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Topological and geometrical properties and the associated topological defects find a rapidly growing interest in studying
the interplay between mechanics and the collective behavior of cells on the tissue level. We here test if well studied
equilibrium laws for polydisperse passive systems such as the Lewis’s and the Aboav-Weaire’s law are applicable also
for active cellular structures. Large scale simulations, which are based on a multi phase field active polar gel model,
indicate that these active cellular structures follow these laws. If the system is in a state of collective motion also
quantitative agreement with typical values for passive systems is observed. If this state has not developed quantitative
differences can be found. We further compare the model with discrete modeling approaches for cellular structures and
show that essential properties, such as T1 transitions and rosettes are naturally fulfilled.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although driven and active systems are far from equilib-
rium, they have been shown to share key features with pas-
sive systems. Examples are effective thermal behavior and
time correlation functions in assemblies of cells, which be-
have as equilibrium glass transitions1,2 or motility induced
phase separation, which shares properties such as coarsening
laws and statistical self-similarity with classical phase separa-
tion in binary systems3,4. We will here test if topological and
geometric quantities, which are well studied for polydisperse
assemblies in passive systems, as e.g. foams and froths5,6

or Ostwald ripening of minority phase domains after a rapid
temperature quench7,8, are also valid for monolayers of cells.
We will consider two empirical laws, the Lewis’ law, orig-
inally proposed in studies of the epidermis of Cucumis9, it
expresses the existence of correlation between area and num-
ber of neighbors (coordination number q) of a cell, and the
Aboav-Weaire’s law, with the original aim to understand the
mechanism of growth of polycrystals10, which states that cells
with high (low) coordination number are surrounded by small
(large) cells. In other words Lewis’s law indicates how space
is most likely to be filled by cells, whereas Aboav-Weaire’s
law gives the most probable correlation between neighboring
cells. Both laws for space-filling cellular structures can be
found in biological, geographical, mathematical and physical
literature, see e.g.11 for a review. Such topological properties
and the associated topological defects find a rapidly growing
interest in studying the interplay between mechanics and the
collective behavior of cells on the tissue level12. Particularly
for fully confluent epithelial tissues where cells are densely
packed, various cell-based models have been developed to
study epithelia tissue mechanics13–18. Besides these vertex
models also phase field models that can represent a cells’s
shape and dynamics in great detail have been proposed19–26.
These models, which fulfill essential properties of cellular
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structures naturally, will be the basis for the simulations in
this paper.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section II we briefly
review the considered model, which is based on a multi phase
field approach using one phase field variable per cell and a po-
lar active gel theory within each cell. We further mention the
numerical approach, which considers one cell per processor
and thus shows parallel scaling properties independent of the
number of cells. We will consider simulations with approxi-
mately 100 cells. In Section III the algorithm is used to ana-
lyze the collective behavior in various settings and topologi-
cal and geometric properties are computed and compared with
the equilibrium Lewis’ and Aboav-Weaire’s laws, and typical
values obtained for passive systems. We thereby demonstrate
the possibility to classify cellular systems according to their
collective behavior. In Section IV we draw conclusions.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

Each cell is modeled by a phase field active polar gel
model23,27,28 and the cells interact via a short-range interac-
tion potential25. We consider i = 1, . . . ,n phase field variables
φi and polarization fields Pi, for which the coupled evolution
equations read

∂tφi + v0∇ ·
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)
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in Ω× (0,T ] for some simulation end time T > 0 and a two-
dimensional domain Ω. We assume in the following periodic
boundary conditions for Ω. The model results as a H−1 gra-
dient flow (conserved evolution) of the energy F w.r.t. φi and
an L2 gradient flow (nonconserved evolution) w.r.t. Pi with

