Exact solution for the Anisotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck Process
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Abstract

Active-Matter models commonly consider particles with overdamped dynamics subject to a
force (speed) with constant modulus and random direction. Some models also include random
noise in particle displacement (a Wiener process) resulting in diffusive motion at short time
scales. On the other hand, Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes apply Langevin dynamics to the
particles’ velocity and predict motion that is not diffusive at short time scales. Experiments show
that migrating cells have gradually varying speeds at intermediate and long time scales, with
short-time diffusive behavior. While Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes can describe the moderate-
and long-time speed variation, Active-Matter models for over-damped particles can explain the
short-time diffusive behavior. Isotropic models cannot explain both regimes, because short-time
diffusion renders instantaneous velocity ill-defined, and prevents the use of dynamical
equations that require velocity time-derivatives. On the other hand, both models correctly
describe some of the different temporal regimes seen in migrating biological cells and must, in
the appropriate limit, yield the same observable predictions. Here we propose and solve
analytically an Anisotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process for polarized particles, with Langevin
dynamics governing the particle’s movement in the polarization direction and a Wiener process
governing displacement in the orthogonal direction. Our characterization provides a
theoretically robust way to compare movement in dimensionless simulations to movement in
experiments in which measurements have meaningful space and time units. We also propose
how to deal with inevitable finite precision effects in experiments and simulations.

Key words: Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, Modified Flrth Equation, Anisotropic persistent
random walk.
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1 Introduction

Observation and quantification of single-cell migration on flat surfaces dates back over a century
[1,2]. Such cell movement has been often described by a Flrth equation that gives a cell’s Mean-
Squared Displacement (MSD) as a function of the time interval At between the acquisition of
the cell’s positions used to calculate displacement:

MSDgyn = 4D[At — P(1 — exp(—At/P))] , (1)

where D is the diffusion coefficient (for long time intervals, MSDg;pen, ~4D At) with the factor 4
accounting for movement in two dimensions. Over short time intervals, MSDgjirtn~ %At2 and
motion is ballistic, allowing consistent definition of the instantaneous velocity (which is ill-
defined for a Wiener process). The persistence time, P, is the time interval at which the
movement transitions from ballistic to diffusive [3,4,5,6,7,8]. Eq. (1) is the solution of an
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process for particle motion; that is,
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where 7 and ¥ are, respectively, the particle’s position and instantaneous velocity, y is the

strength of dissipation, that consumes kinetic energy, and g(t) is a two-dimensional white noise
vector from which the particle gathers kinetic energy. Trajectories obtained from solving Egs.
(2), allow calculation of the MSD. Classical Brownian particles at a liquid surface obey the same

set of equations, where y is the fluid viscosity and g(t) describes the impulse the particle
receives from collisions with fluid molecules. Since migrating cells are neither isotropic nor inert
particles set in movement by interaction with the thermal motion of the components of their
environment, describing cell movement requires the reinterpretation of each term in Egs. (2).
Cell trajectory MSDs deviate from the Fiirth equation, requiring additional adjustments. Thomas
and collaborators [9] demonstrated that eukaryotic single-cell migration shows Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck-like statistics for intermediate- and long-time scales but diffusive statistics for short-
time scales. Because the instantaneous velocity of the cells is divergent, the inferred velocity
and diffusion constant depend on the time interval between position measurements, impeding
consistent comparisons between experiments. Computer simulations of 3D crawling cells using
the Cellular Potts Model in CompuCell3D also show short-time diffusive movement [10]. Since
experiments and simulations necessarily have some shortest interval between position
measurements, we need metrics to quantify movement that are independent of this minimum.
Another valuable tool to investigate cell migration is the Velocity Auto-Correlation Function
(VACF), defined as the average scalar product of the velocity at a given time with the velocity
after a time interval At. For stationary processes, the VACF is the second time derivative of the
MSD. However, when time intervals are small, the inevitable finite precision in measurements
leads to a marked decrease in the modulus of the VACF, compared to the values predicted by
the MSD’s second time derivative. Such velocity correlation loss will occur in any system that
with similar short-time diffusive behavior [9].

Active-Matter models have also been applied to model migrating biological cells [11]. In
some of these models, the particle’s speed v, is constant, while its direction may change due to
a white noise term [12]. In these cases, the cell movement is modelled by overdamped dynamics
at small Reynolds numbers, where drag instantaneously eliminates speed deviations from the



constant value defined by the balance between drag and the internal mechanisms responsible
for cell movement [11,12,13,14]. In these models MSD obeys Eq. (1). The biological
interpretation is that the particle speed is due to internal activity of the cell. This internal activity
ceases at random times, the speed goes to zero over a negligible (infinitesimal) time interval and
the internal activity resumes instantaneously with the same modulus, but a different direction
over the next time interval: the particle is active, but its dynamics is overdamped. The movement
direction, denoted by an angle 8 with respect to the reference frame, remembers the direction
of movement during the previous time interval, changing stochastically by small amounts. An
additional, white noise term (w(t)) may also be added to the displacement equation; yielding,

v = v Ba)
do

5 = A® (3b)
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where 7 is the particle’s position, p(t) = (cos 8,sin 8) is the particle’s polarization, and B(t)
and @(t) are white noise terms with appropriate units. When @(t) differs from zero,

. . . . . Ft+AD)-7(t) . .
instantaneous velocity is not well-defined, since Algn%T diverges. In other words, v, is
e

not given by the ratio of displacement to time interval in the limit of vanishing time intervals and
is thus not a proper velocity, but rather a model parameter, associated with the cell’s internal
force-generation. Non-zero w(t) results in short-time-interval diffusion that translates into a
MSD~At as At — 0.

Since Egs. (3) do not include a velocity derivative, a non-zero @(t) leaves Egs. (3) well
behaved, although characterizing v(t) requires new measurement protocols. Both the Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process (Egs. (2)) and Active-Matter models for overdamped particles (Egs. (3))
correctly describe some of the different temporal regimes seen in migrating biological cells
[17,18,11] and must, in the appropriate limit, yield the same observable predictions. Neglecting
both w(t) and the short-time diffusive regime in the MSD curves, we can relate the two sets of
equations by changing the first equation in Egs. (3) into the Orstein-Uhlenbeck equation for
velocity (Egs. (2)) [11,12]. On the other hand, if we want to account for the universally-observed
diffusive regime for short-time intervals, @(t) is non-zero and the ill-defined instantaneous
velocity prevents us from writing an equation that involves the velocity time-derivative as in Egs.

(2).

Another way to produce short-time-interval diffusive behavior MSD curves, is to follow
Peruani and Morelli [11] and consider models with decoupled speed and orientation dynamics.
The resulting MSD is a sum of two Fiirth equations with different time-scales. In this case, the
model predicts that for increasing time intervals, the motion transitions from ballistic to diffusive
to ballistic and finally to diffusive regimes. For experiments with short (but not too short) time
intervals between measurements, Peruani and Morelli’s model could describe observed
diffusive deviations from the original Firth equation. Motion in Peruani and Morelli’'s model is
isotropic, so all directional components of the velocity have equivalent short-time-interval
diffusive motion.

