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Multicellular self-assembly into functional structures is a dynamic process that is critical in the
development and diseases, including embryo development, organ formation, tumor invasion, and
others. Being able to infer collective cell migratory dynamics from their static configuration is
valuable for both understanding and predicting these complex processes. However, the identification
of structural features that can indicate multicellular motion has been difficult, and existing metrics
largely rely on physical instincts. Here we show that using a graph neural network (GNN), the
motion of multicellular collectives can be inferred from a static snapshot of cell positions, in both
experimental and synthetic datasets.

I. INTRODUCTION

Collective cell movement is crucial during many bio-
logical processes, such as embryogenesis, vascularization,
cancer metastasis, and wound healing [1–12]. The infer-
ence of cell motion from multicellular structures not only
can provide valuable information for understanding these
complex processes, but also have a broad impact on med-
ical and engineering fields such as histology, organ-on-
chip, and 3D bio-printing for drug screening and disease
modeling [13]. Despite that modern optical microscopy
has enabled visualizing the evolution of many living mul-
ticellular structures in real-time, the principles they fol-
low to self-organize into a complex living structure is still
a mystery [1, 13–15].

Over the past decade, collective cell movement has
been primarily studied with non-equilibrium physics ap-
proaches [16, 17]. Particularly, recent theoretical and
experimental studies have shown that cell collectives can
undergo cell jamming and unjamming transitions, high-
lighting the relation between cell shapes and tissue flu-
idity [5, 8, 18–25]; a more ordered cell packing is more
static, whereas a more disordered cell packing is asso-
ciated with higher cell motility [Fig. 1(a)]. Neverthe-
less, these relations are categorical (i.e. jammed or un-
jammed), and it is still difficult to make continuous pre-
dictions of cell migratory dynamics [Fig. 1(b)]; for ex-
ample, it was shown that cell shape is not sufficient to
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predict the average cell migration speed [26]. Given one
static snapshot of two cell monolayers, at what resolution
can we distinguish which cell monolayer is more dynamic
than the other? A continuous prediction of collective cell
migratory dynamics can be potentially achieved by defin-
ing additional geometrical order parameters to refine the
definition of structural disorder, but it is unclear how to
systematically define a list of relevant parameters.

While classical mechanistic active-matter models rely
on the assumptions of symmetries and constitutive rela-
tions, data-driven inference methods can potentially by-
pass some of these disadvantages [27–38]. Notably, recent
developments in the graph-based deep neural networks
(GNN) [39, 40] provide an opportunity to develop data-
driven models of complex systems, especially focused on
models that take advantage of known discrete structural
features. For instance, some studies have used graph-
based modeling to capture complex multiscale material
phenomena including dynamic properties, in diverse sys-
tems ranging from glass-forming liquids, proteins, spatial
transcriptomics, crystalline materials, to spider webs [41–
46]. Other work has focused on dynamic material phe-
nomena using attention-based graph models in conjunc-
tion with denoising algorithms to model dynamic frac-
ture [47]. Besides, some recent studies have applied GNN
to track microscopic motion including linking cell trajec-
tories [48], and inferring rules that govern cell fate [49].
Nevertheless, to our knowledge, GNN models have not
been applied to study the glassy dynamic behaviors of
the mesoscale multicellular collectives; these multicellu-
lar systems are often represented with a vertex-model
framework [19–22, 50] or network of cell-cell adjacen-
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FIG. 1. Infer cell motion from static multicellular configurations using graph neural network (GNN). (a) Classification model.
Typically an ordered configuration corresponds to a jammed state while a disordered configuration corresponds to an unjammed
state [19, 21]. Cell boundaries are shown here. (b) It remains elusive what geometric feature of the static snapshot can be used
to build a regression model to make continuous predictions of collective cell migratory dynamics. (c) A schematic configuration
is shown on the left, with the coordinates of the cells represented by circles, and cell boundaries marked in red. An analytical
model typically calculates a geometrical feature for each cell hN×1, from which an ensemble average h̄ is taken to reflect the
structural disorder that correlates with collective cell dynamics. (d) Here, this geometrical feature is replaced by a GNN with

multiple graph convolutional layers and multiple hidden features h
(l)
N×C extracted from the training data through message-

passing among neighboring cells via cell-cell adjacency E , with l ∈ {1, 2, ...L} the index of layers, and C the number of channels.

Cyan, the cell-cell adjacency E . The ensemble average h̄
(L)
1×C is then taken on the multi-channel hidden features of the last

graph convolutional layer, from which the prediction is calculated using a final linear layer.

cies [5, 12, 24, 51], making GNN models a suitable option
to build data-driven algorithm to study their collective
behaviors.

Here we propose to discover from static multicellular
graph data the important spatial features that reflect
collective cell migratory dynamics, using GNN models
[Fig. 1(d)]. The models are trained and validated on both
experimental and synthetic datasets, achieving accurate
predictions. Furthermore, a series of ablation studies in-
dicate cell geometries and their spatial interactions are
important features that help the model with these pre-
dictions.

