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Condensates of active particles such as cells form almost-crystalline lattices which play a cent-
ral role in many biological systems. Typically, their properties have been determined merely by
analogy to the rather trivial one-dimensional case, leaving a gap between experimentally accessible
observables and suitable theoretical models. Within a harmonic approximation, we characterise
analytically a two-dimensional triangular lattice of active particles that interact with their nearest
neighbours through a general pair potential, obtaining exact expressions for the correlators. We
study this “active crystal” as a means of characterising active matter in the dense phase. Our
treatment correctly approximates arbitrary pair potentials, rather than demanding an unphysical
non-singular bilinear form. We retain “off-diagonal” terms that are routinely neglected despite quan-
tifying the anisotropy of the particles’ local potential. From the exact expressions for the correlation
matrices, we derive exact results that shed light on the presence (or absence) of crystalline order.
We further calculate the mean-squared particle separation, energy, entropy production rate and the
onset of a pressure-induced instability resulting in the breakdown of the harmonic approximation.
The entropy production rate is found to have a general form that is valid for generic active particles

and lattice geometries, while resembling that of non-interacting “active modes”.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Active matter encompasses systems whose constitu-
ents perpetually dissipate energy to perform directed mo-
tion. This frequently produces phenomena with no equi-
librium counterpart, such as boundary aggregation of
active particles [1-5] and autonomous ratcheting [6-9].
Perhaps the most striking phenomenon in active mat-
ter is motility-induced phase separation, i.e. the forma-
tion of a condensed phase from active particles that in-
teract only through repulsive forces [10]. When these
condensates are densely packed in two dimensions, they
form an almost-perfect triangular lattice or “active crys-
tal” [11-14]. In a mean-field spirit [15-17], much of
the understanding of the condensed phase in the liter-
ature is based on the much simpler analysis of the one-
dimensional counterpart [18-29]. As a result, there is
relatively little quantitative understanding of these crys-
tals in higher dimensions as well as apparent or supposed
clashes with established concepts such as the Mermin-
Wagner theorem [30-33]. Hence, to address these issues,
the present work characterises such active crystals in two
dimensions.

Starting from a setup of dense, non-linearly repulsively
interacting active particles, we show in App. A how a lin-
ear Langevin description of an active crystal is obtained
in the harmonic approximation. In this description, the
equations of motion are exactly solvable, so that correl-
ation functions can be determined in exact form. These
can then be used to quantify observables that are physic-
ally more relevant, such as the entropy production [3, 34—
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36] and fluctuations [37]. Our results relate the macro-
scopic properties of the active crystal directly to the un-
derlying microscopic interactions. Crucially, we avoid en-
tirely two commonly used approximations, namely 1) to
assume an unphysical, bilinear and diagonal, form of the
pair potential [14, 16, 17], whereby forces act along the
mutual relative displacement, rather than the connect-
ing vector, and 2) to adopt a mean-field-like approach
of casting the dynamics as an effective one-dimensional
equation [12-14] (originally derived in [15-17]), charac-
terised by a single effective coupling. Instead, we keep
the full lattice anisotropy and show in which sense crys-
talline order is or is not sustained in two dimensions as
well as when and how it breaks down. Such a quantit-
ative characterisation of active crystals can also inform
our understanding of more complex biological processes,
such as extrusion events in cell monolayers [38].

The remainder of this work is structured as follows:
in Section II, we describe the model in detail and high-
light the features that have been ignored or unnecessar-
ily approximated in the literature. Much of the tech-
nical details of the derivation are relegated to the ap-
pendices. In Section III, we state the main results of
the derivations, such as in which sense crystalline order
exists in the harmonic approximation, Eq. (8), the gen-
eral displacement correlators, Eq. (A54), and the mean
squared particle separation (i.e. the variance of the lat-
tice spacing), Eq. (12). We find the triangular lattice
sustains external pressure, but eventually undergoes a
buckling transition, beyond which the harmonic approx-
imation breaks down. We further demonstrate that activ-
ity spoils equipartition, Eq. (17), and finally calculate
the entropy production, Eq. (21). To our knowledge, the
present work is the first to calculate in closed form the
entropy production of many interacting degrees of free-
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of how the bulk of
a condensate of densely packed active particles, inter-
acting through repulsive pair potentials, can be approx-
imated by a harmonic active crystal. (a) IHlustration of
the repulsive pair potential felt by nearest neighbours of
the central particle. (b) In the bulk of the condensate,
particles form an ordered lattice. Particle interactions
are illustrated by springs, which are typically under pres-
sure. Arrows indicate the direction and magnitude of
each particle’s self-propulsion wy, (¢).

dom. The contribution to the entropy production from
each normal mode is found to have the same form as that
of non-interacting active particles moving in a harmonic
potential [36, 39]. In fact the derived expression is gener-
ally applicable to any system of active particles subject to
linear forces. Again, the details of the derivation can be
found in the extensive appendix, in particular App. A 4.
We finally conclude and discuss our results in the light
of previous work in Section IV.

II. MODEL

In the following, we study the bulk properties of a
triangular lattice composed of active particles, Fig. 1.
Such an arrangement occurs, for example, when self-
propelled particles undergo motility-induced phase sep-
aration [10, 40], or when they are confined to a finite
volume by suitable boundaries. The lattice may be sub-
ject to very significant pressure fluctuations [40] — either
from the bath or the boundaries — so that their rest po-
sitions are determined by the balancing of all forces ex-
erted by neighbouring particles, rather than those forces
all vanishing. Hence, the pair potentials U between any
neighbouring particles residing at their rest positions are
generally not at a minimum, Fig. 1a, but rather the forces
sum to zero. In other words, the particles are “hemmed
in”.

Following a notation similar to that of Ashcroft and
Mermin [41], the active particles are indexed by n =

(nt,n?) € {1,2,...,N'} ® {1,2,...,N?} = $ and are
described in terms of their displacement u,,(t) from lat-
tice positions Ry, = (ajn! + agn?)¢, where the primitive
lattice vectors are dimensionless, i.e. |a;s| = 1, and /¢
represents the dimensionful lattice spacing. The setup is
illustrated in Fig. 1b. Superscripts will generally denote
components of two-dimensional vectors, while subscripts
will typically represent (lattice) indices.

We assume there is exactly one particle associated
with each lattice site and therefore V = N'N?2 particles
in total. For finite N' and N?, we assume periodic
Born-von Karman boundary conditions [41-43], such
that (n!,n?) refers to the same particle (and rest pos-
ition) as (n' + N',n?) and (n!,n? + N?). As a con-
sequence, the lattice cannot freely rotate. We further
assume every particle indexed by n interacts with ) = 6
nearest neighbouring particles indexed by n" = n + m,
for ¢ = 1,2,...,6, where m, represents the allowed in-
dex “displacements”, as shown in Fig. 1b and discussed
in App. A. They can be used to define the physical dis-
placements of nearest neighbours via a; = almé + agmg,
so that Rytm, =Rn + la,.

In order to keep displacements well-defined, we assume
particles are initially located at Ry, so that u,(t =0) =
0. Crucially, and in contrast to much of the literature, the
pair potential U(|uy(t) —Upim, (t) —(a4|) acting between
nearest-neighbouring particles is a function of the dis-
tance between particles. Regardless of whether the pair
potential is quadratic, and in this sense harmonic, the
singular nature of the distance renders the interaction
anharmonic. Expanding the potential, and the distance
featuring in its argument, to second order results in the
harmonic approximation, App. A, that we pursue in the
following. As a matter of mechanical stability, we de-
mand U”(¢) > 0, while the sign of U’(¢) depends on
whether the lattice is under tension, U’(¢) > 0, or under
pressure, U’'(£) < 0.

Given the periodic boundary conditions, there is a rigid
global translation

u(t) = - 3 walt) 1)

of all particles that does not result in a restoring force,
so that the u,(t) become much larger than the lattice
spacing £. Most of the relevant physics is thus captured
by the relative displacement,

Va(t) = uy () —u(t) . (2)

The stochastic equation of motion in the harmonic ap-
proximation, App. A, for the triangular lattice is

un(t) = - Z Don Uy (1) +&n(t) + Walt) ., (3)

with dynamical 2 x 2 matrix Dy n [41] as defined in
Eq. (Al4) in terms of the derivatives of the pair po-
tential U and the lattice vectors a;,. We do not as-



sume that Dy, » is diagonal. What makes Eq. (3) a har-
monic approximation is its linearity in u,,,, which cannot
fully account for the dependence of the pair potential
on the singular distance |u, — U,y — fag| between
particles, even when the interaction between particles
is Hookian, say U = #(|u, — Upym, — fag] — 20)%/2.
However, the harmonic approximation systematically ap-
proximates the pair force acting along the connecting
line between particles, rather than assuming a partic-
ularly simple, yet unphysical, form of the potential, say
U = klu, — un+mq|2/2, independent of the connecting
line.

The vectorial thermal noise &,(t) € R? in Eq. (3) is
characterised by the correlator matrix

(€n(D)EL (') = T 190 nd(t — ') , (4)

where &, (t)€], (t') is an outer product, I'? is the square of
the noise amplitude I" and 15 is the 2 x 2 identity matrix.
Meanwhile, the vectorial active noise wy(t) € R? has
correlator matrix

(Wa ()W () = v 1p0n pe M1 (5)

implementing the self-propulsion of speed v, so that
v? is a square, and correlation time 1/u. Equation
(5) represents a general active-noise correlator satisfied
by the three canonical active particle models: active
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck [44], run-and-tumble [45], and act-
ive Brownian [46]. More complicated active noises can
be considered and implemented by adjusting, in partic-
ular, Eq. (A51a) in App. A 2. The identity matrix 15 in
Eq. (5) means activity in the z-direction does not affect
activity in the y-direction, and vice versa, which arises
from the mirror and rotational symmetry of the statistics
of w(t).

As we assume nearest-neighbour interactions only, the
dynamical matrix Dy in Eq. (3) vanishes for all n’
except for n’ = n and for the six nearest neighbours
n’ = n+ m,, with ¢ = 1,...,6. This renders Eq. (3)
amenable to a significant simplification by Fourier trans-
form. However, the matrix Dy, is generally not diag-
onal for any of the six n’ = n + m,. This is a complica-
tion sometimes omitted in the literature by effectivevely
replacing Dy, ns with Zq Dnnim,/6 = —Dnn/6 o< 1y
[12-14, 17, 47], which amounts to a mean-field like ap-
proach by averaging the coupling matrix over the nearest
neighbours. As a result, the equation of motion un-
der this simplification is readily diagonal, similar to two
non-interacting one-dimensional chains. In the present
work, we instead calculate the full displacement correl-
ator, Eq. (A54), without resorting to this simplification.
We then use the resulting framework to derive some key
properties of active crystals in closed form.

III. RESULTS

The relative displacements v, (¢) can be described in
terms of wave vectors located in the first Brillouin zone
of indices, here equivalently k, = (2p' /N1, 27p? /N?),
where p = (p*,p?) € {0,1,...,N' =1} ® {0,1,...,N? —
1} = P. The wave vectors can be seen as degrees of
freedom representing collective excitations, resulting in
wave-like v, (¢) as they vary between lattice sites n. The
wave vectors kp, which become arbitrarily dense in the
thermodynamic limit, are the Fourier modes of functions
v,, of n. In physical space, where n corresponds to Ry,
the largest component of such a Fourier mode has mag-
nitude 27 /¢, the smallest, non-vanishing one has mag-
nitude 27 /LY2, with L1'? = NY2¢ the physical extent of
the lattice.

A. Crystalline long-ranged order

In the following, we want to make the link to the tra-
ditional notion of crystalline long-ranged order, as intro-
duced by Mermin [32, 48], and to established results for
active crystals [31, 49]. Crystalline order is found if the
particle density p(x;t) displays periodicity.

Although we derive our results in terms of the Fourier
modes kp, in the present section we need to draw on the
(much larger) reciprocal lattice vectors q € (2rZ/()?.
These q have the convenient property that q - R, is an
integer multiple of 27 for every n € $. The smallest, non-
vanishing reciprocal lattice vector has magnitude 27 /¢,
while there is no largest, reflecting that the v,(t) are
continuous, so that p(x;t) may be evaluated for any x €
R? with a period of one unit cell.

Mermin focuses on the expectation of the instantan-
eous density > 0(Rn + u,(t) — x) in terms of its Four-
ier transform. However, to suppress the effect of the
global rigid displacement wu(t), which trivially “smears
out” periodicity, we may instead define the density as
p(x;t) = > 0(Rn + vu(t) — x). As the v, (t) follow
the same statistics for different n, the density (p(x;t)) is
invariant under changing the fixed n’ in

(p(x:t)) =D (6(Rn + vy (1) = %)) , (6)

n

as the sum solely implements the translational invariance
(p(x;t)) = (p(x+Rp;t)) for any lattice vector Ry,. With
this periodicity, the Fourier transform

(plait)) = [ e plxit) =V (i) (1)

indicates crystallinity according to Mermin if there is any
non-zero reciprocal lattice vector q for which (5(q;t))
does not vanish [32].

Equation (7) renders (5(q;t)) proportional to the char-
acteristic function of the local displacements v, (¢). In



the harmonic approximation used here, the character-
istic function is Gaussian provided the noises are also
Gaussian, whence we have that

1 s = —;q~vn/<t)> — o v (VL ()a

= (plait) = (e —e . ®
which vanishes in the thermodynamic limit V' — oo
for all non-vanishing q if all eigenvalues of the correla-
tion matrix (v, (t)v],(¢)) diverge in the thermodynamic
limit, so that there is no (eigen-) direction that allows
q- (vv')q to remain finite for any q # 0.

In the more general case of non-Gaussian (active)
noise, a divergent (v -v) indicates that particle positions
fluctuate without bound about their regular lattice posi-
tions even when allowing for a global rigid displacement.
To proceed, we determine (vv') for the two-dimensional
triangular active crystal, Egs. (3)—(5).

