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The directed motion of active colloids is governed by spatial variations in surface chemistry and
interfacial stress, yet these properties remain extremely difficult to measure directly. We introduce a
physics-informed neural network framework that infers the slip distribution driving propulsion from
partial observations of the surrounding flow. By combining sparse fluid velocity measurements with
the Stokes equations and boundary constraints, the method reconstructs both the near-surface slip
and the full velocity and pressure fields. Validation against analytical solutions and Boundary Ele-
ment Method calculations for canonical active colloid models shows quantitative agreement in both
unbounded and confined geometries. Crucially, the framework recovers the surface slip even when no
flow data are available near the particle, demonstrating that accessible bulk measurements encode
the interfacial stresses responsible for active motion. These results establish physics-informed infer-
ence as a powerful tool for characterizing and ultimately controlling interfacially driven transport

in colloidal active matter.

Introduction.—Interfacial-driven flows arise from spa-
tial variations in mechanical stress generated by gradi-
ents in interfacial tension, temperature, concentration,
surface charge, or chemical activity [1-4]. Because these
stresses mediate momentum transfer between interfaces
and the surrounding fluid, they govern how soft materi-
als and complex liquids move, reorganize, and respond
to their environments [5-8]. A prominent example, and
the focus of this work, is colloidal active matter, in which
interfacial stresses drive particle self-propulsion. Spatial
variations in surface chemistry or interfacial tension gen-
erate surface flows that propel particles through viscous
fluids [9-13]. These stresses govern propulsion and shape
particle-boundary interactions [14-23], particle-particle
dynamics [24-30], and responses to external fields [31-
37]. More broadly, resolving near-surface flow and slip
is essential for understanding the coupling between me-
chanical transport and biochemical activity, as seen in
cortical flows of biological systems such as Drosophila
embryos, where spatially organized surface contractil-
ity coordinates nuclear positioning and cell-cycle oscil-
lations [38-40]. Quantitatively resolving these surface
properties is therefore essential for predicting transport
and nonequilibrium organization in active matter.

Despite their importance, quantities such as slip veloc-
ity, phoretic mobility, and local interfacial stress remain
difficult to measure. Bulk flow fields can be resolved with
modern optical imaging techniques [41, 42], but measure-
ments near surfaces are often noisy or incomplete be-
cause of optical distortions and tracer—boundary interac-
tions [43, 44]. Direct stress measurements are even more
limited, since traction force microscopy and interfacial
rheometry provide only substrate-restricted or spatially

averaged information [45, 46]. As a result, the interfacial
properties that govern propulsion often remain experi-
mentally inaccessible.

Inferring these hidden boundary conditions from sur-
rounding flow data requires solving an inverse Stokes
problem that is typically ill-posed, highly sensitive to
noise, and computationally demanding [47]. Classical
numerical approaches, such as finite and boundary el-
ement methods (FEM/BEM), excel at forward simula-
tions, where boundary conditions are prescribed, but are
not designed to infer them from partial data. These lim-
itations motivate frameworks that combine physical con-
straints with available measurements to extract interfa-
cial information directly from flow fields.

Physics-informed neural networks (PINNs) provide one
such route. By embedding the governing equations into
the training loss together with experimental or simulated
data, PINNs enforce physical consistency even when mea-
surements are sparse or incomplete [48-51]. They have
been used to reconstruct flow fields from incomplete ob-
servations [52-55], infer pressure from MRI data [56],
and identify constitutive laws in complex materials [57].
These prior studies illustrate how physics-constrained
learning can be a powerful tool for solving inverse prob-
lems that challenge traditional numerical approaches.

Here, we introduce a PINN-based framework that in-
fers the surface slip velocity of an active colloid di-
rectly from sparse measurements of the surrounding flow
(Fig. 1). The network reconstructs the full velocity and
pressure fields by enforcing the Stokes equations and
boundary conditions, producing solutions consistent with
both the data and the underlying hydrodynamics. This
mesh-free approach is particularly suited to situations
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(a) Bulk flow around an active colloid can be measured accurately, but data within the near-surface region (red

hatched band) are typically noisy or missing, obscuring the slip velocity and interfacial stresses that generate propulsion. (b)

Spatial coordinates r = (z, vy, ) serve as inputs, and the network outputs (uz",uy", uz™, p""

). Physics-based losses enforce the

Stokes equations, incompressibility, force- and torque-free conditions, boundary constraints, and no-slip walls when present,

while a data-loss term penalizes deviations from measured velocities.

reconstructions of the flow field and surface slip distribution.

where near-surface flow cannot be measured accurately.
By inferring the hidden slip distribution and its associ-
ated flow, the method quantitatively links experimentally
accessible hydrodynamic fields to the interfacial mecha-
nisms that generate propulsion.