II. PROBLEM SETUP

The system is given by cell coordinates ri(t) ∈ Rd,
where ri(t) is the Cartesian coordinates of the ith cell
(i = 1, 2, ..., N) at frame t, and N is the total number of
cells at frame t. We consider 2D systems (d = 2) in this
study. The dimensionless cell coordinates can be defined

as r∗i (t) = a
−1/2
c ri(t), where ac is a characteristic cell

area (See Materials and Methods for details of ac).
Mobility output.— We quantify the migratory dy-

namics by the dimensionless average traveled distance

over a lag time τ , which we define as the mobility,

M(τ) = ⟨△r∗2(τ)⟩ 1
2 , (1)

where ⟨△r∗2(τ)⟩ is the dimensionless ensemble-averaged
radial mean squared displacement. M is a measure of
the average distance traveled relative to a characteristic
cell size.
Graph input.— At time point t = ts, from one snap-

shot of the dimensionless cell centroid coordinates r∗i (ts),
Delaunay triangulation can be used to construct the cell-
cell adjacency. Each input graph G is given by [Fig. 1(d)]

G = (N , E) , (2)

which contains cell centroids (nodes) ni ∈ N , N =
{1, 2, . . . , N}, and cell-cell adjacencies (undirectional De-
launay edges) ek = (ni, nj) ∈ E , E ⊆ Z2×E , with E the
number of edges.
Each node is described by a feature vector ci ∈ R1×C ,

with C the dimension of input nodal features. Because
the output M is invariant, we construct this input fea-
ture vector from invariant geometric quantities of the
Voronoi tessellation. Two invariants, area and perime-
ter are shown to be particularly important in regulating
tissue fluidity [19, 21]. Therefore, while higher order mo-
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FIG. 2. Inferring cell motion M̃(X,G) from a snapshot in the experimental dataset of MCF-10A cell monolayers cultured on
2D substrates. (a) A zoom-in view of a representative snapshot of the dataset. Nuclei are stained for cell tracking. Green,
Voronoi edges. Red, Delaunay edges. (b) Mobility M vs. cell number N in the region of interest (ROI) with the dimension
689.6 µm × 492.6 µm, calculated in the train set (green) and the validation set (orange). The black dashed line is a fitted linear
function of M against N in the validation set. (c) Mobility M vs. median of cell shape index SI in the ROI, calculated in
the train set (green) and the validation set (orange). The black dashed line is a fitted linear function of M against SI in the
validation set. (d) Mobility prediction MNN vs. ground truth M in the validation set. The color map indicates probability
density. The black dashed line is a reference line MNN = M . In (b), (c), and (d), each dot indicates an individual snapshot
(with n = 1, 296 individual snapshots in the train set and n = 144 individual snapshots in the validation set). τ = 75 minutes.

ments can be considered, here we consider C = 2 and

ci = (ai, pi) (3)

with ai the dimensionless area and pi the dimensionless
perimeter of the Voronoi cell corresponding to the node
ni. These feature vectors are organized in the feature
matrix X = [c1 c2 ...cN ] ∈ RN×C .

Task.— The goal is to identify a neural network ap-
proximation of the following function

M(τ) = M̃(X,G), (4)

which relates a static snapshot of the system (X,G) at
time point t = ts with the mobility M(τ).

III. RESULTS

A. Performance on experimental dataset

To test this approach in experimental multicellular sys-
tems, we first perform experiments to perturb cell motil-
ity and their static configurations. We use the non-
tumorigenic human breast epithelial cell line MCF-10A
as our model system. Previous studies have shown that
epidermal growth factor (EGF) withdrawal can induce
motility arrested phase [52], while transforming growth

factor β (TGFβ) treatment can enhance cell motility
through an Epithelial-Mesenchymal-Transition (EMT)-
like process [53, 54]. Besides the biochemical cues, bio-
physical environment such as cell density not only results
in glassy behaviors [18, 24], but also affects the formation
of cell-cell junctions and contact inhibition mechanisms
that maintain tissue homeostasis [55, 56]. Therefore,
to generate a comprehensive dataset that covers a wide
range of static structures and cell motility, we perform
time-lapsed imaging of 2D MCF-10A monolayers under
different conditions, including EGF withdrawal, TGFβ
treatment, and the control group with no treatment, each
at a series of cell seeding densities (See Supplemental
Material for details of the experiments). We create an
experimental dataset of 240 independent 16-hour time-
lapsed videos of MCF-10A cell monolayers. Among the
240 videos, 216 videos are used to construct the training
set, and 24 videos are used to construct the validation set.
We select 6 well-separated frames of each video, each as
one entry in the datasets, resulting in a total of 1, 296
data entries for training, and 144 data entries for vali-
dation (see Materials and Methods for details regarding
preparing the graph from raw videos).

The mobility M has a wide distribution (Supplemen-
tal Material Fig. S2); on both train and validation sets,
the apparent geometrical features such as cell number N
in the field of view or median cell shape index SI are
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FIG. 3. The GNN model approximates M̃(X,G) in simulated cell monolayers. (a) Representative input configurations. The
cell boundaries are shown. (b) Prediction vs. ground truth. The color map indicates probability density, and each dot indicates
an individual snapshot. The black dashed line is a reference line MNN = M . (c) Ground-truth mobility landscape. The color
map indicates the ground-truth mobility. (d) Predicted mobility landscape. Red markers, the state points (Ns = 30) provided
for training. The color map indicates the predicted mobility. The dimensionless time τ = 10.

only weakly correlated with the mobility M [Fig. 2(b)
and (c)], with Pearson correlation of −0.5938 and 0.6260
respectively on the validation set (−0.5728 and 0.5599
on the whole dataset), suggesting the need of additional
structural features to further distinguish these systems.

Interestingly, the trained GNN model achieves highly
accurate prediction of cell mobility MNN from a static
snapshot of the system, with a Pearson correlation
ρ = 0.8851 between the prediction and ground truth
[Fig. 2(d)]. Furthermore, we train the model on cell mo-
bility at different lag times τ , and we find the trained
models generate consistently accurate predictions across
a range of τ from 30 minutes to 2 hours (Supplemental
Material Fig. S4 and Fig. S5).