B. Correlators

Based on the more detailed calculation presented in
App. A2, if a steady state exists, the correlation matrix
behaves like Eq. (A59) repeated here,

. 1 * 2 1"2 n V2 F2
frn, Va0V Z( 5 A+m+wﬂ+%bmw+m+%ﬂ>‘ )

where the starred sum )77 runs over p € P\ {(0,0)},

i.e. it omits p = (0,0), and Eri, are matrices formed from
the eigenvectors of the dynamical matrix, Egs. (A31) and
(A55), which have corresponding eigenvalues )\g that de-
pend on p, U'(¢)/¢, and U" (), but not pu or v. The
existence of a steady state is equivalent to demanding
non-negative eigenvalues, )\g > 0 for all p, to be further
discussed below. Assuming non-negative eigenvalues for
the time being, in large V' the right-hand side of Eq. (9) is
logarithmically divergent. With or without active noise,
a harmonic crystal in two dimensions therefore does not
display crystalline order according to Mermin’s criterion
above. This notion of crystalline order focuses on the
lattice being regular in the sense of the expected density
(p(x;t)) of the particle position displaying long-ranged
translational periodic order [49].

A similar result is obtained for a one-dimensional act-
ive crystal, with pair potential U (|u,, (1) = U, (t)—Llaq])
acting between neighbouring particles, ¢ € {1,2} and
mg = ag = (—1)971, App. C. The steady-state variance
of the relative displacement is found to be Eq. (C14),

. 1 N— 1( 2 F2 )
lim (v, (t)v, = — +—,
t—00 N = D +pun) 2D,
(10)
J
lim <|u () —u (t)|2> 1
f—oo \| P n+m, v

Equation (12) remains finite in the thermodynamic limit V' — oo provided the eigenvalues A

where D, = 2U"(¢)(1 — cos(2mp/N)) are the Fourier
modes of the equivalent dynamical interaction in one di-
mension. However, the variance of the displacement di-
verges linearly in the total particle number N for the
one-dimensional crystal,

lim (v, (t)v,(t)) 120" 2
(11)

t—o0

C. Crystalline integrity

A weaker notion of crystallinity probes the integrity of
the lattice via the particle separation u, —u, ;, —fag. A
finite particle separation is required to maintain, firstly,
the harmonic approximation and, secondly, the local
neighbourhood of any given lattice site. In other words,
if the particle separation becomes large compared to £
so that particles start slipping past each other [50], then
the notion of a lattice of active particles breaks down.
For the variance of the particle separation in the steady
state of the two-dimensional triangular lattice, we find
from App. A2 Eq. (A63),

zp:*Q (1 — cos(kp - my)) (L\;(;;:m + 21;2} + t\;()\??:u) + ;;;D . (12)

:l: .
p are non-negative,

App. A2a. The contrast to the behaviour of Eq. (9) can be rationalised by comparing the behaviour in large L of
the integral f 2n/ dekk; 2 corresponding to the displacement variance, Eq. (9), to that of f 2n/ Eddk; k%, corresponding
to the variance of the gradient of the displacement, Eq. (12).



In comparison, the steady-state variance of the particle separation for a one-dimensional active crystal is, App. C,

. o 1= \ v r
tllglo <|Un(t) — Uy g, )| > = pz:; 2(1 — cob(kp)) (ﬁp(ﬁp ) + 2[)p> ’ (13)

independent of g € 1,2 on the left-hand side, which in large N behaves like

N —o0 t—00

lim lim <|u (t) —u,, (t)|2> = +— |,
" nTMa U’ (¢) / U’ (f) 2

1 V2 T2

(14)

clearly indicating the characteristic particle separation remains finite in the thermodynamic limit. For large persistence
times !, the low modes in Eq. (13) dominate, eventually producing a divergence, as the bracketed term on the right-

hand side of the equality in Eq. (14) becomes just v2/u.

The finiteness of the expected squared separation,
Egs. (12) and (13), challenges the motivation to spatially
average the local forces [13, 14, 17, 47]. It guarantees
crystalline integrity in the sense that the local neighbour-
hood of any given particle is maintained, even when the
squared relative displacement, Egs. (9) and (11), of in-
dividual sites diverges. In other words, if a steady state
exists in the harmonic approximation, a triangular lat-
tice, active or not, does not display regularity in the sense
of the long-ranged translational order demanded by Mer-
min’s criterion [32, 49], but the lattice itself stays intact
[30].

D. Buckling instability

What sets the active crystal apart from its passive
counterpart is that an active crystal is typically subject
to external pressure, in particular that exerted by the di-
lute phase on a condensate droplet [40, 51]. This leads to
the lattice constant ¢ being less than the relaxed length
20, where U’(29) = 0, and thus to repulsive inter-particle
forces U’'(¢) < 0 even when u,, = 0 for alln € §. In
the present setup, where the lattice is subject to periodic
boundary conditions, U’(¢)/¢ < 0 amounts to the lattice
being squeezed into a space smaller than N'zy x N2z.
Contrary to the two-dimensional case, the dependence on
U’(¢) cancels in one dimension.

It turns out that the sign of the eigenvalues )\If, and
thus the stability of the harmonic approximation, is de-
termined by U’(¢)/¢ compared to U”(¢). There is no
physical reason for U’(¢)/¢ to be bounded from above or
below and so it can be arbitrarily negative in the pres-
ence of external pressure. We find in App. A1b that,
for

U'(6) 1
< —=U"(¥), 15
< —sum (15)
the sign of )\ri, is negative for some p # 0, so that the
harmonic approximation breaks down as it no longer ad-
mits a steady state consistent with small relative dis-

(

placements. If the pair potential is Hookian, U(z) =
k(z — 20)%/2, Eq. (A9), the harmonic approximation
breaks down if ¢ < (3/4)z0, Eq. (15).

The underlying physics differs from that of the square
lattice, which immediately buckles under any small ex-
ternal pressure, U’'(¢) < 0, App. A1b. Figure 2 shows
three sites of the triangular lattice and the effect of
the surrounding external pressure. Given the periodic
boundary conditions of our system, we consider the pres-
sure to act equally on each particle. As the particle in
the lower row moves by x to the side, and with it the
entire row in unison, the blue spring relaxes, while the
red spring compresses, i.e. spring lengths become /L =
{4 x/2 + O(2?) resulting in corresponding forces Fo =
—U’ — (¢+ — £)U". In principle, this leads to a restoring
force. However, as the geometry changes, the force along
the direction of movement increases for the blue spring
and decreases for the red spring, i.e. fy = Fy(¢/2+x) /(4.
The net force fy —f_ = —a(U" 4+ 3U’/¢)/2 depends on
the pre-tension U’ of the springs and thus on the ex-
ternal pressure. When U” + 3U’/¢ is negative (i.e. when
Eq. (15) is satisfied) the force is no longer restoring and,
to this order, the row of particles shifts indefinitely.

Beyond the harmonic approximation, higher orders in
the expansion of the potential, App. A and App. B, take
over for sufficiently large displacements — even in the
Hookian case, where the potential is still a function of
the distance and thus not fully captured by an expres-
sion bilinear in u,,. For the use of the harmonic approx-
imation in describing experimental phenomena such as
motility-induced phase separation [10, 40], it is therefore
central to determine whether the pressure that builds in
the dense phase exceeds the threshold in Eq. (15). If it
does, then the clusters are not described by the harmonic
approximation.

E. Internal energy

We now turn our attention to more global features of
the crystal, namely internal energy and entropy produc-
tion in the steady state, provided a steady state exists.



Figure 2:
and the response of the lower one to external pressure
(thick arrows). The grey springs are initially all equally
compressed. As a result of the displacement, the blue
spring relaxes and the red spring gets more compressed.
(b) At the same time, the projection fi of the forces F4
along the axis of motion changes.

(a) Three particles from a triangular lattice

Within the harmonic approximation, the energy

Q
€= 33> U(0at) ~ Wi, ()~ L)) (16)

n g=1

is readily expressed in terms of the dynamical matrix,
App. A 3, whence one obtains

. 1 2
tllglo <5harm.(t)> - 3VU(Z) + ZF d(V - 1)
R~ 1 1
+ —v + . (17
2 Zp: <A$ o Ap u) {an

The first term on the right-hand side is a trivial offset
by V(Q/2)U(£). The second term is solely due to the
thermal noise, with I'2, Eq. (4), playing the role of (twice)
a diffusion constant or (twice) the thermal energy k,T'.
Hence, I'?d(V — 1)/4 apportions an energy of k,T/2 to
each of the d(V — 1) degrees of freedom in d dimensions,
with the total number of modes V' being reduced by one
due to the divergent zero-mode not contributing. The
term involving a summation over modes p is solely due to
the activity v, with the sum generally containing d = 2
similar terms involving the d eigenvalues of the d x d
dynamical matrix. If the interaction potential is very
soft, so that both U” and U’/{ are small compared to
i, then the summands in Eq. (17) depend only weakly
on p via Ap, Eq. (A33). In this case, the sum can be
approximated by v2d(V — 1)/(2u).

If, on the other hand, the pair potential is stiff com-
pared to the characteristic frequency p, then the contri-
butions to the overall energy of the active crystal from
different modes become more visibly dependent on p,
signifying the breakdown of equipartition, with both very
small p and very large p making the most significant
contributions to the energy as these correspond to small
Ap-

Figure 3: Contribution

(2m)~2 [T d?pl(1 +
pmIATK)T + (1 4+ p ')A (k)7Y] as a function of
U"(€)/u € [0.1,4] and U’ (¢)/(£U" (¢) € [—0.333,2] to the
energy per particle, Eq. (18).

From Eq. (17), the energy per particle in the thermo-
dynamic limit can be expressed in terms of a Riemann
sum,

(€ = Tim lim (Sharm:(D)

V00 t—00 1%

1
=3U(() + Zr2d

_|_LZ ™ d%p < 1 N 1 )
20 )7 (2m)2 \1 4+ p= 1A (k) 1+ p 1A (k)
(18)

with A\E (k) = )\g, Eq. (A33), neatly expressible in terms
of k, as pt? = 2rNV2k12. Equation (18) immediately
generalises to higher dimensions and different lattice geo-
metries, as the first term is proportional to the number
of nearest neighbours, 3U = (Q/2)U, the second term is
due to equilibrium equipartition, and the last term is the
integral over k = [, 7]? of the sum over 1/(1 + \/p)
using the d eigenvalues A of the dynamical matrix. The
value of the integral thus depends on the lattice, as well
as the two dimensionless quantities U”(¢)/p > 0 and
U'(£)/(€U"(¢)). Figure 3 shows the value of the integral
as a function of these two parameters. Even when some
eigenvalues become negative, so that there is no steady
state, the energy per particle in the harmonic approxim-
ation is finite.

Unlike the two-dimensional case above, the energy of
the one-dimensional crystal can be readily expressed in
terms of the mean squared separation, Eq. (13), expli-
citly

<5harm.(t)> = NU(Z)



Using Eq. (14), the steady-state energy per particle in
one dimension in the thermodynamic limit is

(€ = lim lim (Sham.())

N—o00 t—00 N

1 V2 2

7+7 R
2 " /1+4U’;(E) 2

in line with Eq. (18). Ignoring the trivial offset o U(¥),
Egs. (17) and (20) show the energy of a crystal depends
on the details of the pair interaction, i.e. U”({) and
U'(¢)/¢, only if the constituents are active, namely via
the eigenvalues )%. Without activity, the energy per

particle is assymptotically (Q/2)U(¢) 4 dI'? /4.

(20)

F. Entropy production

We finally determine the entropy production of the
crystal using a framework based on field theory [51], in
particular Eq. (A80) in App. A4, which has two contri-
butions: one from the effective velocity squared over the
thermal diffusion constant, and one from the second de-
rivative of the pair potential, which is readily expressed
in terms of the trace of the dynamical matrix. After re-
writing in terms of Fourier modes, we arrive at Eq. (A87)
and thus at

2v° 1 [
b=tz O (ot ) @)
VI S \M + i Ap +p

for the entropy production per particle. Similarly, the
entropy production per particle for the one-dimensional
crystal is

(22)

which follows the same pattern as Eq. (21), which can be
generalised to different lattices in different dimensions
just like the harmonic approximation of the internal en-
ergy, Eq. (17). In fact, in the harmonic approximation
and the thermodynamic limit, generically

on) = 1 (10 - T - jr%a) . @)

where the final term 4ul'?d/(412?) = du deducts the
purely thermal contribution to the internal energy for
every degree of freedom.

Equations (21) and (22) incorporate the entropy pro-
duction (per particle) due to the rigid translation T(t) of
the lattice as a whole, given by 2dv?/(VT?), through the
p = 0 term in the sum, Eqgs. (A2), since A;jf:o = ﬁpzo =
0. Indeed, the lattice as a whole moves like an active
Brownian particle, (u(t) - u(t)) = 2d(I'?/2 + v2?/u)t/V

for t > 1/, Eq. (A57), with diffusion constant I'?/(2V)
and squared self-propulsion speed dv?/V [52].

According to Eq. (21), the entropy production vanishes
if u vanishes, i.e. the particles are so persistent that they
eventually all get stuck. If yu diverges, then the sum in
Eq. (21) converges to Vd and the entropy production per
particle becomes (6y,) = 2dv? /T2, as the particles never
get stuck, because the (known) self-propulsion direction
constantly changes. In that case, each of the d degrees
of freedom generate the entropy of a free self-propelled
particle [35] with diffusion constant I'2/2.

The entropy production rate, Eq. (21), can also be read
as the average over 2V independent active modes, each
behaving like a particle in a harmonic potential [36, 39]
with stiffness )\g, App. A 4. Given these collective modes
are non-interacting, just like the collective modes in a
passive harmonic crystal, they appear to offer a mean-
ingful alternative perspective on the active crystal. If
the adjacency itself is changing [48], such as in the Vic-
sek Model [53], such modes may be thought as being
themselves subject to change, as if the stiffness of the
potential changes as a function of time.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We have studied two-dimensional, and for reasons of
comparison, one-dimensional active crystals in the har-
monic approximation, which goes beyond assuming pair
potentials bilinear in every component of u,, [14, 16, 17].
Such assumptions are unphysical, as they ignore that the
potentials are functions of (singular) distances.