F [{Pi},{φi}] =

∑
i

( 1
Ca

∫
Ω

ε

2
‖∇φi‖2 +

1
ε

W (φi)dx

+
1

Pa

∫
Ω

1
2
‖∇Pi‖2 +

c
4
‖Pi‖2(−2φ +‖Pi‖2)+βPi ·∇φi dx

+
1
In

∫
Ω

B(φi)∑
j 6=i

w(d j)dx
)

considering the surface energy for the cell boundaries, a po-
lar liquid crystal energy in the cells and interaction terms. The
parameters Ca, Pa and In act as weightings between these con-
tributions. The surface energy is a classical Ginzburg-Landau
function with double-well potential W (φ) = 1

4 (φ
2− 1)2 and

interface thickness ε . Additional surface properties, such as
bending, have shown to be of small impact25 and are there-
fore neglected here. The polar liquid crystal energy is of
Frank-Oseen type and c and β are parameters controlling the
deformation of the polarization fields Pi within the cell bulk
and the anchoring on the cell interface, respectively. The in-
teraction term considers B(φi) =

3
ε
√

2
W (φi) ≈ δΓi an approx-

imation of the surface delta function for the cell boundary
Γi = {x ∈ Ω | φi(x) = 0} and an approximation of an inter-
action potential w(d j) with signed distance function d j with
respect to the zero-line (cell boundary Γ j) of φ j. Activity is in-
troduced in the evolution equations by a self-propulsion term,
with velocity value v0. For more details we refer to23,25,27,28.
In previous studies a short range repulsive interaction was
considered, with

w(d j) = exp
(
−

d2
j

ε2

)
, with d j(φ j) =−

ε√
2

ln
1+φ j(x)
1−φ j(x)

the signed distance function computed from the equilibrium
tanh-profile of the phase field function φ j. However, other
forms are possible as well, such as short range adhesive inter-
actions or even more realistic effective interaction potentials,
as e.g. experimentally determined in29 and shown to be es-
sential for local cellular order. Here our approach differs from
other phase field studies, e.g.21,22, where simply the overlap
of two cells is penalized by an energy term proportional to
∑ j 6=i

∫
Ω

φ 2
i φ 2

j dx and/or adhesion to the cell boundaries is pro-
moted by a term proportional to −∑ j 6=i

∫
Ω
|∇φi|2|∇φ j|2 dx.

In order to solve the equations numerically we consider a fi-
nite element implementation which scales with the number of
cells n. This is achieved by considering each cell on a different
processor and various improvements to reduce the communi-
cation overhead to deal with the cell-cell interactions, see30–34

for detail.
Previous studies of the model were concerned with di-

lute monodisperse systems and the emergence of collective
motion25,34. We here consider densely packed disperse sys-
tems where various model parameters are varied to analyze

Ω ε γ κ Pa Ca In v0 c
[0,100]× [0,100] 0.15 1 1 1 0.025 0.05 2.5 1

TABLE I. Numerical parameters used in all simulations.

the effect on topological and geometric quantities of the ac-
tive cellular structures.

III. RESULTS

Figure 1 shows snapshots of the evolution of the cellular
structure. Shown are the zero-level lines of φi (cell boundaries
of each cell). The arrows indicate the average polarization
fields Pi in the cells. We in addition color code the number
of neighbors (coordination number q), which is shown for the
same snapshots.

FIG. 1. Snapshots of the evolution for t = 60,225,800 from left to
right. The simulation is done with β = 0.3 and a random initializa-
tion of the polarization field. The top row visualizes the emergence
of collective motion and the bottom row shows the number of neigh-
bors (color coded) at the corresponding time instances.

We consider an initial size distribution with a mean cell area
determined by the number of cells and a variance of σ = 3.
Due to the phase field approach with ε > 0 a space-filling
structure is not possible, we instead consider an area fraction
of 0.95, which explains the visible empty space in Figures 1 -
3. We vary the parameter β , which models the anchoring of
the polarization field at the cell boundaries. All other parame-
ters are fixed, see Table I for the considered values.