B. Performance on synthetic dataset

To further test the GNN model, we use a synthetic
dataset with continuously varying cell-cell interaction
and self-propulsion speed at a constant cell number den-
sity [21, 24]. Each simulation in the dataset is performed
with different target shape index p0 and self-propulsion

speed v0, and the dataset consists of 462 distinct sets of
configurations with different (p0, v0) [Fig. 3(c)]. In this
case, we seek to use a GNN model to interpolate the mo-
bility from the graphs, without information about p0 and
v0. To do so, we randomly select a small number of state
points to train GNN models and validate the trained
models on the whole dataset. Here, from 30 randomly
selected state points, the GNN model achieves high accu-
racy with a Pearson correlation ρ = 0.9915 and recovers
the mobility landscape [Figs. 3(c&d)]. Furthermore, we
train and validate models at various time scales τ , and we
find that the models generate accurate predictions con-
sistently (Supplemental Material Fig. S6 and Fig. S7).
Changing the number of state points randomly selected
for training, we observe that, with 5 state points pro-
vided for training, the GNN model can already achieve a
correlation of ρ = 0.9159± 0.0445, while 10 state points
can improve it to ρ = 0.9552±0.0264, 20 state points im-
prove it to ρ = 0.9760± 0.0146, and 40 state points can
increase it to 0.9900±0.0034 (Supplemental Material Ta-
ble. S2). Providing state points on regular mesh grids in
general generates slightly better performance compared
to random selection (Supplemental Material Table. S4
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and Fig. S8).

To summarize, the predictions achieved by the GNN
models indicate that static multicellular configurations
contain critical features that can be utilized to predict
multicellular dynamics. While it has been challenging for
classical mechanistic models to perform regression tasks
between static graphs and tissue dynamics, graph-based
deep neural networks provide an alternative solution.

C. Ablation study

Features Type of information

Node Edge Geometric Neighbor Invariant

(a, p) e ! ! !

(a, p) - ! !

- e ! !

(x, y) e ! !

TABLE I. Four typical inputs are compared, with different
combinations of information provided.

Intuitively, the GNN model achieves good performance
because it can capture nonlinear spatial interaction. To
understand what information is indeed important for its
performance, we further perform cross-validation with
partial input information ablated or altered in both the
training set and the validation set (Table I, Fig. 4, see
Materials and Methods for implementation details).

By default, we provide area and perimeter (a, p) as
node features together with cell-cell adjacency e; this
achieves a Pearson correlation of ρ = 0.8637 ± 0.0299
in the experimental dataset [Fig. 4(a)], significantly bet-
ter than the baseline value ρ = 0.6173 (determined using
linear regression of M against cell number N and median
cell shape index SI over the full dataset, details in the
Materials and Methods). Removing edges reduces ρ to
0.8134 ± 0.0399, suggesting that neighborhood features
are useful in predicting cell dynamics. This is consistent
with the known flocking behaviors of cells, which have
been modeled by the Vicsek model and others [14, 57]; re-
cent studies also show that cell neighborhood information
such as cell-cell tension affects collective cell migratory
dynamics [58, 59]. Message-passing in the neighborhood
as defined by the edges across multiple graph convolu-
tional layers allows the model to consider structural order
at different ranges, which has been observed in cell collec-
tives [60–62]. The experimental task appears to be more
difficult than the synthetic dataset; on the latter, even
without the edge information, the model already reaches
a correlation of 0.9766±0.0098. Providing the additional
edge information only has a marginal gain, increasing the
correlation to ρ = 0.9876 ± 0.0037 [Fig. 4(b)]. In the
vertex-model framework, the cell-cell tension linearly de-
pends on the perimeter of two neighboring cells [25, 63],

FIG. 4. Comparing the performance with different inputs.
(a) On the experiment dataset, 10-fold cross-validation is per-
formed, and each fold is repeated with 3 different model ini-
tializations at different random seed numbers. Each point rep-
resents the performance of an independent model (30 models).
(b) On the synthetic dataset, cross-validation is performed by
randomly selecting the training set (Ns = 30 state points) and
model initialization. Each point represents the performance
of an independent model (30 models). The statistical signif-
icance level is determined using One-way ANOVA tests and
post-hoc pairwise Welch’s t-test with Bonferroni’s correction
for multiple comparisons. ***: p-value < 0.001. Implemen-
tation details of ablation and cross-validation are provided in
the Materials and Methods.

which constitutes a simple neighborhood feature.

Furthermore, fully removing the node feature decreases
ρ to 0.6124 ± 0.0675 in the experimental dataset, and
0.8121 ± 0.0504 in the synthetic dataset. This is con-
sistent with mechanistic theories showing cell shape is
closely related to tissue fluidity [21]. Interestingly, adding
cell positions (x, y) back instead as the node feature can
only partially rescue the performance, with ρ to 0.7072±



6

0.0519 in the experimental dataset, and 0.8668± 0.0350
in the synthetic dataset. While the raw cell coordinates
may provide more information, the model benefits from
pruning redundant input using symmetry arguments. In
this case, the output M is an invariant quantity, and pro-
viding invariants as input enforces the rotational symme-
try.

This ablation study suggests that cell geometries and
their spatial interactions contain important features that
can be used for accurate inference of tissue-level cell mo-
bility. While classical mechanistic models heavily rely on
intuitions and assumptions to distill a handful of struc-
tural metrics, GNN models provide an alternative so-
lution to extract structural features from data that are
relevant to tissue dynamics.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

Here we apply a graph neural network (GNN) to ap-
proximate the relation between multicellular static struc-
tures and collective cell dynamics. Our results suggest
that the static structures of cell monolayers contain suf-
ficient information to infer cell migratory dynamics with
reasonable accuracy; using ablation studies, we demon-
strate the relative importance of different input features
for the model performance. We present that GNN is a
promising tool that can be used to approximate relations
between multicellular graph data and collective cell mi-
gratory dynamics, which are otherwise difficult to express
using analytical formulas with predetermined structural
order parameters.