Here we approach cell motion by explicitly considering the experimentally-observed
anisotropy of migrating cells [19]. As we explain in the next section, we assign to the particle a
polarization degree of freedom. The polarization direction continuously changes as described by
the 8-equation in Egs. (3), and, at each instant, the particle’s speed in the polarization direction



obeys an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, while in the orthogonal direction(s) the particle’s
displacement obeys a Wiener process. Below, we propose and analytically solve this mixed
model. We cannot use Peruani and Morelli’s formalism to obtain MSD curves, since our model
couples speed and orientation dynamics, so we have developed a different approach. We show
that the MSD curves in this model have a short-time-scale diffusive regime as do Active-Matter
models with non-zero w(t) [11,12,13] and eukaryotic migrating cells [7,9]. We also show that
the translational-noise anisotropy affects the definition of cell speed and the protocol needed
to measure it. Furthermore, we predict that the fast-diffusive regime is present only for
movement in the direction orthogonal to the polarization direction, which allows measurements
to discriminate between our anisotropic model and Peruani-like dynamics as a mechanistic
explanation for the observed fast-diffusive dynamics. We also numerically solve the model
equations, to verify the analytical solutions and obtain representative trajectories. Finally, we
show how finite precision in numerical solutions or in experimental measurements can lead to
deviations from the theoretical predictions for the VACF for short-time intervals.

2 The Anisotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck model

We assume that a particle has an internal orientational degree of freedom, given by a
polarization vector, p(t) = (cos 8(t),sin8(t)). In a biological cell, this orientation might
define the direction of cell polarization or planar polarity [14], in an animal, the vector pointing
from tail to head. We alternate changes in the direction of polarization with changes in speed in
a fixed direction of polarization. We begin by defining polarization dynamics as:

t+At

b +a0-00) = [ p@dr, @
t

where B, (t) is a Gaussian white noise. The statistics of movement parallel and perpendicular to

p(t) differ. In the polarization direction, we assume that for a small-time interval At we may

write the change in the magnitude of the cell’s velocity (which we will call the parallel velocity):

) o t+At
v"fmal(t) — [(1 _ yAt)v"lnltlal(t) +f
t

fu(t)dt], ()
where y is the dissipation and &, (t) is also a Gaussian white noise, with appropriate units.
v, Mital(¢) and v /Mal(t) are the magnitudes of the parallel velocities, respectively, at the
beginning and at the end of the time interval At. At the end of that small time interval, we
assume that the polarization direction changes, from p(t) to p(t + At), and the initial parallel
velocity at the beginning of the subsequent time interval is the projection of v"ﬁ"‘”(t)ﬁ(t) onto
p(t + At), that is:

vy e (¢ 4 AL) = v /() (B(E) - Bt + AL)) (6)

In Eqg. (6) we hypothesize that the actin-filament dynamics is subject to noise that may randomly
reorient the rear-to-front axis that defines a migrating cell’s polarization, obtained from Eq. (4).
We also hypothesize that these direction changes reduce cell speed, since a migrating cell’s
speed is universally coupled to its cytoskeletal organization [21]. Here we assume that we may
describe the conserved fraction of speed (the speed 'memory') by the projection of the new
polarization direction onto the previous one. Egs. (5) and (6) assume [t0 integration of the
stochastic variables, without anticipation. Eq. (6) couples the dynamics of the migration



orientation 8(t) to those for the parallel velocity v, (t): thus Peruani’s assumptions do not hold
[11]. Egs. (5) and (6) yield an evolution equation for the parallel velocity, v;(t), which is well-
defined:

ft+At

vyt + A8) e + A6 = [(1 = yat)wy(8) + [ (O dt| () - Ble + AD) (e + Ap), (7)

Taking the limit as At — 0 with alternating steps for orientation and parallel-velocity changes
might seem problematic. However, while the dynamics of the polarization direction, p(t) =
(cos 0(t),sin0(t)), follow Eq. (4), a Wiener process for which the variables are not constant

even over an infinitesimal time interval, Eg. (7) considers only p(t)-p(t+ At) =

2
cos AO(t) ~1 — %, so ((AB)?)~At. Hence, in Eq. (7), we can assume that p(t) is constant in

the limit that At is small. In the supplementary materials online, we justify in detail our
assumption of an infinitesimal time interval for v (t) dynamics in Eq. (7).

The particle position in the direction orthogonal to the polarization obeys a Wiener
process:

t+At

[r1 (¢ + Af) — 1 (D] 7(D) = () f £.(0) dt, ®)

where 71(t) = (sin(B(t)), —cos(@(t))) is a unit vector perpendicular to p(t). This change
happens during the time interval as in Eq. (7), between the rotations described by Eq. (6).

&), £L.(t), and B (t) are all Gaussian white noise (with different units, see below). §,(t) is
independent of the two other terms, but we assume that &, (t) and 8, (t) are related because
fluctuations in the actin-network dynamics in the lamellipodium are responsible for both
stochastic change in the rear-to-front direction, and for random displacements in the 7i(t)
direction. We assume:

§,.(0) = \/Eﬁl(t), €C))
with \/E given in units of length. The noise terms are given in terms of their second moments:
@) =0, @) =g6t—1t), (10a)
(BL(®)) =0, (BL@OBL(E)) =2k 6(t —t), (10b)
(¢.@®) =0, (€L(®EL()) =2qk 6t -1, (10¢)

where g, k , and gk have units of [length]?/time3, 1/time and [length]? /time, respectively.

We summarize our model in Fig.1: it considers a particle with two spatial degrees of
freedom and one internal polarization degree of freedom that breaks the cell’s spatial
symmetry. The particle follows a Langevin-like dynamics for speed in the instantaneous
polarization direction and, in the direction perpendicular to the instantaneous polarization, a
Wiener process for displacement. The polarization direction also follows a Wiener process. Of
the two independent sources of noise, one changes the speed in the polarization direction and
the second both changes the polarization direction and applies a random displacement in the
direction orthogonal to the polarization. The change in polarization causes loss of time
correlation in the velocity and, as we show below, reduces the persistence time of the
movement.



initial

Figure 1. Sketch of the model. At the beginning of a small-time interval, At, the cell has initial parallel velocity
vummm(t) and polarization direction p(t). At the end of the interval the parallel velocity changes to v”fi"“l(t)
following Eq. (5), after which the polarization changes to p(t + At), with p(t) - p(t + At) = cos A8, with AB
evolving according to Eq. (4) (a Wiener process). At the beginning of the next step, the change of polarization reduces
the parallel velocity from v”fi"“l(t) to v||i"itial(t + At) (Eq. (6)). We also assume a random displacement in the
direction perpendicular to the polarization axis during At, before the change in polarization direction (Eq. (8)).