In contrast to vertex models, e.g.13, where topological tran-
sitions have to be incorporated by hand, the multi phase field
approach deals with these transitions automatically, see Fig-
ure 2 for a typical T1 transition in the evolution process. Also
points where four or more cells are in contact with each other,
so called rosettes, have to be explicitly enforced within vertex
models18, and occur naturally within the multi phase field ap-
proach, see Figure 3 for examples. Such rosettes have been
identified as crucial in development, disease and physiology,
see e.g.35–37.
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FIG. 2. Typical T1 transition. The color highlights the involved cells
in the topological change which are in contact with each other at the
beginning of the T1 transition.

FIG. 3. Examples for rosettes found in the simulations. The color
highlights "vertices" with four or five cells.

We are now concerned with the emerging behavior. De-
pending on the parameter β the cellular structure converges to
a collective state, where all cells move in the same direction,
or remains within the considered time T in a chaotic state.
This evolution can be quantified by computing the transla-
tional order parameter

θ(t) =
1
n

∥∥∥∑
i

v̂i(t)
∥∥∥

with v̂i(t) the unit velocity vector of cell i at time t. It is 1 if all
cells move in the same direction and 0 if all cell velocities are
independent. The cell velocity is computed from the center
of mass of each cell at adjacent time instances. Its direction
corresponds to the direction of Pi. Figure 4 shows the evo-
lution of the order parameter θ for different initial conditions
and different β . For β = 0.3 a state of collective motion is
reached immediately, whereas for β = 0.1 this state is never
reached within the considered time T and one could conclude
that it will probably never be reached. For β = 0.2 it takes
a long time before collective motion can be observed. De-
pending on the initial conditions it might not even be reached
within the considered time38. These findings are in qualitative
agreement with results obtained for more dilute systems34.

In order to characterize the topological domain structures
during the evolution we consider the coordination number
probability of the cells, P(q) = N(q)/N, where N(q) is
the number of cells with q nearest neighbor cells and N =
∑q N(q). Figure 5 shows P(q) averaged over the whole time
interval and the three different simulations for each β . P(q) is
symmetric and centered at q = 6. This is true for all consid-
ered β . For β = 0.1 and β = 0.3 it is also time-independent.
For β = 0.2 it evolves towards the functional form for β = 0.3
if the state of collective motion is reached, see additional open
symbols in Figure 5, which are averaged only over the time,
where collective motion is reached for β = 0.2. P(q) 6= 6

FIG. 4. Translational order parameter θ(t) indicating collective
motion for different values of β . The time is considered in non-
dimensional units.

corresponds to cellular structures with topological defects.
For the variance of P(q) we obtain µ2 = ∑q(q− 6)2P(q) ≈
{1.05;0.93;0.75} for β = 0.1;0.2;0.3, respectively. Consid-
ering for β = 0.2 only the time, where collective motion is
reached, which is identified by 0.9 < θ , we obtain µ2 = 0.75.
P(q) and µ2 have been computed for various passive systems,
experimental and theoretical. They are all symmetric and cen-
tered at q = 6. And also the variance for β = 0.3 and the
one for β = 0.2 if collective motion is reached, are close to
these measured data for passive systems, see e.g.39, where
µ2 = 0.64 has been reported. The coordination number prob-
ability of an active cellular structure thus seems to behave as
in passive systems if it is in the state of collective motion, and
quantitatively differs if not.

FIG. 5. Coordination number probability for β = 0.1,0.2,0.3, from
left to right. Shown is the average of the whole time evolution and
all considered samples (closed symbols and fit) and average over the
time, where collective motion is already reached (0.9 < θ ) (open
symbols).