In two dimensions, particles are thought to be arranged
into a regular triangular lattice subject to thermal and
active noise. Applying periodic boundary conditions, the
lattice can be stretched or squeezed into a space so small
that particles exert repulsive forces on each other.

We find the harmonic approximation breaks down for
a triangular lattice when the particles are pushed to-
gether too hard, Eq. (15), i.e. a triangular lattice sustains
some external pressure in the harmonic approximation,
but only up to a threshold when a buckling transition
occurs. Beyond this threshold, rows of particles start
slipping past each other [30, 50], eventually breaking the
assumption of the fixed adjacency reflecting the fixed set
of nearest neighbours [48]. A steady state with fixed ad-
jacency exists only at low-enough repulsive forces, i.e.
before the threshold. A similar buckling occurs for any
finite amount of pressure in a square lattice, but does not
occur in one dimension.

In the steady state, the one- and two-dimensional act-
ive crystals in the thermodynamic limit display as little
long-range order, according to Mermin’s criterion [32], as
their passive counterparts, Egs. (8) and (A59). However,
provided the external pressure is low enough to allow for
a steady state, the harmonic approximation is meaningful
for the two-dimensional triangular lattice, as the variance
of inter-particle distances do not grow without bound



in the thermodynamic limit, Eq. (12). In other words,
particle density does not display crystalline periodicity
on the large scale, Eq. (A59), as the lattice wobbles and
sways [30, 50], but the local adjacency and thus the over-
all structure is maintained, Eq. (12).

The internal energy in the steady state reveals that
equipartition breaks down in the presence of activity.
While the thermal noise distributes the same amount of
energy to each excitable mode, the energy “stored” in
each mode due to the activity is dependent on the wave
vector, Eq. (17). Although this expression is unwieldy, in
the thermodynamic limit it can be written as an integral
that is readily evaluated numerically, Fig. 3.

The entropy production of the active crystal turns
out to be generically that of dV non-interacting “active
modes”, behaving like particles in a harmonic potential,
Egs. (21) and (22). In the harmonic approximation, the
key contribution to the entropy production is identical to
that of the internal energy, so that the two are generically
linked, Eq. (23). More concretely, rewriting Eq. (23) as

() = %U(E) + F; (d + <d;‘>> (24)

suggests the relative entropy production rate (n)/u
plays the same role as any of the d degrees of freedom of
u,,.
Within the harmonic approximation, the results above
are exact. Evaluating the sums over functions of eigen-
values is a matter of numerics. However, the present
work also reveals a significant limitation of the harmonic
approximation, which breaks down as soon as Eq. (15)
holds. Whether and how this happens is to a large extent
beyond the scope of the present work. The instability is
not a consequence of, or is aggravated by, the activity. In
other words, the instability is not triggered from within
since Eq. (12) indicates finite particle separation, even in
the presence of activity, and the condition Eq. (15) is not
a consequence of activity. However, condition Eq. (15)
might be triggered by the pressure of active forces, e.g.
when a condensate of particles is hemmed in by the dense
liquid-like layer of particles, which arrive at the cluster
with their self-propulsion pointing inwards, towards the
bulk.

Our approach to the harmonic approximation can be
contrasted with the literature. Firstly, there is some
confusion about what amounts to a harmonic approx-

imation. Assuming a harmonic pair potential U =
klu,—u,,[?/2 [14, 16, 17] for nearest neighbours n, n’ res-
ults in unphysical forces minimising u, —u,,,, rather than
acting along the connecting line between particles. Such
an approach does not distinguish displacements along
the connecting vector between particles from those or-
thogonal to it. In contrast, in the present work, we
harmonically approximate a potential that is a func-
tion of the particle separation, say the Hookian U =
k(ju, —u,, — fay| — 20)?/2. Such a potential allows the
relaxed length to deviate from the lattice spacing and res-
ults in forces along the connecting line between particles.
Even when ¢ = z; it does not reduce to the aforemen-
tioned unphysical potential.

Secondly, it seems that in a mean-field-inspired ap-
proach Zn, Dy n/u,, is sometimes replaced by an aver-
age over (Q nearest neighbours, Q! Zq Dnntm,
[15-17, 49]. Both approximations render the (effective)
dynamical matrix Dy, v diagonal, substantially simplify-
ing the calculations, but also obscuring the conditions
for stability and the exact results, in particular for the
internal energy and entropy production.

n’ un/

When the harmonic approximation breaks down,
rather than the catastrophe suggested by the divergence
of the integrals in the correlation functions, Eq. (A51),
higher orders in the expansion, as well as higher orders
in the potential, stabilise the lattice. If particles do not
change their adjacency, the effect of those higher orders
corresponds to that of the quartic terms in p*-theory,
here a (V¢)* term in the field theory of the crumpling
membrane [54], App. B 1.

Clusters as they appear in motility-induced phase sep-
aration, however, rearrange, i.e. they have a changing
adjacency. To describe the resulting phenomena requires
a framework beyond the present one, which is limited by
having displacements u,,(¢) assigned to a fixed regular
lattice n € S.
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Appendix A: Harmonic approximation of the triangular active crystal

The notation in the following is essentially that of Ashcroft and Mermin’s Solid State Physics [41, Ch. 22,
Eq. (22.45)]. All vector-valued variables will be bold, as are vector-valued indices on the lattice or in Fourier space.
Matrices are uppercase bold sans-serif symbols. We aspire to be stricter about parameter dependencies as well as the
use of lower-case and upper-case bold characters. For example, Ashcroft and Mermin use R to indicate the position
of a site on the regular lattice, when we write Ry, and they write the dynamical matrix as a function D(R — R/)
whereas we write Dy n/. As an unfortunate compromise, we use superscripts to indicate components of vectors and
matrices. We highlight when the superscripts are exponents whenever ambiguity arises.

We consider V' = N!N? particles, densely packed into a triangular lattice and indexed by n = (n',n?) €
{1,2,...,N'} ® {1,2,...,N?} = 8§, with periodic (Born-van Karman) boundary conditions [41-43], so that (nj,ns)
refers to the same particle as (n* + N1, n?) and (n',n? + N?). Using the two dimensionless primitive lattice vectors
a; = (1,0)T and ay = (1/2,v/3/2)T and the dimensionful lattice spacing £, the particle indices describe a physical
lattice via Ry = (a;n! + ayn?)¢. The position of every particle relative to its associated lattice site shall be given by
the displacement u,(t), Fig. 4.

Every particle n shall be surrounded by exactly () = 6 nearest neighbours, indexed n’ =n+m, for ¢ =1,2,...,6,
where {m1,...,mg} = {(1,0)7,(0,1)T,(=1,1)T,(=1,0)7, (0, =1)T, (1,—1)T}, chosen so that m;, = —mg3 for ¢ =
1,2,3. The indices translate to displacements via the lattice vectors

a, = méal + mgag =Am, , (A1)

where m, = (m},m2)T and A = (a;,ay) is the matrix composed of the column vectors a; and ay. With these

definitions Rpym, = Rn + {a,.

The neighbourhood of every particle is thought to be constant, i.e. particles are linked to each other permanently.
This does not mean, however, that particle displacements remain finite, as the lattice as a whole moves by the net


https://math.stackexchange.com/questions/673934/can-deta-b-be-expressed-in-terms-of-deta-detb-n
https://math.stackexchange.com/questions/673934/can-deta-b-be-expressed-in-terms-of-deta-detb-n
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https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/3.0/
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displacement
_ 1
w(t) = o 3 uat) (42)

yet self-consistency breaks down if the relative displacements of neighbouring particles were to grow without bound,
and the nearest neighbours change, spoiling the fixed adjacency.

Every nearest neighbouring pair n and n+m, of particles shall be subject to a pair potential U(|u, —u, ., —fag|),
which is a function of their absolute distance,

| (1 (6) + R) = (g, () + Rtom, )| = [00(6) = g (1) = o] (A3)

n+mg

This modulus operation renders the lattice dynamics non-linear, even when the potential U is harmonic. The pair
potential is a function of a scalar and we will use dashes in the form U’ to indicate its derivatives such as U'(z) =
dU(z)/dz.

The particles shall further be subject to thermal noise &,(¢) with correlation matrix (outer product)
(Ea(t)En (1)) = T Ladnnd(t — '), (A4)
where 15 is the 2 x 2 identity matrix, and active noise wy (t) with correlation matrix
(Wa(t)wi () = 1/2]126,17,1/6_““_#‘ ) (A5)

implementing the self-propulsion of speed v and correlation time 1/u. Thermal and active noises are entirely inde-
pendent, (wy,(t)€],(¢)) = 0. Both noise correlators are proportional to identities, so that different components are
uncorrelated, which simplifies the calculations below. Initially located at Ry, so that u, = 0 for all n, the particles
are thus subject to the overdamped Langevin equation

Q
Un(t) = &n(t) + wa(t) — Vy, |un=un(t) Z U(lu, — Unim, — lag|) (A6)
q=1

where we highlight the formality that the pair potential is differentiated with respect to the vector u, and evaluated
at u,,(t), rather than being differentiated with respect to the function 1wy ().

In the following, we analyse Eq. (A6) in the harmonic approximation, i.e. expanding VU(]...]|) to leading order in
u,,(t) for any n. Firstly, we use that (higher orders in Section B)

[, — Uy, — fag| = \/(un —Upym,)? — 20y — Uiy, ) lag + 2
=l (uy — Uy, )-ag+ 2% (|un - un_~_mq|2 - [(u, = Wyim,) - aq]2> (AT)
+0 (W~ U m,)°)
to show the pair potential approximated to second order in the relative displacements is

U(lu, —u —lay|) = U(0)

n+m,
1 2
- (un - un+mq) ' aqU/(E) + ﬂ <|un - un—i—mq|2 - [(un - un+mq) : aq} ) U/(E) (AS)
1 2
+ 5 (W = Vnim,) - 20) U0 + O (1t = W, )

where we have allowed U’(¢) # 0 in order to model a particle lattice under tension or pressure so that the particles are
unable to relax to their pairwise force-free separations. If the pairwise interactions are thought of as being mediated
by springs, then this amounts to the springs being under constant pressure or tension. In the harmonic approzimation
used henceforth, we ignore the cubic and higher terms in Eq. (AS8).

As a brief interlude, we discuss three aspects of the harmonic approximation. Firstly, the presence or absence of a
force U’(¢) between a particle pair when their separation is the lattice spacing ¢, e.g. when both particles reside at their
respective Ry,. Secondly, the potential U being quadratic, i.e. a “harmonic potential”. Thirdly, U(|u, —u . —lagy|)

n-+m
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(a) Pairwise Hookian potential as a function of (anharmonic) (b) Harmonic approzimation.
distance.

Figure 5: Potential landscape ZS=1 U(lu, —¢a,|) of a single particle n as a function of its displacement, u,, = (z,y)7,
assuming all surrounding particles are motionless, u,, 4m, = 0 for ¢ = 1,...,6. Parameters: k = 1, zg = 1.3 and
¢ =1, Eq. (A9). (a) Harmonic pair potentials, Eq. (A9), as a function of the distance |u,, —uy, ., —fag|. Since the
potential is a function of the mutual distances, some noticeable peaks appear at the position of neighbouring particles.
(b) Harmonic approximation, Eq. (A10), using the same parameters as in subfigure (a).

being analytic and at most quadratic in the u,,, i.e. the “harmonic approzimation”.

Firstly, when the particles are not displaced from R,, so that u,, = 0 for all n € 3, there are no forces between
any particle pair only if U’({) vanishes, i.e. £ coincides with the relaxed length zg of the pair potential. Despite this,
if £ deviates from zg, there are no net forces acting on any particle if all particles are located at their respective
lattice sites, u, = 0, since all forces acting on all particles cancel. If U is harmonic, then being force-free at ¢ implies
U(z) = (k/2)(z — £)? with spring constant k.

Secondly, the pair potential in Eq. (A6) being harmonic, i.e. Hookian, and therefore quadratic in its scalar argument,
say

U(z) = %f{(z ) (A9)

with relaxed length zg, does not render exact the harmonic approximation we are using here, because of the inherent
non-linearity of the distance z = [u, — U, — fay[. Equation (A9) becomes bilinear in u,, only when zg = 0. In
other words, a harmonic (quadratic, Hookian) potential, Eq. (A9), like that borne by ideal springs, does not amount
to a harmonic approximation. Anticipating the summation of the contributions to the potential across all nearest
neighbours, Fig. ba shows the potential landscape of a single particle, as a function of its displacement, surrounded
by its six nearest neighbours at their non-displaced positions.

Thirdly, the harmonic approximation that we use henceforth, i.e. Eq. (A8) truncated before the cubic term,

U(ju, —u —la,|) ~U(0)

n+m,

- (un - un+mq) ' aqU/(é) =+ % ((un - un—i—mq)2 - [(un - un+mq) ' aq] 2) U/(Z) (A].O)

+ % ((un - un-i-mq) ’ aQ>2 UU(K) ’

means we assume the pair potential is analytic and at most quadratic in u,,, but not just, say, £(u, — uy . )?/2. As
a result, there are no cusps or kinks in the potential, it is parabolic and smooth everywhere, Fig. 5b. The harmonic
approximation captures well the potential as a function of the distance between particles only for small |u,|. In this
sense, it is a local harmonic-potential approximation.

nl-
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Simplifying the harmonic approzimation, Eq. (A10), further by assuming the harmonic potential, Eq. (A9), results
merely in

1 1 1
U(u, — Upym, — la,|) = 5&(6 —2z0— (u, — un+mq) .aq)2 + in(ﬁ - zo)z<|un - un+mq|2 _ ((un — un+mq) .aq)2> ’

(A11)
with the second term with prefactor (¢ — zp) dropping out whenever the relaxed length of the spring zy equals the
lattice constant ¢, or when the relative displacement u,, —u,,, is parallel to the lattice vector as. As the first term

in Eq. (A11) contains terms linear in u,, the potential is fully bilinear in u,, only when ¢ = z; and even then, there
are no a, that render it diagonal, as aqag cannot be proportional to 1s.