3 Numerical solutions for the Anisotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck Process

To explore our analytic results, we solved the dynamics represented by Egs. (3)-(6)
numerically. These equations initially have 4 parameters: q, v, g, and k. We wrote a C language
program using the Euler-Maruyama method for integrating stochastic differential equations
[15]. When we analyze the movement (below) we find that by rescaling the parallel and
perpendicular length scales and the time scale we can eliminate three parameters, leaving the
single parameter k. As we show analytically below, solving Egs. (4), (7), and (8) yields MSD curves
that reproduce the Modified Firth Equation (Eq. (22) below), empirically-proposed in Ref. [9].
The Modified Firth Equation, when written using non-dimensional variables, represents a
single-parameter family of curves, where the single parameter S (the excess diffusion coefficient)
defines the time duration of the short-time-diffusive regime. MSDg1, given in Eq. (1), is the
member of this family of curves with S = 0. Egs. (23) relates q, ¥, g, and k to the observable

parameters S, P, and D, while the length and time scales are /% and P, as in Ref. [9].

Without loss of generality, we consider all parameters except for k constant (g = 0.1,
y = 1and g = 10): varying k over the range [0.04, 2.0] (k € {0.04405, 0.2625,0.965, 1.7425},
which correspond to S € {0.001,0.01, 0.1, 0.3}), exhibits all experimentally-observed dynamics
of migrating cells. The other parameters define the length and time scales of the measurements.

As in an ordinary Langevin problem, our model admits a stationary state, in which the
average speed, MSD and VACF curves do not change in time. Initial cell polarization angles are
randomly and uniformly distributed in [0, 2rt) and v (t = 0) is initialized either to the parallel
velocity in the stationary state vy (t = 0) = \/{vysta?) (Eq. (16), below), to show the stationary
MSD and VACF, or vy (t = 0) = 103, to show how the transient relaxes to the stationary state.



Each time step of the dynamics consists of the following substeps: i) we choose a
Gaussian random number with standard deviation equal to g A t and update v according to Eq.
(5); ii) we choose an independent Gaussian random number with standard deviation equal to
2kq At and determine the perpendicular displacement (Eq. 8); iii) we update the cell position;
iv) we update the polarization angle 8 according to Eq. (4) and (9); v) we project v, onto the new
direction, according to Eq. (6). We repeat these steps 10° times (we used At = 10™%) and we
average over 100 independent cells.

Figure 2. Trajectories for the parametersetq = 0.1,g = 10,y = 1, with k asindicated in the
panels, where the particle’s position p = (px,py) is given in terms of the natural length unit

k= 0.2625

k = 0.04405

-20 0 20 -20 0 20
Px Px

2DP

< 1—_S> Each panel shows 10 trajectories of 10° steps, randomly chosen from the 100

trajectories calculated for each parameter set. Larger values of k yield more convoluted
trajectories (shorter persistence lengths).



4 Analytical solutions for MSD and VACF.

Below, we present exact solutions for this model’s MSD and VACF. We obtained our analytical

solutions at time T by considering n steps, each of duration At = o’ then taking the limit At —

. T .
0, whilen = 5 %80 T remains constant.

4.1 Analytical forms for (v;2(nAt)) and the persistence time P.

In what follows, we define p; = p(jAt). We apply Eq. (7), to obtain the parallel velocity.
We first calculate v (At) p(At) in terms of v, (0) p(0):

At
v (A)p(At) = [(1 — YAy, +f &1 (t) dt] (Bo - P P - (11)
0

We then iterate Eq. (7) n = itimes to obtain vy (T)pP(T) in terms of v;(0) p(0):

n-1
v (nA)p, = (1 —yAD" vy, n[ﬁz “Pir1] Pn
i=0
o Genae g
# [ asuie) @ =y [ i Bl B (12)
j=0 s At i=j
From Eq. (12), we calculate (v"z(nAt)) as follows:
n-1
(w2 @s0) = (1 - yaey? w2 ([ [15c- s P
i=0
ol Genae ' n-1
vgy [ s @ -yae?em 0 [ i e 1, (13)
j=0 " At i=)

where we used Eq. (10a) for the average over §(t). To calculate the average over the stochastic
changes in p;, we note that | Dj-1 ﬁ]] = cos (9((/ — 1DAt) — B(jAt)) = cos(AB). For small
At, cos(Af) ~ 1 —%(AH)Z and cos?(A8) ~ 1 — (AB)?. Using Eq. (10b), we have ((A6)?) =
2kAt and
(v?(nAD)) = v)2 (1 — yAD)* (1 — kAt)2—D)
+g[(1 —yAD)2 V(1 — kAD)2D + o+ 1] (14)

Taking the limit At — 0, withn = Ait , we find:

<'L7||2(T)> = ﬁ + (17"3 — ﬁ) exp[—2(y + k)T] (15)

If we assume the initial condition for the parallel velocity is the asymptotic solution, v"g =

g

YL we find:




g
2 = — 16
The relaxation time R, defined as:

R=G+k, (17)

determines the rate at which the average squared speed approaches its asymptotic value. To

compare with numerical solutions, we estimate the squared speed from the mean velocity over

2 _2 2
finite time intervals &, that is, (vHZ(T)) ~ (M), which, for small € decomposes into:

|F(T+8)—F(T)|?
0

) = (y2()) + (o 08, (18).

IF(T+8)—F(T)I2) g
g2 2(y+k)

102 and different values of k. The symbols correspond to averages over numerically-calculated

trajectories for each time T. The solid line is the analytical prediction, given by subtracting Eq.

Figure 3 shows ( as a function of time, for initial conditions with v/ =

. . |7 (T+&)-7(T)|? g _ 2kq . .
(16) from Eq. (15). Notice that Tll_r)rgo [( = ) — 2(y+k)] == as predicted if (|r (T +
) —r . (T)?) = 2kqe.
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(lr(ﬂgzz ucp] ) — z(yg+k) versus T, fore = 10™*, g =0.1, g = 10, y= 1, and k as indicated.
R depends on k according to Eq. (17). Symbols correspond to estimates obtained from numerical iteration for 100

independent trajectories with 10° iteration steps. Solid lines correspond to the analytical solutions obtained from Eq.
(18).

Figure 3. Semi-log plots of

Figure 4, shows the numerically-obtained probability density for the velocity parallel
to the polarization, F (uy, u;y), where i = (u"x, u"y) is the velocity parallel to the polarization
given in terms of its components in the laboratory reference frame, measured in natural units

of velocity, /ZD/P(l —5) D, P and S are functions of the model parameters y =1,g =

10,k = 0.04405, and g = 0.10 (see Eq.(23), below). The left panel shows F (i, 0), while the
right panel shows a heat map for the probability density function F(wy, uy, ). The right panel



shows that in the stationary state, the probability of finding the particle’s polarization is the
same for all orientations; the left panel shows that the probability diverges at the origin.

. . . 10°
10"k '] 4
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L 100
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Figure 4. Probability density function for the velocity parallel to the polarization. Left Panel: histogram of F (u, 0).
Right Panel: heat map of the probability density function F (uy, u;y) in the(w,, wy,) plane. In both panels, u, is v,
rescaled in natural units of velocity.