Besides cellular geometries, recent studies have shown
that collective cell dynamics are also regulated by cel-
lular biochemical identities such as actomyosin activi-
ties [58], tension remodeling [59], and the extracellular-
signal-regulated kinase (ERK) pathway [64], and other
studies have shown the role of nematic order [65]. GNN
models could allow studying their interactions together
with cell geometries by further concatenating these cel-
lular identities as additional dimensions of the input fea-
tures. Moreover, in several recent studies, inference of
dynamic equations has been achieved on single-cell tra-
jectories [30–32, 66]. It will be interesting to combine
GNN with these methods to infer the forces within dense
active matter and living tissues such as epithelia.

We envision that geometric deep-learning algorithms
will provide a suitable tool for studying diverse physi-
cal phenomena in mesoscale multicellular living systems
and dense active matter. We further discuss some of the
possibilities in the Supplemental Material.

V. MATERIALS AND METHODS

Experimental dataset.— Experimental and data
pre-processing details can be found in the Supplemen-
tal Material. Briefly, we use the non-tumorigenic human

breast epithelial cell line MCF-10A to create the experi-
mental dataset. The cells are cultured in a glass bottom
96-well plate (Greiner, No. 655891) coated with colla-
gen R (Serva, No. 47254.01), and the nuclei are stained
(SPY650-DNA) for cell tracking. The cells are imaged us-
ing WiScan Hermes High Content Imaging System (Idea
Biomedical) every 3 minutes for 16 hours. To perturb
both cell mobility and their static configuration, three
types of treatment conditions (EGF withdrawal, TGFβ
treatment, and control) and 4 initial cell seeding num-
ber densities are used, and 20 independent locations of
each condition are imaged, resulting in a total of 240
independent time-lapsed videos, including both conflu-
ent and non-confluent cell monolayers, covering a broad
range of monolayer structures and cell mobility. Among
the 240 videos, 216 videos are used to create the train
set, and 24 videos are used to create the validation set.

Cell tracking is performed with TrackMate [67] and a
customized MATLAB script adapted from the particle
tracking algorithm [68]. Multiple frames at 1-hour inter-
vals are selected from each video, resulting in a train set
of 1,296 graphs, and a validation set of 144 graphs. The
field of view (FOV) of the raw videos has a dimension

of 802 µm × 599 µm. The characteristic length scale a
1/2
c

is calculated as the a
1/2
c =

√
AFOV

⟨N⟩ = 24.6 µm for our

dataset, with AFOV the area of the FOV, and ⟨N⟩ the
average cell number across the full dataset consisting of
1440 graphs. For the input graphs G, we filter out the
distorted tiles at the boundary of the FOV, and the final
region of interest (ROI) has a dimension of 689.6 µm ×
492.6 µm.

Synthetic dataset.— The simulation dataset was
created with Self-Propelled Voronoi simulations as previ-
ously described in [21, 24]. The dataset contains steady-
state cell coordinates at 462 distinct state points at dif-
ferent (p0, v0) as shown in Fig. 3(c). Unless otherwise
noted, we provide 7 distinct snapshots per state point to
construct the full dataset (n = 3, 234), and we provide
30 randomly selected state points as marked in Fig. 3(d)
for training (n = 210). Model performance with a dif-
ferent number of snapshots per state point or different
state points provided for training is provided in the Sup-
plemental Material.

Training GNN.—Details of the GNN model archi-
tecture are provided in the Supplemental Material. The
Principal Neighbourhood Aggregation (PNA) graph con-
volutional layer is employed [39], and the models are
implemented with PyTorch Geometric [69]. The mean
squared error loss function is used throughout the paper.

Pearson correlation.— Throughout this study, the
Pearson correlation factor ρ is used to evaluate and com-
pare the performance of the models. The Pearson corre-
lation factor ρ between the ground truth and prediction
is calculated as

ρ =

∑
(MNN − ⟨MNN ⟩)(M − ⟨M⟩)√∑

(MNN − ⟨MNN ⟩)2 ∑(M − ⟨M⟩)2
, (5)
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where the summation is taken over the whole validation
set. ⟨MNN ⟩ and ⟨M⟩ denote average neural-network pre-
diction and average ground truth respectively.

Ablation study.— To ablate the node feature, we
replace all elements in the node feature matrix X by 0.
To ablate the edges, we replace the edge list E with only
self-loops (ni, ni), where i = 1, 2, ..., N .

Cross-validation on the experimental dataset.—
Since 20 independent locations are images at all condi-
tions, we split the whole dataset by their location index
into 10 subgroups, each containing 2 independent loca-
tions of each of the 3 treatment conditions and 4 cell seed-
ing densities, with 72 graphs per location and 144 graphs
per subgroup. We perform a 10-fold cross-validation. In
each fold, we select 1 subgroup as the validation set and
use the other 9 subgroups as the training set; each fold is
repeated with model initialization using 3 different ran-
dom seed numbers.

Cross-validation on the synthetic dataset.—
With each random seed number, among the 462 state
points, a total of 30 sets of training data are selected. 30
state points are randomly selected for each set of train-
ing data, and the ablation study is performed on each
training set.

Baseline model.— Previous theoretical and experi-
mental studies have identified the median of cell shape
index SI as a shape order parameter that defines the
jamming-unjamming phase boundary of epithelia [19,
20]. In the experimental dataset, the baseline perfor-
mance is determined using a two-variable linear regres-
sion model of the cell mobility M as a function of the
median cell shape index SI and the cell number N in the
ROI, over the full dataset consisting of 1440 graphs. The
synthetic dataset is at a constant cell number density,
and the baseline performance is determined using a lin-
ear regression model of the cell mobility M as a function
of the median of the cell shape index SI, over the full
dataset consisting of 462 state points.