In the following, we will carefully distinguish the harmonic approzimation, Eq. (A10), from the harmonic pair
potential, Eq. (A9), which are conceptually and mathematically independent notions.

In the harmonic approximation, Eq. (A10), the gradient term in Eq. (A6) can be written as

Q !’ /
DV W, a0]) = - iy > (0~ i) - (w(@ . Uéf)) f:laqaq (U0~ atm, )
- " " (A12)

where the linear term in Eq. (A8) vanishes in Eq. (A12) as U'(¢) >, a; = 0 due to the mirror symmetry of the
lattice vectors. Physically, this corresponds to the forces acting on every particle cancelling when the particles are
not displaced. In the harmonic approximation, the force on particle n, Eq. (A12), can be expressed equivalently in
terms of the dynamical (Hessian) matrix Dy o/ [41],

6
- Z Vi, U(lu, — Upim, — tag|) = — Z Dnnuy (A13)
qg=1 n’
where
—%ﬂg — (U”(E) - %) aqag, for any n’ such that thereis a ¢ € {1,...,Q} so that n’ = n+ m,,
Dhn =143 (U”(ﬂ) + Ule(l)) 1o, for n’ = n,
0, otherwise,
(A14)
as deduced by comparing Egs. (A12) and (A13), and using that
6
Z aqag =31, . (A15)
q=1

Equation (A13) is linear in u,, even when the local potential is not fully bilinear, Eq. (A11), but that does not render
the remaining derivations trivial, as Dy n4m, depends on ¢ and is not diagonal [14, 16, 17]. As a matter of convenience,
we may introduce

u'(e)
¢

P, = 1y + <U//(() _ U’(Z)) aqa:]r ) (A16)

14

which may be used in Eq. (A14) to write it in terms of only three matrices, as Py, = Pgys for ¢ = 1,2,3, and
P1 + Py + P3 = Dy, n/2. We further state explicitly the three relevant matrices

W) () (R e

To solve the equation of motion (A6) in the harmonic approximation, we introduce a Fourier transform on the
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indices, to make use of the translational invariance of Dy n/, Eq. (A14),

ap(t) = Y e ey, (1) | (Al8a)

1 .
wa(t) = 3 30 Mg (1) (A18D)
P
and similarly
61),})’ = Z e—’z(kp'n-‘rkp/'n/)DILH, , (A19a)
1 i ‘n /')A
Dnn = % pzp:/e (kp-ntky 'Dpp (A19b)

and correspondingly for the thermal and active noise, £(¢) and w(t) respectively, with correlators

(& (DEL (1)) = T2Vopp o8t — )1 (A20a)
(W)W (t)) = 2V spr0e ML, (A20b)

Henceforth, n € $ is reserved to index a lattice site and p € {0,1,...,N!' =1} ® {0,1,..., N2 — 1} = P to index
wave vectors. With this indexing, real u, result in a5 = Gp with p’ = N — p. Beyond P, Fourier coefficents
for p equal those for p + (¢*N',¢?N?)T for any q € Z2. The wave vectors are determined from p = (p',p?)" by
kp = (2mpt /N1, 2mp? /N?)T. Shifting P to {—~N1'/2,...,N1/2—1}®{-N?/2,...,N? —1} for even N and N? might
be a more convenient choice to accommodate the wave vectors in the first Brillouin zone (of indices).

Because of the translational invariance, the Fourier-transformed dynamical 2 x 2 matrix depends effectively only
on a single wave-vector index p,

ljp,p’ = V5p+p’70 ij

= Vépip0 23: 2[1 — cos(kp - my)] {U/ég) 1, + (U”(f) - Ulp) aqa;}

q=1

(A21)
3
=2Vip+p'0 Z Kq,pPq ;

q=1

where we have introduced, in the first equality, Dy, the Fourier transform of the dynamical matrix depending on only
one wave vector index p and

Kgp = 1 — cos(kp - my) (A22)

in the last equality. As a result, the Fourier transform of the Langevin Eq. (A6) simplifies to

l;113(75) = fp(t) + VAVp(t) - Dpﬁp(t) : (A23)

Its solution is now a matter of finding eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the 2 x 2 dynamical matrix ij, which is
straightforward in principle. Systematically characterising them, however, is more challenging.

1. Stability
By inspection of Eq. (A23), (linear) stability — and equally the existence of a steady state — requires the two
eigenvalues /\3 and A, of Dy to be non-negative for all p simultaneously. We further introduce the eigenvectors e;g
and eg
p )

ijeg[ = )\ﬁei . (A24)
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The eigensystem is determined explicitly in Section A 1a below. In the following, we discuss the preliminaries.

It is a matter of self-consistency that the eigenvalues of the dynamical matrix are non-negative, because any positive
eigenvalue means there is no steady state, so that the lattice ultimately unravels into infinitely separated particles,
as (some) separating forces increase with distance. Whether they do or do not increase with distance is a matter of
parameters which come in two pairs. On the one hand, U’(¢)/¢ and U"”(¢), and on the other the two components of
p, which determine ky and thus k4. In particular

K1p=1—cos(2mp’/N) | Ko p = 1 — cos(2mp?/N?) | K3 p = 1 — cos(2mp?/N? — 2mp' /N1) | (A25)

which are pairwise independent.
For physical reasons, we demand U"” (¢) > 0, because if this “spring constant” was negative, separating forces would
ultimately increase with separation. However, it is a priori not clear whether there are conditions on U’(¢).

A sufficient condition for non-negative eigenvalues can be derived by considering the trace and determinant of ﬁp.
The trace produces

u'(e)
4

A;)r TAp = Tr(f)p) =2 (Uﬂ(f) + > (FLp + K2p + K3p) (A26)

which is non-negative for all p! and p? provided U”(¢) + U’(¢)/¢ > 0, as 2 > £, p > 0. To show non-negativity of the
eigenvalues, it remains to show )\;; Ap = det(Dp) > 0. To this end, we rewrite the dynamical matrix in the form

ij = (U”(f) — Ulg(g)) Sp + U/éz) Tr(Sp)1s , (A27)
with
_ (2k1p + (K2p + K3p)/2 \/3(“2@ — K3,p)/2
> = ( V3(r2,p — “3,:;/2 3(K2,p + 'i3,31p)/2 ) ’ (A28)

so that Tr(Sp) = 2(k1,p + k2,p + K3,p) and det(Sp) = 3(Kk1,pka,p + Ko, pksp + K3 pk1,p) > 0 by direct evaluation and
using 1 2,3 > 0. Using the general formula det(B + C) = det(B) + det(C) + Tr(C~'B) det(C) for any 2 x 2 matrices
B and C [55], and identifying B o< Sy, and C x 1, we obtain

det (D) = (U”(E) _ U/f)) det (Sp) + U (0) Ulg(g) (TE(S,) . (A29)

Since det(Sp) > 0 for all p and given that U”(¢) > 0, the sign of det(Dy) is necessarily non-negative provided only
that U’(¢)/¢ > 0. This is a stricter condition than U”(£) + U’(£)/¢ > 0 obtained for the non-negativity of the trace
found above. In summary, given U”(¢) > 0, the condition U’(¢)/¢ > 0 is sufficient to guarantee non-negativity of
the eigenvalues /\Ij,E of Dy, for all p and thus the stability of the triangular lattice. In the following, we analyse the
eigensystem in further detail.

a. Figensystem

From Eq. (A28) the eigenvalues of S, are readily calculated via its trace and determinant, Spelf = slfe; resulting
in

Sét = (K1,p + K2p + K3 p) \/(K‘%,p + K‘%,p + K‘%,p) — (K1,pRa,p + K2,pK3p + K3,pK1p) (A30)
and for p # 0
-
1 (V3 1
% = Vo (2(@,;, —#3,p); 5 (Kop + Kgp) = K1p+ \/(ﬁ?,p + 43+ K3 p) = (KLphaop + Kaphsp +Rapkip) |
€p

(A31)
which are normalised and orthogonal, given that both Sy and Dy are symmetric. The particular case of k1 p = 0
and kg p = k3p discussed in Section A 1b results in e, = 0, but is recovered from Eq. (A31) by suitable limits, say
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Kop — K3p =€ and Ko p — K3 p = K.

As kg p = Kqp~ for p, p* such that kj, :i(27r, 2m)T — kp, it follows that slf = sri,*

and e]f = e;. Similarly, from the
kq,p being even in p it follows that sg = sZp and erjf = efp. The normalisation N_+ of erjf is somewhat cumbersome,
P

9 2 2 2
Neri; = 2((K/17p + K3 p + K3 p) = (K1phkap + K2 pkap + “37p’i17p))

+ (“3,13 + Kap — 2’4171)) \/(K’%,p + K’g,p + K’g,p) — (K1,ph2,p + K2pkap + K3phip) . (A32)

For p = 0, matrix Sp, vanishes, so that 3;?:0 =0, Eq. (A30), and we may choose ef = (1,0)T and eg = (0,1)7.

Using the eigenvalues Eq. (A30) of S, with Eq. (A27), the eigenvalues of f)p are

U'(¢ U'(¢
)\ij = (U”(f) + ﬁ( )) (K1,pFr2ptksp)t (U”(E) - €()> \/(K/%,p + K/%,p + K%,p) — (K1,pk2,p t K2,pk3,p + K3,pk1p) s
(A33)
and its ieigenvectors are identical to those of Sy, Eq. (A31). Again, from the even parity of the kg p, it follows that
AL =)2E .
P -p

The argument of the square root may be written as

T

) ) ) K1 1 —1/2 —1/2 K1
(K] + K5 + K3) — (K1K2 + Koks + K3k1) = | ke -1/2 1 -1/2 Ko (A34)
K3 —]./2 —]./2 1 K3

where the symmetric matrix on the right-hand side of the equality has eigenvalues 0, 3/2 and 3/2. Using the
orthogonality of its eigenvectors, which span R?, one can then show any such product on the right-hand side of
Eq. (A34) is non-negative, provided only that x, € R.

We shall now return to the question about the sign of )\g and thus that of the stability of the harmonic approx-
imation. From above, it is clear U”(¢) > 0 and U’(¢) > 0 will result in )\g > 0, i.e. the lattice is guaranteed to be
stable for U’(£) > 0. The physically interesting region to look for instability when U”(¢) > 0 is thus U’(¢) < 0. Given
negative U’(f), the pre-factor in front of the root in Eq. (A33) is always positive, so that A\ > Aj. It is also clear
that if U’(¢) is so negative that U"(¢) + U’(£)/¢ < 0, then A, < 0 for all p # 0, i.e. the lattice is guaranteed to be
unstable for U'(¢)/¢ < —U"({). Hence, we ask: is there a negative U’(¢)/¢ > —U"(¢), for which at least one of A\ or

Ap is negative for some p?

If0>U'(0)/¢ > —U"({), the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (A33) is bound to be positive, as is the
pre-factor in front of the square root. In which case, )\;‘ > 0 and thus only A can be negative. The following
discussion focuses on the question of when this occurs, i.e. how negative U’ needs to be to produce Ap < 0 for some
p. First, we address this question by extremising )\Iﬂf as expressed in Eq. (A33)

Differentiating Eq. (A33) with respect to p! and p?, as if they were continuous, it is easy to find sufficient conditions
for the eigenvalues to be extremal by demanding that both terms in Eq. (A33), the sum over xqp and the square
root, vanish individually. It turns out that the square root is extremal for k1 p = ko p = kg p or for sin(2rp! /N1) =
—sin(2mp?/N?) = sin(2mp?/N? — 27p' /N1), but that those two conditions coincide. It further turns out that sum
and square root are extremal simultaneously. The extremal kj are listed in Table 1.

The search for negative A simplifies to the search for negative Ay )\g , when )\:,‘ > 0. In other words, we may as
well search for negative

U2 [ e 111 K1,p
A;A; = (U”(f) + g( )> R2 p 111 R2.p
R3,p 111 R3,p
T
U\ [ Fre 1 =1/2 —-1/2 K1.p
(U”(E)— 7 ) K2.p -1/2 1 -1/2 kop | - (A35)
R3,p —1/2 —1/2 1 R3,p
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k! Kip K2,p fﬁg,p‘z f‘/\; A ‘e; e,

0,0 [0 0 0 [0 0 |0 0 0,1)® (1,000

O |0 2 2 |4 2 |6U"+20'/¢ 20" +6U'/L |(0,1) (1,0)

(m,0) |2 0 2 |4 2 |6U"+2U'/t 2U" +6U'/l |—(sin 2, cos3F) (sin(3F+7%),cos(3+3))
(mom) |22 0 |4 2 [6U"+20'/t 2U" +6U'/l |—(sin 2, cos iT) —(sin(F+7),cos(F+7))
(2z,47)[3/2 3/2 3/2 [9/20 |2(U"+U'J0) U +U'/0)|(0,1)® (1,000

(47, %)13/2 3/2 3/2(9/20 |3(U"+U'/6) 3(U"+U'/0)|(0,1)® (1,0)®

Table I: Values of k, for which the two terms that make up )\ff in Eq. (A33) are extremal. The three columns labelled
by kqp show the coefficients of Eq. (A22), the column labelled ¥ shows k1 p + k2 p + K3 p, the column labelled Ve
shows the value of the square root in Eq. (A33) (the square root of Eq. (A34)). Apart from the eigenvalues as of
Eq. (A33), the corresponding eigenvectors are shown in the right-most columns. Vectors labelled by a downward
arrow | are obtained by taking a suitable limit (or by direct evaluation). Those labelled by ® are obtained directly
from Eqs. (A27) and (A28), which produces Dy, o 13, so that the eigenvectors are a matter of choice. The first row
shows the 0-mode that is always present, the following three rows show the buckling instability to be discussed in
Section A 1b, and the final two rows show an excitation that may be mistaken for being chiral with phases as shown
in Fig. 6.