4.2 Analytical forms for the Mean-Squared Displacement (MSD)

We obtain the Mean-Squared Displacement by first calculating the displacement in each
time interval At, from T = 0 to T = n At, then summing over the displacements, taking the
square of this expression, and finally averaging over different trajectories, which is equivalent
to the average over noise terms, since we consider the stationary solution. The Supplementary
Materials Online provide details on these calculations.

After n iterations (n > 0) the particle's displacement is:

n-1 n—j-2
F(ndt) = 7(0) = vy At | Fo + 0= 1) Y (1 =y I | | [ s | By
j=0 m=0
n=2  (iy1)Ae n-j-2 o n—i-2
+AtO(n —2) Z f ds§;(s) Z (1 —yAe)rt7=2 1_[ [P - Pma1] Pnoica
j=0 "JAt i=0 m=j

At ; At

ol (+vat n-l Genae
+ f ds&(s) [+ DAt —slp; + f dsé, ()n;, (19)
] j=0 J

j=0

where O(n —2) =0if n < 2 and O(n — 2) = 1 otherwise. Squaring Eq. (19) and averaging
over noise, we get:

MSD = (|#(T + AT) —7#(T)|?) =

g [ 1
AT — ———
Y+20)(y+ k) Y+ 2k

(1- e—(Y+2k>AT)] + 2qkAT . (20)

The Firth equation is the MSD for the Langevin equation:



MSDggrn = 2D[AT — P(1 — e™2T/P))]. (21)
We can rewrite Eq. (20) as a modified Flirth equation:
AT —AT/P
MSDuodiriearartn = 2D | =55 — P(1= e 22)

as proposed by Thomas et al. [9], where we identify:

g

D= v +r (23a)
P = ! 23b
Ty (23b)
and
2qk(y + 2k)(y + k) 230)

T g+ 2qk(y + 200 (7 + k)’

Active matter models which add noise to the displacement yield MSD curves isomorphic
to Eq. (22) [18]. Models with isotropic noise added to the displacement cannot use velocity
derivatives in their dynamical equations.

Unlike the classical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, in our model, the persistence time P
(Eq. (23b)) is not the same as the relaxation time R (as defined in Eq. (17)). S and D depend on
both relaxation times, as given in Egs. (23).

When k = 0, our model yields one-dimensional Fiirth equations for both MSD and
(v||2(T)) relaxation, with $ =0, P = ]l/and D= 2%. When k > 0, but g = 0, our model’s MSD

curve is the same as that of the Fiirth equation, but the (v,%(T)) relaxation time R differs from
that for the isotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. For k > 0 and q > 0, our model’s MSD and
(v)?) relaxation times both differ from those of the isotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.

As observed in Ref. [9], for small AT, Eq. (22) yields:

_ 25D
Aim MSDwodifiedrirth ™ 1—s AT, (24)

indicating that at short-time intervals, the particle’s motion is diffusive with an effective

SD L )
P gk. For long-time intervals, we find:

diffusion constant Drer = 7

; 2D
Jim MSDwodifiedFirtn ™ AT (25)
indicating a long-time diffusive behavior, with an effective diffusion constant Dy;,,, = 1DT5-
Dfast

Together, these diffusion constants indicate the physical meaning of the parameter S: § =

slow

Following Ref. [9], we call S the excess diffusion coefficient. The MSDyodifiedFirth IN EQ- (22) has
three regimes: a fast-diffusive regime for short-time intervals (AT < SP), a ballistic-like,
intermediate-time-interval regime (SP < AT < P), and a slow-diffusive, long-time-interval

regime (AT > P). Fortuna and collaborators [10] found in their numerical simulations that S =
Dfast
D+Dfast

Egs. (23).

, while we show that this behavior is an exact consequence of the definition of Dy and



Below, following Ref. [9], we use /% as a length scale and P as a time scale to rewrite Eq. (23)

as:
(18p1%) = At = (1 = $)(1 — e77), (26)
AT - MSD , . " .
where At = ?and (|Ap|*) = Ware non-dimensional quantities. Egs. (17) and (23) link these
1-S

scales to the original model parameters. Eq. (26) validates the choices we made for the
numerical solution, discussed in Section 3. Figure 4 plots (|Ap|?) versus At for different values
of S: the larger S, the larger the value of At for which the short-time behavior is diffusive.

10*
a e S=03 (k=1.725)
] S=0.1 (k=0.965)
- e S=0.01 (k=0.2625)
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Figure 5. Log-log plot of {|Aj|?) versus At for g = 0.1, g = 10, y= 1, and four values of S (S € {0.001,0.01,0.1,0.3})
corresponding to four values of k (k € {0.04405,0.2625,0.965, 1.7425}). Solid lines correspond to Eq. (22), while
the dots are averages over 100 independent numerical trajectories. Error bars for the simulations are smaller than the
dot size.
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3.3 Analytical forms for the Velocity Auto-Correlation Functions

The diffusive behavior of the position at short-time intervals for § > 0 implies that the
instantaneous velocity diverges. The instantaneous velocity in natural units, 1 (7), is:

p(t+8)—p(r)  Ap+Ap,
=lim—
5-0 )

P d . = . Ap —
() = lim = uy (t) B(t) +?L%Tl 7@,  (27)

where Ag; and Ap, are non-dimensional displacements respectively parallel and orthogonal to

— . . S . A
the polarization. When k > 0 and g > 0, displacement in the orthogonal direction, (lslrrtl)%
.

goes to infinity, since Ap, follows a Wiener process, while u; () is well-defined. An experiment
cannot always measure Aj; and Aj, separately. Below, we define two different correlation
functions, which account for finite time precision explicitly.



To analyze the divergence of the instantaneous speed |1(7)|, we define the mean
velocity over a finite time interval §:

p(r+8)—p(@
5 :

u(r,8) (28)

Figure 5 shows the mean speed (|17(T, 6)|) vs § for numerical calculations: the mean speed
(|17(T, 6)|) diverges as § — 0.

| | | —e—S=03 (k=1.725)
+—S5=01 (k=0965) |

—+—S=0.01 (k=0.2625)

—e— S =0.001 (k = 0.04405)

109+

<[ei(7,6)>

o

Figure 6. Log-log plot, with time and length rescaled by P and %, of the average mean speed (lﬂ(f 6) | ), obtained

104 102 100 102

by averaging 100 replicas of numerical trajectories, as a function of the time interval §, for g = 0.1, g = 10, y= 1, and
four values of S (S€{0.001,0.01,0.1,0.3}) corresponding to four values of k (k€

{0.04405,0.2625,0.965, 1.7425}). Note that {|u(z, 8) |) diverges as & 0.