Lewis’s law9 states that cells with a coordination number
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FIG. 6. Normalized average area of nearest neighbor cells, Ānn/A vs. A/Ā for β = 0.1,0.2,0.3 from left to right, together with a fit according to
eq. (3). Inset (top) shows Ā(q)/A vs. topological charge q−6, corresponding to Lewis’s law. The line shows a linear fit through the data. Inset
(bottom) shows the average coordination number of nearest neighbor cells of q-coordinated cells vs. topological charge q−6, corresponding
to Aboav-Weaire’s law. The line shows a linear fit through the data.

q = 6 tend to have a size equal to the average cell size, and
that cells that are larger (smaller) than the average cell size
tend to have a coordination number larger (smaller) than six
and reads

A(q)
A

= α(q−6)+ γ (1)

with A(q) the average area of q-coordinated cells, A the av-
erage cell area and α and γ scalar fitting parameters. The re-
sults are shown in Inset (top) of Figure 6. We obtain (α,γ) =
(0.16,1.03);(0.16,1.04);(0.23,1.01) for β = 0.1,0.2,0.3, re-
spectively. If for β = 0.2 only the times, where collective
motion is already reached (0.9 < θ ), is considered, one ob-
tains (α,γ) = (0.23,1.00). These values and the once for
β = 0.3 are again in excellent agreement with data in39, where
0.20≤ α ≤ 0.25 and 0.95≤ γ ≤ 1.05 has been reported.

Aboav-Weaire’s law10 describes topological correlation be-
tween the coordination number of a cell, q, with the average
coordination number of its nearest neighbor cells pnn(q) and
reads

qpnn(q) = (6−ζ )(q−6)+η (2)

with scalar fitting parameters ζ and η . The results in Inset
(bottom) of Figure 6 show the suggested linear behavior. We
obtain (ζ ,η) = (0.71,35.73);(0.70,35.38);(1.16,36.45) for
β = 0.1,0.2,0.3, respectively, and for the times of collective
motion (0.9 < θ ) for β = 0.2, (ζ ,η) = (1.03,36.22). Again,
these values and the once for β = 0.3 are in quantitative agree-
ment with those measured in passive systems, see39, where
(ζ ,η) = (1.10,36.64) have been reported. The linearity of
the Aboav-Weaire’s law has also been found theoretically40

and experimentally41.
Both laws, the Lewis’s law and the Aboav-Weaire’s law,

also lead to a correlation between the area of a cell, A, and the
average area of its nearest neighbors, Ann, see Figure 6. Cells
which are larger (smaller) than the average cell size are mostly
surrounded by nearest neighbor cells that are smaller (larger)
in size. All three cases qualitatively show this anticorrelation

Lewis’s law Aboav-Weaire’s law
µ2 α γ ζ η

θ < 0.3 1.03 0.16 1.04 0.66 35.50
0.3≤ θ ≤ 0.9 0.90 0.17 1.03 0.77 35.59

0.9 < θ 0.74 0.24 1.01 1.17 36.53
Sire et al.39 0.64 [0.20, 0.25] [0.95,1.05] 1.10 36.64

TABLE II. Variance of coordination number probability P(q) and
linear fitting parameters for topological and geometric laws over all
simulations, classified according to translational order parameter θ .

and also fulfill the proposed functional form for this relation,

f (x) =
1
x

(
1+

α2µ2−ζ α(x−1)
6α +(x−1)

)
(3)

with x = A/Ā and f (x) = Ānn/A and the fitting data α from
Lewis’s law, ζ from Aboav-Weaire’s laws and µ2 the variance
of P(q). The functions are plotted in Figure 6. The law results
from maximum entropy theory for random two-dimensional
cellular structures42,43.

In summary, we obtain qualitative agreement with equilib-
rium topological and geometrical relations widely found in
passive systems, independent of the used parameters and the
macroscopic state of the active cellular structure and even
quantitative agreement with typical values for Lewis’s law,
Aboav-Weaire’s law and the combined functional form in eq.
(3) for passive systems, within the state of collective mo-
tion. To further confirm these results we classify the whole
data set (all β , all initial conditions) according to the value
of the translational order parameter θ , with θ < 0.3 (chaotic
regime), 0.3 ≤ θ ≤ 0.9 (intermediate regime) and 0.9 < θ