To find the onset of negative A we look for the root of the expression above, A; )\;; = 0, which produces

kip\ [ 1 —1/2 —1/2\ [ kip

, K2,p fl/Q 1 71/2 K2.p

U’ U')/e K: —1/2 —1/2 1 K: 1 3 1
w00/ \man) \-1/2 -y ) _ 1.3 s
() -=u/0) Fip 111\ [ kip 2 21+2f(p)

R2.p 111 R2.p

R3,p 111 R3,p

where
fﬁ(p) _ K1,pK2,p + K2 pk3p + K3, pKi,p 7 (AS?)

2 2 2
Kip tT Rap T K3p

which depends solely on p and not on any properties of U. As it is periodic in p = (p',p?)T, the global minimum
of f.(p) can be found by (numerical) inspection of all non-trivial p. This produces f.(p) > 1/2, with the equality
realised for the three cases (2rp'/N*', 27p?/N?) € {(0,n),(m,0), (m, )}, assuming even N' and N2, so that, for
example, p! = 0 and p? = N?/2. Using f.(p) > 1/2 in Eq. (A36) gives, as a necessary condition for Ap )\g < 0 when
ur>o0>0'/t>-U",

U0/ < —%U”(ﬂ) . (A38)
To summarise the above, assuming U”(¢) > 0 throughout, if U’(¢)/¢ > 0, both A} and A, are bound to be strictly
positive for all p # 0. If U'(¢)/¢ < —=U"(¢), then A < 0 for all p # 0. If 0 > U’(¢)/¢ > —U"(¢), then A\ > 0 for all
p # 0. Equation (A38) is the condition for the existence of a p (strictly, for a ky) with )\;;)\; =0 and thus Aj = 0.
By linearity of Eq. (A33) in U’(¢)/¢ and by continuity, for U’(¢)/¢ < —U"(¢)/3 there are p (strictly kp) such that
Ap < 0, while U'(¢)/¢ > —U"(£)/3 results in Af > 0 for all p # 0. Condition Eq. (A38) is thus the onset of the
instability. Using U’(¢)/¢ < —U"(¢)/3 in Table I, for k] € {(0,7), (w,0), (7, 7)}, Ay indeed becomes negative. These
give rise to the buckling transition discussed in the next section.

If the pair potential is harmonic, Eq. (A9), then U”(z) = k > 0 independent of z, and U'(¢) /¢ = k(1 — z9/¢). In
this case, the instability is triggered when the lattice is compressed too much, i.e. when the distance between particles
becomes too small, ¢ < (3/4)z.
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(a) kp = (27/3,47/3)7 (b) kp = (47/3,27/3)"

Figure 6: Phases (sets of u,,(t), shown by the arrows) as obtained from the last two rows of Table I, k, = (27/3,47/3)T
and kp = (47/3,2m/3)T respectively, using u,,(t) = exp(ikp-n)(1,7) " +exp(ikp--n)(1, —i) T with kp« = (27, 27m) T —kp,
shown by the arrows. The two phases shown in each subfigure look chiral, but can be transformed into each other by
translation and rotation of the lattice.

Figure 7: Zig-zag configuration of a square lattice under external pressure. The distance between rows of particles
is identical to the distance between particles in a row. The bold vertical arrows suggest the external forces squeezing
the lattice throughout (not shown on the sides), the thin horizontal arrows indicate the resulting displacements of
entire rows of connected particles, which in the harmonic approximation (unphysically) keep moving. The resulting
configuration gives way to the pressure applied in the vertical direction. Springs highlighted in blue are more relaxed
than those highlighted in red.

b. Buckling transition

To understand the effect of negative eigenvalues, it is instructive to consider first a square lattice, which indeed
produces the necessary stability condition U’(¢) > 0, different from the condition obtained on the triangular lattice
above. The condition U’(¢) = 0, when the buckling transition takes place on a square lattice, corresponds to the
configuration when all pairs of particles are relaxed if they are not displaced, i.e. to leading order, there is no force
U’ between any pair of particles placed on a lattice with spacing £.

On the square lattice, as soon as U’(¢) < 0, i.e. the particles are crammed together such that they exert forces
on each other, the lattice buckles with the most-negative eigenvalue corresponding to an excitation where, say,
1 — cos(2mp' /N1) vanishes and 1 — cos(27p? /N?) is maximal, p! = 0 and p?> = N?/2. The corresponding eigenvector
e = (1,0)" is orthogonal to kp, resulting in a zig-zag configuration as illustrated in Fig. 7. Right at the transition,
U'(¢) =0, all modes in the z- and y-direction are “massless” at once, as illustrated for the triangular lattice in Fig. 8.

A similar buckling can be observed on the triangular lattice where the eigenvalues A, for k[ € {(0,7), (x,0), (7, )}
become negative as U’(¢)/¢ drops below —U"(¢)/3, Table I. All three wave vectors have in common that one of the
kq,p vanishes, while two are equal and maximal. In the following, we focus on kIT) = (0, 7) which produces k1 p =0
and kg p = k3p = 2. The eigenvalue A\ = 2U"(£) + 6U'(¢)/¢ is indeed negative for U’'(¢)/¢ < —U"(£)/3, with
eigenvector e = (1,0)T. At the transition, U’(¢)/¢ = —U"(¢)/3, this eigenvalue vanishes. To determine whether A5

vanishes for a whole range of p when U’(¢)/¢ = —U"({)/3, we inspect the dynamical matrix at U’(¢)/¢ = —U”(é)/%
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Figure 8: Example configuration of a triangular lattice at the buckling transition. At the transition, all modes
modulating in the y-direction — resulting in displacement in the z-direction, namely those with x; p, = 0 — become
massless simultaneously as A\, = 0 and e, = (1, 0)" for all p = p(0,1)7, where p € Z (Fig. 7 shows only the most-
negative eigenvalues on the square lattice beyond the buckling transition). The same happens for modes with ko p, =0
and k3 p = 0 (not shown). As periodic boundary conditions apply, entire rows are displaced along the thin horizontal
arrows away from their regular positions in response to the surrounding external pressure (thick arrows, not shown
on the sides). The displacement results in more relaxed springs (blue) as well as more compressed springs (orange),
but also in different projections along the direction of movement, Fig. 2.

and p = p(0,1)T, where p € Z, so that k1 p = 0 and k2 p = K3 p,
D, = 4U" (O)kap (8 (1)) : (A39)

which has eigenvalues Af; = 4U"(¢)r2 p and indeed A, = 0 for all p = p(0,1)T with eigenvectors (0,1)" and (1,0)"
respectively. At the transition, U'(¢)/¢ = —U"(¢)/3, the eigenvalues A\ of p = p(0,1) thus vanish for all p € Z
simultaneously, allowing arbitrary excitations along e, which happens to be transverse to p. The same considerations
apply to the eigenvalues along the other main axes of the lattice, p = p(1,0) with k2 p = 0, and p = p(1,1) with
k3,p = 0. The harmonic lattice thus “melts” due to a multitude of modes simultaneously.

The buckling transition is illustrated in Fig. 8. That eigenvalues A; for all modes p = (0, p? € Z) vanish means that
any mode k travelling purely in the y-direction with displacements purely in the z-direction is permissible without
energetic costs. In other words, these massless excited modes produce displacements e, along the z-direction but
not the y-direction, so that, given periodic boundary conditions, entire rows of particles move in unison. They do
so independently, as all modes kp in the y-direction equally vanish. In Fig. 8 this is illustrated by rows of particles

moving freely relative to each other in the x-direction.

The indefinite slipping of an entire row of particles at the buckling transition, Fig. 8, is of course unphysical. In
the case of pair-interacting particles, once the lattice rearranges, the changing neighbourhood is not captured in the
harmonic approximation with fixed adjacency. Even if particles are permanently interacting by Hookian springs, the
lateral instability that arises from equal and opposite repulsion cannot lead to an indefinite displacement. However,
the onset of the instability is physical. Self-consistency of the harmonic approximation requires U’ (¢)/¢ > —U"(¢£)/3
and the rearrangement of the lattice that occurs for U’(¢)/¢ < —U"(£)/3 is curbed by higher-order terms, Section B.

The instability discussed above is also visible in the potential landscape, Fig. 9. As in Fig. 5, this shows the
potential of a particle as a function of its displacement, but now assuming its neighbours in the z-direction move
in unison with the particle, which happens as a whole row of particles if displaced by the same amount. Figure 9a
shows the resulting potential assuming Hookian pair-wise potentials, Eq. (A9), as a function of the distance between
particles. For sufficiently large distances, the potential picks up again, providing a potential trough. The harmonic
approximation, Eq. (A10), shown in Fig. 9b, loses stability for sufficiently negative U’(¢)/¢, suggesting an unphysical
indefinite slip, as it captures the potential landscape only for small-enough displacements.
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(a) Pairwise Hookian potential as a function of distance. (b) Harmonic approximation.

Figure 9: As in Fig. 5, but on a slightly larger scale, potential landscape Zq€{2,3,5,6} U(|u, — fa,]) of a particle
as a function of its displacement assuming, however, that particles along the z-axis maintain their distance at /¢,
whereas all other surrounding particles are standing still. Parameters: kK = 1, zg = 1.6 and ¢ = 1, Eq. (A9), so that
U'(0)/¢ = —0.6U'(¢), well after the buckling transition at U’'(¢)/¢ = —0.33...U'(¢), Eq. (A38). (a) Hookian pair
potentials, Eq. (A9), as a function of the distance [u, —uy,n, — ¢a,[. This potential landscape shows correctly that
large displacements in the z-direction will eventually result in large restoring forces. (b) Harmonic approximation,
Eq. (A10), using the same parameters as in subfigure (a). The negative curvature along the z-direction indicates an
unphysical unstable direction.

2. Correlators

We return to solving Egs. (A6) and (A23) in the harmonic approximation, assuming non-negative eigenvalues )\g

for all p. Having determined the normalised orthogonal eigenvectors eg, Eq. (A31), of f)p, we can write Up(t) in
terms of the two components

Uy (1) = af (t)e) + ay, (t)e, (A40)
and similarly for the noises,
&p(t) = EF (el + &, (e (A41)
where
GWEL () &) () _ /
<< 6 (DL (t) & (06 (1) >> =TV ipprotadlt =1 (442)
and
Wp(t) = wl (el + g (t)e, (A43)
where
oE (), (¢ ok (H)wg, (¢ ,
(0500 B0 =it
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Hence, Eq. (A23) reduces to two decoupled scalar differential equations
WS (t) = —AFat () + () +wE () (A45)
with solution
t
i (t) = / dt’ e (1) {ég:(t') + uvff(t’)}, (A46)
0

as the initial condition is f% (t =0) = 0. Given the independence of different modes, indicated by dp4p’,0 in Egs. (A42)
and (A44), the correlator of 42 (t) shows similarly

(o) Eoen ) =l (B i) 000
As
(g (11)a"p (t2) ) = (g (t1) T (t2)) =0 (A48)
the only non-trivial correlators are
(g (t1)al,(t2)) = VWG (tr, t2) + VEL (t1, t2) (A49a)
(g (t1)ap(t2)) = VW, (t1,t2) + VES (t1,t2) (A49D)

which separate into independent active W&(tl,tg) and thermal Eg(tl,tg) components. These components are the
fundamental ingredients in all calculations to come and will be specified below. In the harmonic approximation, if
all noises are Gaussian, then the correlators are also Gaussian and are therefore sufficient to characterise the system
fully.

The correlator of the active noise being proportional to the identity indicating isotropy, Eq. (A5), equally renders
the correlator Eq. (A44) isotropic. This is an important simplification. If the noise were originally anisotropic in
Eq. (A5), say

(Wa()WE (1)) = Wop e 0T (A50)

possibly with off-diagonal terms, such that different components were correlated, this would result in correlators for
the Fourier transform, Eq. (A20b), that are not proportional to the identity. This would produce correlations between
i (t) and w_p(t) in the correlator (A44), as the off-diagonal (in +) elements e} - We, would generally not vanish,
W (t) = ey - Wp(t).

The displacement correlators in Egs. (A49) are rather cumbersome because they are composed of the double integrals

VW (tlatQ / dt / dt// _>\ (tl t) _Ai (tQ t”)< p(t/)wj:p(t”)>

' ' (Abla)
:/ dt’/ dt//Vef)\g(tlft/thgft”)V267,u\t/7t”|’

tl t2 1" ~ A~
VES (1) == / at’ / a0 (SR Ex (1))

. (A51b)
/ d+ / dt//Ve—/\ (t1—t'+t2— t)FZ(S( //)

which, of course, can be evaluated in closed form, as in Section D, but are too unwieldy for the analysis that follows.
To simplify the expressions, we focus on large times ¢.

If any of the eigenvalues )\g are negative, then, by inspection, both W}jf(t, t) and Eg(t, t) will diverge for large t. As
discussed in Section A 1, the harmonic approximation becomes inconsistent for negative eigenvalues. In the following,
we therefore focus on non-negative eigenvalues )\g.
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A steady state would require ¢1 2 > 1/p and ¢1,2 > 1/)\2,[ > 0. However, the latter can never be achieved for p = 0,
as )\Oi vanishes, resulting in the equal-time correlators behaving for large ¢ like

%t, forp=0and t>1/pu, (A52a)
WEt e =4 2
m, forp#0, t>1/pand t> 1/)%7 (A52b)
and similarly
%, forp=0, (A53a)
Ei(tﬂf): ;}\—1, forp;éOandt>>1/)\§. (A53b)
p

The exceptional nature of the 0-mode has its physical origin in the diffusion of the lattice as a whole. As the lattice
structure ties the displaced sites together, the resulting net displacement decreases with the number of sites V. The
resulting correlator is, using Eqgs. (A18b), (A40), and (A49), given by the outer product,

1 2 1 % i (s _ _ _ _
(ua(yul, (1) = + (r? + M) oy + o e (Wi ) + 20|65 + Wy (60 + 25 (4.0 B )
P
(A54)
with 2 x 2 matrices
Eff = eri, (eri,)T (A55)

which are the outer products of the eigenvectors in Eq. (A31). Above, we assume t > 1/p in order to use the result
for Wff(t,t) at p = 0, as stated in Eq. (A52a). The starred sum in Eq. (A54) denotes the summation over all p
except p = 0.