4.3.1 Analytical forms for the Langevin Velocity Auto-Correlation Function: VACF

We first observe that
<[”u BT + i 20 ﬁ(r)] - [”u -+ amyp(r + a7) + im 2T D AT)]>
= ((MP(T) - vy (T + AT)B(T + AT)), (29)
because Ar, (T) obeys a Wiener process with zero average.
We define VACF to be:
VACF (AT) = (v (T)p(T) - vy (T + AT)p(T + AT)). (30)

We partition the finite time interval AT = n At into an infinite number n of infinitesimal time
intervals At (such that AT remains finite), sum over it and find (see the Supplementary Materials
Online):



VACF (AT) = (v, 2(T))e~W+2RAT = (3 ., 2)e AT/, (31)

as expected. As the asymptotic solution is stationary, VACF (AT) is equal to half the second
derivative of the MSD curve. Since this second derivative is the same for both Egs. (21) (Firth
MSD) and (22) (modified Flrth MSD), the VACF has the same form for both models. The result
is an exponential decay with a decay constant given by P (and independent of R).

4.3.2 Mean Velocity Auto-Correlation Function (8,AT): Effect of finite-precision
measurements

Eq. (31) implies that in the stationary state, AlTim0 VACF (AT) = (vj5t4°). Experiments and

simulations often deviate from Eq. (31), due to two different effects, which we discuss below.
4.3.2.1 Instantaneous velocity is ill-defined for Wiener displacements of position

The definition of instantaneous velocity (Eq. (27)) agrees with the experimental and

computational procedure for estimating 1. We measure displacements over time intervals § and

take the limit of the ratio as § » 0: U = (lSiI%ApT@ = (lsirr(l) [Apg(s)ﬁ + Apg(a) 71]. For a Wiener

e . Ap,(6) . . .
process for the position, the ratio plT() diverges as § — 0, so the velocity diverges.

However, in experiments and simulations the limit & — 0 is not taken and velocity is
estimated using a finite value for §. When § > S, the measured particle displacement is in the
intermediate-time-interval regime, meaning that the particle movement is ballistic and u;é >
Ap; . In this case, Uu(7) = u;(7)p(r) and estimating the VACF using w;(7)p(t) instead of ()
will agree with the prediction of Eq. (31), so the instantaneous velocity is effectively well-
defined.

On the other hand, when § is finite but § < S, the second term on the right-hand side

Ap,y (T) -
)

of Eq. (27) dominates and the estimated value for the velocity is 1 (1) = 1(t), yielding an

estimate of the VACF that goes to zero for decreasing At, since Ap, follows a Wiener process.

Here, we use the mean velocity calculated at a finite interval § to define the
dimensionless mean velocity autocorrelation function (8, At) (with time and length rescaled
to be non-dimensional using their natural scales):

Y(6,A1) = (U(t,8) - uU(r + A1, 6)), (32)
where 1(t,§) = Apg((s) P+ Ap;(&) 7. For infinite-precision measurements we trivially find:
(y + 2k) (1 — e V8/r+20)) (1 — ¢=6 _
Y(6,A7) = ( 52 )( )<ullsta2>e A, (33)

For high-precision measurements, small values of § imply ¥ (8, AT)~(usq2)e™%; that is,
Y (6, At) tends to VACF (At). For finite-precision measurements, however, ¥ (6§, At) decreases
with decreasing A7, when A7 < S, due to the poor estimate of (us42). If we degrade the
precision of our estimate of the mean velocity by truncating the estimate to a fixed number of
decimal digits, we see that /(§, AT) decreases as At decreases (Figure 6).

We observe that anisotropy is a necessary condition for predicting that when § - 0, u(t,8) - p
converges, while the component orthogonal to the polarization diverges.
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Figure 7. Log-log plot of (8, At) versus At, with time and distance rescaled in natural units for g = 0.1, g = 10, y= 1,
k =0.04405 (S = 0.001), for 6 = 0.001 and different precision for the calculation of the mean displacement. For lower
precision, estimates of position or velocity (8, At) decrease as At decreases.

3.3.2.2 Excessively short time intervals At.

Since § is not infinitesimal, we must guarantee that AT > § to prevent the time intervals
[z, + &] and [T + A1, 7 + AT + §] from overlapping. Since we use these intervals to estimate,

respectively, (7, §) and U(7 + A1, §), when At < §, the overlap of time intervals introduces a
correlation between the displacements used to calculate these quantities. This spurious
correlation happens even when the accuracy of measurement is high (Figure 8). For low-
precision measurements of displacement and AT < § (not shown), as AT decreases

(8, At) may first decrease, then increase back to (8, At = 0) = (u(z, 5)?), which is its

maximum value.
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Figure 8. Log-log plot of Y (8, At) versus At, with time and distance measured in natural units for g = 0.1, g = 10, y =
1, k = 0.04405 (S = 0.001), for different values of & > At. Solid lines correspond to analytical calculations using Eq.
(33), and dots correspond to numerical solutions averaged over 10 trajectories. § values indicated in the figure.

5 Discussion and conclusions

Migrating cells are anisotropic and their speed is persistent. In their original form,
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes stem from isotropic Langevin models with well-defined
instantaneous velocities. Active-Matter models are anisotropic. In models where the cell speed
follows some dynamics in one direction and cell displacement in the orthogonal directions obeys
a Wiener process, instantaneous velocity is ill-defined. Not surprisingly, Active-Matter models
generally avoid dynamical equations for velocity, assuming overdamped particles. However,
both Ornstein-Uhlenbeck and Active-Matter models can successfully describe the movement of
migrating cells on flat surfaces, so in appropriate limits, they must yield the same observable
results.

We proposed and solved an Anisotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process for a particle with
a time-varying internal polarization, with a well-defined instantaneous velocity in the direction
of polarization, and with a pure Brownian motion in the direction orthogonal to the polarization.
This model couples a Langevin equation for velocity in the polarization direction to a Wiener
process for displacements in the direction perpendicular to polarization and an Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process for the evolution of the direction of polarization. The main results are: i)
analytically-derived expressions agree with empirical MSD and VACF curves obtained for
experiments and CompuCell3D simulations, ii) MSD curves show a diffusive regime for short-
time intervals as in experiments and simulations, iii) procedures that give meaningful estimates
for the MSD and VACF curves despite finite-precision measurements of speed and velocity, and
iv) the definition of time and length scales (as in Ref. [9]), that enable comparison of movement
statistics between experiments and between experiments and simulations.



We previously used Eq. (22) to fit 12 different sets of migrating cell experiments, from 5
different laboratories [9], as well as CompuCell3D simulations of migrating cells [10]. The
observed behaviors of the MSD, speed, and velocity autocorrelation functions in these
experiments and simulations agree with our analytical calculations. Recent CompuCell3D
simulations, proposing a measure for cell polarization, showed that velocities parallel and
orthogonal to polarization behave differently and indicate that anisotropy should be considered
in any analysis of cell-migration statistics [23]. The specific functional forms of our prediction
remain to be verified in cell-tracking experiments.

