an implicit solvent of temperature T = 298K and dynamic viscosity η = 0.89mPa·s (corresponding to water at 298K). The resulting passive (i.e. in absence of self-propulsion) translational diffusion coefficient amounts to D_t = 0.016nm^2/ns, and the rotational relaxation time is of the order of τ_r = 9.2 · 10^3ns.

ABPs – when active – are driven with a force of f = 1pN, directed along the axis of their current orientation. This driving force generates an additional contribution to the translational diffusion of D_a = 0.048nm^2/ns, thrice the value of their passive diffusion. The driving force of 1pN is of the same order as recently proposed forces acting on catalytic enzymes of similar sizes [21]. We assume that the activity does not affect the rotational diffusion of the ABP. The point-like food particles are assumed to move with a translational diffusion coefficient that is larger by a factor five when compared to the BPs. A food particle is ’consumed’, i.e. removed from the system, as soon as it occupies the space taken by another particle.

Both BPs and ABPs may consume an unlimited number of food particles at any time (being active or not). After consumption of each food particle, the ABPs remain active only for a fixed time period, called boost time τ_B, i.e. no accumulation and storage of energy beyond a single quantity is taken into account.

Since we are interested in the dynamics of single particles, pair-interactions between particles as well as hydrodynamic interactions are absent. In confined systems, all particles (including food) interact with the confining walls via a standard repulsive Weeks-Chandler-Andersen-potential [22]. The time integration is carried out using a standard second-order Brownian dynamics algorithm [23] with a time step of dt = 10 ns. The system parameters are summarized in Table I.

Quantity Meaning d = 3 dimension of space b = 30 nm particle diameter m = 14.14 ag particle mass dt = 10 ns simulation timestep T = 298 K system temperature f = 1 ag · nm/ns^2 driving force (ABP) η = 0.981 mP a · s viscosity (solvent) ζ = 3πηb = 251.9 ag/ns frictional drag coeff. τm = m/ζ = 0.0561 ns momentum relax. time Dt = kB T /ζ = 0.0163 nm^2/ns passive diffusion coeff. Dr = 3Dt/b^2 = 5.45 · 10^{−5} ns^{−1} rot. diffusion coeff. τr = 1/(2Dr ) = 9180 ns rot. relaxation time v = f/ζ = 3.97 · 10^{−3} nm/ns final velocity (ABP) Da = v^2τr/d = 0.0482 nm^2/ns activated diffusion coeff. Ta = ζDa/kB = 880 K activated temperature

TABLE I. Simulation parameters and derived quantities.

III. RESULTS

A. Confined and stationary systems

In a first set of simulations, a total of 200 particles (100 of each species, BPs and ABPs) were placed into spherical confinements of radii R ∈ {200, 300, 400} nm. At the center, food particles were randomly generated at an average rate of 50 particles/μs. After a sufficiently long simulation time, all particle distributions turned stationary and are displayed in Fig. 2.

The stationary distributions of fuel-activated ABPs are non-uniform, being reduced in regions in which the food concentration is high (i.e. close to the center of the confinement). This is a consequence of the self-propulsion that comes along with their food consumption: It is well known that the stationary concentration of an ABP is inversely proportional to its average driven velocity and thus highest in regions of diminishing activity [24, 25]. In our simulations, this is visible at all system sizes, though the quantity of the ABP-depletion is highest in the small system (R = 200nm, solid black curve, note the logarithmic scale), while the distributions of BPs naturally remain unaffected by the food concentrations. The phenomenon observable in these simulations is thus the well known anti-chemotaxis of ABPs in stationary systems with activity gradients.

Figure 3 displays the average food consumption of each species in systems of different radii: In each case, the passive BPs are able to fetch food at a higher rate when compared to the ABPs, as a result of the reduced presence of ABPs close to the food source. We have repeated the simulations with different parameter settings, varying boost times τ_B and food production rates, arriving at the same qualitative conclusions: Anti-chemotaxis reflects itself in the average food consumption of the active particle species, and any degree of activity may be regarded a disadvantage as soon as food is needed for the metabolism of

FIG. 1. Schematic of particle characteristics, left panel: The system contains passive BPs (blue), ABPs (grey) and food particles (green). If an ABP runs into a food particle, it temporarily turns active and exhibits a persistent motion (right panel). The BP consumes food, too, but remains a passive Brownian walker. Which strategy is superior?

FIG. 2. Particle concentration as a function of (relative) distance to the center, for different sizes R of the reactor. Close to the food source, ABPs are active most of the time, leading to a significant depletion of their concentration. Close to the outer wall (right edge of the graphic), particle concentrations drop due to steric repulsion. Food-production rate: 50/μs; number of particles: 100 (of each species, ABPs and BPs); simulation time: 2s; boost time of ABPs: τB = 2τr ≈ 18μs.

a fictitious proto-lifeform. However, the validity of this conclusion is restricted to stationary systems, achieved by a continuous and infinite supply of food, as is going to be demonstrated in the following section.