The remainder of the manuscript is organized as fol-
lows. We outline the hydrodynamics of active colloids
and introduce the squirmer and phoretic Janus particle
models. We then describe the PINN formulation and val-
idate it using analytical solutions and BEM simulations.
Finally, we discuss the broader implications of this frame-
work and its extensions to more complex systems.

Active Colloid Hydrodynamics.—To model the dynam-
ics of an active colloid, we consider a particle of radius a
moving in a low Reynolds number fluid described by the
Stokes equations

nWVu—-Vp=0, V-u=0, (1)

where 77, u, and p denote the dynamic viscosity, fluid
velocity, and pressure, respectively. For a free particle,
the boundary condition at infinity is v — 0, and for
confining boundaries, we impose no slip at the wall. At
the particle surface, the fluid velocity satisfies

u=U+Qx (r—mry) + us, (2)

where U and (2 are the translation and angular velocities
of the particle, which can be probed experimentally, and
u is the slip velocity. The particle satisfies the force-
and torque-free conditions

F:/a-ﬁdS:O, T:/(r—ro)x(a-ﬁ)dSzo.
s s

3)
Here, 0 = —pI + n(Vu + Vu®) is the hydrodynamic
stress tensor, fi the surface normal, and integration is
taken over the entire particle surface S. These con-
straints, together with the Lorentz reciprocal theorem,

Minimizing the total loss yields physically consistent

yield the translational and angular velocities, U and (2,
for a given slip velocity distribution ug [3].

Squirmer Model.—A standard model for the slip veloc-
ity of an active colloid is the squirmer model, in which

ugs = Bysinf + By sinf cosf, (4)

where 6 is the polar angle relative to the swimming di-
rection d, and |U| = 2|B;|/3 is the swimming speed. In
this work, we fix By = 1. The dimensionless squirmer pa-
rameter S; = By/|Bj| classifies the flow field generated
by the particle as a puller (85 > 0), pusher (85 < 0), or
neutral swimmer (8; = 0). The Stokes equations for a
squirmer in an unbounded domain admit an analytical
solution, which we use as a reference [58, 59]. We also
employ BEM to compute flow fields, as it is an accurate,
established method for Stokes flows [18, 60].

Phoretic Janus Particle Model.—For a phoretic Janus
particle, we consider a generic model in which one hemi-
sphere emits solute while the other hemisphere consumes
t [25, 61]. This model describes a broad class of chemi-
cally driven active colloids, including enzyme-coated par-
ticles, thermoresponsive microgels, and bimetallic col-
loids [9, 62-67]. The slip velocity resulting from solute
gradients along the surface of the particle is

u, = —b(n) V,C|_, (5)

where C' is the solute concentration, Vy, = (I — i) - V
is the surface-gradient operator. The phoretic mobility
b(7) depends on particle-solute interactions and may be
positive or negative [68, 69]. We treat b(7) as constant
on each hemisphere, denoted by b, and b,, and define the
mobility ratio 8, = b,/b.. We assume a purely diffusive
solute so that the concentration field obeys the continuity
equation 9;C = DV?2C, where D is the solute diffusiv-
ity. In our calculations, we assume solute relaxation is
fast compared to particle motion, and the concentration
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Comparison of PINN-predicted (blue) and BEM (pink) flow fields in the yz-plane for squirmer and phoretic Janus

particles in the laboratory frame. Panels (a,c) show unbounded cases: a puller squirmer with s = 5 and a Janus particle with
By = —10. Panels (e,g) show corresponding near-wall configurations, with the particle centered at zo/a = 2; the squirmer is
oriented normal to the wall, and the Janus particle is oriented at rot, = /3. Panels (b,f) report the surface slip velocity for
squirmers with 8s = {—5,0,5}, and panels (d,h) report slip velocities for Janus particles with 8, = {—10,1,10}. In all cases,
open symbols denote BEM results and filled symbols denote PINN predictions. For the squirmer, solid curves in panels (b,f)
show the analytical slip distribution used as reference. Velocities are normalized by the swimming speed |U]|.

field is treated as quasisteady, and satisfies the Laplace
equation DV?(C — Cy,) = 0, with Cy the far-field con-
centration. We provide additional model details in the
End Matter for phoretic Janus particles.