This statistical analysis allows quantification of particle trajectories in Active-Matter and
biological models or obtained from biological experiments, as long as their movement obeys the
Anisotropic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process defined in Equations 4-10.
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Analytic solutions

Velocity in the instantaneous polarization direction

We start at ¢ = 0 with the speed v (which can be either positive or negative) in the direction of the cell polarization pj.
Using Eq. (5) in the main text, we can write the velocity in the direction of cell polarization at the subsequent small time
interval At as:

At
v (At)p(At) = [(1 —7At)vjo + ; & (t) dt] (P(0) - p(At)) p(Al). (1
After n iterations, the velocity at time 7" = n At is:
v(nApnAt) = vy (L —yAH)" [fo - p(AY)][p(AL) - p2AY]. .. [p((n — 1)AL) - pnAt)] p(nAt)

At
+/O ds &j(s) (1 —7A)" " [Fo - HAY]... [B((n — D)AL) - FnAt)] HnAt)

2At
+ /A dsg(s) 1 A" [FAL) - FRAY]. . [F((n — 1AL - FnAt)] FnAt)

+...

nAt
4 / ds & (s)[A((n — )AL) - F(nAt)] FnAt). @)
(n—1)At

Observe that at each time step the realignment of the polarization axis implies that only the component of the velocity in
the direction of the new polarization is partially conserved. We will calculate each of the terms in the above equations
separately. First we need to deal with the scalar products between cell polarizations at different time instants.

Cell polarization vectors are unitary. Hence p; - p; = cos(6; — 6,), where 6, is the angle between the direction of j;
and the abscissas axis. We define Af; ; = 6; — 6;.

We assume that the change in polarization direction is due to the noise perpendicular to the instantaneous polariza-
tion direction. This noise is also responsible for displacements in the perpendicular direction. Hence, for a small time
interval At¢, we assume that the change in direction is a Wiener process, such that ((Af; ;11)%)s, = 2kAt. Observe
also that {; and 3, are not correlated, hence the average over the two noises decouples.

We are interested in the At — 0 limit, which means that the scalar product between consecutive polarization vectors
may be taken up to first order in At. In this case, the following approximations apply:

(AB;i41)?
e ®)

cos® Al i1~ 1— (Ab;41)%. (4)

COS Aei,i+l ~1-—



Also, for any pair (4, j), with i < j we have:
Agi_’j = AQMH + A@H_LH_Q + ...+ AGJ-_LJ- s (5)
and hence:

<COS AHivj)BJ_ = (cos A6i7i+1>ﬁj_ <COS(A9¢+171‘+2 + A0i+2)i+3 + ...+ Aej_17j)>m
sin AQMH)KH <sin (A€i+1,i+2 + A9i+2,i+3 + ...+ Aej—l.,j))ﬁL
)

(
{
<COS Agi,zq_l B, (cos (AQH_LH_Q + A€i+2,i+3 4+ ...+ Aej_lyj»‘gj_
{
(

Q

(
L
COSs A9i7i+1>ﬁj_ <COS A6i+l,i+2>ﬁj_ ce <COS Aej_l)])m

1— kAp=i (6)

2

Also, in the limit At — oo, o
(cos® Ab; j)p, ~ (1— kA2 (7)

With this approximation, we can calculate < v, > from Eq. (2) above. Since the terms containing noise averages vanish,
we have:
<) >=7|0 (1 —~AH)" (1 — kA", (8)

which, using T = nAt, and taking the limit n — oo, can be written as:
< >=vj exp[— (v +k)T]. 9)

So, for T' — oo,
<) >= 0. (10)

Now, we square the velocity, Eqg. (2), and take the average over the noise. We get:
(Wi (nAL) = vy (1 =AD" ([Fo - BAL]* [AAL) - FRAY ... [F((n— 1)AL) - p(nAL)]?)

At
+gA ds (1 —yA) (g - HANT... [p((n— DAL) - pnAn)]?)

2AL sn2) - ~ , B B ,
b9 [ ds (L= aA0P I FAL - AN [F(n ~ DAL - Fnd)) )

At

“+...
nAt

+g/ ds ([7((n — 1)AL) - GnA) ), (11)
(n—1)At

where we have used:
EE ) =got -1, (12)
and noted that cross terms with different integral limits vanish.

As polarization vectors are unitary, we also use [p((j — 1)At) - p(jAL)] = cos(0((j — 1)At) — O(jAt)) = cos(Ab),
which, in turn, for small At, approaches cos(Af) ~ 1 — $(A#)? and cos?(Af) ~ 1 — (Af)?. Now, assuming that the
change in polarization direction is due to the Wiener process perpendicular to the polarization axis, averaging over the
perpendicular noise in each time interval of duration At, leads to ((A#)?) = 2kAt. Using this result in Eq. (11), and
solving the integrals, we find:

(Wi (nAt)) = ofy (1—yAH™ (1 — kAL
+g [(1 AT (1 gAY £y 1] . (13)

Since T' = nAt and taking the limits At — 0 and n — oo, such that 7' is finite, we obtain:

21y = L ¢ (02— I ~2(y+k)T]. 14
W) = 555 + (v~ 50 5 ) o200+ 0T (14)
Making Uﬁo = #’M) from the start eliminates any transients.

Mean-squared displacement

We obtain the mean-squared displacement (A S D) by first calculating the displacement in each time interval At, from
t =0tot =nAt = AT, then summing over time, taking the square of this expression and finally averaging over noise.
In this section we will simplify our notation by writing p(nAt) = p),.



Displacement in each time interval

At t = 0, we assume the cell has a polarization py that remains constant during the next small time interval At. The cell
displacement at the end of this interval At is, then,

At At
F(At) — 7(0) = v)oAt gy + /0 ds (At —s) & (s) Po + /0 ds& (s) . (15)

At t = At, the cell polarization changes, going from p, to 77 = p(At). So, for the following time interval, the initial value
of the speed is v (At)po - p1. Therefore, the next displacement is

2At 2At
F2At) — F(At) = At (v (At) - p1)p1 +/ ds (At —s)&(s) pr +/ ds& (s) 7y . (16)
At At
Since,
At
/() = (1 — yAt) vjo fi + / dsg ) (s) o (17)
0
we obtain:
At
F2At) — F(At) = (1 —~At) Atvo (Fo - p1) Pr + At/ ds & (s) (o - 1) P
0
2At 2At
[ e ggens [ dsesm. (18)
At At
Generalizing for the n'" time interval,
F(nAt) —7((n — )AL = (1 —~yA)" Atvye (o - 1) (Br - §2) -+ (Pes * Pro1) Prt

At
+At/ ds f|| (b) (1 - VAt)n_Q (170 : [71) (171 : 172) s (ﬁn—Q : ﬁn—l)ﬁn—l
0

2At
+Af/A dsg(s) (1—vAY)" > By - p2) (P - P3) -« Bz * 1) Pt
t

(n—1)At
LAt / ds€1(s) (Bu-2 - Fu-1) Fas
(n—2)At

nAt
[T a9
(n—1)At

nAt
" /( ds €1 (5) Tin_1 (19)

n—1)At



We obtain the total displacement, from ¢ = 0 to t = nAt, by summing over the individual time steps, i.e.,

”_"(”At) - 7(0) = ’UHOAt [(1 - ’YAt)n_l (170 . 171) (171 : 172) ce (ﬁn—z . ﬁn—l)ﬁn—l) .
(L —=7A)" (G - 1) (F1 - Do)+ (Brs - Pu2) Prz
+...
+ﬁo}

At
+ A15/0 ds§)(s) [(1 — A" 2 (Fo - 1) (Br - B2) - Ba—z * Poe1) Prt

+ (1 =AD" G - 7)) (P - P2) - (Frs - Pr2) Paz

At
+ /0 ds fH (S) (At — S) Do

2At
o[ asg ) [0 @ ) @ ) e o)
t

—

+(1—=A)" (B - 52) (P - 3) - (Pas - Pru2) Prs
“+ ...