B. Open and non-stationary systems

In the following set of simulations, we mimic a situation which may occur frequently in natural environments such as open bodies of water, e.g. ponds or lakes: A

FIG. 3. Food consumption rates of particles for different sizes of the reactor. As a result of the bias of their density distributions, ABPs consume less food that BPs, exhibiting antichemotaxis. With increasing size of the reactor, the ratio of activated to inactive APBs is diminishing and their food consumption rates are approaching those of the BPs.

temporary food source emerges and several species in its vicinity start to compete for food. The system is unconfined (on relevant length-scales) and the distributions of different species are non-stationary. Once again, we compare the average food consumption of passive BPs and ABPs.

Sets of 100 representatives of each species are initially randomly distributed on a shell of distance r_{ini} to a food source, which emits a given number of (here: 5000) food particles in an instant. These food particles subsequently diffuse into all directions, run into the surrounding particles and are eventually consumed. The ABPs are activated for a boost time of τ_B = 2τ_r ≈ 18μs upon con-

FIG. 4. Time evolution of the density distributions of BPs (black) and ABPs (red), as well as food-particles (green, scaled down), for different time intervals. Initially, BPs and ABPs start at the distance rini = 200nm to the center, boundaries are absent. A burst of food particles occurs at the center at t = 0. Upon food consumption, the density distribution of ABPs advances rapidly toward the food source. Boost time of an ABP after consumption of a food-particle: τB = 2τr ≈ 18μs.

sumption of a food particle, and this activity affects their transient concentration profiles.

The time evolution of these profiles is displayed in Fig. 4 for the case of r_{ini} = 200nm, for different time intervals (chosen to keep the statistical noise low). The initial δ-distributions of both particle species begin to spread and to run into the expanding distribution of food particles (panel a). Since the ABPs begin to propagate at an enhanced speed, the tail of the corresponding concentration profile (red) reaches out toward the center of the food source at which food concentration is highest (panels b-d). When compared to the passive BPs (black profiles), the ABPs reach regions of high food concentration at an earlier time. This advantage is reflected in the rates of food consumption as shown in Fig. 5 for three different initial distances of the particles: In particular at short distance to the food (black curves), the ABPs (solid curve) are able to fetch a larger number of food particles than the BPs (dashed curve).

The differences diminish with increasing initial distances of the particles (r_{ini} = 300nm, red curves, r_{ini} = 400nm, green curves), since here the food dilutes to a degree that the ABPs remain increasingly deactivated. Once the boost time τ_B is increased so that an ABP profits from elongated periods of activation, its advantage over the BP increases even in the case of larger initial distances to the food source (data not shown).

In a non-stationary setup, ABPs are therefore exhibiting a kind of chemotaxis which enables them to consume a larger amount of food than their non-active competitors. We call this phenomenon pseudo-chemotaxis be-

FIG. 5. Consumed food particles as a function of time after begin of the food burst. As a result of the bias of their density distributions, ABPs consume more food that BPs, exhibiting chemotaxis. The differences diminish with increasing initial distance rini to the center, since fewer ABPs are activated.

cause it does not involve any sensing of food gradients on the part of the active particle. In fact, no orientation-bias is required for pseudo-chemotaxis, as was already shown in a previous work [9]: While ABPs do even exhibit a small degree of orientation-bias inside activity gradients, this bias is pointing down the gradient and thus working against chemotaxis, yet remaining sufficiently weak to be negligible in the systems considered here.

C. The impact of food/fuel gradients

In order to analyze the importance of food concentration gradients, two test setups with immobile food particles are compared: First, the food has a Gaussian concentration: being allowed to diffuse from the location of their production for a short time and subsequently immobilized. In the second setup, food is distributed uniformly within a spherical volume of radius r = 100nm. Both setups contain 5000 food particles, while the remaining particle species start at r_{ini} = 200nm, outside the food sources, and the systems are unbounded.

While the particle distributions spread, a certain fraction enters the food-reservoirs and begins to consume food. ABPs are then turning active and once again this activity affects the dynamics of their concentration profiles. Figure 6 displays typical snapshots of the concentration profiles, averaged over the time interval of 0.1 < t < 0.15ms after setoff. The system that features a food gradient (left panel) once again exhibits an increased concentration of ABPs close to the food source at which the food density is at its maximum. Contrary to that, the (initially) uniform food distribution leads to a different situation (right panel): Although close to the center

FIG. 6. Time evolution of the density distributions of BPs (black) and ABPs (red), as well as food-particles (green, scaled down), averaged over the time interval of 0.1 < t < 0.15ms. Initial distance of the particles to the food source: rini = 200nm. Left panel: initial food profile is Gaussian, right panel: Initial food profile is a step-function. Food particles are immobile.