PINN Framework.—Figure 1(b) gives an overview of
the PINN framework used to infer the near-surface flow
field and interfacial slip distribution from partial velocity
data. A fully connected neural network with trainable
weights and biases (W,b) learns a mapping from spa-
tial coordinates » = (x,y, z) to the hydrodynamic fields
(Wnny Pun) = (u(r; W,b), p(r; W,b)). These weights and
biases are optimized by minimizing a composite loss func-
tion that couples physical constraints with available data,

L = MLppr + AaLic + A3Lp1 + ALywan + A5 Ldata (6)

where the hyperparameters \; control their relative
weights. The loss terms enforce the incompressible Stokes
equations, boundary conditions at particle surface, force-
and torque-free constraints on the particle, and no-slip
conditions on walls. Finally, Lqata penalizes deviations
between predicted and measured velocities at selected
points. The network is implemented in PyTorch and
trained with the Adam optimizer and an adaptive learn-
ing rate until the total loss saturates below a prescribed
tolerance. Details of the architecture, loss terms, and
hyperparameters are provided in the End Matter.
PINN Results.—We first assess the PINN’s ability to
recover hydrodynamic fields in an unbounded domain.
Figure 2(a,c) compares predictions of the flow field for

a puller-type squirmer (s = 5) and a phoretic Janus
particle (8, = —10), respectively. The PINN stream-
lines (blue) closely match BEM solutions (pink), includ-
ing near-surface regions (r/a < 1.2) where no train-
ing data were supplied. The PINN also accurately pre-
dicts the surface slip velocity: Fig. 2(b,d) compares
the PINN, BEM, and analytical solutions for squirmers
with 85 = {-5,0,5} [568, 59] and Janus particles with
Bp = {—10,1,10}, showing excellent agreement in both
magnitude and angular dependence of the slip.

To quantify the agreement between the PINN predic-
tions and reference solutions, we compute the relative
Lo error between the PINN-predicted and analytical (or
BEM) velocity fields, Er, = [[upinn — Uret||2 / || tret|2,
where ||-|]|2 denotes the Euclidean norm evaluated over all
grid points. Table I reports the errors for squirmers and
Janus particles across several values of 5. In all cases,
the PINN achieves small relative errors in both the flow
field and the slip velocity, comparable to those obtained
from a BEM calculation. For reference, the BEM so-
lution for the squirmer model in an unbounded domain
closely matches the analytical solution, with average Lo
errors of 0.018 for the flow field and 0.057 for the slip ve-
locity. These results show that the PINN maintains high
accuracy across particle types and activity strengths and
can recover the near-surface slip even without training
data in this region.

To further assess the robustness and generalization ca-
pability of the PINN framework, we extend the analysis



Squirmer Unbounded Near-wall
Bs FlOW EL2 Slip EL2 FIOW EL2 Slip EL2
-5 0.020 0.029 0.024 0.075
0 0.020 0.007 0.073 0.055
5 0.020 0.031 0.032 0.080
Janus Unbounded Near-wall
Bp Flow Er, Slip Fr, Flow Er, Slip Fr,
-10 0.093 0.130 0.067 0.092
1 0.042 0.044 0.059 0.046
10 0.053 0.046 0.055 0.063
TABLE I. Relative Lo errors for flow and slip predictions

for squirmer and Janus particles in unbounded and near-wall
geometries. Unbounded squirmer errors use analytical solu-
tions as a reference for both flow and slip; near-wall flow errors
use BEM as a reference, while slip errors remain referenced
to the analytical profiles. For Janus particles, all errors are
computed relative to BEM solutions.

to particles near a no-slip rigid boundary. In this set-
ting, the network includes an additional loss term en-
forcing zero velocity at the wall. The presence of the
boundary introduces strong hydrodynamic interactions
that substantially alter both the flow field and the par-
ticle’s motion, providing a stringent test of the method.
Wall-induced coupling modifies translational and rota-
tional velocities in a manner that depends on propulsion
mechanism, distance from the wall, orientation, and the
value of 8. In addition, for phoretic Janus particles, prox-
imity to the wall perturbs the solute concentration field,
thereby changing the slip distribution when the particle
approaches the boundary. In contrast, for squirmers, the
wall affects only the hydrodynamic flow field, which can
alter the translational and angular velocity of the parti-
cle, but the slip velocity remains prescribed by Eq. (4).