+ (1 2) B

2At
4 / ds(s) (At — s)

At

(n—1)At
+oA / A5 &) (8) Pz - Fo1)Ps
(n—2)At

(n—1)At
+ / ds §H (S) [Atn—l — 8] ﬁn—?
(n—2)At

(n)At
+ / ds € (s) (Aby — 8) P
(n—1)At

At nAt
+ /0 ds5L<s>ﬁo+...+/( ds €. () fln-1 (20)

n—1)At

Squared displacement and average over noises

To obtain the M .SD we must square Eqg. (20) and then average over the noise. In this process, the square of each term
is added to the cross terms. However, some cross terms vanish due to the noise average. The terms which vanish are:
(i) cross terms containing a term that depends on v o; (ii) cross terms with products of terms integrated over different
time intervals; and (iii) terms crossing & (s) with 3 (s). After eliminating these terms, we define the following quantities:

2= b (AA([ (1= Gy ) () (Fas B
+ (L= 7A)" " (Bo - 1) (B - P2) - (Bu-s - Pa—2)Bu2 + ..
2
+ (1 =AY (By - 71) P + P , 21
(1= yAY) (5 - 71) B + o >€|m @1)
kAt el
s = ({arf g (1980 Gor - ) G Fenn) - (s < B
(k—1)At

n—k—2 ;- N N N N N
+ (1 —~At) (Pr=1 - Pr) (Pr - Drt1) - - (-3 - Pn—2)Pn—2
+.oo 4 (P - ﬁk)ﬁk}

+/(kAt dsf|l(s) (kAt — 9)]7;6_1}2>

k—1)At €Hﬁj_’

and,

nAt
P <[/O ds@_r>€|7ﬂ, 23)

4



where (- ) stands for the average over the noise &, in the polarization direction, and & , in the direction perpendicular to
the polarization direction. With these definitions, we write:

_ : = = (2
MSD = A11130<|r(nAt) 7(0)] >§||»BL
n—oo
_ 5 2 2 2
= Ali}"‘o 1 +;J (kAt) + K?]. (24)

I? calculation

In Eq. (21) we write all scalar products p; - p; as cosines:
2= 7)ﬁ0(At)2< [(1 — A" cos Aby1 cos A0y ...cosAOp_2p—1 Pn—1
+ (1 — yAH)" % cos Abp1 cosAB1 o ...cosAOy_3p_2Pn—2+...

2
+(1—7At) A@o)lﬁl +ﬁ0} >5 5 R (25)
7L

which expands into:

.[2 = HO At

/\
T

=0 m=1

n—1 2
Z (1 —~At)" H cos A6, mpZ] >
- SR

i=0 7=0 m=1 q=1

n—1ln—1 7 J
= vfy(Ar)? <Z > (=AY T T cos Al —1.m [ ] cos A1 4(F .ﬁj)>
SR
n—1 4
= HO At <Z 1-— A/At ' H cos? AHm_17m>
AL

=0 m=1

n—2 n—1 [ J J
+ 2vﬁ0(At)2 < Z Z (1 —~AL)H H €08 Ay —1.m H cos Aby_1 4 H cos AG,_1 . (26)

=0 j=i+1 m=1 q=1 p=t éH’BJ-

The noise at different time intervals is not correlated. Hence, using Eq. (7), we find:

n—1
? o= oA (1 —vAD™ (1 - kAY*
=0
n—2 n—1
+ o 20f (A2 0 DT (1= yAH)TT (1 - kAT (27)
1=0 j=i+1

These terms are sums of geometric progressions. After some manipulations, and taking the limits At — 0 and n — oo,
we find:

2
v
2 — llo T(y 4 2K) e 2HRAT o (o 4y o~ (rF2R)AT| o8
TGRS O (v+h)e | (28)
Eq. (14) gives the asymptotic value of the squared velocity ’Uﬁo which is 4 g

FIcEaoE Taking the initial velocity to be this
asymptotic value, we can write I as:

r’= g Y4 (7 + 2k) e 2T _ g (4 4 k) e (142RAT] (29)
2(“/+2k)(7+k)2’7[ e orn |

Observe that when & = 0,



J? calculation

Again, in Eq. (22), we write all scalar products p; - p; as cosines:

kAt
J2(kAt) = <{At/ ds§(s)| (1 - WAt)n_k_l cos AOy_1 1 cOSAOy i1 ...co8 AOp_2 pn_1Pn—1
(k—1)At

+(1— fyAt)"_k_2 o8 Abj_1 1 o8 Abg i1 ...co8 Abp_3 1 oPn—2
+...
+ cos Aek—l,kﬁk}
kAt 9
+/( ds &) (s) (kAL — S)ﬁk-l} >

k—1)At g 8L

and expand the square:

kAt

J?(kAt) = <{At ds§(s)| (1 — 'yAt)n_k_l cos Al 1 cosAOg gi1...cosAOy 2.5 1Dn_1
(k—1)At ’ ' '
+(1— fyAt)"_k_2 cos Af_1 1 coS Al 41 ...c08 AOp_3 n_oPn—2
+...
—+ cos Aé’k_lykﬁk} }2>
SPL
kAt 2
+ / ds&j(s) (KAt — s) pi—
<{ (k—1)At ”( ) ) 1} >E|| B
kAL

+2<At/ ds§(s) [ (1- ’yAt)n_k_l cos ABy_1 f cosAby jy1...c08 Abp_9 n_1Pn—-1
(k—1)At

+(1- *yAt)"_k_Q cos AO_1 k cOS Ay g1 ...c08 Abpy_3 n_oPn—2
+...

+ cos Agkfl,kﬁk} /
(k—1)At

kAt

da(s) (bt = )t} -

After long, tedious, but straightforward calculations, the sum over k, in the limit of At — 0, yields:

n

Jlint) = —— 9 AT
; (64) (v + k) (v + 2k)
g —2(y+k)AT
+ —74  _(1-e
2v (v + k) ( )
%9 (1 _ e—('y+2k)AT) _
v (y + 2k)?

K? calculation
This calculation is rather straightforward:

(E(s)€L(s)

From Eq. (23), the expression for K2 is, then,

q{BL(s)BL(s)) =2qké(s— ).