Statistics.—Performance is reported as mean ± stan-

dard deviation. Statistic significance is determined using
one-way ANOVA (Analysis of Variance) tests with post-
hoc pairwise Welch’s t-test with Bonferroni’s correction
for multiple comparisons.
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1. Details of the graph neural network model

FIG. S1. Model architecture.

From cell coordinates, Voronoi tessellation is performed using scipy.spatial.voronoi, and the area a and
perimeter p of the Voronoi cells are assigned as nodal features X; Delaunay tessellation is performed using
scipy.spatial.delaunay to get the cell-cell adjacency as the graph edges E . Unless otherwise specified, the network
consists of 5 PNA convolutional layers [1] with 36 channels and 3 towers (model performance using different choices
of hyperparameters is shown in Table. S1). ReLU activation function is used and batch norm layers are applied after
each PNA layer. Global mean pooling and another linear layer are applied after the last PNA layer to transform to the
output dimension (Fig. S1). In the PNA convolutional layers [1], we use [sum, mean, std, max, min] aggregators,
along with [identity, amplification, attenuation] scalers. AdamW [2] with weight decay 1e-3 is used. We use
learning rate 1e-5 for the experimental dataset and 1e-4 for the synthetic dataset. All models are trained for 500
epochs. All models are trained and validated with a NVIDIA T4 or L4 GPU.
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2. Additional discussions

a. Inference and generative tasks

While continuum hydrodynamic differential equations for physics systems, including active matter, are classically
developed through symmetry argument and approximate free energy function with polynomial expansion, a significant
effort has been made over the past decade to use neural networks for inferring the governing rules and equations from
data [3–5], and to use physics-informed neural networks (PINN) to accelerate computation [6]. Similar opportunities
exist in mesoscale dense active matter research, where the free energy function is usually assumed to be functions of
certain invariant geometric quantities of cells (e.g. area and perimeter) in quadratic forms for simplicity. Designing a
data-driven method to infer the forms and parameters of these terms in the governing equations from experimental
data has remained a challenge. Doing so will be useful to refine the governing equations and free energy functions
that have been widely used to simulate these mesoscale multicellular systems. For this task, compared to CNN which
is more suitable for continuous fields, GNN is ideal for mesoscale active matter that has been widely described with
Voronoi and Delaunay graphs for a long time [7–9].

Bridging discrete multicellular graphs and continuous fields, recent studies have also revealed an important correla-
tion between multicellular structures and tissue stresses in epithelia in both experiments [10] and simulations [11]. Gen-
erating stress fields from graph data has been achieved using GNN on crystalline structures on synthetic datasets [12].
It is interesting to apply similar frameworks for inference of collective cell traction and tension fields from multicellular
graphs. While invariance is enforced in the current study because the mobility measure M is an invariant quantity,
in learning vector and tensor fields such as stresses, equivariant GNN structures [13] need to be considered.

b. Multi-body interactions in dense active matter

To further understand how graph-based learning might have gained additional insights into multicellular dynamics,
we can consider a multi-body system whose dynamic equation is dri

dt = µF({ri}) + v0ζ, where ri is the Cartesian
coordinates, t is time, F is the interaction force that could in principle depend on all the degrees of freedom ri, ζ is a
unit noise term, µ is a coefficient and v0 is the self-propulsion speed, i = 1, 2, ...N is the index of the ith cell. While
this is still an oversimplification of multicellular living systems, we can gain some insight into how learning might
benefit from a graph-based construction.

Here the multi-body force F({ri}) is the unknown, and we are given a number of observations of {ri}. The
task of either mechanistic models or deep learning models can be regarded as inferring either an analytical approx-
imation or a neural network approximation for F({ri}), which is highly complex in living tissues. A straightfor-
ward choice is to expand F({ri}) as a sum of interaction terms [14]: F({ri}) ≃ ∑

i F
(1)(ri) +

∑
i

∑
j F

(2)(ri, rj) +∑
i

∑
j

∑
k F

(3)(ri, rj , rk) + ... In recent studies, several inference models have been constructed for active matter

under this decomposition and a focus has been on estimating the two-body term
∑

i

∑
j F

(2)(ri, rj). The underlining

assumption is that |F(n>2)| ≪ |F(2)|. This assumption is generally true in classical systems, but in dense active
matter such as living tissues, such interactions can be multi-body in nature, meaning that |F(n>2)| is not necessarily
negligible compared to |F(2)|, but rather depends on the relative cell-cell interactions across many cells. Graph-based
learning provides an alternative option through estimating F instead from the neighborhood of the cells represented
as “graphs”. Notably, in more realistic situations where F is not only a function of cell positions {ri}, but also a
function of other multi-omics {oi}, GNN models are flexible enough to concatenate the information together as input
embedding.

c. Efficient data representation, Multicellular Data Bank (MDB), and Large Multicellular Graph Model (LMGM)

Furthermore, we propose that a collaborative effort can be made to create a multicellular data bank (MDB) from
which it will be possible to construct a large multicellular graph model (LMGM) for general-purposed predictions of
the dynamic behaviors of multicellular living systems.