Despite these complexities, the PINN accurately cap-
tures both the qualitative structure and quantitative
details of the near-wall hydrodynamics, showing excel-
lent agreement with the BEM solutions. Figure 2(e-h)
presents representative predictions for a puller squirmer
and a phoretic Janus particle positioned above a wall.
In both cases, the PINN reconstructs the wall-modified
streamlines with high fidelity, including the enhanced
circulation and geometric asymmetry generated by the
boundary [Fig. 2(e,g)]. The corresponding slip veloci-
ties [Fig. 2(f,h)] also agree closely with BEM, with the
PINN reproducing the angular dependence across differ-
ent squirmer modes 35, = {5,0,—5} and phoretic mo-
bility ratios 8, = {—10,1,10}. Although no analyti-
cal solutions exist in the confined geometry, quantita-
tive comparisons with BEM show that the relative Lo
errors for both the flow and slip remain comparable to
the unbounded-domain values (Table I). This consistency

confirms that the PINN continues to infer near-surface
slip and the full velocity field with high accuracy, even
under strong hydrodynamic confinement.

Discussion.—This work introduces a physics-informed
neural network framework for resolving the interfacial
mechanisms that generate motion in active colloids. By
coupling sparse flow-field measurements with the Stokes
equations and appropriate boundary conditions, the
method reconstructs near-surface slip velocities and the
full velocity and pressure fields with high accuracy. Its
performance for both squirmers and phoretic Janus par-
ticles, in unbounded domains and near confining bound-
aries, shows that bulk hydrodynamic observations con-
tain sufficient information to infer the slip velocity re-
sponsible for propulsion.

The ability to infer boundary conditions directly from
partial observations suggests a broader strategy for char-
acterizing soft and active matter [70]. Incorporating ad-
ditional physical fields, such as solute concentration or
temperature, would enable inference of phoretic mobili-
ties, interfacial stresses, and other transport parameters.
Extending the framework to interacting colloids or active
droplets would allow data-driven reconstruction of col-
lective hydrodynamic interactions [71, 72]. Integrating
experimental flow data, where noise and tracer artifacts
are unavoidable, represents an important direction, since
PINN-based regularization can extract reliable physical
information under non-ideal measurement conditions.

Although developed here for active colloids, the ap-
proach is general. It provides a practical strategy for
inverse problems in complex fluids where boundary con-
ditions, rheological parameters, or interfacial stresses are
not directly accessible. Potential applications include mi-
crofluidic design [73, 74], parameter and stress inference
in non-Newtonian fluids [75, 76], near-interface particle
dynamics [16], and the stability and transport behav-
ior of multiphase and biological interfaces [77-79]. By
linking macroscopic flow observations to microscopic in-
terfacial physics, the framework provides a quantitative
path forward in systems where traditional computational
or experimental tools are limited.

A remaining challenge, shared with many PINN-based
approaches, is handling sharp gradients or discontinuities
across interfaces. Standard neural networks favor smooth
representations, which can reduce accuracy when the true
solution has rapid spatial variation. In our case, this
manifests as diminished slip-velocity accuracy for a Janus
particle very close to a wall (zp/a < 1.4), where the slip
profile exhibits steep variations. In contrast, the frame-
work performs well for squirmers at comparable separa-
tions (zo/a > 1.1). Recent advances including domain
decomposition [80, 81], specialized architectures [82, 83],
and interface-aware activation functions [84] offer poten-
tial remedies. As these developments mature, they are
likely to extend the range and robustness of physics-
informed inference for complex interfacial flows.
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END MATTER

Phoretic Janus Particle: Concentration Field—For the
phoretic Janus particle, we consider a particle with Janus
balance x = 0, corresponding to a half-coated configura-
tion. Mass conservation requires the emission and ab-
sorption fluxes Q). and @, to satisfy S.Q. — S,Q, = 0,
where S, and S, denote the areas of the emitting and
absorbing hemispheres. At steady state this implies
Qu/Qe = (1 4+ x)/(1 — x). The solute boundary con-
dition on the particle surface is

~D#a-VC(r)=H(-d) Q.+ [1 — H(i-d)] Qa,
where 1 is the outward normal, d is the Janus orien-
tation, and H(x) is a smooth indicator function. The
far-field condition is C(r) — Cu as |r| — oo; in wall-
bounded domains, C' satisfies a no-flux boundary condi-
tion at the wall. To avoid discontinuities at the emitting—
absorbing interface, we smooth the phoretic mobility pro-
file as

b(i)/be = H(R - d) + [1 — H(7 - d)] By,

with b, the mobility on the emitting side and 3, = b, /be
the mobility ratio. We adopt a sigmoid transition,

H(z) = %[1 + tanh(3(x — X))],

to regularize the hemispherical discontinuity. In un-
bounded geometries, analytical solutions of the Laplace
equation for C are available [18, 37]. For the general wall-
bounded configurations considered here, we compute the
solute field using BEM.