K? = 2qkAT .
We present the estimate of g below.
MSD final expression
Using Egs. (29), (33), and (35) in Eq. (24), we find:
MSD=——9 AT ! (1 — e‘("“k)AT) + 2qkAT
(v+2k) (v + k) v+ 2k ’
which we may rewrite as:
_ g —(v+2k)AT
MSD = 1+4Q)(v+2k) AT — (11— ,
(v+2k)* (y+ k) o+ ) ( )

(31)

(32)

(33)



where,

2qk
QZT(’Y%—%)(’Y‘H‘?)- (38)
Defining the natural time unit P as,
1
= 39
(28 )
we can define the dimensionless quantity A7 = AT'/P, and define S = %. The M SD becomes:
g —AT
MSD = Ar—(1-5)(1-e , (40)
(v+2k)2(’y+k)(1—5)[ ( )
where the term in brackets is dimensionless. These definitions allow us to define the natural length unit:
- \/ 9 . (41)
(v +2k)" (y+ k) (1= 5)
By rescaling the M S D, we define the dimensionless quantity,
MSD
(I71%) = > : (42)
m2(y+2k)? (y+k)(1-5)
and finally derive the mean-squared displacement in natural units:
() = Ar = (1= 8) (1—e727), (43)

which is exactly the modified Fiurth Equation, proposed by Thomas and collaborators ( Ref. [9] in the main text). Observe
that, if £ = 0 in Eq. (40), we have:

g 1 _
MSDzﬁ[AT—;(l—e WAT)}, (44)

that is, the original Furth equation.
Note that, in the AT — 0 limit, Eq. (36) becomes:

MSD = 2gkAT, (45)
while for AT — oo limit, it becomes: )
g(1+Q
MSD~—2—"%/ AT, (46)
(v +2k) (v + k)

Velocity Auto-Correlation Functions
VACF

We can obtain the velocity auto-correlation function by calculating the product between two velocities for all time intervals
and taking the average with respect to time of all the summed terms. Here we will consider only the velocity in the
direction of the cell polarization; in this instantaneous direction it is well defined.

Assuming that T' + AT = (n + An)At:

VACF(AT) = {u(T + AT)A(T + AT) - vy (T)A(T))
= (v ((n+ An)ADF((n + An)At) - v (nAL)F(nAL)) . (47)

Observe that here AT is not infinitesimal quantity like A¢. We will eventually take the limit An — oo, so that when
At — 0, AT remains finite.



Using Eq. (2) for T"and AT, we obtain:

VACF(AT) = <

oo (1 7A) [ - HANHA - FEAN]. (0 — DA - FnAnHnAL)

At n—1
4 [ ase (1= 780" i AAD]. (0~ DAY FnAY]FnA)
0

2At n—2
+ [ asy(1-a00) a0 pa0] . - 180 - Fnanan
At
+...

nAt
+/ ds&[p((n — 1)At) - p(nAt)]p(nAt)
(n—1)At

n+An

oo (1= 720)" "l - HAD] [A(n — 1)AL) - A FRAL - F{(n + 1)AD)
L P(n+ An = 1)At) - p((n + An)At)|p((n + An)At)

At n—14+An
+ [ sy (1=80) T AN 70~ 1AL - H AN FnAL - (0 + DAD)
[P+ An — 1)AL) - §((n + An)AD)]F((n + An)At)

T An
[ s (1-980) o AN 50— 1A - AYFnAL - B0 + D AY]
(n—1)At

o [P((n+ An — 1)At) - p((n + An)At)]p((n + An)At)
+...

nAt An
+/( o ds&(s) (1 — 'yAt> [P((n 4+ An — D)AL) - 5((n + An)At)]p((n + An)At)} > . (48)
From the term products and averaging the integral terms, we find:
VACF(AT) = of(1- 'yAt)2n+An<[ﬁo FAD2 . [F(n — DAL - fnA)]?
 [FnAY) - Fl(n + 1A [FnAL) - (0 + An)Ab)])
At 2(n—1 n
g [ asgo) (120" o HAOR (- 180 pn) P
0
- [P(nAt) - p((n + 1) At)]

.. [FnAt) - F((n + An)At)]>
+ ...

+9 /(A)A ds € (s)(1 - ~At) An<[ﬁ(nAt) B+ An)An] ). (49)

The cross terms resulting from the multiplication vanish because the product of two white noise terms at different
instants has zero correlation. Applying Eq. (6), that is,

(cos AY; j)p, = (1~ kAt)U_i| ,

and making the same assumptions we used to obtain Eq. (14), we obtain the equation:

2n+An
VACF(AT) = Uﬁo (1 _ 7At> (1- kAt)Z(n—1)+2An

2(n—1)+An
+g (1 - ’yAt) (1 — kAt)2(n=D+24n
An
+ (1 - fyAt) (1 — kAp)2An=1/2| (50)
Since vﬁo = 2(7;!%) we can conclude that:
An
VACF(AT) = (1 - 7At) (1 — kAL 12 (02(T)) (51)

8



Since T' = n At, AT = An At and An — oo we find:

AT\ An AT 2An—1/2
VACF(AT) = (o}(T)) (1_75) (l—kﬂ)
= (f(D)) e OFVAT, (52)

Mean Velocity Auto-Correlation Function ¢* (AT, ¢)

We defined the mean velocity as:
(T — (T
v(T,e) = T te) =T +€2 dl ), (53)

Observe that Eq. (53) includes both parallel and perpendicular displacements. We define the average velocity auto-
correlation function as:

V(AT €) = <5(T, e) - O(T + AT, 5)> . (54)

To evaluate Eq. (54) we must partition the time intervals involved. We write all time intervals as multiples of the infinites-
imal interval At, and use the following convention:

T+e = T+ nAt,
T+AT = T+ (m+n)AT,
T+AT+e = T+ (m+2n)AT. (55)

Adapting Eq. (20) to displacements in the intervals [T, T + ] and [T + AT, T + AT + ], we verify that all cross terms
have either £, or £ individually, or a product of the two. All these products vanish due to the average over noise implicit
in the definition of ©* (AT, ¢). After averaging over noise, we have:

At? =
Y (AT, e) = <UH(T + ATy (T <Z 1L —yA)" (1 — kA Prnyon—;
j=1

S (1 AL kA", >
=1
2

At " P .
= ST+ ATy (M) (DD (1= AP I (L RAY T fsan Bai). (56)

M:

62 ;
j=11:=1
Since (Po - Pntn) = (1 — kAE)™T™ we write:
42 n .
U (AT, &) = =5 (o) (T + AT) - vy (T o) Y (1 —yAt)" I (1 — kAt)>=9) (57)
j=1

Now, taking n — oo keeping ¢ finite, and noting that the sums in the above equations are sums of geometrical series,

(1—e79)(1 — e (1200

¢*(AT7 E) = 52'\/(7 I 2]{‘)

VACF(AT). (58)

Observe that:
lir% Y(AT,8) =VACF(AT), (59)
e—

as it should. From Eqg. (59), we can straightforwardly obtain the mean velocity auto-correlation function (A, §) given
in natural units using Egs. (39) and (41).
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