This century witnessed the fast growth of multicellular data for a variety of tissues and organs, yet it has been
difficult to identify a universal model (either theoretical or computational) that can be predictive of the organization
and dynamics of multicellular systems. It is still unclear what a standard representation of multicellular data is.
Learning from data, the excellent performance of graph-based deep neural networks proves that multicellular graphs
contain important hidden information that determines multicellular dynamics. On the other hand, from a technical
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aspect, the raw multicellular data are high-dimensional, typically z-stacked (3D), time-lapse (dynamical), and multi-
channel (multi-omics). The data size for a single biological sample at acceptable resolution can typically be on the
order of 1-10 gigabytes. A large-scale deep neural network based on video representation greatly exceeds the current
data process, transfer, and storage capacity. For the purpose of constructing a general model for multicellular living
systems, a standard and efficient data representation capable of condensing the data while retaining essential features
is required. The graph-based representation proposed in this study provides a possible solution. We note that while
the nodal features and edges in the current analysis are purely geometrical, given the data we have at hand, important
biological edges such as cell junctions and even long-ranged neurological connections can be further included in GNN
models. Nevertheless, the positions of the cell nuclei can be used as the “backbone” of multicellular data, to which
multi-omics data can be attached. While ideally dynamic multi-omic experiments can be performed in one round
with multi-channel live staining, practically multiple experiments performed on one biological sample typically require
multiple runs under multiple microscopes. Coordinate alignment can be first achieved using the coordinates of the
cell nuclei. With the graph-based data representation and graph-based deep neural network, the pipeline proposed in
this work provides a possible solution for systematically organizing multicellular data into a multicellular data bank,
and further condensed into graph-based deep neural networks for general predictions.

At a smaller length scale, deep neural nets (e.g. AlphaFold) have successfully uncovered the folded structure of
“graphs” of proteins [15]. In some recent studies, GNN models are shown to generate useful predictions within spatial
transcriptomic datasets on fixed tissue samples [16, 17]. Nevertheless, it is still difficult to extend these data-driven
efforts to dynamic time-lapsed video datasets of developmental processes consisting of a large number of cells evolving
rapidly, with appropriate considerations of physical principles. We propose that it is possible to train a large model for
general predictions of dynamic multicellular organization processes. The graph-based deep neural networks provide
an excellent option that is capable of concatenating multi-omic biological inputs and outputs in an extremely flexible
way. It will be interesting to further include genetics, proteomics, and other in situ multi-omic data as nodal features,
and cell-cell junctions, mechanical interactions, and other interactions as edge features; these multi-omics graphs
can then be provided to a graph neural network for prediction of missing or future features of these multicellular
graphs evolving over time. Hence, we believe that the framework holds great potential for organizing fast-increasing
multicellular data, and provides a possible solution to construct LMGM.
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3. Data acquisition and pre-processing procedures

a. Experimental dataset

Cell culture and imaging procedures.— Non-tumorigenic human breast epithelial cell line MCF-10A is used to
create the experimental dataset. Cells are cultured at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2, with the full media of Dulbecco’s modified
Eagle’s medium/F-12 supplemented with 5% horse serum, 20 ngml−1 epidermal growth factor (EGF), 0.5 µgml−1

hydrocortisone, 100 ngml−1 cholera toxin, 10µgml−1 insulin, and 1% penicillin and streptomycin. 7 days before
imaging, the parental cells are divided into two batches, with one batch still cultured in the full growth media, and
the other batch cultured with the addition of 5 ngml−1 TGFβ1 (PeproTech, No. 100-21). 1 day before imaging, cells
are seeded on collagen-coated glass-bottom 96-well plates in three groups. Group A is the parental cells cultured in
full growth media, and it will be used as the control group during imaging. Group B is also the parental cells cultured
in full growth media, and it will be starved of EGF during imaging (to be treated with growth media without EGF).
Group C is the batch that has been treated with TGFβ1, and it is maintained with the same TGFβ1 treatment
throughout the experiment. Each group is seeded at 4 cell number densities at 15,000, 20,000, 25,000, and 30,000 cells
per well. Around 2 hours before imaging, the cells are washed 2 times with serum-free media. Then the full growth
media is added to group A, growth media without EGF is added to group B, and full growth media supplemented
with 5 ngml−1 TGFβ1 is added to group C, with all supplemented with SPY-650-DNA for cell tracking. 20 distinct
locations of each condition are imaged simultaneously at 3 minutes per frame for 16 hours, with a field of view of
802 µm×599 µm at 1382 × 1032 pixels. In total, this results in 240 videos (each with 320 frames) covering a wide
range of cell mobility (Main text, Fig. 2). Consistent with previous experimental studies [18–20], the EGF withdrawal
groups in general show reduced cell motility, and TGFβ treated groups show increased cell motility, lower proliferation
and more irregular shapes as indicated by large cell shape index (Fig. S2).

Cell tracking.—Before tracking, the video resolutions are downsampled by 2, resulting in 691×516 pixels (resolution
is 1.16 µm per pixel). Automatic cell tracking is performed with a customized MATLAB script adapted from the
particle tracking algorithm [21]. The tracking of each input snapshot is carefully examined and corrected using
TrackMate [22].

Frame selection.— We select the middle section of the videos for optimal video stability and tracking quality.
Frames 100, 120, 140, 160, 180 and 200 from each video are selected to construct the whole dataset, each as one
data entry. The frames are sparsely selected to reduce the correlations among the graphs. This results in a total of
K = 1440 graphs as inputs.

Normalization.— The characteristic area is calculated as ac = AFOV

⟨N⟩ , with the total area of the field of view

AFOV = 691 × 516 pixels2 and ⟨N⟩ = 1
K

∑K
k Nk the average cell number per field of view, where K = 1440 is the

total number of graphs in the full dataset. The length scale a
1/2
c = 21.2 pixel (24.6 µm) in this case.