In order to keep the stationary limit ¢ — oo well-defined, we introduce the displacement of the centre of mass,

- = Z 0, (1) = rtpo(t) (A56)
which, for ¢ > 1/u, has correlator
— 1 212
— T 2
<u(t)u (t)> - (r +=- )t112 (A57)

according to Eq. (A54) and equally from the correlator of tip=0o(t), via Eqgs. (A40), (A47), (A49) and (A56). Equa-
tion (A57) is the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (A54), linear in ¢. It produces the expected effective diffusion
constant of the lattice, (I'?/2+v2/u)/V, which equals that of an active Brownian particle with translational diffusion
constant D; = I'?/(2V), squared self-propulsion speed w2 = 21v2/V and rotational diffusion constant D, = pu, [52,

Eq. (29)].

Deducting the centre-of-mass displacement from the overall displacement u,,(¢) gives the relative displacement
1 .
va(t) = u, () — W) = Y e (t) (A58)
p

with the sum replaced by the starred sum compared to Eq. (A18b). With this adjustment, the first term on the
right-hand side of Eq. (Ab4) disappears from the equal-time two-point correlator of the relative displacements so
that, in the steady-state limit

2 % I
I WLt i >({ +}E++[+]E>. A59
Jim (va (v (1)) = 7 Z c vw T 228 P T A0 ) 205 P (A59)

While Eq. (A59) is the full correlation matrix, its trace is the more standard two-point correlator. In the particular
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case of n = n’, Eq. (A59) simplifies in the obvious way that the exponential from the Fourier transform disappears
from the expression,

N 2 2 L2 2
Jim (va(t) vy (8) = Jim T (v (v (0) = 3 3 qu T QH " [ww " QFVD . (A60)

using that Tr Ef —et.ef =1. By inspection, Eq. (A60) diverges logarithmically in large V', as )\r{[ vanishes like
Ip|? for fixed p as V — oo, Eq. (A33). At large V, this observable of the active crystal differs thus from the passive
one by the thermal noise parameterised by I'? getting boosted by the activity ?/u. As discussed in the main text,
in the harmonic approximation, the divergence of the variance of the relative displacement indicates the absence of
crystalline order according to Mermin’s original criterion [32].

However, the crystalline integrity is much better probed via the steady-state mean squared particle separation,
2 2 2 2 2
<|un_un+mq _gaq| > = <‘un_un+mq| > +‘€ = <|Vn_vn+mq‘ > +£ (A61)

using that (u,) = 0 and |a|? = 1 as well as Eq. (A58). From Eqgs. (A54) and (A59), this is, up to a shift by

= ‘<un —Upim, — éaq> ‘2 (A62)

the variance
1 * V2 F2 V2 1'\2
lim (|u,(t) —uyim HIFY = = 2K ({—&-]—&-[4—])7 A63
i (fon) =i, OF) = 5 32500 (| a5+ g |+ [t v * 23 (465)

which is generally not independent of ¢ because of the lattice having different extent in different directions, even when
N' = N2. In other words, the lattice geometry leads to anisotropy of the local fluctuations. Mirror symmetry results
in ¢ =1 and ¢ = 4 having the same mean squared separation, as do all of ¢ = 2,3,5,6, see Fig. 1.

There are two scenarios that result in the crystal disintegrating by a divergent inter-particle distance. Firstly, when
some eigenvalues )\g are negative, the lattice disintegrates, as the harmonic approximation is no longer self-consistent,
Section A 1, and equivalently the correlators Wi (t,t) and 2% (¢,t) diverge, Egs. (A51). To arrive at Eq. (A63) we
had to assume )\g > 0, in fact all eigenvalues in the summands are strictly positive, )\g[ > 0 for p # 0. However, the
sum in Eq. (A63) might still diverge as the number of terms diverges, depending on whether and how )\é[ approach 0
as V — oo. As discussed in detail in Section A 2a below, it turns out that /iqyp/)% remains finite in the limit of large
V, so that the summands in Eq. (A63) remain bounded and the variance converges.

If all eigenvalues are non-negative, i.e. if U’(¢)/¢ > —U"(¢)/3, then in the limit of N* = N? — co the (Riemann)
sum, Eq. (A63), converges to the integral

lim  lim <|un(t) ~Upim, (t)l2>

N1=N2—c0t—00

~2 [ ant [T a0 ([t wm) e T S w400

independent of ¢, as briefly explained below. In Eq. (A64) we have used the notation of

kq(k) =1 — cos(my - k) (A65)

as a function of k = (k!, k%), closely related to k, p that is a function of p rather than k, Eq. (A22). The eigenvalues
A*(k) in Eq. (A64) are correspondingly given by Eq. (A33) with r,, replaced by k,(k) in Eq. (A65). The right-
hand side of Eq. (A64) simplifies further by non-dimensionalising — in particular, introducing u = U’(€)/((U" (£)).
However, even v = 0 still requires numerical, rather than analytical, evaluation. The melting of the lattice — as
signalled by the divergence of the variance of the inter-particle distance, Eq. (A64) — occurs at uw = —1/3.

The independence of the variance (Juy, (¢) =ty m, (t) |2) from q in Eq. (A64), physically, is due to the thermodynamic
limit restoring isotropy, which is absent in Eq. (A63). Mathematically, the independence is demonstrated by a
substitution of the integration variables k' and k% and symmetries of x,(k) = 1 — cos(m, - k), Eq. (A65). As r,(k)
and therefore the eigenvalues A\*(k), Eq. (A33), are even in k, Eq. (A64) is invariant under changing ¢ € {1,2,3} to
¢+ 3, using that m, = —m, .3 as introduced before Eq. (A1). Similarly, Eq. (A64) for ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2 produces the
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same result, as changing the integration variables from k! and k2 to k' = k? and k"2 = k' maps x1(k) to ka(k’) and
vice versa, leaving the eigenvalues unchanged, because they are invariant under permutations of the labels ¢ of x,4(k),
Eq. (A33). Demonstrating that Eq. (A64) for ¢ = 3 is identical to the result ¢ = 1 uses the mapping k"' = k% — k!
and k"2 = —k!, so that k> — k'* = —k? and therefore k;(k’) = r3(k), xa2(k') = k1(k) and x3(k’) = ko(k). This
substitution draws on the periodicity of k,(k), as it requires a translation of the integration limits.

a. Convergence of Eqs. (12) and (A63)

Even when all eigenvalues are non-negative, for the correlator in Eqgs. (12) and (A63) it is relevant to know how
eigenvalues vanish (if they do), in order to show that (1 —cos(kp - mq))/)\g = Kq,p/Ag is bounded, such that the sum
Eq. (12) can be determined in the limit of large N* and N2. By inspection of Eq. (A33), )\g vanish trivially whenever
p = (0,0)T, resulting in k, = (0,0)T and thus x,p, = 0 for all g.

In the following, we assume all eigenvalues )\g for p # 0 are strictly positive, so that p = 0 produces the unique
global minimum of A§:0 = 0. In other words, we assume U’(¢)/¢ > —U"(¢)/3. By periodicity, there are some
pe{0,1,...,N' -1} ®{0,1,...,N? — 1} = P that produce kp, which for large N? come arbitrarily close to, say,
(2m,2m)T, but a suitable shift of P will result in ky, € [~, )2, so that ,p attain their maximum at the boundaries
of the “first Brillouin zone of indices”. Despite this rearrangement, it remains a (very reasonable) assumption in the
following that, even for large N! and N2, the eigenvalues Ap are bounded away from 0 everywhere, except in the
vicinity of p = 0. In large V, the smallest, yet positive, )\g are thus to be found around p = 0.

In a perturbation theory about ky, = (0,0)T, for the convergence of Eqs. (12) and (A63) it suffices to show

Kg,p

lim ‘ <T <00, (A66)
N1 N2—o00 P
with some T € R, so that every summand in Egs. (12) and (A63) is bounded, and therefore the sum divided by
V = N'N? is as well. A priori, the limit in Eq. (A66) depends on p and the details of how N — oo and N? — oo.
If this results in, say £1,p < K2,p, then kg p converges to r3 p, as can be seen by expanding k, p for large N1, N2 i.e.

small arguments of the cosine. The dynamical matrix Eq. (A21) can then be written in the form

By a0 (220, (w10 - VO) (2 0) e

with the matrix corresponding to aja] + asa). This dynamical matrix has eigenvalues

_ U 1,
>\p = 2[4’,2,]_-, <2 g + 2U/(€)) 3 (A68a)
1 /
A= omap (LU0 30y (A68b)
2 7/ 2
so that
: Kip
1 = A
il 5 =0 (469)
and
—1
U'(¢) 17
—— +3U" (¢
Jlim SR ( g ())_1 : (A70)
S T

Just like k1 p — 0 implies k2 p, — K3,p, the same argument applies to Ko p K K3,p OF K3 p K K1,p, s Ka,p = 0 implies
K3,p = K1,p, and K3 p = 0 implies K1 p = Ko p.

If the limit is taken such that N'/N? converges to a finite ratio, then, in general, to leading order all three kg
can be written as multiples of, say (1/N1)?, as can be seen by expanding x, . As a result, the eigenvalues /\Ij)E are to
leading order linear in (1/N')?, which cancels with the leading (1/N')? of kg p in k1 /AL

In summary, independent of the details on how the limit N, N2 — oo is taken, the ratio Kip/ )\g converges, So
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that the summands in Eq. (12) and Eq. (A63) remain finite and the sum converges.

3. Internal energy

Given the force term in the overdamped Langevin Eq. (A6), the total internal energy of the active crystal is, up to
a constant shift,

Q
= %ZZUUUN) ~ Uyym, () = fag]) (AT1)

n g=1

where the factor of 1/2 corrects for the double counting of each pair potential in the double sum. Correspondingly, in
the harmonic approximation, Egs. (A10) and (A14), the energy reduces to the essentially bilinear (yet not diagonal)

gharm ( ) - 3VU Z Z u, : n n/ Uy, (t) ) (A72)

using >, a, = 0 as well as ), agal = 31,, Eq. (A15), and Y > ¢ Unim, 8 = D_nUn->_,a; = 0, which follows
from the periodicity of the 1abe1hng The local force, Eq. (A13), follows immediately by differentiating Eq. (A71).
After rewriting Eq. (A72) in terms of the Fourier series, Egs. (A18b) and (A19b), and using the orthogonal ei-

gensystem Dpe )% lf, Section A 2, the sum over n in Eq. (A72) can be rewritten as

S5 () Doty (1) = % S i ()b Z (LGS (b) + 6y (DA i (1) - (AT3)

The expectation is easily taken using Eqgs. (A49). In the steady state, Egs. (A52) and (A53), the harmonic approx-
imation gives

- 2 V2 2 V2
lim (Eparm. (B)) = 3VU (L +—E — )+ —+
t~>loo<h () 0 2 = {(2 /\:,'+u) <2 )\;+u>}

FQ * 2 V2
=3VUO) +d(V — 1) + 5 Z(ﬁﬂb A+u) :
P

(AT4)

where )\i _o = 0 in the full sum of Eq. (A73) removes the p = 0 term. The factor d = 2 in Eq. (A74) is the size of the
matrix Dn,n/, so that d(V — 1) is the total number of excitable degrees of freedom. In equilibrium, by equipartition,
each such degree of freedom is to carry energy kpT'/2, corresponding to I'? /4 according to Eq. (A4), as I'? corresponds
to twice the diffusion constant or twice kgT'. The contribution d(V — 1)I'?/4 to the harmonic energy in Eq. (A74) is
thus in line with equilibrium thermodynamics.

A further sanity check of Eq. (A74) is obtained by taking the limit ;1 — oo in a way that renders the active noise
thermal, Eq. (A5). This is most easily implemented by taking v? = T'u/2, as [dt exp(—pult|]) = 2/u, Eq. (A5). In
the limit p — oo, all d = 2 terms in the summand of the starred sum of Eq. (A74) then become I'/2, resulting in
d(V — 1)T'/4 overall, in line with the preceding term.

In general, the activity contributes more to the energy of a mode p when )% <, which is the case for p close to
0 or close to (N* —1,N2 —1)T. For any p with )\g < i, the activity contributes 202 /u. The number of modes that
have this property grows linearly in V for N' o« N2, so that generally in large V the expected total energy scales like
(Enarm.) o V(I'?/2 + Cv? /) with some constant C.

4. Steady-state entropy production

Before calculating the entropy production of the active crystal, one final ingredient is the cross correlator,

t2 1" t2 2 17
(0 (t) 0, () = / At ¢ A oplta—t V(o () ot (1)) = / At Ve s b=t 2o —nlti=t"| (AT75)
0 0
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where we have inserted the solution for ﬁjfp(tg) from Eq. (A46), and have used that thermal and active noise are
independent, (d}g(tl)é; (t")) =0 as well as )\jfp = AE, Egs. (A22) and (A33). The cross-correlator

(0 (t)aT,(t2)) =0 (AT6)

vanishes as the solution 4 (t2) draws only on wf (), whose correlator with u?ff (t1) vanishes, Eq. (A44), and on

é;f, (t"), which is independent anyway.

Performing the integration in Eq. (A75), we obtain the exact expression

2 ¢ At 2, —p or tq t2
! I’/ (6 (ta ) — € Apt € h 9 2 ’

<1f] (tl)/af (t2)> )‘92 @ —t2 )xitz —put V e 2 —e )\Pi t2—t 2
j o] p ‘7A: u(z p(l ) e ‘pl2¢ 1) )\u ( u(ta—ty) (t2 1))’ for to >t ,

which does not diverge in large ¢; and t2 when p = 0, in contrast to the <ﬁ:§ (tl)'ll:i:p(tg» correlator, Egs. (A52a) and
similarly (A53a). In the equal-time steady-state limit ¢; = t2 — oo, the cross-correlation, Eq. (A77), becomes

2

lim (@3 (1), (1)) = V%Tu .

t—o0

(A78)

By comparing to the explicit expression for Wg[ (t,t) at large times ¢ > 1/)\§ and t > 1/u, Eq. (A52), we may write

0, for p=0, (A79)
. V2AE 79
(AE)2limy 00 VWE(L, 1) = Vit

P

t—o0 p

lm AS (W (H)at, (b)) = {

which is the form the correlator features in the calculation of the steady-state entropy production below.