FIG. 7. Consumed food under the condition that the food concentration profile is a step function (green) or a Gaussian function (red). In the latter case, the ABPs experience an advantage over the passive BPs in terms of the amount of consumable food.

of the food source, there exists an enrichment of ABPs compared to BPs, the situation is the opposite closer to the periphery of the food reservoir, at which BPs are more abundant than ABPs. Since the food distribution is at this moment still fairly uniform, the enrichment at the center does not encompass any significant advantage in terms of food intake.

Figure 7 exhibits that both setups in fact lead to entirely different outcomes in terms of the food consumption: In the presence of a food gradient, the ABPs are able to fetch a higher number of food particles than passive BPs (red curves). Starting with a uniform food distribution does not lead to any systematic advantage for the ABPs (green curves). We have varied system parameters such a r_{ini} or the boost time τ_B of ABPs without arriving at qualitatively different outcomes: Whenever a gradient existed in the food concentration, the ABPs were able to take profit and gained a larger amount of food, while in the absence of such a gradient both BPs and ABPs received close to identical results. The phenomenon of pseudo-chemotaxis of ABPs in open, nonstationary systems is thus greatly supported by gradients which lead to high food/fuel concentrations.

IV. CONCLUSION

In the present work, we have approached the phenomenon of pseudo-chemotaxis of ABPs – recently discussed in the framework of transport properties such as first passage times and target hit probabilities [8, 9] – from another angle that is motivated by evolutionary considerations. The question that had to be addressed was: Does pseudo-chemotaxis actually lead to an advantage for a particle that is capable of food-induced motion, but unable to sense food gradients?

In our simulation study, two particle species had to compete for limited resources of food, the latter being simulated in terms of explicit food particles that could be consumed to trigger a temporary state of self-propulsion (in case of ABPs). The simulation parameters were chosen to be of similar dimensions as observed in real systems such as Janus particles of 30nm diameter [17] or catalytic enzymes, which appear to turn active during enzymatic activity [21].

The simulations confirm the well known fact that within a confined system and after reaching stationary, the ABPs preferably occupy regions of low activity. Consequently, our fuel-activated ABPs do also consume a smaller amount of food than (otherwise identical) passive BPs (Sec. III A). This is an unmistakable signature of anti-chemotaxis that has frequently been reported for ABPs in systems with activity gradients.

Non-stationary setups however can lead to the opposite situation in which ABPs exhibit an advantage over BPs (Sec. III B). The term pseudo-chemotaxis has been coined because – contrary to ordinary chemotaxis – it does not involve any features related to sensing or information processing. The ABPs are running up activity gradients as a result of a purely statistical effect, related to their enhanced mobility in these regions, and the present work demonstrates that the observed bias in their transient concentration profile does in fact lead to an advantage over non-active competitors in terms of food of fuel intake. In Sec. III C we further demonstrated that not only the ability to turn active, but also the presence of a food concentration gradient was necessary for the ABPs to surpass the food consumption of their non-active competitors.

From a biological point of view it is certainly tempting to speculate about a potential relevance of these insights for the evolution of early proto-lifeforms, which were sufficiently complex to feature a mechanism for selfpropulsion, but yet unable to perform any kind of sensing or data processing. It would be astonishing if the feature of pseudo-chemotaxis would not have made it into the toolkits of early evolution. Catalytic enzymes may be modern examples for complex molecules which exhibit such a combination of features. Pseudo-chemotaxis might thus have been a vehicle – based entirely on nonequilibrium physical processes – which enabled similar entities to enter the game of evolution, to compete for fuel or food, the potential to enhance their metabolism, and eventually their reproduction rate.

As a next level of realism, food consumption could be coupled to the reproduction rates of species, while the energy required for self-propulsion could be accounted for. Pair-potentials between different species and food particles could be implemented to generate correlated dynamics and mimic predator-prey interactions, which might also include a minimalist model for information processing.

[1] G. Fenteany and M. Glogauer. Cytoskeletal remodeling in leukocyte function. Curr. Opin. Hematol., 11:15, 2004.

[2] Wilhelm Friedrich Phillipp Pfeffer. Lokomotorische richtungsbewegungen durch chemische reize. Untersuch. aus d. Botan. Inst. Tübingen, 1:363, 1884.

[3] Howard C. Berg. E. coli in motion. Springer Verlag, Heidelberg, Germany, 2004.

[4] Howard C. Berg. Random Walks in Biology. Princeton University Press, Chichester, West Sussex, 1993.

[5] Clemens Bechinger, Roberto Di Leonardo, Hartmut Löwen, Charles Reichhardt, Giorgio Volpe, and Giovanni Volpe. Active particles in complex and crowded environments. Rev. Mod. Phys., 88:045006, 2016.

[6] Daigo Yamamoto and Akihisa Shioi. Self-propelled nano/micromotors with a chemical reaction: Underlying physics and strategies of motion control. KONA Powder Part. J., 32:2, 2015.

[7] Fei Peng, Yingfeng Tu, Jan C. M. vanHest, and Daniela A. Wilson. Self-guided supramolecular cargoloaded nanomotors with chemotactic behavior towards cells. Angew. Chem., 127(40):11828–11831, 2015.

[8] Pulak K. Ghosh, Yunyun Li, Fabio Marchesoni, and Franco Nori. Pseudochemotactic drifts of artificial microswimmers. Phys. Rev. E, 92:012114, Jul 2015.

[9] Hidde D. Vuijk, Abhinav Sharma, Debasish Mondal, Jens-Uwe Sommer, and Holger Merlitz. Pseudochemotaxis in inhomogeneous active brownian systems. Phys. Rev. E, 97:042612, 2018.

[10] Mihail N. Popescu, William E. Uspal, Clemens Bechinger, and Peer Fischer. Chemotaxis of active janus nanoparticles. Nano Letters, 18(9):5345–5349, 2018. PMID: 30047271.

[11] Celia Lozano, Borge ten Hagen, Hartmut Löwen, and Clemens Bechinger. Phototaxis of synthetic microswimmers in optical landscapes. Nat. Commun., 7:12828, 2016.

[12] A. Sharma and J.M. Brader. Brownian systems with spatially inhomogeneous activity. Phys. Rev. E, 96:032604, 2017.

[13] Holger Merlitz, Hidde Derk Vuijk, Joseph M. Brader, Abhinav Akshat Sharma, and Jens-Uwe Sommer. Linear response approach to active brownian particles in timevarying activity fields. J. Chem. Phys., 148 19:194116, 2018.

[14] Justus Kromer, Noelia de la Cruz, and Benjamin

M. Friedrich. Chemokinetic search with one bit of memory. arXiv:1904.11020 [physics.bio-ph], 2019.

[15] J. R. Howse, R. A. L. Jones, A. J. Ryan, T. Gough, R. Vafabakhsh, and R. Golestanian. Self-Motile Colloidal Particles: From Directed Propulsion to Random Walk. Phys. Rev. Lett., 99(4):048102, July 2007.

[16] Wei Gao, Allen Pei, Renfeng Dong, and Joseph Wang.

Catalytic iridium-based janus micromotors powered by ultralow levels of chemical fuels. J. Am. Chem. Soc., 136(6):2276–2279, 2014. PMID: 24475997.

[17] Tung-Chun Lee, Mariana Alarcon-Correa, Cornelia Mikch, Kersten Hahn, John F. Gibbs, and Peer Fischer. Self-propelling nanomotors in the presence of strong brownian forces. Nano Lett., 14:2407, 2014.

[18] Hari S. Muddana, Samudra Sengupta, Thomas E. Mallouk, Ayusman Sen, and Peter J. Butler. Substrate catalysis enhances single-enzyme diffusion. J. Am. Chem. Soc., 132(7):2110–2111, 2010. PMID: 20108965.

[19] Samudra Sengupta, Krishna K. Dey, Hari S. Muddana, Tristan Tabouillot, Michael E. Ibele, Peter J. Butler, and Ayusman Sen. Enzyme molecules as nanomotors. J. Am. Chem. Soc., 135(4):1406–1414, 2013. PMID: 23308365.

[20] Clement Riedel, Ronen Gabizon, Christian A.M. Wilson, Kambiz Hamadani, Konstantinos Tsekouras, Susan Marqusee, Steve Presse, and Carlos Bustamante. The heat released during catalytic turnover enhances the diffusion of an enzyme. Nature, 517(7533):227–230, 1 2015.

[21] Ah-Young Jee, Yoon-Kyoung Cho, Steve Granick, and Tsvi Tlusty. Catalytic enzymes are active matter. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 115(46):E10812–E10821, 2018.

[22] J.D. Weeks, D. Chandler, and H.C. Anderson. Role of repulsive forces in determining the equilibrium structure of simple liquids. J. Chem. Phys., 54:5237, 1971.

[23] Konstantin V. Klenin, Holger Merlitz, and Jörg Langowski. A brownian dynamics program for the simulation of linear and circular dna and other wormlike chain polyelectrolytes. Biophys. J., 74:780, 1998.

[24] Mark J. Schnitzer. Theory of continuum random walks and application to chemotaxis. Phys. Rev. E, 48:2553– 2568, Oct 1993.

[25] Holger Merlitz, Chenxu Wu, and Jens-Uwe Sommer.

Directional transport of colloids inside a bath of selfpropelling walkers. Soft Matter, 13:3726–3733, 2017.