The normalized cell coordinates are calculated as

r∗i = a−1/2
c ri . (1)

The field of view after normalization has a dimension of x ∈ [0, 32.5] and y ∈ [0, 24.3].
Calculating mobility.— Around each selected frame ts, the mobility is defined as

M = ⟨△r∗2(τ)⟩ 1
2 , (2)

where the dimensionless mean squared displacement ⟨△r∗2(τ)⟩ is calculated as

⟨△r∗2(τ)⟩ = Var (r∗i (t+ τ)− r∗i (t))
∣∣
i,t

, (3)

with Var()
∣∣
i,t

the variance taken both among cells and within the frame range t ∈ [ts−w, ts+w], with w = 60 frames

(3 hours).
Input graphs.— For each frame, Delaunay tessellation is first performed to generate a list of edges. Then Voronoi

tessellation is performed. To clean the distorted cells and edges at the boundary of the field of view, we select a region
of interest (ROI) x ∈ [2, 30] and y ∈ [2, 22], and only keep nodes that have all their associated vertices within the
ROI.

Train and validation datasets.— The full dataset contains a total of 12 conditions from 3 treatment groups and 4
seeding densities each at 20 independent locations, among which we use 18 locations for the train set, and 2 locations
for the validation set. The mobility distribution of the 3 treatment groups as a function of cell number N in the ROI
and median shape index SI of the full dataset consisting of K = 1440 graphs is shown in Fig. S2. All the graphs are
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treated equally and mixed in the datasets, and any information about the experimental condition is not provided to
the GNN models.

Baseline model.— Over the full dataset with K = 1440 graphs, the correlation between cell number N in the ROI
and the mobility M is −0.5728, and the correlation between the median cell shape index SI and the mobility M
is 0.5599. The baseline performance shown in Fig. 4(a) in the main text is determined using a two-variable linear
regression model of the mobility M against cell number N in the ROI and the median cell shape index SI over the
whole dataset, and the fitted plane is shown in Fig. S2, with a correlation of ρ = 0.6173.

Note that even without the edge information, a neural network consisting of multiple convolutional layers should still
be able to consider higher-order statistic moments and nonlinear relations. Indeed, without the edge information, the
(a, p) group still reaches a correlation of 0.8134±0.0399, significantly outperforming the two-variable linear regression
model [main text, Fig. 4(a)].

FIG. S2. The mobility M distribution of the full experimental dataset with K = 1440 graphs. M at lag time τ = 75 minutes
is shown here. Each dot corresponds to a graph. Note that all the graphs are treated equally and mixed in the datasets, and
any information about the experimental condition, including the treatment type information (+TGFβ, Control, -EGF), is not
provided to the model. The green plane shows a fitted 2-variable linear regression model.



7

b. Synthetic dataset

Basic information.— The Self-propelled Voronoi (SPV) simulations are performed following the procedure as de-
scribed in [8]. Briefly, the free energy is given by

E = ΣN
i=1

[
KA(Ai −A0)

2 +KP (Pi − P0)
2
]
, (4)

where Ai and Pi are the area and perimeter of the Voronoi cell i(i = 1, 2, ..., N), the coefficients A0 and P0 are the
target cell area and perimeter, and the coefficients KA and KP are the area and perimeter moduli.

The equation of motion is given by

dri
dt

= µFi + v0ni, (5)

where ri is the Cartesian coordinate of the cell i, ni = (cos θ, sin θ) is the cell polarity vector, Fi = −∇iE is the force,
the coefficient v0 is the self-propulsion speed, and the coefficient µ is a drag coefficient.

The cell polarity follows

∂tθi = ηi(t), ⟨ηi(t)ηi(t′)⟩ = 2Drδ(t− t′)δij , (6)

where ηi(t) is the white-noise process with zero mean and variance 2Dr.
Nondimensionalization.— Same as in [8], we consider a confluent cell monolayer where the average cell area ⟨Ai⟩ =

A0. Choosing
√
A0 as the length scale and 1

µKAA0
as the time scale and nondimensionalize the equations, the system

has 3 independent parameters, which are the target cell shape index p0 (p0 = P0√
A0

), the self-propulsion speed v0 and

the angular diffusion coefficient Dr.
The dataset.— In this study, we use a dataset at Dr = 2 containing simulations at 462 distinct state points covering

a broad range of cell target shape index p0 and self-propulsion speed v0. The simulations are performed at a time
step size of ∆t = 0.1 and the results are recorded every 5 time steps (frame rate is 0.5 dimensionless time per frame).
Each simulation contains 4,000 frames (total dimensionless time is 2,000) of N = 400 cells within a simulation box of

dimension x ∈ [0, 20] and y ∈ [0, 20], and therefore the characteristic length scale is a
1/2
c = 1 in the simulation.

Frame selection.— Unless otherwise noted, from the total 462 state points we randomly select 30 state points for
training as indicated in Fig. 3(d) in the main text, and we select frame 500 to frame 3500 with a step size of 500,
resulting in 7 frames per state point. The frames are sparsely selected to reduce the correlation among the graphs.
Model performance of selecting a different number of frames per state points or selecting different state points for
training are shown in Table. S3, Table. S4 and Fig. S8.

Calculating mobility.— The cell mobility M is calculated the same as in the experimental dataset with w = 100.
Input graphs.— The input graphs are constructed in the same way as in the experimental dataset. We select ROI

as x ∈ [0, 20] and y ∈ [0, 20].
Output normalization for training.— The synthetic dataset covers a much broader range of cell mobility, with the

maximal M on the order of 10 in a highly fluid-like system. For the benefit of using consistent hyperparameters in
training the neural network, it is helpful to rescale the output around 1. Therefore, we rescale M as M̂ = M/Mc,

with Mc = 10 when providing the data to the GNN model. That is, the direct output of the GNN is M̂ , and we scale
M̂ back to its original range by MNN = McM̂ for all post-processing and visualization.