The entropy production of an active crystal is most easily determined using the framework outlined in Ref. [51],
which introduces a notion of instantaneous internal local entropy-production rate in the steady-state limit,

6 6 2
2
O = — ZVinUﬂun —Upim, — lag|) + V] (wn - ZVUHU(\un ~Upim, — éaq|)> . (A80)
q=1 q=1

so that the total steady-state entropy production per site is just (), independent of n. In the harmonic approxim-
ation, the force from the neighbouring particles can be written as 37, Vu U(|u, — Upnim, — fag]) = >-, Dnnuyy,

Eqgs. (A13) and (Al14). From this, it follows that 3, VﬁnU(\un — Uy, — fag]) = Tr Dy n. Replacing the gradient
and Laplacian of the potential in Eq. (A80) with these expressions, followed by expanding the brackets and taking
the expectation of Eq. (A80), we arrive at

(6n) = —TrDpn + % <<Wn - Wn) — Z 2(Wn Danty) + Y ((Danuy) - (Dn,nuun,,)>> , (A81)

’

n n’’

with all terms to be evaluated at equal times in the steady state. The expectations on the right-hand side of
Eq. (A81) are most efficiently evaluated in their Fourier representation, Eqs. (A18a) and (A19). The calculation is
further simplified by taking the sum over all sites on the left using translational invariance, resulting in the total
entropy production

(S ) = ZH: (n) = — zn:’ﬁ Dom + % Xp: ((Wp ¥ p) =2 (Wp D pit p) + (Dpitp D pit ) . (AS2)

where we have replaced Dy, y, in Eq. (A81) by Dg,0. The trace of Dy,  is immediately evaluated, Eq. (A14), but it is
more instructive to use instead

DI TrDyn =Y Ty = 3 TrDy = (A +2;) (A83)
n P P

P

using the Fourier representation, Eq. (A19). The expectation (Wp(t) - W_p(t)) = dv?V in the steady state follows
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immediately from Eq. (A20b) with dimension d = 2. The remaining two terms simplify using the representation
Eq. (A40) of Gp in terms of the eigenvectors Eq. (A31) of Dy. In the steady state,

. AL A5
- N _ .2 P P
<Wp D,pu,p> Vv (}\; . + o+ M) (A84)

using Eqs. (A76) and (A78). Equation (A84) vanishes for p = 0 provided only u # 0. Similarly, for p # 0,

v

R . 2 2 2 9 V2 2
li D,a, -D_u_,)=A)V|——"—+— M)V —+ — A85
tHEo< ptip - —pH p> Op) (Amm +2A$) ) (Amp +p) +2Ap> (A%)

using Eqs. (A47), (A49), (A52) and (A53). As ijﬁp vanishes for p = 0 at any finite ¢, so does the limit. In summary,

: 2dv? * 24 4P [ A Ay 2 [ ANE AL AN T2
() = 22l g g M (6 e YL 2 (N TN )]
r P r r Ap 1 Ap o 2\ s + 1 2 Ap — 1 2
(A86)
where the first term on the right-hand side is due to p = 0 not being included in the starred sum, which suits all

terms except (Wp(t) - W_p(t)) = dv?V, which does not vanish for p = 0. Simplifying along the obvious lines finally
gives

. 2d1?  w? < I I 202 I3 I
S > - + 2 + == + A87
< ’ rz T2 {Aﬁw pr} rz < {A;Hu pr} (A87)
where we have used d = 2 explicitly, as well as A\g = 0. In higher dimensions, the increased d is matched by

an increased number of eigenvalues, which can always be paired in the suggested form, resulting in a sum over
L= MO+ p) = /O + ).

Even in the stable case, )\If > 0, the total entropy production, Eq. (A87), generally diverges as V' — oo on account
of the summands being bounded from below, as k4 p in Eq. (A33) are bounded from above, Eq. (A25). On the other

hand, the entropy production per site (Sin)/V converges in large V.

On the right-hand side of the first equality of Eq. (A87), the first term, 2dv? /T'? is the entropy production of a self-
propelled particle in d dimensions, with squared velocity amplitude ©?/V in each dimension and subject to thermal
diffusion I'?/(2V'), Eq. (A57) and discussion thereafter. This is the entropy production due to the 0-mode, which
displaces the lattice as a whole, as if it was a self-propelled Brownian particle [35]. The terms inside the starred sum
of Eq. (A87), on the other hand, can be seen as the entropy production of an active particle, here an active mode, in
a harmonic potential with stiffness )\ff subject to diffusion with constant I'2/(2V') and squared self-propulsion speed
v?/V that has correlation time 1/p. In the notation of Ref. [36], this means a = p, as the self-propulsion correlator
decays like exp(—at) there, w? there corresponds to v?/V here, D =T?/(2V) and k = AJ. This may not come as a
surprise as Eq. (A45) is in fact the equation of motion of a single “particle” (a mode) in a harmonic potential with
stiffness /\g.

The derivation of Eq. (A87) concludes the present section. It demonstrates that the entropy production of inter-
acting spatial degrees of freedom can be written as the sum over the entropy production rates of collective spatial
degrees of freedom provided they do not interact, in line with the findings of Ref. [51]. The similarity of the terms
in the entropy production, Eq. (A87), and the expected (harmonic) energy, Eq. (A74), is striking and suggestive of a
deeper relationship between the two.
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Appendix B: Higher-order terms in the expansion of Eq. (A8)

The Taylor expansion of the pair potential introduced in Eq. (A6) can be carried on from Eq. (A)

U(lz+ lag]) = U(0) (B1)
+ (2 V)|, UlIr + fag])
1
+3 (z-Vr)2’ _U(r + tay))
1
5 (29 U(r+a,)
Jr% (z Vi) 4‘ U(|r + ¢ay|) + higher-order terms

with z =, (1) — uy(?) in Eq. (A6). The above may more succinctly be written as

Uz + ta,]) = U(0) (B2)
+Z 218’ Ul(lr + tay|)

+ 3 Z zizj8i8j|r:0 U(\r + an|)
ij

1 i i kaindak
+ a0 Z 2'2270'97 0 |r:0 U([r + ¢ay|)
ijk
1 o o
+ o Z 22 zkzmal(?]ak@m}r:o U(|r + ¢ay|) + higher-order terms
ijkm
where 0° denotes the partial derivative with respect to 7%, which is the ith of d components of r. The first-order term
is

U (v + tay))

U(|r + tag]) = (r' + ta}) v ¥ fa] (B3)
q

Similarly to the notation above, aé is the ith component of a,. Dashes on the pair potential U denotes its derivatives
with respect to its scalar argument, i.e.

d
!
U'(s) = £ U2) (B4)
The higher-order terms beyond first order in Eq. (B2) are
8i8jU(|r+gan =" U’(|r—|—€aq|) (B5)
. o . Ulr+lag])  U"(Jr+ lay))
1 pat (- 0ad) | —
+(7" + aq)(r + aq)< |r+€aq|3 |r+€aq|2

and

o - o . . . ! 14 " 14
PP (v + Lag]) = (590" + tak) + 57 + bal) + 8" (+7 + (a])) (—UO” al) | Ot aq)) (B6)

T4 la,P e+ fa,l

, Lo , U'(|r + Ca,)) U'(Je +Lag]) U (|r+ Lag])
% i 7 7 k k al) q q
+ (r" + Lag) (r? + La)) (r" + Lay) (3 FEPE 3 v+ fat [t + fagP
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and

(B7)

7U’(|r + tag|) T U"(|r + tay|)
v+ fa,|3 Ir + la,|?

GO (|r + lay|) = (6765 + 745" 4 6*157m ) (
©j (K k m m km (.1 i j j
+ ((51(7“ +Lag)(r™ + Lay") + 0" (r' + Lag ) (r? + La))
k(1 7 m m m,.J 1 k k
+ 677 (r" + Lag)(r™ + Lag') + 6" (1! + Lal) (r" + Lay)
ki j j m m im (. .k k 7 i
+ 0% (r) + faf])(r + Lay )+ T (r" + an)(r + an) )

y <3U’(|r+£aq) 3U”(\r+€aq|) U’”(|r—|—€aq|)>

Pt laP el e+ lagP
+ (r' + Eaé)(rj + Zag)(rk + éa’;)(rm + Lag")
y (_15U’(|r+€aq) 15U”(|r—i—€aq|) 6U”’(|r+€aq\) U(4)(|r—|—€aq|)>

v+ la,[" v+ fa[° v+ fa [’ v+ fa,[!

Of course, in Egs. (B1) and (B2) these expressions are evaluated at r = 0, which renders them much more compact.

To proceed, we consider the total energy, Eq. (A71), of the system given a set of displacements u,,(t). The expansion
in Eq. (B2) will therefore be summed over ¢ and n.

Summing over ¢ simplifies some of the expressions above, for example
Q .
> tal, =0 (BS)
q

for any component i, as
i i
g = 70g1Q/2

for g € {1,...,Q/2}. For the same reason,
Q . .
Zafla{]a’; =0, (B10)
q

as shifting ¢ by /2 changes the sign of the summand for any 1, j, k.
To see the effect of Eq. (B8), we consider the total energy Eq. (A71) to first order,

Q
€)=} (V10 + S hm, i) o

n g=1

where we have dropped the time-dependence of the vector components u!. At first sight, Eq. (B8) seems to be of
' i

limited use, as it seems to merely entail vanishing )" 22221 uilaf], but in general not vanishing > Zqul Upym, G-
However, by periodicity of n, the summation index can be shifted in a ¢g-dependent manner

Q Q Q
ZZufﬁmqafI = ZZu;aé = ZZu;afI =0 (B12)

n g=1 g=1 n n g=1

so that the linear order drops out entirely, producing £(t) = (VQ/2)U(¢) to this order.

In the following, we express the internal energy, Eq. (A71), in a perturbation theory to fourth order using Eq. (B2).
To ease notation, we drop the time-dependence and write U for U(¢) and similarly U’ for U’(¢) etc. We now list the
contributions to the total energy as stated in Eq. (B2). For future reference, we further write

E=E+E +E+E+E+... (B13)
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with the following contributions to the energy at each order:

Contribution to the energy from Oth order at r = 0

_ % SN U = QU(@ . (B14)

Contribution to the energy from 1st order at r = 0

Equation (B3) evaluated at r = 0 produces afZU ' which vanishes under summation, i.e.

E1=0 (B15)
as seen above, Eq. (B12).
Contribution to the energy from 2nd order at r = 0
Equation (B5) evaluated at r = 0 gives
g o U .U
2 (3 (3 1"
77 =0 8J|r:0 U(lr+tag|) =6 .77 + agqa; <_€ +U > , (B16)

where we have introduced ’T;j to simplify notation below. The contribution to the energy &£ to second order thus
becomes

1 1 i % j j i‘U/ .7 U/
3 X 5 S e, — 1), — ) (37 e (- 07) ) (B17)
n g ij

which produces

/

1 /
- 5 Z Z {(un - un+mq) : unU? + (un - un—i—mq) saguy, - g (U” - [é) } ) (BlS)
n g

and with the help of Eq. (A15), can be further simplified to Egs. (A72) and (A14),
3/ U 11U’ 1/, U
& =3 (U + Enjun-un - §7¥§un~un+mq -5 (U= %:Eq:(un.aq)(uwmq ‘a) . (B19)

Contribution to the energy from 3rd order at r = 0
Equation (B6) evaluated at r = 0 gives

ijk i a7 gk ij k ik i ki _j uu j k U u” 11
T30 = 000" | _ U(|r+Lay|) = (67 al 4 67%al, + 6"a}) -t T + alala 37 —3,+U"), (B20)

which needs to be used in

ZZ Z n+mq - uil (Ufwrmq - Ui)(“ﬁ+mq - ulri) aiajak|r:0 U(‘I‘ + an') . (B21)

ijk

This can be simplified using identities such as
Z Z n+mq : n+mq>( n+mg aq) = Z Z(un : un)(un : aq) (B22)
and

Z Z(un : un)(un+mq ’ aq) = Z Z(un'—mq ’ un’—mq) Z Z n’+mg '+mql)(un’ ’ aq') (B23)

where n’ = n + m, and ¢’ = ¢ + Q/2 with suitable periodic conditions applied, say ¢’ = 7 corresponding to ¢’ = 1,
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so that a; = —a,; and my = —m,. It follows that
1 U/ U// U/ U//
&= § Z Z(un ’ aq) {(2un - un—i—mq) “Unim, (_62 + e) - (un+mq ’ aq)2 (362 - 37 + Um) } : (B24)
n g

It might surprise that this term, which is odd in u,,, does not vanish. The change in sign of £ under {u,} — {—u,}
seems to contradict the expected invariance of physics under mirror or inversion symmetry operations. However, u,
describes the displacement of a particle away from its regular lattice site. Even in one dimension, changing the sign
of u,, results in a very different physical setup, say for just three sites, u; = 0, uy = (1/3)¢ and uz = ¢ means that the
distances between particles 1 and 2 is (4/3)¢, between 2 and 3 is (5/3)¢ and between 3 and 1 is 0, whereas inverting
the sign results in distances (2/3)¢, (1/3)¢ and 2¢. While the sum of the distances is indeed the same, consistent with
&1 vanishing, the sum of their cubes is not, consistent with £ # 0.