(collective motion), we obtain the values in Table II.
Our investigations indicate that also in active cellular struc-

tures, if they are collectively moving, the cells are arranged in
space to maximize the configurational entropy. In this study
we only varied one parameter, β which controls the anchor-
ing of the polarization fields Pi on the cell interface and has
a strong influence on the movement of a cell, see23,25. All
other parameters are kept constant and further studies, e.g. on
the influence of the strength of the activity, the stiffness of



Topological and geometric quantities 5

the cell boundaries or the interaction potential, are postponed
to future work. However, the classification according to the
translational order parameter θ suggests to obtain similar re-
sults also in these situations.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The used multi phase field active polar gel model can be
considered as a minimal model of active cellular structures. It
is based on active driving, cell deformation and force trans-
mission through interactions at the cell-cell interfaces. The
collective dynamics in the cellular structures are not simply
the result of many individually moving cells, but results from
coordinated movement of interacting cells. It could not be
expected that laws, which are derived for passive systems,
are applicable for such active structures. However, our re-
sults clearly indicate that topological and geometric relations
also hold in active systems and established laws, such as the
Lewis’s law and the Aboav-Weaire’s law are fulfilled if the ac-
tive system is in a collectively moving state. Using the trans-
lational order parameter with 0.9 < θ as an indicator for col-
lective movement all simulation results fulfill these laws and
agree quantitatively with typical results for passive systems.
Below this threshold the results deviate from these values.

The proposed multi phase field model shows various ad-
vantages if compared with active vertex models17 and the
considered numerical approach allows to simulate a reason-
able number of cells to analyze characteristic tissue topolo-
gies. However, for its applicability in tissue mechanics, var-
ious model extensions, e.g. towards cell growth and cell di-
vision are required. On the other side, even simplified ap-
proaches of the multi phase field model have recently been
used to demonstrate the emergence of macroscopic nematic
liquid crystal features of tissue44. The corresponding topo-
logical nematic defects have shown to be essential for cell
death and extrusion45. To analyses the relation between the
dynamics in cellular structures and such macroscopic features
and the resulting tissues mechanics, still has to be explored.
The multi phase field approach is a valuable framework that
can incorporate a broad range of submodels, in our case an
active polar gel model. Other possibilities are couplings with
biochemistry46,47 or hydrodynamics25.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We acknowledge computing resources provided at JSC un-
der grant HDR06.

1L. Berthier and J. Kurchan, “Non-equilibrium glass transitions in driven
and active matter,” Nat. Phys. 9, 310 (2013).

2L. Berthier and G. Tarjus, “Nonperturbative effect of attractive forces in
viscous liquids,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 170601 (2009).

3R. Wittkowski, A. Tiribocci, J. Stenhammer, R. Allen, D. Marenduzzo, and
M. Cates, “Scalar φ 4 field theory for active-particle phase separation,” Nat.
Comm. 5, 4351 (2014).

4T. Speck, J. Bialke, A. Menzel, and H. Löwen, “Effective Cahn-Hilliard
equation for the phase separation of active Brownian particles,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 112, 218304 (2014).

5H. Flyvbjerg, “Model for coarsening froths and foams,” Phys. Rev. E 47,
4037–4054 (1993).

6J. Duplat, B. Bossa, and E. Villermaux, “On two-dimensional foam aging,”
J. Fluid Mech. 673, 147–179 (2011).

7P. Voorhees, “The theory of Ostwald ripening,” J. Stat. Phys. 38, 231 (1985).
8K. Moats, E. Asadi, and M. Laradji, “Phase field crystal simulations of the
kinetics of ostwald ripening in two dimensions,” Phys. Rev. B , to appear
(2019).

9F. Lewis, “The correlation between cell division and the shapes and sizes
of prismatic cells in the epidermis of cucumis,” Anatom. Rec. 38, 341–376
(1928).

10D. Aboav, “The arrangment of grains in a polycrystal,” Metallography 3,
383–390 (1970).