Baseline model.— The baseline shown in Fig. 4(b) in the main text is determined using a linear regression model
of the mobility M against the median cell shape index SI over the whole dataset. The fitted line is shown in Fig. S3
with a correlation of ρ = 0.7976.
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FIG. S3. The mobility distribution of the synthetic dataset. M at the dimensionless lag time τ = 10 is shown here. The dashed
line represents a fitted linear regression model.
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4. Additional results

a. Performance at different time scales

In both experimental and synthetic datasets, the selection of time scales has minor effects on the performance of the
GNN model (Fig. S4 and Fig. S6). This perhaps suggests that from the graphs the models extract structural features
reflecting differences from condition to condition, instead of identifying instantaneous cell-cell rearrangements; for
example, in the synthetic dataset, these could be some representation similar to (p0, v0) which then could be used to
interpolate the mobility quite easily since the landscape in the (p0, v0,M) space is relatively smooth, although it is also
possible that the models trained on different time scales have captured different structural features while achieving
similar performance. In jamming transitions in the experimental cell monolayers, the “internal” state analogous to
(p0, v0) remains an elusive concept, however, the output of the last graph convolutional layer before the final linear
layer of a trained GNN model could perhaps be regarded as a low-dimensional structural representation of the cell
monolayers, relevant to their jamming dynamics. For future studies, it will be interesting to visualize these hidden
features and analyze their changes under biophysical and biochemical perturbations.

FIG. S4. For the experimental dataset, (a) mobility M(τ) at different time scales in the training set, and (b) mobility M(τ) at
different time scales in the validation set. (c) The model performance at different time scales. The train and validation set are
the same as in Fig.2. The models are initialized with 3 different random seeds and the error bar shows the standard deviation.
The baseline is determined by the Pearson correlation between M and the median of cell shape index SI at time scale τ .
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FIG. S5. GNN predictions vs. ground truth at different time scales τ in the experimental dataset. (a) τ = 30 min. (b) τ = 60
min. (c) τ = 90 min. (d) τ = 120 min.
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FIG. S6. (a) Examples of mobility M(τ) at different time scales in the synthetic dataset. The dashed line marks the time
scales on which the models are trained and validated. (b) The model performance. 3 different train sets of 30 state points
are randomly selected, on which separate models are trained. The error bar shows the standard deviation. The baseline is
determined by the Pearson correlation between M and the median of cell shape index SI at the dimensionless time scale τ .
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FIG. S7. GNN predictions vs. ground truth at different dimensionless time scales τ in the synthetic dataset. (a) τ = 2.5. (b)
τ = 7.5. (c) τ = 12.5. (d) τ = 17.5. (e) τ = 22.5.
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b. Effect of model hyperparameters

Layer Channel Batch size Learning rate ρ
5 36 128 1e-05 0.8902±0.0050
2 36 128 1e-05 0.8660±0.0114
3 36 128 1e-05 0.8913±0.0042
4 36 128 1e-05 0.8857±0.0046
6 36 128 1e-05 0.8850±0.0067
7 36 128 1e-05 0.8767±0.0079
5 12 128 1e-05 0.8494±0.0236
5 24 128 1e-05 0.8893±0.0047
5 48 128 1e-05 0.8818±0.0007
5 60 128 1e-05 0.8837±0.0091
5 36 32 1e-05 0.8700±0.0128
5 36 64 1e-05 0.8812±0.0026
5 36 256 1e-05 0.8863±0.0080
5 36 128 1e-04 0.8018±0.0341
5 36 128 1e-06 0.8087±0.0814

TABLE S1. Effect of hyperparameters. The same train and validation sets are used as Fig. 2 in the main text. Each group is
repeated 3 times with different random-seed initialization.

c. Effect of dataset size

State points ρ
5 0.9159 ± 0.0445
10 0.9552 ± 0.0264
15 0.9765 ± 0.0041
20 0.9760 ± 0.0146
25 0.9798 ± 0.0128
30 0.9837 ± 0.0096
35 0.9840 ± 0.0097
40 0.9900 ± 0.0034
45 0.9902 ± 0.0025
50 0.9909 ± 0.0022

TABLE S2. Performance on the synthetic dataset with different number of state points randomly selected for training. Each
condition is repeated 3 times with a different random selection of state points for training.

Number of frames per state points ρ
2 0.9777 ± 0.0050
7 0.9837 ± 0.0096

TABLE S3. Performance on the synthetic dataset with different number of frames per state point provided in the training set.
The raw dataset contains 4000 frames of steady-state configuration; here for the 2-frame group, the frames with frame index
∈ {500, 3500} are provided each as one separate data entry in the full dataset, and for the 7-frame group, the frames with frame
index ∈ {500, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500, 3000, 3500} are provided each as one separate data entry in the full dataset. For both, 30
randomly selected state points are provided for training. For each group, 3 individual models are trained, each on a different
randomly selected train set, and the models are validated on the full datasets consisting of 462 state points.
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State points ρ
2× 2 0.9267 ± 0.0357
3× 3 0.9835 ± 0.0045
4× 4 0.9877 ± 0.0030
5× 5 0.9909 ± 0.0005
6× 6 0.9932 ± 0.0010

TABLE S4. Performance on the synthetic dataset with different state points on regular mesh grids provided in the training
set. The corresponding state points (p0, v0) provided in the training set are marked in Fig. S8. Each condition is repeated 3
times with different random seeds.
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FIG. S8. The effect of states provided for training. (a-e) The predicted mobility landscape. The red markers indicate the states
provided for training. (f-j) Prediction vs. ground truth. The color map indicates probability density and each scatter point
represents one input graph.
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