Contribution to the energy from 4th order at r = 0
Equation (B7) evaluated at r = 0 gives

. o B o o U’ U
km i m i m im isim
T = 9OI0R0™| _ U (|r + lag]) = (698%™ + 675 gim 4 gt )<€3+€2)
.. . . . . ) X L . . U/ U// U///
+ (517&];&21 + 5kmaf1aé + (Wkafzagn + 5zmaéa§ + 5k1af]a;” + (Vmal,;a;) <3€3 - 372 + e )

+alalaFa™ 157 + 157 U +U® (B25)
q97q97974q 83 52 E :

Performing the summation then produces the contribution

1 1 2 U’ U 1 ) ) U’ U U
54 = 5 zn:zq: {2 ((un_un+mq)'un> <_€3 + €2> +1|un_un+mq(|) |(un_un+mq)'aq‘ (363 - 3672 + g)

1 4 3 9 9 UI Ul/ U/// (4)
55 [ 8 = 4 8) (W, ~80) + 30 20) (W, - 80) ] (1575 + 157 —6-— +UW ) 1. (B26)

The internal energy £ to fourth order in u,, is thus given by Eq. (B13) using Eqgs. (B14), (B15), (B19), (B24) and
(B26). To make the connection to the existing literature, Section B 1, writing the internal energy Eq. (A71) in the
form Eq. (B2), but with the help of Egs. (B16), (B20) and (B25),

Ve 1 1 P | i g ik 1 i g m —iikm
€= TU(E) + 2 Z Z 9 Z zn,qzﬁl,qT;j + 6 Z Zn»qzﬁyqzﬁ,qﬁj + 2 Z Zn,qzﬁlyqzﬁ,qzn-,qﬁj +. 0 (B27)
n gq i

ijk ijkm

with zn 4 = Wy, — U, is more telling, because in this form, zy 4 is the lattice gradient of u, in the ag-direction.
In the continuum, z, ; becomes a gradient field and, depending on the order the expansion is written to, produces a
Gaussian or a quartic field theory.

1. Limitations of the harmonic approximation and connection to ¢* theory

The shift of entire rows of particles by an infinite amount at the buckling instability as of Section A 1b is clearly
unphysical. As illustrated in Figs. 8 and 9, in the harmonic approximation, particles under external pressure may
seem to comply by slipping down an upside-down infinitely extended harmonic potential, while even just a harmonic
pair potential U(]...|) would prevent this. In principle, the correct behaviour is captured by the theory if U(]...|)
is expanded to high-enough order. However, this is only “in principle” because it is not guaranteed. Specifically, the
expansion is about small displacements compared to £, so the behaviour in large displacements, in particular around
any “remote singularity” due to a modulus, is not captured correctly, and how well the expansion is doing depends on
the magnitude of the terms included and omitted. In fact, exploring this with computer algebra indicates the in-file
mode that is unstable in the harmonic approximation becomes stable at sixth order, but still leaves some directions
unstable, say 12 o’clock, as well as 2, 4 etc.
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Figure 10: Schematic of the one-dimensional harmonic active chain.

Assuming the validity of the expansion, it is natural to expect some universality at the transition from the stable
lattice — whose constituent particles fluctuate about the sites of the regular lattice structure — to the buckled lattice.
The relevant model appears to be that of the crumpling membrane [54], possibly with disorder [56]. In this field theory,
the field is a gradient — indeed like it is here: U,y (¢) —uy(t) = Vé(xn,t).

To render the present phenomenon a ¢*-theory, we require displacement u,(t) and not just the difference in
displacement to enter into the action. In other words, particles would need to be anchored at lattice sites. This is
clearly not happening in clusters in motility-induced phase separation [10, 40], which float freely like rafts.

In simulations of active particles undergoing motility-induced phase separation, however, some features of the
instability can be observed, as the constituents of clusters seem to chew and churn, with several particles in single
file moving in unison at once, before coming to rest [51]. This behaviour is incompatible with any potential that
simply curtails large excursions and eventually pulls particles back to the origin. It challenges another approximation,
namely that of fixed adjacency. Specifically, we have assumed throughout that particles maintain their neighbourhood.
However, in (computer) experiments, particles interact with whoever they are in contact with or, more generally, with
all particles with the interaction strength depending on the pair distance. In the present work, the set of nearest
neighbours is fixed, as if springs were attached between interaction partners. Handling changing interaction matrices
is a matter of characterising Euclidean random matrices and well beyond the scope of the present work.

Appendix C: Harmonic approximation of the one-dimensional active crystal

Analogous to Section A, in the following we will perform the derivation for the case of a one-dimensional harmonic
active crystal, i.e. a harmonic active chain, as illustrated in Fig. 10. To limit repetition, we will omit much of the
detail in the following since most of the mathematical machinery was already introduced for the two-dimensional case.

Under the harmonic approximation, Section A, the stochastic equation of motion is

i, () = & (t) + wn(t) = > Dpnrtt(t) (C1)

n’=1

where u,,(t) € R represents the local displacement of the particle at a site indexed by n € {1,2,...,N}. As for the
two-dimensional crystal, the zero-mean thermal and active noise have autocorrelation functions given by, respectively,

(En()en (1) = T26,00(t — 1), (C2a)
(W () wp () = 120 e T (C2b)

Thesum ), , in Eq. (C1)is over the set {1,2,..., N} of all sites. However, the dynamical interaction kernel (dynamical
matrix) selects only those n’ that are nearest neighbours of n, explicitly,

=U"¥), for any n' such that there is a ¢ € {1,2} so that n’ =n +m,
D, v =1 20"(0), for n' = n, (C3)
0, otherwise,
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cf. in two dimensions Eq. (A14), based on the harmonic approximation
1
U(lz=4£]) ~U(¥) —zU’(€)+§z2U”(€) (C4)

in Section A, where the set of allowed differences in the indices is now simply {m1, ms} = {1, —1}, with an associated
set of displacements {¢, —(}.

Equation (C3) is exact if the pair potential is bilinear in the displacements u,,, say (1/2)x(u,, —u,; —{—zo)?, but a
harmonic approzimation if it is a function of the distance, (1/2)k(|u,, —u, ., — €| — 20)?, which is fully captured by the
harmonic approximation only when all differences of displacement are bounded by the lattice spacing, |u,, —u, | < €.
Strikingly, the first derivative of the pair potential does not feature at all in Eq. (C3). In the present approximation,
the relaxed length zy of the potential is essentially irrelevant to the dynamics and any external pressure does not
affect it.

As in the two-dimensional case, we solve the system by first introducing the Fourier transforms for the displacements,

N o
B, (1) = 3" e (1), (C5a)

n=1
1 Nl
w(t) =+ 3 i) (C5b)
p=0
the dynamical interaction kernel,
N N
DP:P' = Z Z e—z(kpn+kp/n )Dn,n’ ’ (CGa)
n=1n’'=1
R R
Dn,n’ - N N Z ez(kpn-‘rkp/n )Dp,p’ y (CGb)
p=0 p'=0
and the autocorrelation functions of the noises,
(€D (¥)) = T2NG 00t 1) | (CTa)
(tby ()t (£)) = V>N 0e HEE] (C7b)

where k, = 27p/N is the wavenumber indexed by p € {0,1,..., N — 1}. After taking the above Fourier transforms,
the Langevin Eq. (C1) simplifies to

ﬁ’p(t) = _Dpﬁp(t) + ép(t) + UA}p(t) ) (08)
where we introduced
[)p,p’ = N(Sp-&-p’,oﬁp = Nop4p,02U" (€)[1 — cos(ky)] - (C9)
The solution to Eq. (C8) is thus

a,(t) :/tdt’e—ﬁp“—t’){ép(ﬂ)+uvp(t’)} , (C10)

0

with initial condition 4,(t = 0) = 0. By analogy to Eqs. (A46) and (A49), it is clear the correlator is given by
(i, (t1)0_,(t2)) = NWRP(t1,t2) + NEP (1, 1) (C11)

where WP (t1,t2) and ZlP(t1,t5) are given by the corresponding expressions for Wi(t1,ts), Eq. (Abla), and
ZZ(t1,t2), Eq. (A51b), after replacing all instances of A%, BEq. (A33), with D,, Eq. (C9). Furthermore, the correlator
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in real space is given by

N—
(ty, (81U (t2)) = Z s (WID (1) 1) + Z1P (1, 12)) - (C12)

p=0
We can also define the relative displacement of the particles by subtracting the average displacement u(t) = ,,_(t)/N,
ie.

N-1

v, (t) =u,(t) — Z lk?" (i (C13)

p=1

This now permits an exact expression for the steady-state variance that does not trivially diverge in ¢,

. 2 1’12
Jlim (v, () Z( Boih) wp). (C14)

To determine the behaviour of (v, (t)v,,(¢)) in large N, one may be tempted to write N Z '1/(1—cos(27p/N))
as a Riemann sum. However, such a sum does not converge, because the integrand diverges as the integration limits
written in k = 2xp/N converge to 0 and 27 with decreasing integration mesh 1/N. The sum is entirely dominated
by the contributions of p close to 1 and close to N — 1.

Hence, for large N and fixed p, we may approximate ﬁp by U" (E)kg. At sufficiently large N, we can further assume
U"(0)k} < p, whence we obtain

2 2 (N-1)/2
i (0,000 = g (5 + ) ¥ S o). (1)

7

The summands 1/k7 decay sufficiently fast with increasing p that the upper limit of the sum in Eq. (C15) can be
safely extended to oo. Then, using that 3 >° | 1/k; = N?/24, we finally obtain

1 (02000 (0) = s (5 + ) + OV (c16)

Hence, the variance of the relative displacement diverges linearly with the number of particles for the one-dimensional
crystal, in contrast to the logarithmic divergence found for that of the two-dimensional crystal, Eq. (A60).

The crystalline integrity for the one-dimensional crystal is better probed by the steady-state mean squared particle
separation, which is, up to a shift by ¢2,

. 9 1 = V2 T2
Jim (fu(®) = w0, O ) = g 2(1  cos(k,)) ( YRR ﬁp> : (C17)

which, in contrast to the two-dimensional case, Egs. (12) and (A63), we observe to be independent of q. After inserting
the explicit expression for D, Eq. (C9), the resulting sum
N-1
1 N-1 2
. _ 2\ _ 9
Jim (Ju(®) = 1, OF ) = 5505 { T+ p§:1 3 u} (C18)

has a closed form in the limit N — oo, because the summand is bounded from above and from below. In particular,
using that

1 & 1 ! 1 1
lim — R — d = 1
NS N Z ¢ — cos(kp) /0 gy cos(kp) c2—1 (C19)
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we find

1 V2 I2
lim lim <|u (t) =y, (t)|2> = + =
N—oot—oo \' " Mg U () / U (4 2
/144 m

Next, we have the total instantaneous energy of the one-dimensional crystal,

(C20)

N 2
= 23 S U ()~ g, (6) — m]) (C21)

n=1qg=1

with the factor 1/2 accounting for the double counting of the pair potentials in the double sum, since [u,, (t) =, 4.1, (t)—
¢my| is the same for either n with ¢ =1, or n+ 1 with ¢ = 2. Unlike the two-dimensional crystal, the average energy
can be expressed in terms of the mean squared separation, Eq. (C17), using the harmonic approximation, Eq. (C4),
i.e.

N 2
(Ennem (1)) = NU() + 5 >3 20O (1) ~ o, (). (C22)

similar to Eq. (A72). Using Egs. (C9) and (C18) we thus arrive at

N-1
9 1

p=1 p+/14

tlir& (Enarm. (1)) = NU(£) + 1I‘2( )+

(C23)

14

| —

structurally identical to Egs. (17) and (A74). Using Eq. (C20), and translational invariance in Eq. (C22), we can read
off the steady-state average energy per particle in the thermodynamic limit, yielding

<gharm. (t)> 1 1/2 FQ
Eharm ) _ gy 4 2 | ——Le + —
2 1 /1 +4U"( ) 2

Lastly, we have the entropy production of the one-dimensional crystal. Starting from the general expression for the
steady-state entropy production of an active crystal, Eq. (A80), we have for the one-dimensional case,

(C24)

lim lim
N—o0t—00 N

N 2
b = % (wn -y Dn’n/un/> —2U"(0) . (C25)

n’=1

The derivation of a closed-form expression for the average entropy production of the one-dimensional crystal proceeds
analogously to the two-dimensional case in Section A 4. Skipping over this repetitive detail, we ultimately obtain

=
n - ~ C26
Ly e

cf. Egs. (21), (22) and (A87). As expected, Eqgs. (C26) and (C24) conform to Eq. (23).

Appendix D: Exact expressions for components of fully time-dependent displacement correlator, Eq. (A49)

Here, we state exact expressions for the active Wg(th to) and thermal Eg (t1,t2) components of the displacement
correlator, Eq. (A51).

First, we consider the integral arising from the thermal-noise correlator, Eq. (A51b) with Eq. (A42) assuming
AE£0

p b)

F2
EE(t,ts) = IANE (eﬂ‘i’ltrm B edg(tlm)) ' (B1)
P
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In the case of )\g = 0, in particular for the 0-mode, we obtain instead
=+ _ 2
Zo (tl, tg) =T mln(tl, tg) . (D2)
By considering the long-time t; = t5 > 1/A% behaviour of Eqs. (D1) and (D2), we recover Eq. (A53) in Section A 2.
Next, we calculate the integral Eq. (A5la) arising from the active noise,

ta t 2
VWE(t1, 1) = / dt” / At e e (1=t = AT, (bt N (wE(twE () (D3)
0 0

which gives with Eq. (A44) for )\ij #0
v? + + I + v? +
Wi(tl,tQ) = (e#tgtﬂ _ Biﬂtlf)‘p ta S*HtQ*)\p ty eAp|t2t1) + 7€7Ap (t1+t2) (D4)
P ()2 — 2 Ao X (Ap — h)
and similarly for )\ff =0,
2 2

2
Wét(tl,tg) — & min(tl,tg) _ % (1 + e_llltz—tll — e Ht1 _ e—utz) . (D5)
% 1

As above, considering t; = t2 > 1/AF and 1 = t2 > 1/p in Egs. (D4) and (D5) recovers Eq. (A52) in Section A 2.
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