11S. Chiu, “Aboav-Weaire’s and Lewis’ laws - review,” Mater. Charact. 34,
149–165 (1995).

12B. Ladoux and R.-M. Mege, “Mechanobiology of collective cell be-
haviours,” Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 18, 743 (2017).

13R. Farhadifar, J.-C. Röper, B. Aigouy, S. Eaton, and F. Jülicher, “The influ-
ence of cell mechanics, cell-cell interactions, and proliferation on epithelial
packing,” Curr. Biol. 17, 2095–2104 (2007).

14A. Fletcher, M. Osterfield, R. Baker, and S. Shvartsman, “Vertex models
of epithelial morphogenesis,” Biophys. J. 106, 2291 (2014).

15D. Bi, J. Lopez, J. Schwarz, and M. Manning, “A density-independent
rigidity transition in biological tissues,” Nat. Phys. 11, 1074–1079 (2015).

16X. Yang, D. Bi, M. Czajkowski, M. Merkel, L. Manning, and M. Marchetti,
“Correlating cell shape and cellular stress in motile confluent tissues,” Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 114, 12663–12668 (2017).

17D. Barton, S. Henkes, C. Weijer, and R. Sknepnek, “Active vertex model
for cell-resolution description of epithelia tissue mechanics,” PLoS Com-
put. Biol. 13, e1005569 (2017).

18L. Yan and D. Bi, “Multicellular rosettes drive fluid-solid transition in ep-
ithelial tissues,” arXiv Preprint , 1806.04388.

19E. Tjhung, D. Marenduzzo, and M. E. Cates, “Spontaneous symmetry
breaking in active droplets provides a generic route to motility.” Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 109, 12381–12386 (2012).

20F. Ziebert, S. Swaminathan, and I. S. Aranson, “Model for self-polarization
and motility of keratocyte fragments,” J. R. Soc. Interface 9, 1084–1092
(2012).

21B. Camley, Y. Zhang, Y. Zhao, B. Li, H. Ben-Jacob, E. Levine, and W. Rap-
pel, “Polarity mechanisms such as contact inhibition of locomotion regulate
persistent rotational motion of mammalian cells on micropatterns,” Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 111, 14770–14775 (2014).

22J. Löber, F. Ziebert, and I. S. Aranson, “Collisions of deformable cells lead
to collective migration,” Sci. Rep. 5, 9172 (2015).

23W. Marth, S. Praetorius, and A. Voigt, “A mechanism for cell motility by
active polar gels,” J. R. Soc. Interface 12, 20150161 (2015).

24B. Palmiri, Y. Bresler, D. Wirtz, and M. Grant, “Multiple scale model
for cell migration in monolayers: Elastic mismatch between cells enhances
motility,” Sci. Rep. 5, 11745 (2015).

25W. Marth and A. Voigt, “Collective migration under hydrodynamic interac-
tions: a computational approach,” Interface Focus 6, 20160037 (2016).

26B. Camley and W. Rappel, “Physical models of collective cell motility:
from cell to tissue,” J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 50, 113002 (2017).

27K. Kruse and F. Jülicher, “Actively contracting bundles of polar filaments,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 1778–1781 (2000).

28K. Kruse, J. F. Joanny, F. Jülicher, J. Prost, and K. Sekimoto, “Asters,
vortices, and rotating spirals in active gels of polar filaments,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 92, 078101 (2004).

29R. Hartmann, P. Singh, P. Pearce, R. Mok, B. Song, F. Diaz-Pascual,
J. Dunkel, and K. Drescher, “Emergence of three-dimensional order and
structure in growing biofilms,” Nat. Phys. (2018), 10.1038/s41567-018-
0356-9.

30S. Vey and A. Voigt, “AMDiS: adaptive multidimensional simulations,”
Comput. Vis. Sci. 10, 57–67 (2007).

31T. Witkowski, S. Ling, S. Praetorius, and A. Voigt, “Software concepts
and numerical algorithms for a scalable adaptive parallel finite element
method,” Adv. Comput. Math. 41, 1145–1177 (2015).