BEM Calculation Details—Boundary element method
(BEM) simulations are used to compute the solute con-
centration, fluid velocity fields, and particle kinematics.
We solve the Laplace and Stokes equations in three di-
mensions using their boundary-integral formulations, im-
plemented with BEMLIB routines in FORTRAN [60] and
extended to handle active Janus particles [17, 25]. These
calculations provide the reference solutions used for vali-
dation in both unbounded and wall-bounded geometries.

PINN Implementation Details—The Physics-Informed
Neural Network (PINN) framework was implemented in
PyTorch 2.2.1. Separate neural networks were assigned
to each output variable to improve convergence and sta-
bility. For rigid particles, the computational domain was
divided into two regions—the particle surface and the ex-
terior fluid—each represented by independent networks
predicting the velocity components and pressure, yielding
a total of eight networks. This modular design ensures
continuity across interfaces and facilitates extensions to
more complex geometries and boundary conditions. All
spatial derivatives required to evaluate the Stokes resid-
uals and stress tensors were computed via automatic dif-
ferentiation.

The network architecture consisted of nine fully con-
nected hidden layers with 128 neurons per layer. Weights
were initialized using PyTorch’s default Kaiming-uniform
initialization, and the Swish activation function f(x) =
x sigmoid(z) was used throughout to ensure smooth sec-
ond derivatives required by the governing equations. Al-
ternative activations such as hyperbolic tangent or sine
produced comparable results, whereas ReLU was avoided
because of its vanishing second derivative.

Network parameters were optimized using the Adam op-
timizer with an initial learning rate of 5 x 10™* and an
exponential decay (factor 0.1 every 1200 epochs). Train-
ing typically converged after approximately 4000 epochs,
when the total loss £ plateaued below 7 x 107°. The
loss hyperparameters were Ay = Ay = A3 = A\y = 1.0 and
A5 = 5.0. All hyperparameters—network depth/width,
activation, and loss weights—were fixed based on prelim-
inary experiments and standard PINN practices for fluid-
dynamics problems [85]. Batch size had minimal impact
on performance; we used a batch size of 256. All losses
were computed using the mean-squared-error norm.

Collocation points for the PDE residual were uniformly
sampled within a cubic domain enclosing the particle.
At each training step, a random subset of Nppg =~ 5500
points was used to evaluate Lppg, while Ngata =~ 4300
data points contributed to Lgata, and Npc =~ 3721
boundary points enforced Lpc on the particle surface.
An additional Niest = 29791 points were used to evaluate
predictive accuracy. Velocity data near the particle sur-
face (r/a < 1.2) were excluded to emulate experimental
limitations. All quantities were nondimensionalized us-
ing the particle radius a and characteristic velocity |U|
to improve numerical conditioning.

The computational complexity of a forward-backward
pass through a single network is O(LN?), where L is
the number of layers and N the number of neurons per
layer, corresponding to 9 x 1282 ~ 1.5 x 10° operations
per training point. Because the PDE residuals require
first- and second-order derivatives via automatic differ-
entiation, the effective cost increases by a constant factor.
The cost per epoch, therefore, scales as 0(8 Niotal LNQ)7
where Nigia1 is the total number of PDE, data, and
boundary points. With the parameters used here and the
available GPU resources, each training epoch required
approximately 4 seconds.



Algorithm 1 Training a PINN for active particle veloc-
ity and pressure fields

1:

Require:

e Eight neural networks, each predicting one out-
out out out ,_out

put: exterior flow g™, uy™, u"™, p and sur-
face/interface flow uy, uy, us, p°.

e Training data: velocity values at training points.

e Collocation points for PDE residual evaluation.

e Boundary condition points.

e Learning rate, batch size, and number of epochs.

o Loss weights A;.

: Pre-processing: prepare training data and batch collo-

cation points.

: Create neural networks with 9 hidden layers and 128

neurons per layer.

: Initialize optimizer and learning-rate scheduler.
: for epoch = 1,...,epochiota) do

Initialize losses: loss = 0.

for each batch (z,y, z) from PDE points do
Zero gradients of network parameters W and b.
Predict velocity and pressure fields.
Compute total loss: loss = £ = Zi/\i L;.
Compute gradients: loss.backward().
Update W and b using optimizer.step().
Accumulate batch losses.

End For

Record total loss for this epoch.

Update the learning rate using the scheduler.

Save model weights and loss values for diagnostics.

: End For
: Save final trained parameters W and b
: Prediction: Apply the trained model on test data points

to predict the velocity.