32S. Ling, W. Marth, S. Praetorius, and A. Voigt, “An adaptive finite element
multi-mesh approach for interacting deformable objects in flow,” Comput.
Methods Appl. Math. 16, 475–484 (2016).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1005569
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1371/journal.pcbi.1005569
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1200843109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1200843109
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1098/rsif.2011.0433
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1098/rsif.2011.0433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep09172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2015.0161
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1098/rsfs.2016.0037
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.1778
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.078101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.078101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0356-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0356-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00791-006-0048-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10444-015-9405-4
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1515/cmam-2016-0003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1515/cmam-2016-0003


Topological and geometric quantities 6

33W. Marth, S. Aland, and A. Voigt, “Margination of white blood cells -
a computational approach by a hydrodynamic phase field model,” J. Fluid
Mech. 709, 389–406 (2016).

34S. Praetorius and A. Voigt, “Collective cell behavior - a cell-based paral-
lelization approach for a phase field active polar gel model,” in NIC Sympo-
sium 2018, edited by K. Binder, M. Müller, and A. Trautmann (2018) pp.
369–376.

35M. Harding, H. McGraw, and A. Nechiporuk, “The roles and regulation
of multicellular rosette structures during morphogenesis,” Develop. 141,
2549–2558 (2014).

36G. Trichas, A. Smith, N. White, V. Wilkins, T. Watanabe, A. Moore,
B. Joyce, J. Sugnaseelan, T. Rodriguez, D. Kay, R. Baker, P. Maini, and
S. Srinivas, “Multi-cellular rosettes in the mouse visceral endotherm facili-
tate the ordered migration of anterior visceral endotherm cells,” Plos Biol.
10, e1001256 (2012).

37F. Wippold and A. Perry, “Neuropathology for the neuroradiologist:
Rosettes and pseudorosettes,” Am. J. Neurorad. 27, 488–492 (2006).

38The final time and the number of performed simulations are a compromise
between predictability and economic use of computing resources.

39C. Sire and M. Seul, “Maximum entropy analysis of disordered droplet pat-
terns,” J. Phys. I France 5, 97–109 (1995).

40C. Godreche, I. Kostov, and I. Yekutieli, “Topological correlations in cel-
lular structures and planar graph theory,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2674–2677
(1992).

41J. Mombach, M. Vasconcellos, and R. Dealmeida, “Arrangment of cells in
vegetable tissues,” J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 23, 600–606 (1990).

42M. Peshkin, K. Strandburg, and N. Rvier, “Entropic predictions for cellular
networks,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 1803–1806 (1991).

43M. Seul, N. Morgan, and C. Sire, “Domain coarsening in a two-
dimensional binary mixture: growth dynamics and spatial correlations,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 2284 (1994).

44R. Mueller, A. Doostmohammadi, and J. Yeomans, “Emergence of ac-
tive nematic behaviour in monolayers of isotropic cells,” arXiv Preprint ,
1811.05040 (2018).

45T. Saw, A. Doostmohammadi, V. Nier, L. Kocgozlu, S. Thampi, Y. Toyama,
P. Marcq, C. Lim, J. Yeomans, and B. Ladoux, “Topological defects in
epithelia govern cell death and extrusion,” Nature 544, 212–216 (2017).

46W. Marth and A. Voigt, “Signaling networks and cell motility: a computa-
tional approach using a phase field description,” J. Math. Biol. 69, 91–112
(2014).

47B. Camley, Y. Zhao, B. Li, H. Levine, and W. Rappel, “Crawling and
turning in a minimal reaction-diffusion cell motility model: Coupling cell
shape and biochemistry,” Phys. Rev. E 95, 012401 (2017).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsfs.2016.0037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsfs.2016.0037

	Topological and geometrical quantities in active cellular structures
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Model and Methods
	III Results
	IV Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments


